






























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































208

society, lead to a reduction in defence spending and reduce the chances of war. Mikardo
saw himself as a conduit of understanding between the two contrasting economic and
political systems, not as an agent for one side or the other. This was a position that

Newens also attempted, unsuccessfully, to carve out for himself,

Renee Short appears the most profoundly pro-Soviet of these cases and her activities and
arguments are more consistent with Platts-Mills's approach to opposing the Cold War.
Her objectives were the establishment of a socialist society based upon sexual and racial
equality, public ownership and workers' control, none of which was tenable in the Cold
War atmosphere. The vehicle for establishing this society was the Labour party and, from
her position on the NEC, Short attempted to alter the party's political objectives while also
attempting to establish an atmosphere of bipolar co-operation and co-existence. Her
vehicles for achieving the latter goal were the ‘voluntary organisations', which espoused
the establishment of cultural links and encouraged contact between East and West at the
individual level. Through her role within these organisations she would be invited to visit
Eastern Europe and encouraged to provide reports on her visit. The 'guided tour' she
received would have helped to convince her that the Soviet Union did indeed represent the

model for her political objectives and encouraged her to protect the regime from her anti-

Communist enemies.

While the motivations of these three MPs vary, their objectives were similar and their
methods had a similar result. They shared the objective of wanting to alter the anti-
Communist climate of opinion and sought to institutionalise détente within British
political and economic life. The result would be that the pro-Soviet cause gained some
prominence, though among a minority, and that some Labour left-winger's socialist ideals
became linked to the future of the Soviet Union. This was not the result Stan Newens or
Tan Mikardo wanted to achieve. Their support for the Soviet Union, pursued through extra-
parliamentary activities became linked to their arguments for socialism. Therefore pro-
Soviet activities, and their concomitant arguments for establishing East-West links,
became established as a tradition within the Labour party's ethos. This tradition had
gained prominence among the pro-Soviet left-wing during the 1945-50 parliament and
continued as a tradition within Victory for Socialism. It was this link, which was perceived

as fundamental by some on the left, that led to the development of a campaign to protect

the Soviet Union.
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During the period of détente British socialists explored new ways of undermining the Cold
War rationale. These methods would be the way forward as the stakes were raised once
again during the Second Cold War. As détente collapsed, and a renewed ideological
determination emerged in the United States and the Soviet Union, pro-Soviet activity took
on a renewed impetus. The links that were established under détente survived into the next
decade and would be exploited by the pro-Soviet sympathisers, and their Soviet contacts,
to encourage deeper forms of pro-Soviet activity. Within the period characterised as the
second Cold War the McCarthy-style fears and allegations became almost an
acknowledged truism. A minority of Labour MPs promoted Soviet policy within the
British parliament and on the world stage. They became apologists for the aggressive
foreign policy of the Soviet Union and, more importantly, exchanged political information
with their Soviet counterparts. Equally party policy reflected a complete rejection of the
anti-Soviet rationale and mirrored the arguments of the pro-Soviet tradition. Perhaps for a
brief period the pro-Soviet MPs were happy within their own party; however they were so
far from attaining real political influence that extra-parliamentary activity became the only

avenue through which they could pursue their goals.

') Coles, Making Foreign Policy, London, John Murray, 2000, pp 70-5.

2 S E Ambrose, Rise to Globalism: American Foreign Policy since 1938, Middlesex, Penguin.1993, pp 224-
253, ¢

ic Ponting, Breach of Promise, Middlesex, Penguin, 1989, pp 99-106.
* C Ponting, Breach of Promise,, 1989, p 221.

5 P Jones, America and the British Labour Party: the special relationship at work, London, Tauris, 1997, p

156; J Dumbrell, ecial Relationship: Anglo-American Relations in the Cold War and after, Basingstoke,
Macmillan, 2001, pp 62-73.

%1In 1967 NATO lost French support and, as a concomitant of the opposition to the anti-Vietnam war, public
opinion across the continent called for a cessation of the bipolar aggression. This is argued to have
encouraged the NATO leaders to entertain the notion of bilateral discussions. See J Freeman, Security and

the CSCE Process: The Stockholm Conference and beyond, London, Macmillan, 1991, 1-60, for a

description of the international drive for the creation of the Helsinki process.

" This organisation was officially founded at the 1972 Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe in
Helsinki. However due to difficulties in reaching agreements on standards of human rights or representation
and acceptable levels of defence the organisation was not ratified until 1988. However it is not inaccurate to
state that the organisation existed, if only as a forum for negotiations. While detailing the development of the
OSCE only does over-simplify the developments surrounding European security, for example the role
Western European Union was also being discussed, it was the Helsinki process that gained the most fervent
left-wing support.

§ Allaun put this forward in several newspaper articles, Bob Edwards reinforced these with editorials for the
Tribune. Stan Newens was particularly supportive of the OSCE in pamphlets which opposed US

interventionism in European politics, see S Newens, The Case Against NATO: The Danger of the Nuclear

Alliances, Nottingham, Russell Press, 1972,
% E Barbe, European Values and National Interests’, in Landau & Whitman (Editors), Rethinking the

European Union; Institutions, Interests and Identities, London, Macmillan, pp 126-46, 1997, p 132,

1 An image that was strengthened by the French government leaving NATO for a short period from 1967.

" See HMSO, Command paper 6932, pp 59-60.
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'2.G P Tank, The CESP and the Nation State’ in K A Eliassen. (Editor), Foreign and Security policy in the
European Union, London, Sage, 1998, p 15.

¥ HMSO, Command paper 6932, p 105.
' For a full transcription see HMSO, Command paper 6932, pp 107-112.

'5 Sir John Roberts, Director of the Great Britain-Russia Association, the official point of cultural contact
between the two nations, recalled that the Association had been established in 1959 to encourage non-
ideological contact between East and West by PM Harold Macmillan. Funding increased during the late
1960s and the organisation was largely depoliticised, having previously being dominated by Conservative
MPs. to increase the level of contact and breadth of its activities. The remit was broadened again in 1973,
after the Labour party's proscription list was abolished, in an attempt to marginalise the BSFS and similar
organisations. Interview with Sir John Roberts, 27 May 2001, see also J C Q Roberts, Speak Clearly into the

Chandelier: Cultural Politics between Britain and Russia 1973-2000, Richmond, Curzon, 2000, pp 7-18.
'® D Volkogonov, The Rise and Fall of the Soviet Empire: Political Leaders from Lenin_to Gorbachev,

London, Harper Collins, 1988, p 292.

' MP for Tottenham 1964-87

18 See G D H Cole, Europe, Russia, and the future, London, Victor Gollancz, 1941; G D H Cole, Great
Britain in the Post-War World, London, Victor Gollancz, 1942,

1% This group focused on developing relations with the Eastern Hemisphere in general, the catchment area
ranged from the Warsaw Pact to China and took in the troubled South-East Asia. The only cohesive policy
the group put forward surrounded Vietnam.

2 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

2! Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

22 Socialist Outlook and its journal were staunchly Trotskyist and argued that the Soviet Union practices
state capitalism. Nevertheless it practised a policy of entryism against the Labour party throughout the 1950s
and 60s and was proscribed by the party in 1954, see M Crick, Militant, London, Faber and Faber, 1984, pp

22-23,p 39.

B Cliff, a prolific left-wing writer and activist, formed the Socialist Workers party and was the party's
leading speaker, writer and organiser until his death in 1999.. '

% See Newens contribution to Jacques & Mulhern, The Forward March of Labour Halted? London, Verso,
1981, pp 59-63.

% Jacques & Mulhern, The Forward March of Labour Halted? 1981, p 63.

% Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

7 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

3 The left-wingers sent many letters to newspapers calling for a range of alternative policies, including
British neutrality and outright condemnation of the US prosecution of the war. Examples can be found
within the papers of Frank Allaun, the Manchester Guardian Archive and within the papers of Maurice

Edelman and Frank Cousins.
® Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

A 3 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98

3 Newens indicated that there had been friendly relations between himself and the Romanian Embassy prior
to him being selected to visit and interview Ceaucescu.

% g Newens. Nicolae Ceausescu: The Man, his Ideas and his Socialist Achievements, Nottingham, Russell
Press, 1972, pp 18-19.
3 § Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu; The Man, his Ideas and his Socialist Achievements, 1972, p 27.

icolae Ceausescuy: a selection from his speeches and writings, Nottingham, Spokesman, 1973,

M S Newens,
p8.

* Many speeches expressing similar arguments were published by Novosti, see particularly L Brezhnev, Our
Course: Peace and Socialism, Novosti, Moscow, 1977, pp 44-8. Commentary can be found in many studies
of Twenticth Century Russian History, for the most recent and possibly most informed example see D
Volkogonov, The Rise and Fall of the Soviet Empire, Harper Collins, 1998, pp. 262-328
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* Quoted in P Martin, *Sham of Romania’s Brave New World’, in Readers Digest, January 1986, pp. 60-64,
p 63.

37 . . . o
S Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu: a selection from his speeches and writings, 1973, p 5.

I8 . . . .
S Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu: a selection from his speeches and writings, 1973, p 5.

k1] . . . ..
S Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu: a selection from his speeches and writings, 1973, p 5.

'S Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu: a selection from his speeches and writings, 1973, p 6.

*!' S Newens, Nicolae Ceausescu: The Man, his Ideas and his Socialist Achievements, 1972, p 28.

*2 For commentaries on these works see M Kenny, The First New Left: British Intellectuals after Stalin,
London, Lawrence & Wishart.1995, p 172 and bibliography.

“* Labour Weekly, 5/1/73,p 11.

* Anne Swingler called his support of Ceausescu “utterly reprehensible”. Interview with Anne Swingler,
14/11/98.

** Particular examples would be Fidel Castro, Chilean Communist leader Salvador Allende, Enver Hozha the
independent Stalinist leader of Albania or Daniel Ortega leader of the Sandinistas. All were perceived as
being within the Soviet sphere of influence but beyond full control unlike the Warsaw Pact nations. Support
for the North Korean, Vietnamese and Cambodian regimes was rare but did occur among some disillusioned

pro-Communist intellectuals. See P Hollander, Political pilgrims: Western Intellectuals in Search of the

Good Society, 4" Edition, New Brunswick, Transaction, 1998, pp 267-277.

4 Evidence suggests that Ceausescu was a Soviet backed despot, ruling in the manner of his Habsburg
predecessors. Tito, however, did manage to retain a large degree of independence, but during the Second
Cold War found it easier to be part of the Soviet sphere. The only independent European Communist State

was Albania.

47 This process, consisting of a series of conferences which established the Organisation for Security and Co-
operation in Europe [OSCE), attempted to establish a charter for human rights, end military intervention and
encourage cultural exchange between the nations of both Western and Eastern Europe. While the impetus
came from the Soviet bloc, gaining meaningful agreement on these issues was impossible. The problem
being the link between Moscow and the Warsaw Pact nations, many of who desired the establishment of

such a charter. See John Freeman, Security and the CSCE Process: The Stockholm Conference and Beyond,

1991. For the British Governmental ratification see HMSO, Command Paper 6198, 1975.

*8 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.
* Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

5 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

A (T recognised that dictatorships were often bolstered if not even brought to power by United States
agencies, usually the CIA. On well-publicised case was Chile. Salvador Allende, the only democratically
elected Communist leader was deposed by the army in a United States supported coup in 1973, the Pinochet
regime was then heavily underwritten by the United States. The Somoza regime in Nicaragua was a similar
case. Due to the appalling human rights records of these leaders President Jimmy Carter reversed the policy,

though support was stepped up after Reagan became President.

52 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

53 S Newens, The Case Against NATO; The Danger of the Nuclear Alliances, 1972, p 11.
% S Newens, The Case Against NATO: The Danger of the Nuclear Alliances, 1972, p 13.
55 § Newens, The Case Against NATQ: The Danger of the Nuclear Alliances, 1972, pp 14-15.

58 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

57 He and Ken Coates organised opposition among Labour MEPs to the abandonment of Clause IV. He and
Coates remain fervent opponents of Blairism, however, they remain members of the party in an attempt to
steer it back into a leftward trajectory. Newens did decided to resign as an MEP in 1999 as he found it
difficult to represent a party whose beliefs are so different from his own.

*® Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98.

% Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98,
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* Interview with Stan Newens. 10/12/98.

%! This position, adopted by Newens in 1972, caused a rift between him and the majority of Tribunites who
opposed the EEC as a capitalist power bloc. The EEC will be referred to hence under its current title
European Union (EU).

®2 His co-dissenters were Eric Heffer, Robert Edwards and Sid Bidwell.

5 Socialist Group of the European Parliament, The Socialist Campaign for Human Rights, Disarmament and
Development Co-operation: Principles and Activities, Brussels, SGEP. (undated pamphlet), p 15.

 Interview with Stan Newens, 10/12/98. Within this category Newens placed the majority of parliament and
the press, particularly the newspaper owners.

85 R Radosh, Commies: A Journey Through the Old Left, the New Left and the Leftover Left, San Francisco,
Encounter Books, 2001, p 203.

% According to the research of Dorril and Ramsay, between 1946 and 1961 he had increased his annual
turnover to £30 million S Dorril & R Ramsay, Smear: Wilson and the Secret State, London, Harper Collins,

1991, p 20.
7 R Deacon, The British Connection, London, Hamish Hamilton, 1979, p234.

% S Dorril & R Ramsay, Smear; Wilson and the Secret State, 1991, pp 18-21.
% Though Tory Member Commander Anthony Courtney was involved in a sex scandal that, at the very least,
hindered his chances of ministerial position.

70 Plummer, in his role as Vice Chairman of the East-West Trade Parliamentary Group, wrote several articles

for the Daily Worker and the Morning Star arguing for increasing East-West trade. See for example L
Plummer, ‘A Peace Treaty: Socialist countries mean business’, Daily Worker, 9 August 1961, p 2.

7' Labour MP for Buckingham 1964-70, publisher of pro-Soviet literature through his publishing company
Pergamon Press, later media baron.
7 J Haines, Maxwell, London, Futura, 1988, p 220.

7 J Dumbrell, A Special Relationship: Anglo-American Relations in the Cold War and after, 2001, p359.
™ United States Government Publishing Office, Foreign Relations of the United States 1961-63, Vol. 9,

Washington DC, USGPO, p 649.

™ A P Dobson, 'The Kennedy Administration and Economic Warfare against Communism', International
Affairs, 64, pp 599-618, p 608.

76  Waller, 'Pressure Politics', Encounter, August 1962, p 12.

" Information gained from scant details of Ian Mikardo Ltd in Jo Richardson papers, interviews with
Margaret Webster and former employees of Websters Tools, Wakefield, 25/6/1998

78 Birmingham BSFS papers, interview with Philip Crees, 12 May 1999.

" Interviews conducted with employees of Webster’s Tools indicate they were at least pushed towards
Trotskyism. Five former employees, David Brown, Les Mitchell, Fred Parsons, Frank Slake and Norman
Unwin were taken to a factory in Leningrad in 1977 to meet their Russian counterparts. They received what
can only be described as a programme of indoctrination. Prior to this they were members of the TGWU and
the Labour party but not active. On return Brown and Unwin joined the West Yorkshire Communist party
on the strength of their experiences and took part in several industrial disputes as flying pickets. These they
state were party funded. The other three claimed they were unaffected, however, this evidence does indicate
that the programme was successful in gaining sympathisers and active supporters. Notably Parsons and
Slake both admired their Russian counterparts, kept in touch and still see them as friends after twenty years.

% More research is needed in this area as it does suggest that exchange trips between workers increased
contacts that, during the industrial unrest of 1970-85, and particularly during the miner’s strike of 1984-5,
were important for acquiring funding.

8 Evidence suggests that offers were made very subtly, intended to sound out the target without damaging
the relationship. Jack Webster, a frequent visitor, recounted stories of comments being made about the
"profits available when importing literature” and that "guests from the Soviet Union always have a generous
expense account”, Interview with Margaret Webster 25/6/1998.
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"2 Soviet diplomats required an invitation to visit the country and any activity had to be approved by the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office. Therefore invitations to technicians to visit a factory and view
production, or to give a talk on production techniques, allowed many Soviet agents entry into Britain. The
‘technicians’, usually high-level diplomats, would then arrange other meetings and visits for their time in
Britain. On occasions the Soviet ‘visitor’ failed to arrive at the scheduled event, instead they would feign
illness and visit other, more important, contacts. See J C Q Roberts, Speak Clearly into the Chandelier:
Cultural Politics between Britain and Russia 1973-2000, 2000, pp 19-36.

% It has not been possible to find a surviving representative of this genre. Jack Webster did go to Russia on
several occasions, but his daughter Margaret stated that he was unaffected and called the nation quaint. His
politics were staunchly Conservative, however.

% I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, London, Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1988, p 25.
% Interview with Anne Swingler. 14/11/98.

3 Mosley held the highest respect for aspects of both Mussolini’s and Stalin’s economic models, he chose
the former, but many others during this period were to choose the latter because it was not fascist.

¥ I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 88.
%8 I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 97.
% I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 91.
* I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 97.
%' I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 95.

%2 In The New Statesman, during the late 1940s and 50s, Mikardo wrote as Sagittarius, following a moderate
pro-Soviet line. However, his arguments normally followed the Bevanite not Zilliacus tradition.

% I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 102.

% I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 121.

% Labour party, Sense About Defence, London, Labour party, 1977.

% E Shaw, Discipline and Discord in the Labour Party, Manchester, M U P, 1988, pp 185-200.

%7 See I Mikardo, The Second Five Years: A Labour Programme for 1950, London, Fabian Society, 1948; I
Mikardo, The Labour Case, London, Allan Wingate, 1950.

% I Mikardo, The Second Five Years: A Labour Programme for 1950, 1948, p 2.

% D N Pritt's position on the Executive Committee as Treasurer adds weight to this latter allegation.

0 1 etter Mikardo to Morgan Phillips, 21/9/50, General Secretary's Papers.

" Details and reports on CESC events can be found within the Jack Jones papers, MSS 126/J], Modern
Records Centre. A statement of objectives was produced by the organisation, see F Brockway, Peace Within

Reach, London, CESC, 1973.
192 | abour MP for Penistone from 1959 until his death on 20 May 1978.

13 I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 143.

"™ In 1955 he was sitting MP for Stockport South but Sara Barker called for his endorsement to be reviewed
due to his outspoken opposition to the British nuclear weapons programme.

S £ Shaw, Discipline and Discord in the Labour Party, 1988, pp 92-3.
1% I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 131.

"7 Sillars left the Labour party to found the Scottish Socialist party. He was a left-winger and a firm friend
of Frank Allaun’s, however never argued the pro-Soviet line.

'8 See Labour party, Party or Puppet, London, Tribune Group, 1972.

™ On the *‘Mikardo Doctrine’, see E Shaw, Discipline and Discord in the Labour Party, 1988, pp 181-2, and

Chapter Five, pp 89-114 passim.) The reforms ensured that many left-wingers were to retain constituency
support despite their opposition to the parliamentary party policies. Due to this MPs like Lamond retained
their seats until the Kinnock reforms following the 1987 Election defeat.

" terview with Jan Zilliacus, 8/7/98
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" Interview with Anne Swingler, 14/11/98.

"2 I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, pp 91-2.

13 Gordievsky claimed Zilliacus was perceived as an agent of the KGB while Mikardo was similarly an
agent of the Soviet Union, for a distinction see Chapter Two. Interview with Gordievsky, 15/11/98
'™ I Mikardo. Back-Bencher, 1988, p 95.

"'$ I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 141.

'!* | Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, pp 115-6.

"7 [ Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, pll6

118 | Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, 116.

"9 [ Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 117.

‘201 Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 137.

12! gee I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, pp 138-9.

22 It would be very difficult to calculate whether a causal link existed between the increase in East-West
trade during the 1960s and 70s and the emergence of reformism under Gorbachev. English does indicate
that Russian economists and intellectuals argued that the Soviet Union should increase trade with the
capitalist world and were envious of those nations such as Yugoslavia and the GDR that enjoyed extensive
trading links with Europe. R English, Russia and the Idea of the West: Gorbachev, Intellectuals and the End
of the Cold War, New York, Columbia University Press, 2000, pp 99-100.

'3 [ Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 149.

24 I Mikardo, Back-Bencher, 1988, p 149.

125 Though not one of the agents revealed by Frolik, it appears that Bax did have extensive contact with the
StB and it is possible that it was Bax, rather than Stross, who passed information on defence matters to

Frolik. See C Pincher, The Secret Offensive: Active Measures; A Saga of Deception, Disinformation,
Subversion, Terrorism and Assassination, London, Sidgwick & Jackson, 1985, p 152.

6 1t is important to remember that the cultural attaches at the Soviet Embassy were normally KGB
operatives trained to encourage their contacts in Western society to engage with them on matters concerning
the party and the sympathies of its members. As all those MPs who visited the Soviet Union had to arrange
their visits through an attaché at the Embassy therefore they would have come into contact with KGB agents
and, not perceiving them as enemies, may have discussed British politics and the Labour party with them.
This would have meant that they would have been listed as contacts, if only to enhance the status of the KGB

operative,
17 Renee Short and her husband moved in to a retirement home and it is believed that she is in poor health.

'8 Philip Crees recalled that Short was a frequent speaker at BSFS events and he assumed that she was a
member, though this is not listed in her Who's Who entry as an affiliation. Interview with Philip Crees,

12/5/99.
1 Interview with James Lamond 17" February 1999.

13 Spearing was not interviewed but I spoke to him informally at the Conference on ‘Labour’s Century’, The
University of Salford, 16/9/99. His reaction appears indicative of the way many less radical MPs viewed

Short.
" Interview with Philip Crees, 12/5/99.

122 | abour MP for Coventry South West 1974-79 and Preston 1987-2000, NEC member 1982-87, who died
2/9/00. Wise supported much of the left-wing internationalist agenda but avoided pro-Soviet associations,
though she was unequivocally supportive of Daniel Ortega's regime in Nicaragua. She was a lifelong
dissident within the party and was the fifth most frequent opponent of the Blair government 1997-99. See P
Cowley, 'The Marginalisation of Parliament’, Talking Politics, Vol. 12; No. 2, pp 284-288.

" Interview with Audrey Wise, 20/4/00

' Others spoken to were a little hesitant to express either admiration or condemnation, often avoiding the
question of their opinion of her. Interview with Stan Newens, correspondence with Frank Allaun.

" Interview for Sunday Times Magazine, 'Short Stories’, The Times, 23/9/90, p 16.
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13 R Short, The care of long-term prisoner, London, Macmillan, 1979,

17 R Short, The care of long-term prisoner, 1979, p 53.
' Hansard, Vol, 722, Col. 27.
'3 Labour Minister of State for the Foreign Office, October 1964-January 1967,

4 Hansard, Vol. 722, Written Answers, Col. 185.
"' Hansard, Vol. 753, Col. 412.

"2 Hansard, Vol. 750, Col. 2116.

¥ The Doctrine established by the constitution of the FDR that declared that the separation of Germany was
illegal and therefore no ally of the FDR should officially recognise the GDR. This was adhered to until the
Doctrine was abandoned during Brandt's Neue Ostpolitik programme. See Stefan Berger & Darren Lilleker,
‘Blutriinstige Diktatur, das bessere Deutschland, oder Stolperstein auf dem Weg zu einer friedlichen
Koexistenz? Die DDR im Blick der britischen Labour Party, 1949-1973', in Arnd Bauerkamper, Editor,

Britain and the GDR: Relations and Perceptions in a Divided World, Potsdam, Zentrum fur Zeithistorische
Forshung, 2001, forthcoming.

' Hansard, Vol. 654, Col. 258.

15 Hansard, Vol. 738, Col. 994.

146 Hansard, Vol. 738, Col. 994.

7 Hansard, Vol. 720, Col. 1333.

8 Quoted in B Dent, ‘Moscow Travellers’, New Statesman, 6/7/84, p 11.

149 Hansard, Vol. 786, Col. 1567.

150 B Radosh, 'The Cuban Revolution and Western Intellectuals', in R Radosh, The New Cuba; Paradoxes
and Potentials, New York, University of America Press, 1976, pp 41-2.

15! NEC Minutes, RD.225, Jan 1972.
152 See Letter to the Times, 4/10/86, p 4; 9/11/90, p 15

'} See Shaw, Discipline and Discord in the Labour Party, 1988, p 172, and P Williams, ‘The Labour Party:

The Rise of the Left’, in West European Politics, Vol. 6, 1983, p 33. Minutes of meetings are held in the
NEC Archive, National Museum of Labour History, Manchester.

134 At this time the NEC was chaired by Tom Driberg and Frank Allaun, Joan Maynard, Ian Mikardo and Jo
Richardson were all prominent left-wing members.

155 This is her contraction of Dutt’s first name, which may be indicative of a closer relationship than merely
fellow socialists.

136 | abour Monthly, Feb 1975, p 76.
'7 Hansard, Vol. 114, Col. 226.

'8 Guardian, 10/10/72.

' Guardian, 10/10/72.

' | etter to the Times, The Times, 4/9/89, p 13.
18! Hansard, Vol. 114, Col. 227.

1©2 Hansard, Vol. 114, Col. 228.
193 Quoted in P Hollander, Political pilgrims: Western Intellectuals in Search of the Good Society, 4"
Edition, 1998.p 8.
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Chapter Six
Raising the Stakes; The Second Cold War

Détente had offered the left-wing, and in particular the pro-Soviet strand, the
opportunity for co-existence to develop between the communist and capitalist blocs.
However, by the end of the 1970s, the international atmosphere reverted to one of bi-
polar hostility. As Cox outlined, this was the result of the Soviet Union “on the
march™! and a United States Presidency renewing its resolve to contain communism
and exploit the weaknesses of an increasingly overstretched Soviet imperialism.? The
United States increased anti-Communist intervention in Latin America while the
Soviet Union declared military rule in Poland and established a puppet government in

Afghanistan.® This led to the period 1979-87 being referred to as the Second Cold

War awkish New Right alliance of Reagan and Thatcher abandoned the
reconciliatbry stance of their predecessors; a policy that both leaders argued had left a

void in Western security of which the Soviet leadership had taken advantage.’ Soviet
actions were used by the United States and British governments to prove that the New
Right anti-Communist defence policy was the correct course and western propaganda
characterised the Soviet Union as an ‘evil empire’ and the Cold War as an

irreconcilable conflict’.® A decisive war seemed inevitable.

In Britain the collapse of détente led to the re-emergence of a deep fear of nuclear
war’ and an increase in anti-Cold War activism among the pro-Soviet left-wingers.
However the lack of influence over British policy meant that their objectives were
limited to influencing opinion and establishing interdependent East-West links
beneath governmental level. The internationalist's agenda involved attempting to
encourage co-existence between the Soviet Union and the West through non-
governmental activity. Various pro-Soviet cultural organisations attempted to
maintain unofficial dialogue and create an atmosphere of mutual understanding
between Britain and the Soviet Union. The central aim was to limit the deterioration
of East-West relations further and to prevent the outbreak of war.® The increased
hostilities, coupled with a need to counter the official antagonism, meant that the
attraction of organisations that were disposed to preventing conflict and promoting

co-existence increased. The pro-Soviet left attempted to gain wider support among
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Labour party members, alter aspects of the party policy and lead the attack against the
Thatcher-Reagan alliance in parliament. These MPs publicised, but failed to
popularise, the pro-Soviet analysis of international developments. This increased
activism was facilitated by the Labour party’s leftward shift which led the pro-Soviet

left-wingers to feel that they were no longer polarised from the majority.

At Labour party Conferences the left-wing Trade Unions held a considerable level of
influence. This led to what Shaw described as the “paralysis of leadership.” This was
exacerbated by constitutional reforms within the party, spearheaded by the Campaign
for Labour Party Democracy [CLPD], which were designed to redistribute power
away from the PLP and award it to the rank and file.'® These reforms gave power to a
left-wing dominated NEC and a broadly left-wing Union leadership. The power of the
left-wing over the parliamentary party is the subject of some debate, but the fact that
the left agenda became party policy and that this was diametrically opposed to the

stance of the Callaghan-Healey leadership is indisputable.”

Thorpe highlighted the importance of the Trade Unions in shifting the party’s stance.
He argued that in supporting the constitutional reforms the Union leaders aimed to
pay Callaghan back for his conservative responses to the 1978-9 economic crisis.'
This should not be understood, however, as the left-winger's ‘fit of pique’. The left-
wing fight for control was a coherent and organised attempt to ensure that the party
leadership adhered to 'socialist principles' and that no future leader could betray the
party by allying with the forces of capitalism. This could only be achieved by giving
control to the workers, the party rank and file, and forcing the leaders to act as
spokespersons for their agenda. Between 1980 and 1983 this was almost achieved.
Alan Sapper recalled that the left-wing Trade Union grouping' could virtually set the
agenda of the party. The left-winger's agenda was determined in meetings between
left-wing Union leaders and their colleagues in parliament. The alliance of left-
wingers in the parliamentary party, the NEC and at Conference ensured that the left
was able to control the party manifesto and policy of the PLP, though this was not
entirely driven by the Unions as Sapper claimed.'* The centre-right of the party was
unable to retain its traditionally dominant role over policy and accepted as leader

Michael Foot, Tribunite and anti-nuclear campaigner. Arguably, whoever had become
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leader following Callaghan’s resignation in 1980 would have had little choice but to
accept unilateralism, this was one of the policies that the left had been attempting to

force onto the agenda since the 1950s.

The left-wing of the late 1970s and 1980s have often been compartmentalised into
hard and soft divisions."® This characterisation is somewhat awkwardly defined as
being between the Bennite hard left, which would include the pro-Soviet éuand, and
the soft left characterised by Foot.'® This is a largely erroneous description. Seyd has
characterised Labour's left as:
[M]ore than a set of political attitudes: it is also a distinct culture, a way of life
and an approach to politics... someone from the Labour left is an 'outsider’
who does not mix easily with the political establishment... The term ‘comrade’
is part of the language... The singing of ‘'The Red Flag' is symbolic..."
More importantly the left was not cohesive and largely avoided developing a serious
alternative to the party's centrist position. Equally there was never an alternative left-
wing leader waiting in the wings to take control of the party. The perceived contest
between left and right for the deputy leadership in 1980 is a myth, left-wing support
was divided between Benn and John Silkin.'® The left included a wide range of

traditions, ideals and perspectives and lacked a clear and consensual alternative

agenda.

Despite this lack of unity and purpose the left was able to ally in support of the
agenda adopted by the party at the 1980 Conference. This alliance was built around
broad socialist objectives. Key issues included a neutralist stance on the Cold War,
unilateral nuclear disarmament and the alternative economic strategy,'® though
debates raged within NEC policy subgroupings which were often extremely heated
and highly divisive. Publicly, however, the appearance prevailed that the left was
united, had a common body of ideals which had been translated into a Manifesto and
had a leader. This perception was enhanced by the left's consensus of opposition to
the Thatcher government's political agenda. A particular theme around which the left
built this consensus was anti-Americanism. This allowed the promotion of a foreign
and defence policy that could be accuséd of being pro-Soviet and that would mirror

aspects of the programme put forward by the CPGB.%° The consensus on this anti-
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American, neutralist stance is evident in the many articles written by profoundly anti-

Soviet left-wingers during this period.

Anti-Americanism had been a tradition of Bevanism and a feature of Tribune articles
and editorials, however during the second Cold War anti-Americanism reached
paranoiac proportions. Tony Benn, Eric Heffer and Stan Newens were particular
critics of Atlanticism and accused the Thatcher government of subservience on
several occasions. Benn described the ‘independent nuclear deterrent’ as a tool of the
United States that acted as a "ball and chain limiting [Britain’s] capacity to play a
more positive role in the world."?! His fear of United States objectives was far more
expansive:

They are trying to transform the troublesome natives of Britain... into the

subjects of a new imperialism... represented by the sort of federal Europe they

would like to see created.*?
While many left-wingers' fears were not expressed in such dramatic terms there was
consistent opposition to deepening the 'special relationship’ and a fear that Britain had
become a subordinate partner, or, in Allaun's terms, a stooge in foreign and defence
matters. Synthesising the mood eloquently, Ken Livingstone observed that: "US
intelligence had managed to... achieve an almost complete dominance at the Ministry
of Defence".? The left-wing agenda therefore tied together a rejection of monetarism
and Atlanticism. But, beyond these key tenets, divisions over policy alternatives were
prevalent. Equally the left-wing's oppositional stance to Thatcherism attained a
consensus across Labour's backbenches and at Conference, but it failed to gain mass
support among the electorate.?* Crushing defeats both in parliament and in elections

made it clear that the parliamentary road for change was closed to the left, possibly

forever.

This chapter represents a study of the last battle waged by the pro-Soviet strand of the
Labour party. The MPs who acted as the frontline of opposition to the renewed policy
of roll-back developed a much closer working relationship with the Soviet Union than
their predecessors. This involved becoming a conduit of understanding, attempting to
build personal bridges between the opposing political systems and developing
common ground from which co-existence could develop. The highpoint for MPs

establishing themselves in the role of conduit was the period of the Second Cold War,
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though the relationships that were established were founded upon structures that had
been put in place since 1947 and which had been strengthened particularly during the
decade of détente. However the increased requirement to act as an Anglo-Soviet
bridge was necessitated by developments in East-West relations. The perceived thaw,
during the 1970s, had led to the adoption of deeper pro-Soviet links, arguably
underpinned by the belief that such activity would become a natural concomitant of
rapprochement and co-existence. However, with these institutional links in place, as

détente collapsed, they became an effective tool to utilise against a resurgent anti-

Soviet rationale.
Front organisation activity in the Labour party

The main conduit for developing links between British MPs and the Soviet Union was
the network of front organisations. This Communist-sponsored activism was not a
phenomenon solely of the 1980s. Since the establishment of the Popular Front in the
1930s, MPs sympathetic to the Soviet Union had become involved in deeper forms of
pro-Soviet activity. This course of action had previously led to expulsion.”’ Members
of such organisations were seen as promoting the Communist party line and, as such,
would attempt to subvert the policies of the PLP. The traditional solution to
Communist entryism was proscription: this was now only a tenable, although
ineffective, weapon against the Trotskyist Militant group.?® The Labour party had
proscribed any organisation that had Communist links, employed members of the
Communist party or was supportive of Soviet arguments and policy. It was fairly
easy for these to be identified; the leadership of the front organisations usually
consisted of the same individuals, their objectives were supportive of Soviet policy,
and they were usually affiliated to one of the umbrella organisations®’ that were under
a more direct form of Communist control. Proscription stemmed Communist entryism
throughout the period from 1927 until 1973. By this time so many organisations had
been established that control over pro-Soviet affiliations had slipped away from the
Labour party. Furthermore many left-wingers were sympathetic to the ideals of these
groups. The League for Democracy in Greece attracted 24 new members from the
PLP and a further 43 Labour MPs listed Greek politics as being "of special interest"
following the League’s 1974 recruitment drive.”® Many of those who offered support;

Frank Allaun, Tom Driberg, Michael Foot, Eric Heffer, Joan Lestor and Renee Short,
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were influential members of the NEC.?® This meant that it became a simple process to

abolish the proscription policy.

The abolition of proscription allowed MPs to join and openly promote front
organisations, and meant the organisations were able to recruit within parliament.
However recruitment would not have been easy had the organisations not had existing
supporters within the Labour party. John Fraser, who drew up a list of MPs who were
sympathetic to the aims of the League for Democracy in Greece, can be described as a
supporter of the aims of the organisation; though Fraser avoided becoming involved
further in pro-Soviet activity. There were others who would definitely have been
regarded as friends of the Soviet Union, using Gordievsky’s definition. MPs did share
information with Soviet agents regarding the party and they discussed politics and
developed personal relationships with members of the Soviet Embassy. However,
these individuals should not be classified as acting as spies, agents or traitors. This is
evident from their motives. The pro-Soviet Labour MPs were not ordinary career
politicians, they focussed on a higher ideal and ignored the consequences of their

actions and how history would damn them for pursuing an internationalist agenda.

This was particularly the case with those who not only joined front organisations, but
who took higher executive posts, promoted the organisations' cause in the House and
took on extra tasks on behalf of these organisations. We now know that two MPs did
this by their own admission. To have a former Member of Parliament admit acting as
an agent of influence on behalf of a front organisation, discuss the role they played
and place it within the context of the period provides a much better picture of an
individual who would normally be written off as an agent. Neither Gordievsky,
Pincher or Crozier examined the motives behind pro-Soviet activity; they saw the
world in black and white while there are, in the words of Clement Attlee, infinite
“shades of grey” between right and wrong. We can argue that these figures were
acting in the way they believed to be best and some have argued, with hindsight, that
they did prevent escalation of the Cold War. For example William Wilson hinted that
the existence of organisations like the BSFS, with a membership that included
members of the political elite, showed the Soviet Union that it was not entirely
isolated. Thus despite fears of a pre-emptive strike by NATO forces, the Soviet

Union was able to discuss these fears and have them allayed by individuals with input
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into the political decision-making process.’' While this clearly over-exaggerates the
importance of Wilson and the BSFS, it does explain Wilson’s personal perception of

his role.

Furthermore some of the arguments espoused by pro-Soviet delegates in the House
have been proven correct. The arguments of those who recognised a decreasing threat
from the Communist bloc and a genuine desire for rapprochement were validated by
the Gorbachev overtures that initiated the end of the arms race. Volkogonov testified
that ending the arms race was an aim expressed by the Politburo during the early
1980s, the obstacle was that unilateral arms reductions equated to surrender.? The
fact that figures like Wilson had close contact with members of the Soviet Embassy
and representatives of the Soviet government meant that they may well have had a
more accurate picture of Soviet policy aims. We could classify this as pure
propaganda designed to influence, however it is also possible that the Soviet Union
was not always, metaphorically, ‘crying wolf’. The individuals studied here believed
in the integrity of their Soviet contacts, though some did hold reservations. They
appeared to have been attempting, in Mikardo’s terminology, to light a candle in a
dark corner of the world®® by extending the hand of friendship to the falsely
demonised Russian. They equally hoped that if they could establish sufficient
personal links between the peoples of the two nations the Russian people would not

agree to initiate a nuclear attack on Britain despite the relationship of the two

governments.>*

With these ideals in mind pro-Soviet MPs became senior officials of front
organisations. This led them to work on behalf of that organisation both in parliament
and upon the world stage. This activity will be studied through personal admissions
where possible. It cannot be achieved in the case of every individual involved;
however we can gain a snapshot of their beliefs by studying those on whom evidence
is available. Front sponsored activities are best viewed through the activities of James
Lamond and William Wilson and to a lesser extent Ron Brown and Alex Kitson. If
we employ the fellow traveller metaphor we can argue that these four left-wing
figures travelled a further stage in the metaphorical Moscow bound car and
hypothesise that they chose to remain seated until the very end of the journey. This

poses the question were the motives of these individuals different to those previously
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studied and if so how? This question will be answered using their own rationale for
their behaviour and an assessment of their complicity in working alongside the Soviet
Union. In particular it needs to be assessed whether they offered unquestionable

support for the Soviet regime and how they rationalised their role in light of the

collapse of Soviet Communism.
Peace and Internationalism: the alternative perspective

For those individuals who enjoyed close contact with the Soviet Union the
abandonment of détente, and return to the expansionist policy synonymous with the
late 1940s, could be called a consequence of Western distrust. Brown told the anti-
Communists that: “the more you try and fracture the alliance of socialist nations the
more they will need to increase their defences”. >* Soviet propaganda reinforced this
perception, arguing that the United States was determined to break up the Warsaw
Pact using the procedure of détente.’® Therefore, the Soviet Union had been placed
under immense pressure to retain ideological hegemony over her sphere of influence,
particularly if NATO was planning to actively pursue rollback in Europe. The Soviet
strategy, developed during the détente era; was to elicit information regarding the
intentions of NATO policy makers. After 1980 the Soviet Union grew concerned that
NATO was contemplating a pre-emptive nuclear strike. To allay these fears Andropov
launched Operation RYAN,*” which entailed heightening defences and increasing
intelligence-gathering measures. Diplomats who had contacts in the House increased
the frequency of meetings and strengthened relationships with all sympathetic MPs.
They also focussed on gaining material on specific policy areas and attempting to gain
information that would enable the Soviet Union to gain control over key figures
within government. The Soviet intention was to prevent attack or, at least, to be able
to respond when an attack came. The Soviet. leadership's failure to achieve this,
compounded with the development of the SDI early warning system by the United

States, led to an unassailable loss of parity and to Gorbachev’s co-operation in ending

the arms race.

The combination of fear of war due to increased international tension, and the Soviet
drive for increased contact caused an exponential increase in peace activism. Anti-

nuclear arguments were fervently propounded in the House by many of the surviving
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peace campaigners such as Frank Allaun, but more notably by newer allies such as
James Lamond, many of whom had a more pronounced pro-Soviet viewpoint. The
increasing divide between anti-Soviet Atlanticists and the moderate anti-Cold War
activists led debates in parliament to adopt a zero-sum character. The all or nothing
perspective allowed the pro-Soviet arguments to gain a degree of legitimacy as the

official oppositional stance.*®

On consecutive dates both Houses of Parliament, firstly the Lords then the Commons,
heard debates on the question of East-West relations after Gorbachev became leader
of the Soviet Union. The majority of voices who spoke on the subject in either House
expressed the traditional anti-Soviet position despite the change of leadership. The
message of the opening statement to the House of Lords, delivered by Lord Home of
the Hirsel® on 23 April 1985, asked whether Britain could realistically expect policy
to change even if the Soviet leadership had. Gorbachev was still a man who
subscribed to the Bolshevik ideology. Lord ‘Manny’ Shinwell, former Labour
Defence Minister, stated, in support of Home’s argument, that either the Soviet
Union’s ideological basis altered significantly or war may be eventually unavoidable.
However, there were dissident voices. Baroness Gaitskell, widow of former Labour
leader Hugh Gaitskell, reminded the House that “there was a time in fairly recent
years when we were both allies... What have they done to us that we have not done to
them?”"*® There was also the voice of seasoned left-wing campaigner, and President of
the SCR, Baron Jenkins of Putney who accused his old adversary Home of
“falsification of the facts”*! when documenting the background to current East-West
relations. Home's key tenet had been that mistrust was logical as statements made by
the Soviet government promising one course were usually followed by contradictory

actions. Jenkins refuted this stance.

Lord Orr-Ewing highlighted that the existence of MPs who expressed a sympathetic
perspective of the Soviet Union, and who held prominent roles within the Soviet
controlled peace movement, corroborated the notion that the Soviet Union was
untrustworthy. He listed two MPs and seven Union officials who belonged to the
British Peace Assembly, which he referred to as an "organ of Soviet foreign policy".*?

Orr-Ewing stated that the activity of such organisations undermined the worldwide
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efforts that were underway to negotiate disarmament. He used this platform to deliver
a message both to the Soviet Union and the British electorate:
The message to Russia is: your sincerity would be less suspect if you stopped
training people from the free world to create dissent in their own countries and
to destroy their own institutions. The message to Britons is: study the form of
those who seek your votes.**
This message, mainly directed at the constituencies of parliamentarians such as James
Lamond, Renee Short and William Wilson, was aimed specifically at undermining the
ideas of rapprochement. Orr-Ewing used previous and current Soviet policy as the
benchmark against which to gauge the level of trust that could be awarded the Soviet
Union. The majority of speeches supported this argument and this was echoed in the
Commons the following day. Orr-Ewing however pursued his attacks on the left
stating that they were based on a long-term research project. Evidence was contained
in a thick, pink, dog-eared file which he waved at those accused, stating: “it’s all in
here. It’s a measure of the information that this file is so thick”.* Such was the
quality and quantity of this research that Blake Baker based two articles in the Daily
Telegraph of the same month upon the Orr-Ewing file. Baker named several Trade

Unionists and Labour MPs who were associated with Communist controlled

organisations.*’

The attitude of the governmental majority did not dampen the ardour of those who
had devoted their political lives to the peace movement. Their activities increased
particularly in opposition to the mistrust shown initially to the Gorbachev regime.
The emphasis awarded to the pro-Soviet position was utilised by those who were
prominent in the pro-Soviet peace network to heighten their attack on the dominant
anti-Soviet policy. Those who believed that peace was an international issue largely
led this attack. They argued that the British peace movements were too parochial and
that questions regarding the future of mankind should be handled at the international
level. WPC literature argued that the UN could not act in this capacity because it was
under United States control. Therefore the WPC and affiliate bodies had been created

to fill this void.

Konni Zilliacus had maintained this argument when calling for a strong, independent

United Nations. Arguing that only through negotiations between all the powers could
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peace be attained and maintained. This perspective led him to attend the World
Congress of Intellectuals in Wroclaw, Poland in August 1948. This one-day event
witnessed a gathering of intellectuals from almost every nation in a town that clearly
bore the scars of war. These intellectuals had one mission in mind, ensuring World
War could not recur. The Conference decided that an organisation needed to be
created to actively prevent war through open and inclusive meetings that awarded
equal status to all participant nations, the organisation that was created was the World
Peace Council. Unfortunately what these intellectuals either refused, or failed, to
recognise was that they were, in joining this organisation, becoming part of the pro-
Soviet orbit. However, many did attempt to excuse themselves for this oversight.
Pablo Picasso, the Spanish representative, who witnessed and painted for posterity the
devastation of Guernica by the German Luftwaffe, happily admitted “I am unfit for

politics”.*

There were equally those in the movement that should have known better. Konni
Zilliacus in particular, given his experience of international politics. However, from
their recollections they seem to have become blinded by the rhetoric of the
organisation. The concept of representatives of each nation sitting down to discuss
peace, rather than oil prices or other capitalist concerns, had a very real allure and
attracted some internationalist Labour MPs. Following the abandonment of
proscription these MPs were allowed to join organisations suspected of Communist
affiliation. One backbench MP with previous links to pro-Sovietism and the TGWU

representative on the NEC were asked to join the WPC: they were James Lamond and

Alex Kitson.

The Trade Unions and Pro-Sovietism

Prior to studying the activities of James Lamond and his contemporaries in the WPC
it is useful to explore one source of Lamond's pro-Soviet stance, his experiences
within the Trade Unions. The factor of Union influence on a sponsored MP is largely
ignored in studies of the left-wing. This section seeks to explore how a pro-Soviet
dominated Trade Union had a tendency to adopt pro-Soviet parliamentary candidates

and encouraged them to act, not only on Union interests but, to pursue an
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internationalist agenda with a pro-Soviet perspective. This is explored using the case

of TASS members Ron Brown, James Lamond and Ernie Ross.

Mcllroy and Campbell’s recent study of the Liaison Committee for the Defence of

Trade Unions shows the clear link that existed between mmunist party and

British Trade Unionism.*” Prominent members of the CPGB who held important

positions within the Unions or were influential activists maintained this link: of
particular note are Baruch (Bert) Ramelson of the London Trades Council and the
CPGB Industrial Department, Ken Gill, Chairman of the Technical Administrative
and Supervisory section [TASS] of the Amalgamated Union of Engineering Workers
[AUEW] and Reg Birch, official of the Union of Construction, Allied Trades and
Technicians [UCAT’I‘].48 These individuals ensured that the Communist line was
injected into the policy of the Union and therefore the Labour party. Ramelson
claimed, in 1973, that:

We [the Communists] can float an idea early in the year and it can become

official Labour policy by the autumn. A few years ago we were on our own

but not anymor&:.49

The allies Ramelson spoke of were the Union leaders Harold Wilson alluded to when
he spoke of a "tightly knit group of politically motivated men."*® Fears existed within
the party that Union militancy would undermine government policy and damage the
economy. It remains debatable whether the ‘winter of discontent’ was solely the
responsibility of Trade Union activism and even more scepticism should be shown
towards allegations that the Communist Union leaders were attempting to gain control
of the Labour party. The argument put forward in this section is that we can
recognise that there was greater CPGB influence within those Unions which adhered
to the unilateralist position. This is not a universal concomitant, however it is notable
that certain Unions, that adopted CPGB members as their officials, promoted the left-
wing agenda and sponsored MPs who held a similar stance.”’

The relevant example used here is that of TASS. TASS sponsored Ron Brown,’?
James Lamond and Ernie Ross, along with Joe Ashton and Albert Booth. The first
three MPs were prominent exponents of the pro-Soviet line, particularly Brown and
Lamond and all three held offices in recognised front organisations. Before outlining

the careers of these MPs this section will focus on how TASS and its predecessors put
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forward the pro-Soviet argument through its publications and encouraged its MPs to

do the same. This shows a clear link between the political stance of a Union and the

MP sponsored by that Union.

The political stance held by TASS generally followed a pro-Soviet line of analysis, a
tradition that can be recognised in the union’s predecessors the Association of
Engineering and Shipbuilding Draughtsman [AESD] and the Draughtsmen’s and
Allied Technicians’ Association [DATA]. These were independent Unions prior to
the merger that formed the AUEW, however TASS was able to retain ideological and
political independence. This was important for the Union as its views were not
consistent with those of the AUEW that was led for many years by individuals who
subscribed to New Left ideas rather than those of the CPGB.?® The ideological
position maintained by TASS was made clear during the late 1950s and early 1960s in
the publications of the AESD and DATA.

Articles in the AESD newspaper The Draughtsman provided a clear pro-Soviet

analysis for the readership. These contained three main themes, the advanced status
and influential role of Trade Unions in the Soviet Union,>* the need to recognise the
Soviet Union and Warsaw Pact allies as proletarian states and partners in the socialist
struggle and the need to protest against the arms race and concurrent anti-Communist
foreign policy.”® DATA News, emerging with the change of Union title in August
1961, adopted a similar political message. The paper supported Cuba, the Lidice
Shall Live campaign, and ran anti-Atlanticist, anti-NATO and anti-EEC articles.
DATA also ran summer schools that educated the members in the pro-Soviet analysis.
The 1963 Summer School advertised speakers from the World Peace Council, the
Soviet Trades Council and the United Nations Association.”® The advertisement
placed in DATA News called for all members to attend who wished to understand

their role in world affairs.’’ Guided tours of Communist states were also advertised

continually in the newspaper.>®

The descendants of Data News, TASS Journal and after 1979 TASS News and

Journal, continued this pro-Soviet tone. During the 1970s articles called for increased
trade with the Eastern bloc and the building of fraternal links between TASS members

and their Communist counterparts. Barry Seager’s Presidential address argued that
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"? while Ken Gill warned against being fooled

"the world has become a better place
by the "clever reformists” in the Labour party who distracted the workers from their
international mission.* They also promoted the anti-American analysis of conflicts in

Africa, South America and the Middle East.

The pro-Soviet arguments were exacerbated as détente collapsed and anti-
Communism re-emerged. Des Starrs called for a united campaign for peace and
détente to be led by the workers.%! Gill, writing as representative of the All-Britain
Peace Liaison Group, an affiliate of the International Liaison Forum of Peace Forces a
Soviet-controlled umbrella organisation, called for "strong condemnation by delegates
of the anti-Soviet cold war campaign which is being whipped up once again".> The
1979 TASS Conference led a campaign for members to ensure trading links with
Eastern Europe be established or maintained. Starrs stated:

Conference recognises the growing opportunities being presented by the

planned economies of the socialist countries to British engineering firms to

develop trade, and their failure to respond.®?

Special issues of the TASS News and Journal promoted the campaign for peace and

disarmament. Frank Allaun, James Lamond and Ernie Ross made contributions. Ross
argued in 1980 that British foreign policy was not based upon common sense but on
the policies of Ernest Bevin whose interests had not been to "defend Britain, but
rather to defend the interests of the US."* The 1981 TASS Conference mirrored the
major tenets of the Labour party’s 1983 Manifesto, and the following year Alexander

Sobotin, Soviet representative to the World Parliament for Peace, was invited to

present the Soviet case for disarmament.

This pro-Soviet line forced the Union into an oppositional stance to the Labour party
for much of its history. This had been clearly stated by the DATA representative
council to be a necessary course of action:
To have a voice within the organisational machinery of the Labour party is
insufficient as a means of strengthening the effectiveness of the Union, but
whilst continuing to fulfil our responsibilities as an affiliated Union to the
Labour party, we must cease as an Executive to attempt to keep our political

action confined to our responsibilities to the [Labour party] and divorced from
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our industrial interests when, in fact, the sphere of industrial and political

activity is indistinguishable.53 |
This statement clearly expressed the desire to enter into industrial activity on an
independent basis, without consultation with the TUC or the Labour party, and to act
against the party if necessary. While this was not unusual for a Trade Union it also
set the agenda for the TASS sponsored MPs. The 1972 TASS representative council
Conference report stated that sponsored MPs should fulfil two criteria. Firstly they
should reflect Union policy and maintain full liaison and affiliations consistent with
that policy and secondly offer political and industrial leadership when promoting the
Union’s policy.®® The following year the union also called for the Labour party to
"withdraw all bans and proscriptions preventing socialists who pay political levy
becoming individual members in addition to other political affiliations."®’ It went on
to state that "such affiliations were necessary to furthering the Union policy."® This
statement clearly links the promotion of Union policy and the affiliation of their MPs

to front organisations.

The five TASS sponsored MPs should not all be considered as pro-Soviet. Joe
Ashton and Albert Booth retained a degree of reticence in foreign policy debates.
Booth, though named as a member of the British Peace Council, did not display the
same type of commitment as Lamond. Ernie Ross avoided making pro-Soviet
statements, but maintained an anti-American stance. James Lamond was seen as the

greatest asset to the Union, a factor highlighted by the concerted drive to secure a seat

for him.

Lamond had held executive posts in AESD and DATA branches. After nineteen years
of active membership he became Chairman of the Nol Divisional Council and Chair
of the Industrial and Political Committee. Letters between Jim Forsyth, Secretary of
the Scotland Central Branch of DATA, and central office show there was a fear that
DATA policy was being suborned in favour of the Labour party line. Forsyth refuted
this, stating that: "Lamond is a man of high principles and staunch credentials in the
Union".%° Forsyth's backing of Lamond saw him nominated for over twenty seats
between 1963 and 1970. It is clear that there were ideological differences between
Lamond and many of the CLPs. After failure to be nominated for Clackmannan and

E Stirlingshire, the former seat of Emrys Hughes, Lamond informed Forsyth that the
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panel "didn’t seem to agree with me".”® Lamond recalled that he and the selection
panel disagreed over policy.”! In 1968 seven different constituencies were
approached to adopt Lamond as candidate, he found success in Oldham West. Gill
personally congratulated Lamond on his re-election in 1974 telling him in a letter: "I
know you will do your best to express the views and objectives of TASS". He and
Ross won similar public praise in 1980 from Gill: "on major questions like the fight
against war hysteria [they] have been determined, loyal and radical in defence of
TASS policies".”” Clearly the ideas of Lamond and TASS were identical and his

affiliation to the World Peace Council was encouraged.

This was not the normative relationship between pro-Soviet MPs and the sponsoring
Union. For example Newens and Short were given little attention from the NUT and
TGWU respectively. Allaun used many Union papers as a platform for his
‘Bathrooms not Bombs’ argument but avoided a clearly pro-Soviet line. In other
cases the resident pro-Soviet was used as a representative under specific
circumstances. Pro-Soviet TGWU representative on the Labour party NEC, Alex
Kitson, was the TGWU's representative on peace and security issues. Answering a
personal invitation to the ‘Prevent War-Build Peace’ Conference organised by the
CESC, Jack Jones, General Secretary of the TGWU, replied: "you will, of course, be
aware that it is customary for Brother Kitson to represent this Union in connection
with these matters."”> This implies that Kitson was the Unions nominated
representative and that CPGB and BSFS executive member, and Conference

organiser, Gordon Schaffer should have been aware of this arrangement.

From this evidence we can build a picture of the relationship between Lamond and
TASS. However, given that there were other Unions which were led by Communist
party members, we should assume that this type of relationship was common and that
MPs and sponsoring Unions had some form of ideological consensus over policy.
Evidence for this is difficult to locate, however, Alan Sapper, leader of the
Association of Cinematogfaph, Television and Allied Technicians [ACTT],
encouraged the affiliation of the Union, and individual members, to various front
organisations. As Chairman of the League for Democracy in Greece, Sapper
encouraged the promotion of the Greek democrat’s cause through the media and for

members of the Union to join the Leaguc." This encouraged his members to become
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involved in pro-Soviet political activism. The sole MP sponsored by the ACTT,
Hugh Jenkins, was Chairman of the SCR for a short period showing that pro-Soviet
ideas did seem to have held sway over the Union and their MP.” Of course a larger
sample of Unions and sponsored MPs is required to offer solid conclusions regarding
this relationship. However, the pro-Soviet line maintained by DATA was one of the
influences which governed the career of James Lamond and his relationship with the
Communist leaders does provide some indicators of the broader picture of the

relationship between the pro-Soviet Trade Union and their sponsored MP.

There were also clear lines of communication between left-wing Union leaders. A
steering group was created within the TUC to co-ordinate with the left-wing MPs in
parliament. At Labour Co-ordinating Committee [LCC] meetings a relevant MP
would be called to discuss strategy and a coherent challenge to PLP policy was
developed. Sapper recalled that when a particular issue was due for debate within the
TUC, the NEC or either Houses of Parliament, left-wingers with a particular interest
in the specific issue would be invited to an LCC meeting to discuss what the left’s
response should be. Sapper indicated that there were representatives who were
recognised as the sympathetic expert on most issues. For example, Trade Union
legislation was the special interest of TASS MP Joe Ashton, housing was seen as
Frank Allaun’s speciality and on foreign affairs and disarmament the LCC had a wide
choice but favourites were Allaun, Lamond, Newens, Ross and Short. The
relationship between the left-wing Trade Unions and their supporters in parliament

developed during the 1970s but reached its peak during the 1980s when, “the

challenge was greatest”.”®

The activity of the LCC adds weight to the notion that there was a coherent strategy to
promote a left-wing agenda. This should not, however, be regarded as a strategy
orchestrated by the CPGB. The Labour party left-wing was alienated from policy
making at the parliamentary level. The parliamentary party leadership constantly
reversed conference and NEC decisions. As the left increased in numbers they could
exert greater influence and mount a credible opposition to the consensual politics of
the Labour party. It was in these circumstances that leftist Union leaders and MPs
were able to develop a political strategy that was an expression of their core ideals.

The success in promoting this agenda is a reflection of the influence of the left during
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the 1980s and was a result of the perceived danger that the disintegration of East-West

relations invoked.
James Lamond and the Soviet movement for World Peace

James Lamond and Alex Kitson, his ally on the WPC, had similar political influences.
These were gained through the Trade Unions, Lamond in TASS and Kitson from the
Communist Scottish miners’ leader Abe Moffat. Kitson displayed a more Marxist
outlook and was an open admirer of Soviet society. He visited every year from the
1950s to the 1980s. After every visit he extolled the benefits of the planned,
communist economy. Following his visit in 1977 he reported that:
I am pleased to visit a country where the situation differs from that in my own,
where there is no unemployment and one can see a consistent rise in the
standard of living of common workers.”’
In making a statement such as this it would appear that he fell victim to the guided

tour and had succumbed to the fake statistics produced by Soviet propaganda.

On the occasion of his visit, from the Sth to 11th November 1977, he received much
criticism from the British media because of his controversial perspective of the Soviet
Union. However he stated that his analysis had been proven during visits which
spanned 23 years.”® He had particular admiration for the progress made in housing,
education and health. His compatriots on the left rallied to his support, though Allaun
reminded Kitson's critics that KitSon's was a comparative perspective. This was an
accurate account of his argument. Kitson compared the Soviet Union during the 1970s
with the same country he had visited after the devastation inflicted upon it during the
German invasion. Thus he argued that the level of progress attained, given the
circumstances in the Soviet Union after 1942, vastly outstripped the achievements of
post-war British governments. His main supporters were Frank Allaun and Norman
Atkinson who opposed his dismissal from the NEC. Kitson maintained his support for

the Soviet regime and admitted receiving gifts from the Soviet Union, one of which

was from Brezhnev personally.79

However Kitson admitted that there were faults with the Soviet system. He argued the

cause of Jewish dissidents in the Soviet Union and joined Tony Benn and Frank
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Allaun in their opposition to the continuing trials of Czech dissidents in 1980. These
contradictions in the Soviet Union he happily discussed with his contacts, particularly
the case of the Jewish dissidents. He recalled telling a Kremlin official: “if these
people want to leave, for Christ’s sake let them go”.** Furthermore he supported
NATO but argued for reform of the military alliance from within. Therefore we can
recognise Kitson as a political actor who held very complex and often contrasting
perspectives of the world. He described himself as a democratic socialist,
distinguishing himself from the Social Democrats who led the Labour party.®’ He
believed in the ideological basis of the party as defined in the wording of Clause IV of
the Constitution.®? This led him to support the Soviet system because of the benefits
of “complete economic planning”.®® His support for the Soviet economic model
encouraged him to seek greater links with representatives of the Soviet Union and her

allies arguing: “I’d sooner have colleagues in the Communist party than in the

Conservative party any day.”®

Though he was a member of the WPC, at the same time as being on the NEC of the

Labour party, he was not the most vocal proponent of the Soviet foreign policy line.

His argument, in his own words, was based on the advanced nature of Soviet society:
They had no unemployment... they had a genuinely free health service; and...
they had made more industrial progress in 60 years than we had made since
the Industrial Revolution.®

Thus Kitson appears to have held reservations. James Lamond, in contrast, focussed

on the pacifistic nature of Communists, refusing to become involved in debates on

Soviet politics. He was to become Vice-President of the WPC under Romesh

Chandra, and provided a good account of his motivation for joining the organisation.

James Lamond was taken on many visits of the Soviet Union while an official of
TASS. Lamond recalled that he was already a pacifist, having witnessed the human
cost of the Second World War. He equally admitted that he believed that the Soviet
Union had tipped the balance in that conflict and so deserved inclusion in the
decision-making process surrounding the post-war international settlement. However,
one experience, when visiting the Soviet Union with the Scottish Trades Council in
the 1960s, touched him deeply. Neither the achievements of the Five-Year Plans, the

superficial equality, or the leaders' rhetoric made Lamond pro-Soviet, it was the desire

et et e e
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for peace among the common Russian citizen. As he argued in the House on 7 April

1987:
No-one can visit the Soviet Union without being impressed by the desire of
the ordinary people for peace and friendship with the world and in particular
the west. There is no anti-American or anti-British feeling there. Their
concern for peace stems from the suffering they went through in what they
refer to as the ‘Great Patriotic War’... This desire for peace did not begin with
the arrival of... Gorbachev... it has been there certainly as long as I have been

visiting that country, and it is very deep rooted and sincere.%

The conclusion to the argument he developed was that “the danger the Soviet Union
represented to us was grossly exaggerated.”®’ In fact he was willing to argue that the
perceived threat was mythical, created by the British and United States' governments
to expand markets for their arms industry. The arms race, Lamond argued, was
independent of developments in East-West relations:
If the Soviet Union disappeared as an enemy and there was subsequent
pressure on the United States, Britain and other countries to reduce the amount
spent on defence, a fresh enemy would have to be found. %
Like Stan Newens he predicted that this enemy would be found in the Muslim world

and arguably was proven correct by the US-Iraqi conflict.

It was an ex-pilot, a veteran of the Battle of Stalingrad, who convinced him of the
pacifistic nature of the ordinary Russian. He met the former airman, "blind and
disfigured", in a sanatorium in the Crimea. For some reason they were introduced and
the pilot spoke to Lamond. With an understanding of Soviet methods we can
conclude that it is highly likely that this encounter was staged for Lamond’s benefit.
However this was not apparent to Lamond. Lamond recalled the airman telling him:
I know that you’re very sorry to see me like this, but don’t think of that. Just
do one thing for me, go home and work to make sure that nothing like this
ever happens to anyone else.®
Lamond did just this. He joined the WPC, established an affiliate body, the British
Peace Assembly, and helped establish a Scottish branch of CND. In Lamond's
opinion the WPC was the only organisation which fought for peace at the

international level. He believed implicitly in the aims that had been laid down twenty
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years earlier by Frederic Joliot-Curie and was convinced that they were being
followed to the letter by the organisation. The urge to spread these beliefs led him to
parliament, with the encouragement of the TASS organisation, using the Labour party

as a vehicle for his ideas.

Once elected Lamond allied himself with the Anglo-Soviet Parliamentary Group. He
recalled that Renee Short and Robert Edwards dominated this grouping. He also
developed an independent role by founding ‘Parliamentarians for Peace’ which
included many of the Anglo-Soviet Friendship lobby as well as individuals from
across the left-wing.9° He also joined Labour Action for Peace, chaired by Ron
Huzzard and Frank Allaun. We see, therefore that he migrated almost immediately
towards the like-minded individuals on the left of the party. His strong association
with the pro-Soviet left is mirrored in the debates in which he took part. Here we see
him supported by the pro-Soviet TASS sponsored MPs Ron Brown and Ernie Ross
and unilateralists and pro-Soviet peace activists like Frank Allaun, Norman Atkinson,
Stan Newens and Renee Short. His highest office was as PPS to Stan Orme in the
Ministry for Social Security, but he was forced to resign because of his pro-Soviet
affiliations. He recalled that Orme, a staunch left-winger, was willing to stand by him
but Lamond resigned to protect his colleague. Lamond's pro-Soviet affiliations were

to cause him to come under constant attack. However, he was always more than

willing to defend himself and the WPC.

Lamond refused to accept that there was a clear financial link between the WPC and
the Soviet Union. As he stated on 25 April 1985, when defending his Vice
Presidency:
I am proud of it, and I would not deny it for a moment. However, I do deny
the allegation that the World Peace Council is financed by the Soviet Union...
If anybody can prove to me that money for the World Peace Council comes
from the government of the Soviet Union, or from any other government, I
shall resign immediately from it.!
His protestations were not accepted by the House, and have been proven wrong since
the end of the Cold War. As his protagonist, Andrew Mackay®? retorted: “It is for
" honourable members to decide whom they wish to believe.”® All Lamond later

admitted is that the organisation was definitely “pro-Sovict".94 But he maintained that
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the WPC was not, to his knowledge, dependent upon Moscow finances. It is plausible
that he was not aware of the extent of Soviet influence over the WPC. The
organisation attempted to maintain an aura of independence, therefore any Soviet
funding took a convoluted route to its coffers. Members such as Lamond were prized
by the WPC and so were protected from some of the realities of the organisation. As

Lamond admitted he possessed one of the greatest assets the WPC could ask for, a

British passport.

Lamond recalled that members were selected to join by the Council. He believed that
he was given the “honour” of an offer of membership because he had an air of
respectability. He had sat on Aberdeen City Council 1959-1971 and had served
simultaneously as Lord Provost and Mayor of the city in 1971. However, he
recognised that the greatest asset he could offer was his ability to travel freely on the
WPC's behalf. Chandra, the WPC President, was restricted because of his Communist
affiliations. Equally, Alex Kitson had been refused entry to the United States because
he was a frequent visitor to Cuba. Lamond was able to represent the WPC on the
international stage without constraint. He refuted the claim that this meant he acted as
a Soviet agent, because he denied that the WPC was a tool of Soviet foreign policy.
Lamond argued that he acted with the best intentions, and we can conclude that he
was blinded by the ideal of world peace that the WPC literature promoted and that the
annual conferences appeared to engender. He admitted acting as advisor when an
affiliate body was created in Afghanistan at some point prior to what he referred to as
“the alleged Soviet invasion™.*> While his aim was to provide international support
for the anti-American movement in Afghanistan, it is possible to claim that Lamond

established an organisation within Afghanistan that would ensure the nation remained

within the Soviet sphere of influence.®®

Lamond could not resolve the inconsistencies between his beliefs and the reality of
the Cold War ideological battle. To accept that there was truth in the anti-Soviet
position would mean accepting that his activities were wrong. He stood as an open
and tireless campaigner for the WPC and contributed several supportive articles for
Labour Monthly.” Equally he was always open with his constituents and advertised
his allegiances on all election campaign flyers. None of this harmed his electoral

prospects whatsoever and he remained unashamed of his actions and proud of his
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beliefs. His arguments fitted well with the stance adopted by the left of the Labour
party during the years in opposition to the Thatcher government. He particularly
focused on the opportunities for rapprochement that were presented by Gorbachev's
reforms. At every opportunity he argued for greater relations to be established with
the Soviet Union, whether they be at the national or cultural level. On the 25th April
1985 Lamond, supported by Norman Atkinson, accused Thatcher of only offering
“frigidity”®® in return for the Soviet overtures. Lamond argued that if negotiations
were genuinely open then there would be a greater potential for success. He opposed
the Cold War constantly and argued vociferously against the arms race. He argued
that there were hidden victims of the Cold War that neither side publicised,
particularly within the African states where proxy wars were fought by both
superpowers:

Perhaps it has kept the peace in Europe for forty years... but the victims of the

nuclear arms race, the casualties of the hidden, secret war of starvation,

sickness and depravation, are the 800 million people in the Third World.”*®

Highlighting the tragic consequences of the Cold War and presenting an alternative to
the people of the world, Lamond argued, was the mission of the WPC. It did not
support the Soviet Union slavishly, but promoted peace. However he could not
absolve himself of the mindset that the West was an aggressive force and that the
Soviet Union was acting only in reaction to Western aggression. With hindsight he
remained unable to explain the contradictions between his actions and beliefs. He
could only view the world through a zero-sum prism and, in his opinion, the Soviet
Union was the side that best represented his ideals. This perception was developed
through his experience of the propaganda produced during the Second World War that
showed both the Soviet hardship and the dedication of the Red Army in defeating
Nazism. His education within Communist dominated Unions reinforced this belief:
he was then taken to the Soviet Union for the final lesson. It is possible that he was
selected as potentially susceptible to the scenario of the blind airman, particularly
because of his pacifist outlook. Lamond acted on convictions and, therefore, it seems
doubtful that he accepted money for his actions, though the Soviet Union could
possibly claim otherwise. His travel expenses would definitely be seen as a wage and

though the amounts paid are unknown we know that he travelled widely on behalf of

the WPC.
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Lamond toured America in 1978 assessing the publics attitude to the SALT II
talks.'® The following year he was the British representative on a WPC delegation to
Vietnam and Kampuchea 12-23 October 1979. His report, published in Labour
Monthly,mI followed the pro-Soviet, anti-China line to the letter. This position had to
be maintained because these visits were funded by the WPC and, therefore, by the
Soviet Union. Soviet officials dominated the membership of the WPC and set the
agenda for officials and delivered payments. Lamond would have been viewed as an
agent of influence on behalf of the Soviet Union, however he refuted these claims. By
maintaining the belief that the WPC was independent of the Soviet Union he could
also insist that he was an independent peace activist who "devoted nearly forty years
of my life to promoting peace at the international level."'°2 While he accepted that the

movement failed he, like Stan Newens, attributed the blame for this failure directly

against the United States.

What we do not know is how much contact he enjoyed with Soviet officials and how
far he was convinced by them to run errands, publish sympathetic articles, and raise
key issues in the House. From his unrepentant analysis of his position on the Cold
War it appears that he would not have been hostile to such approaches and,
disagreeing with the ruling rationale that defined the Soviet Union as an enemy, may
well have agreed to put forward the Soviet case. This was not a traitorous act in his
eyes, but the only course he could follow and remain true to his ideals. He stated that
money was of no interest to him. If it had been, he may well have been more
ambitious in his political career. Instead he chose the course of an independent within
the broad church of the Labour party. He was not alone in this and enjoyed
membership of the party at a time when it shared his principles to a certain degree.
However, after 1985 as the party lurched back towards the right and Atlanticism re-

emerged, he and many of his allies were deselected.

Lamond saw himself, as did Zilliacus, as a sane man in an insane world and attempted
to highlight the errors in the policy of consecutive British governments. In parliament
and through WPC and BPC meetings and publications he tried to change the climate
of opinion. The fact that the majority of this activity took place at the extra-

parliamentary level, under the auspices of organisations identified as under Soviet
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control, led him to come under constant attack from the anti-Soviet majority. The
criticisms levelled against him and his supporters did not detract him from his
mission. He recognised that he worked with a different rationale, one that the anti-
Soviet Atlanticists could never accept, his ideas were as alien to them as the dominant

Cold War rationale was to him.
William Wilson: The Confidential Contact

Brian Crozier alleged that certain left-wing MPs were, in KGB terminology,
confidential contacts of the Soviet Embassy, an accusation that has never been proven
unequivocally. In fact such allegations led Crozier to withdraw one publication after
the threat of libel action by Joan Lestor. Oleg Gordievsky identified other contacts
whom he personally handled while in London. Once again these allegations remained
unsubstantiated and are denied as ridiculous by those accused.'® This type of activity
is inherently secret. No written evidence of meetings exists, the only way that the
claims that such activities took place can be verified is by an admission from someone
who was a contact of the Soviet Embassy. William Wilson, MP for Coventry South
1964-74 and Coventry South East 1974-83, admitted just this. Through his activities
in pro-Soviet friendship societies and campaigns for recognition of the GDR and in
support of the extension of trading links to Eastern Europe, Wilson became a close
friend of a representative of the Soviet Embassy. Wilson admitted that this friendship
was not purely innocent. He was aware that his friend in the Embassy wanted
information and willingly discussed British politics and the Labour party with him.
However, Wilson should not be classified as a spy. The topics they discussed were
what Gordievsky referred to as 'daily tittle-tattle’, material that was available in the
news media. The content of the discussions and the quality of the information was
unimportant to the Soviet Union, there were others in Western nations that would
obtain state secrets on their behalf. The role of a contact in parliament was initially
just to talk freely about current affairs. However, had conflict broken out between
East and West, which was the fear of the Politburo, a contact who was close to the

decision-making process may provide information that would be important.

William Wilson’s role was as a conduit of understanding. He enabled the Soviet

leadership to interpret British politics and the imperatives of decision-making from
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the perspective of someone who worked within the British parliament. It is useful to
elucidate the background, influences and ideological motivations of Wilson to discern
why an MP would be willing to enter into this type of relationship. In building this
prosopography we are able to assess the nature of the relationship and the importance

of this link, as an aspect of Wilson's political agenda and in pursuing his objectives as

a change agent.

Wilson was born into a politically active, Trade Unionist family in Coventry in 1913,
An early hero was Richard [Dick] Wallhead, who was a conscientious objector during
the First World War. During the 1918 ‘Khaki’ Election Wilson recalled his house
became the committee room for the local Labour party. He also recalled the plight of
his father who, due to his involvement in the Engineers’ lock-out in 1922, was black-
balled'® from working for over a year. The young Wilson was forced into work to
help keep his family. Therefore we see that he was introduced to socialist ideals from

an early age. It was these ideals that would draw him into politics.

Wilson’s belief in the role of the Trade Unions as working class representatives was a
central theme of his domestic political theory. He argued that the left-wing in Britain
should develop a “unity of purpose”.'®® This would replace the uneasy relationship
between the party and the Trade Unions that characterised the 1970s, and should not
be limited to establishing a corporate relationship with the Unions. Wilson argued
that the Labour party in government should build an agenda around the desires of the
working class, therefore promoting Conference and the NEC to the position of
determining policy and reducing the power of the leadership of the PLP. Wilson’s
hope was that the Labour party would be the vehicle for societal change. He
described capitalism as an anathema to socialism and argued for economic reform of a
radical nature. Capitalism, he argued was a “profit-making, poverty-making, war-
making, anti-democratic system of society”,'% therefore it should be supplanted by a
state-owned system founded upon working class control. This was a belief imbibed
during his early life and it remained central to his objectives as a Labour politician.
Alongside this belief Wilson campaigned for complete social equality and completed
many studies for the party on race relations and social exclusion. The fact that his
ideals were thwarted, as they were for many on the left of the party, led him to look

for inspiration to the East and the Soviet Union.



242

Though he worked during the 1920s as an engineer’s labourer, his involvement in the
local Labour party led him to be suggested for the job of clerk for a local socialist
solicitor. He did not supply the name of this solicitor but indicated that through this
job he was able to take his legal exams and passed at the bar in 1939. Notably it was
not until 1941, when the Communist analysis of the war changed, that Wilson joined
the army. He did not comment on why this decision was delayed, but it can be
inferred that he became involved in more radical socialist activities during the 1930s.
During his army service he pinned his hopes upon the success of the Russian front, a
perspective encouraged by the socialist movement in Coventry. After the war
Coventry was twinned firstly with Stalingrad and later with Dresden. The association
with the latter led Wilson to join the British-GDR Friendship Society. He recalled

that this gained him friends when he was to enter parliament in 1964.

During the 1950s he stood repeatedly for parliament, becoming the candidate for
Warwick and Leamington. This was the staunchly Conservative seat of Prime
Minister Anthony Eden, and was not to fall to Labour until after Eden’s resignation.'”’
Wilson moved home in 1962, was adopted by Coventry South CLP and elected to
parliament in 1964. His background led him to the left-wing of the party, particularly
the Tribune Group. However it was through other alliances that he pursued his pro-
Soviet agenda. When he joined the parliamentary branch of the British-GDR
Friendship Society he found most of the members were also members of the BSFS;
thus he joined also. Their number included Renee Short, James Lamond and Stan
Thorne.'® However the majority of his early BSFS activity was at the local level.

Wilson was active in twinning Coventry with Volgograd and he led several exchange

visits to the Soviet Union.

As with Philip Crees, Wilson’s pro-Soviet support was nurtured during the 1930s
when he was an active opponent of fascism. This led many to view the Soviet Union
as the bastion of anti-fascism, a perspective that was reinforced as the Eastern Front
became pivotal in determining the outcome of the conflict. Crees argued that the
Soviet Union had “done more to defeat the Germans than we had”.'® This should
have allowed the Soviet Union a major role in determining the shape of Europe’s

future. Individuals with these beliefs joined many friendship organisations on the
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grounds that the people of the Communist nations were not enemies. However, Crees,
with the benefit of hindsight, exhibited doubts regarding the Soviet and Eastern
European leadership. “We were never critical enough of these people”!'® he recalled
when talking of his relationship with Ceausescu as a member of the British-Romanian

Friendship Society. Wilson exhibited similar doubts.

In the House Wilson remained particularly quiet in comparison to his aforementioned
allies. The only pro-Communist causes he pursued were the recognition of North
Korea, the campaign for admission of that nation to the UN in 1974 and 1977 and the
increase of trade with Albania in 1980. It appears that his role was not as a pro-Soviet
activist in parliament. This makes it difficult to determine the core of his ideals at this
time. However he did write for The Morning Star, as did many left-wingers, and from
these articles we can get a picture of where his sympathies lay. The central campaign
he extolled was for the recognition of the GDR. Following a visit during February
1967 he outlined his argument. Wilson focussed upon economic stability, he observed
that the “people are well dressed, there are more cars on the road and an increased
variety and quantity of goods in the shops.”!!! It was from this argument that he
developed a theory outlining why it was important for Britain to trade with the GDR,

and reminded his opponents that while the FDR blocked recognition it was one of the

GDR'’s major European trading partners.''?

Wilson also discussed the threat posed by the Soviet Union, arguing that he “was
satisfied that the desire for peace... is a genuine aspiration”.!"® However he was not
prominent within the peace movement. The only campaign he supported that pursued
rapprochement was the recognition of the GDR as a de jure government. He called
this essential, not only so Britain could enjoy the benefits of an economic relationship
with the GDR but also, “to secure real peace in Europe.”!'* As he later reiterated,
Europe as a continent, not defined by blocs, should be made into the “continent of

peace and fricndship".“5 It appears that, in his own small way, this is the ideal that

Wilson attempted to make a reality.

Following the 1975 Disarmament Conference, held in Helsinki, it was expected that
arms spending would be reduced. The maintenance of a high defence budget led

those left-wingers, who believed that the Communist regimes and their populace had
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purely pacifistic intentions, to be highly critical of governmental policy and act in
opposition to anti-Communism through extra-parliamentary activity. In parliament
Wilson acted in a supporting capacity only, the most vocal critic of government policy
was his BSFS colleague Stan Thorne. In September 1975 Thorne visited the Soviet
Union on an exploratory visit. Reporting to the Morning Star Thorne described “the
great desire for peace among the Soviet people."l '® Thorne led calls for a reduction in
arms spending on the strength of the Helsinki agreement and thus the development of
a 'socialist budget'. The failure of this campaign led the left within the party and
Conference to revolt against leader James Callaghan. While the majority argued for
increases in domestic spending other left-wingers opposed Labour's defence spending
because it was a concomitant of a policy that maintained that the Soviet Union was an
aggressor. The left argued that the party's domestic policy was anti-socialist,
particularly following the adherence to Crosland's revisionist socialism by the
parliamentary leadership. The pro-Soviet left-wingers, particularly figures such as
Thorne and Wilson, developed a critique of the party that identified the anti-Soviet
policy with an anti-socialist attitude. Thorne argued that the Labour party could not
accept that the Soviet Union was willing to seek rapprochement because that would
mean the party leaders would have to deal with Communism as an ideological threat
rather than as a purely military adversary. Thorne called for his allies to apply the
maximum pressure upon the Western governments: “that we may realise the high
aims of the Helsinki Conference.”!’” The number who adopted this stance were too
few to apply any significant pressure, therefore some pro-Soviet left-wingers made

greater efforts to develop personal contacts with Soviet representatives in order to

encourage co-existence.

As Wilson observed the Helsinki process reduced to a series of lengthy conferences
that concluded in stalemate, he became extremely disillusioned with the commitment
of the Western governments to détente. Wilson argued that this was the fault of
Western leaders who opposed Communism on principle and refused to believe that
Soviet approaches were genuine because of a deep fear of the Communist ideology.
This had led, in Wilson's opinion, to the West, and particularly the United States,
reinforcing the perception that Communism was "evil... [not] about people power",!®
It was in this climate of increased bi-polar hostility that William Wilson developed a

relationship with one “staff member of the Embassy.”'"
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When interviewed, Wilson recalled his contact to be a “diplomat™.'*® He met this
diplomat at the first BSFS Annual Dinner he attended, he recalled that he was friendly
and interested in his work. Following this meeting Wilson was to receive invitations
to “Embassy dos™ which enabled the diplomat to talk with him further. Wilson is not
specific as to when this relationship began, however we know that Wilson became
Chairman of the BSFS in 1977 and, therefore, it is reasonable to assume that this

relationship was established prior to this appointment.'!

The relationship between Wilson and the diplomat became more intimate after 1977.
Wilson was often invited to lunch at the Diplomat's expense at which he was
encouraged to “discuss the British political situation and who in British politics were
likely to be favourable to the Soviet Union.”'** This he recalled was not a passing
interest but the underlying reason for the meetings. Therefore we know that Wilson
was aware of the purpose of these meetings and entered into the relationship
voluntarily. He recalled that at an meeting in 1979 they discussed the result of the
forthcoming General Election. Wilson predicted that the next government would be
Conservative and would survive for ten years due to North Sea oil revenue. While he
admitted that his economic analysis was flawed, his prediction was correct. Therefore,
he argued, “they thought I knew my stuff so kept in touch”.'® This means that he

must have been aware he was being used as a conduit for information; the kind to

which the Soviet Union did not readily have access.

Wilson’s rationalisation of this relationship bears all the hallmarks of a view with
hindsight. While he recalled that his initial rationale was that the Soviet diplomat
simply wanted to attain a different perspective on the British political scene, the
nature of which a Russian may not understand, Wilson also recognised that more
cynical motives existed.'* The diplomat used their friendship to gain information on
British politics and to ascertain which MPs would be responsive to Soviet overtures.
Wilson did not carry out any introductions, but did give the diplomat information on
who would be sympathetic and how to contact them. He also relayed messages and
invitations between the diplomat and other contacts. This he rationalised as the
diplomat simply “doing his job” and knew that he had to report to his superiors.'zs

Despite this Wilson believed that there was a bond between the two men. When
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Wilson visited Moscow he usually stayed with this diplomat. It is possible therefore
that the two men did have a close personal bond beyond the agent-contact
relationship. The fundamental motivation for Wilson was that he did not see the
Soviet Union as a threat to Britain therefore, to him, there was nothing wrong in his
actions. Furthermore, while a body of friends existed the British people could not be
dehumanised within the Soviet Union and war would be less likely. To Wilson he
was simply extending the hand of friendship and, as he stated, “I didn’t tell them

anything they didn’t already know.”'?

From information supplied by Oleg Gordievsky the diplomat can be identified as
Anatoly Maisko who, as Cultural Attaché in London, oversaw the friendship societies.
Maisko was not a KGB officer but can be defined as a “co-optee”, a KGB-trained
diplomat who operated with a dual brief. Gordievsky recalled that Maisko was a man
with similar ideas to himself, someone that had become disillusioned with
Communism and played out his role to the minimum. His relationship with Wilson
was utilised to prolong Maisko’s appointment in London. Wilson was his personally
cultivated contact but, as Maisko's KGB case officer, Gordievsky was well placed to
observe that there was “very little flesh” to the relationship. Due to Gordievsky’s
similar disenchantment he did not press Maisko’s to obtain more sensitive
information or encourage Wilson to run errands that would compromise him. Instead
Gordievsky allowed them to "chat as friends rather than act as the traitor he wanted to
be."'?’ Reading between the lines it is possible to accept that, as Wilson admitted, his

role had little insignificance. In fact Wilson possibly saw himself as more important

than he actually was.

This is possibly the case with many of the MPs that Gordievsky is aware were
'confidential contacts' but with whom he had no personal dealings. He recalled a
similar case with Alf Lomas MEP'*® who had been cultivated by Bogdanov, the
amanuensis of Brockway’s latter days. The order from the Centre was to encourage
all sympathetic MEPs to heckle Ronald Reagan when he addressed the European
parliament at Strasbourg. Bogdanov passed the idea on to Lomas, who complied
encouraging his left-wing colleagues to join in. Bogdanov was able to claim a great
success, however we can hypothesise that Lomas would have taken part in any

demonstration against Reagan and the United States. Fellow MEP Stan Newens
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would have agreed with the principle of the demonstration and, arguably, others
would also have seen this as ‘good fun’ and so joined in semi-independently. This
alternative interpretation of the event proposes that just because the Soviet ‘friend’
suggested an action does not mean it was automatically complied with. Equally
compliance cannot be used as a measure of the extent of Soviet control exerted over
these figures. This reinforces the alternative perspective of agents of influence.
Though confidential contacts existed, it appears that none of the MPs were either

slavish or blind supporters but individuals who acted according to their own

ideologically-driven agendas.'?

This argument is reinforced by the fact that Wilson was aware of the faults of the
Soviet Union. He was a frequent visitor and was given freedom of movement. He
saw that standards of living were lower than they should have been and blamed this
upon mismanagement. Wilson argued that the Soviet Union had all the resources
necessary for creating socialism in one country, but the totalitarian nature of the
Stalinist model of governance had acted as an obstacle to socialist achievements. In
Wilson's words, the Soviet leadership and people had “lost their inspiration.”!*
Wilson made no excuses for this, but remained unable to divorce his socialist
aspirations for Britain from the success of the Soviet system. To denounce the Soviet
model would mean rejecting existing socialism, so Wilson preferred to ignore the
faults in his public statements on the Soviet Union and provided help where possible.
He stated that the failure of the Soviet leadership to achieve a socialist society was not
just a domestic failure; they failed socialists the world over. The ideological link he
established between the Soviet Union and the global socialist movement led Wilson to

desire success for the Soviet Union and, therefore, he “didn’t mind helping it a bit”."*!

Like Philip Crees, he recognised that the Soviet relationship with the BSFS was
purely political. The purpose of the organisation was to gain supporters in high
places. This was made evident during celebrations of the 75" Anniversary of the
Russian Revolution. Wilson attended events on the basis that if he, or another MP,
did not then neither would a representative of the Soviet Embassy. However, this did

not dampen his spirits. Wilson believed in the fundamental basis of the BSFS:
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Without doubt in my mind the real driving force was that by supportiné the
Soviet Union the cry of ‘workers of the world unite’ would be realised upon
the economic success of the Soviet Union.!'*
The membership consisted of individuals who “had hoped the Revolution would
succeed or were grateful to the Red Army or wanted the Cold War to end."'** These

ideals were consistent with Wilson’s motivations and beliefs.

Wilson grew up in the shadow of the Russian Revolution as the great socialist
achievement, one in which exploited workers like his father had sought inspiration.
Furthermore Soviet aid to striking workers would have reinforced the link between
the workers struggle and Communist Russia. Wilson's experience of the war, as with
Lamond and Short, imbibed him with the perspective of the Soviet Union as the
saviour of Europe and, like many of his contemporaries, he viewed the ensuing Cold

War as an anathema to everything he believed in.

The important aspect of Wilson’s mindset is his perception of the nature of Soviet
society. Like Cole and the Webbs, he believed in the socialist basis of that society.
Equally he recognised that it was a project under development and this led him to
attempt to aid its success. Arguably he became an agent of the Soviet Union.
However his relationship with Maisko was founded upon neither traitorous or self-
seeking ideals. Wilson's belief in international socialism, not the paramount parochial
realism, motivated him to act in opposition to government policy and the normative
negative perspective of the Soviet Union. He believed that the world needed a
socialist nation to act as a model and, though fundamentally flawed, the closest
practical example of his model of socialism was the Soviet Union. This led Wilson to
support the Soviet regime. To reject the model would mean denouncing his own

ideals, a shift he was still unable to make in 1999.

We can therefore characterise Wilson as a man whose activities were motivated by
deep-seated socialist ideals. He believed in worker’s equality and argued that greater
political power should be vested in the producing class. The ideal was not to be
realised in this country or under the political system within which he worked.
Therefore he protected the one nation that aspired to the same principles as he did.

He was not alone in pursuing this idealised and self-ordained role. To interpret his
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activity we should look at one further example of an individual who acted as a contact
and assess the fundamental basis of his motivation, thus testing the hypothesis

established by the Wilson case.
The Wild Man of Leith: a further variable

Ron Brown, MP for Edinburgh Leith 1979-92, had what can be described as a
colourful parliamentary career. His political trajectory was founded upon a radical
socialist agenda fighting for workers’ control. Brown had been sacked in 1972 for
leading an electricians strike in support of the miners. Furthermore, as a councillor in
Lothian he was suspended for voting against spending cuts proposed by his own
party. Therefore, Brown can be categorised as being of a similar vein to Wilson,
Kitson and Lamond as far as political roots are concerned. His opposition to
capitalism and Conservatism led Brown to throw eggs at Prime Minister Margaret
Thatcher on the occasion of her visit to Glasgow in 1982, and to wield and drop the
mace while opposing the introduction of poll tax in Scotland in 1985. However, it

was his internationalist ideals, alongside events in his private life, which led to his

deselection.

Brown’s internationalism was guided by his pro-Soviet sympathies and his admiration
for existing socialist systems. He enjoyed close links with Libyan leader Muammar
Gaddafi'® and made frequent visits without the sanction of party leader Foot.
Gaddafi was a Soviet ally and laid claim to socialist credentials and Brown’s support
for him was one aspect of his role in supporting the working class struggle. Brown
obtained money from Gaddafi to fund the striking miners in 1984; an activity shared
by Mick Welsh'*® and John Platts-Mills. Milne'’s account of the affair found Platts-
Mills as the most active in obtaining funds from both the Soviet bloc and Libya and
ensuring it reached the NUM’s Warsaw bank account.'® This shows that there was a
degree of cohesion between the parliamentary and the extra-parliamentary pro-Soviet
left at times of keen struggle. This should not be seen as unusual. Brown was a keen
working class activist; Platts-Mills, a veteran of the British pro-Soviet left-wing, had
already shown his colours during his career as a QC. That they were allied in support

of the miners is not particularly striking, particularly as Brown had already been

active as a member of the pro-Soviet coterie.



250

The only voice from the Labour benches on the Afghanistan conflict came from Ron
Brown. He had established links with the Soviet sponsored government led by
Babrak Karmal, and had been a guest of Karmal in early 1981 during a mission
sponsored by the Soviet Embassy.'”” His actions during this visit gained him much
press coverage, particularly when, accompanied by Bob Litherland,'® he unwisely
posed in front of a monument in the shape of a tank after writing in Labour Monthly
that he had seen no tanks in the country. The media ignored his work in procuring the
release of Pinder Wilson, a British national taken hostage in Afghanistan during the
conflict, this was not part of the received image of the ‘loony left’ which Brown
personified.'® Brown pursued a pro-Karmal position after his return and argued in
parliament that the Karmal regime should be recognised. Recognition, Brown argued,
would reassure Karmal that the Western world was not antagonistic towards him.
Karmal, Brown claimed, was willing to extend the hand of friendship: “we are talking

about world peace, does that not matter, or does militarism cloud every mind in the

House?"'4

Brown produced an ‘eyewitness report’ for Labour Monthly'*! following his visit. He
reported that Karmal had told him that Western hostility towards his regime, formally
established in April 1978, forced him to “seek aid from the USSR”.'** The previous
President Hafizzulah Amin, whose coup had overturned the revolutionary People’s
Democratic party government in July 1979, had been a CIA agent, Brown argued,
who had been employed to undermine the popularity of the revolutionary party.
Therefore the Soviet army with public backing had executed Amin. The Soviet
occupying force now remained to keep the regime secure from further attack from the
West and would leave only “when the border areas were guaranteed from
interference”.!®® Brown claimed that he saw none of the warfare that the Western

scribed. He also saw no sign of rebels and described Afghanistan’s capital

alalabad/as “quiet and peaceful.”'** He argued that to have been duped into this
ption would have taken “a cast of thousands and the biggest Hollywood set ever.
And quite frankly this would have turned Cecil B de Mille into an amateur in -
comparison”.Ms This means that either the Western governments had initiated a
gigantic conspiracy campaign or Ron Brown, despite his protestations, was either

duped or was lying. The question is if he was lying why, and for what?
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Brown argued that to the West, and particularly to the Thatcher government, the 'red
bogey’ was a convenient tool. It justified arms spending and an aggressive foreign
policy. He argued that this was the real reason for Western refusal to recognise the
Karmal government. The alternative, Brown argued, would mean admitting that the
Soviet Union was not acting in a hostile manner, an admission that would force the
British government to review its anti-Soviet defence policy. This analysis of British
policy determinants, and his sympathy for the Soviet model of socialism, led Brown

to develop a relationship with an agent of the Soviet Union.

In his autobiography Next Step Execution Gordievsky revealed that Brown was a

willing, but incomprehensible, contact that he had inherited.'*® It is unclear what
Brown's role was in relation to the KGB, or how he was recruited. Brown’s private
life suggested he lacked moral standards and self-control. This made him the perfect
target for the KGB, notwithstanding his personal beliefs. It also could explain how he
came to the conclusion that the Soviet forces in Afghanistan were living in harmony
with majoritarian support. This was the picture that the Soviet government attempted
to supply to the West. Could he therefore have acted as a propagandist on their
behalf? Without forming conclusions based upon circumstantial evidence, it is
indicative that Brown became a trade agent for Communist North Korea, acting as a
conduit between British companies, such as the Virgin Trading Company and
Highland Distillers, and the Stalinist regime.147 Therefore he maintained a role as an
agent working for a Communist power, possibly due to his ideological links with the
dogma of that society. This also appears to have been the motivation for his pro-

Soviet activity that is under examination here.

Brown’s only attempt to explain his stance was made through letters to The Scotsman.
From these scant statements it appears that he, like Platts-Mills before him, was
attempting to redress a balance. He stated that the right wing used the Soviet Union
as a “bogeyman” which was “conjure[d] up... to divert attention from the real issues
in this country."l48 This he believed should be redressed by the Labour party which
should recognise that it could not create socialism in a vacuum, but must ally with
other progressive forces both national and international.'*> This meant adopting the

Soviet economic model of planning, one which Brown reminded readers was not only
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a Communist theory but also one that had been proposed by Nye Bevan in the late
1940s.'°  His disappointment lay in the fact that the Labour leadership had
abandoned socialist principles to gain office and subsequently built a consensus in
parliament on both domestic and foreign policy. Labour, he argued, must be
authoritative in policy making when in power and their policy should be constrained
only by the principles of socialism and the demands of the Trade Unions, not the
forces of capitalism. The principles he promoted were those laid down by Sydney
Webb in 1922 when he authored the Constitution, Brown invoked the symbolic
significance of the words of Clause IV arguing that worker’s control of the means of
production was fundamental to establishing a socialist state.'' Here we can see how
Brown’s thinking led him to support the Soviet Union as a socialist model and how

this mindset led him to become a confidential contact of the Embassy’s diplomats.

Brown believed that the Soviet Union was socialist and argued that the Anglo-
American anti-Sovietism was part of a strategy of deception founded upon the self-
interest of the capitalist class. It was this anti-Communist campaign, Brown argued,
that was posing the greater threat to world peace as it opposed the creation of socialist
nations, ones that were non-competitive so would actively avert war. The perception
of the West as anti-socialist highlights Brown's belief that the Cold War was zero-
sum. He argued that if the Soviet Union lost the Cold War, and was forced to adopt
capitalism, then a socialist future would be unattainable. It seems, therefore, that

Brown, like Wilson, was prepared to aid the Soviet Union in order to ensure the

survival of the ‘socialist superpower’ and its ideology.

In a letter to The Times Brown defended his relationship with Gordievsky. He denied
ever acting as an agent. Gordievsky, he recalled, was someone he had known as a
“newspaper man who claimed he wanted to brief the Soviet reformers, including a
rising star called Gorbachev, about the realities of British life.”'3? The information
imparted was trivial, Brown argued: “[Gordievsky] could have got it from the
Beano”.!®  Gordievsky had led him to believe the Politburo desired “better
understanding of the situation in this country” telling Brown that the Soviet goal was
establishing a “mutual purpose and camaraderie.”'>* Brown’s attitude is tinged with
bitterness towards Gordievsky, possibly as a traitor to the Soviet Union but, mainly

because he revealed his relationship with Brown. Perhaps presciently Brown recalled:
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I have now to ask myself was the information for British Intelligence? It was
always Labour figures Gordievsky wanted to know about. The information
was more valuable to the Tories than it would have been to the KGB.'**
This demonstrates the risk in pursuing this type of contact. The KGB operatives held
a zero-sum perception of the world, there were no friendly contacts, only potential
spies and traitors. Brown’s perspective was that he was personally contributing to the
creation of a new rapprochement, this perspective was not shared by the security and

intelligence services of either side.
Friendship: For the Common Weal or Anti-Democratic Traitors?

There are no key differences between the motivations of these individuals and those
studied in chapters covering previous periods. There is some evidence that Brown
and Wilson held a more radical outlook, one similar to Renee Short's, while Lamond
seemed to argue from a position similar to that adopted by Ian Mikardo and Konni
Zilliacus. Arguably Brown's stance was influenced by his role as a Trade Union
activist and his lack of an intellectual, socialist perspective. He perceived the world
as black and white, socialist or anti-socialist, and could not see the nuances between
differing systems and regimes as other left-wingers did. This zero-sum opinion of the
world was one that was shared by many who held pro-Soviet sympathies. The
perception they held was that the Cold War was a zero-sum ideological conflict and
evidence indicates that they also held the belief that the future of socialism was
intrinsically linked to the survival of the Soviet Union. Perhaps it is accurate to argue
that they perceived the second phase of the arms race as being decisive. Equally, they
realised that their influence within the party had reached its watershed. This does not,

however, necessarily set them apart from their predecessors.

What is clear is that, like their predecessors, they believed that they were acting with
the best intentions and on behalf of humanity as a whole. They created a linkage
between the ideals of peace and co-existence and the goal of attaining a socialist
future. They were not slavish to Moscow, or supportive of Washington or London, but
held the rather exaggerated view that their constituency was the future generations of
the world. They wished all children, of all nations, creeds and political systems, to be

born into a world founded upon peace and socialism, not capitalism and competition.
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Many of their left-wing colleagues, such as Tony Benn, also promoted these idéals,
however these figures avoided linking their socialist doctrine with the Soviet
communist model. The pro-Soviet position, held by figures like Brown, Lamond and
Wilson, led them to argue for an end to the bi-polar antagonism and the pursuit of co-
operation and understanding. This would allow the Soviet Union to introduce
democracy to the state economy. This would be the fruition of the dream that the
majority of the non-Communist, pro-Soviet left shared, and the objective they worked

for despite broad hostility to such ideas.

The pro-Soviet left-wingers were unable to achieve this through the lobby or from the
backbenches in parliament. These figures therefore adopted a more individual
approach; one of personal contact and rapprochement at the personal, rather than
governmental, level. The motivation for this is largely identical to those which drove
Zilliacus to establish a relationship with Khrushchev and Tito, his aim was to act as a
conduit between the two leaders and their western counterparts. These figures acted
in opposition to the policies of their party and ultimately the law of the nation. They
appear not to have recognised the legitimacy of these policies and concomitant laws
due to the fervency of their opposition. They could not view the Soviet Union as an

enemy and thus co-operated with organisations that attempted to change the ruling

rationale. By no means was this a new phenomenon. Laski argued in Tribune in 1937
that “are we not all, as socialists, friends of the Soviet Union, even if we are also
critics.”**® In the zero-sum world of bipolarity criticism was no longer an option for
many. Therefore they acted in the only way they believed to be correct. They refused

to accept defeat by majority decision. Instead they chose to work as activists on the

fringes of politics.

This led some to support the notion of totalitarianism, in the form of a commitment to
establishing socialism through strict control of the economy of a nation. This was
seldom made explicit, however a tradition existed for a minority of left-wingers to
argue that only by seizing full control of society could the groundwork for a socialist
state be established. These socialists had experienced the defeat of their ideals from
time immemorial. The only success in establishing socialism had been made by the
Soviet leadership and only achieved by removing political opponents, ending

democracy and ruling by force. Marx after all had hinted at this by extolling the
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notion of a dictatorship of the proletariat. Thus some were led to aécept
totalitarianism as a route towards socialism and supported and defended the Soviet
Union and her allies because of the system they had created. They had accepted the
necessity of harsh means to attain the ends they required and were willing to support
the Soviet Union in comparison to the ineffectuality of western democratic socialism.
These figures retained democratic socialist credentials, and supported the ethos of that
creed, but they had also become disillusioned with Labour governments that rejected
socialist principles and accepted the constraints of capitalism. This was the
conundrum they faced when arguing their causes in parliament. They knew they
would not be taken seriously, that the majority either would not or could not effect
change, however they stood by their personal principles and dreamt of becoming
influential. They acted independently and supported the cause of a foreign nation

purely on the grounds that its ethos was closer to their own than that of the British

government, or indeed, the Labour party.

Never Again: the end of parliamentary pro-Sovietism

In 1989 the focus for pro-Sovietism collapsed, however by this time pro-Soviet
influences had been exorcised from the Labour party. The NEC, accurately described
by Richard Crossman as the ‘battering-ram of change’,'”” was to lose this power
under the Kinnock initiated organisational reforms. The only oppositional force to
these reforms was what Shaw described as the ‘hard left’. This group should not be
characterised as being pro-Soviet, nor should it be assumed that all pro-Soviet MPs
belonged exclusively within the hard left. To group the left together in this way
disguises the nuances within its traditions. However an agenda was developed, based
upon democratic socialist principles, which was supported by the majority of those
who harboured pro-Soviet sympathies. Neil Kinnock, as party leader 1983-92, led an
attack on those individuals who, as Hattersley put it, made up the "illegitimate left"
who were "cuckooing in Labour's nest"."® There were continual attempts to introduce
one member, one vote [OMOV] between 1984 and 1993 in order to reduce the power
of the constituency based activist. The introduction of OMOV for elections to the
NEC eroded the power of the left-wing and reduced the influence of Communist
Trade Union leaders like Ken Gill and Alan Sapper. A clear concomitant of the
reform procedure is that, as TUC President 1985-6, Gill had little opportunity to
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reverse the rightward shifting balance of power. This was Kinnock’s chief
objective.'” Responding to a report produced by Geoff Bish, Labour Research
Secretary,'® Kinnock strove to ensure that the leadership’s hands were not tied by
manifesto commitments drawn up by the left-wing and that the Cabinet regained
control over party policy, candidate selection and communications. This was to be

achieved by the 1992 General Election.'®!

The battle over candidate reselection resulted in the pro-Soviet MPs losing their
parliamentary seats. Pro-Soviet ideas were unpopular within Militant, the left-wing
group that had become influential within many of the staunch Labour constituencies.
This resulted in William Wilson resigning rather than face an unsympathetic
reselection battle and James Lamond being deselected in favour of a Trotskyist
candidate.'® Renee Short also refused to face the reselection procedure and stood
down prior to the 1987 General Election.'®® The influence of Militant, within both the
CLPs and the NEC, was expressed when Tony Benn, Eric Heffer, Joan Maynard and
Dennis Skinner organised a walk-out of left-wingers on the NEC in support of
Militant, thus leaving the body impotent without a quorum.'®* Other left-wingers,
described by Butler and Kavanagh as ‘the old white left’, were to be deselected in the
name of positive discrimination. For example, Norman Atkinson was forced out of his
Tottenham seat to make way for Bernie Grant. While this provided the Tottenham
constituency with a more representative MP, it clearly showed that the extreme views
held by the pro-Soviet strand were losing appeal at every level. The Militant-inspired
manual on selection encouraged CLPs to produce a spreadsheet recording how their
MPs had voted in parliament.'®® While this did benefit all left-wing MPs it became
clear that the pro-Soviet members were at a disadvantage. As an ideological battle

raged within the party it became clear that all factions were opposed to their ideas.

The pro-Soviet sympathisers became increasingly isolated even within a left
dominated party. The Bennite left saw them as mavericks and opposed their
attachment of socialism to Soviet communism. The centre-left and right wing argued
that they, together with Militant, were damaging to the party's electoral credibility.
Thus Kinnock’s attacks on the radical sections were welcomed by a majority of the
parliamentary and extra-parliamentary membership. The isolation of the pro-Soviet

MPs, and their maverick status, can be recognised by the lack of cohesion over the
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party’s direction. Allaun, Atkinson, Lamond, Mikardo, Richardson and Thorne
backed Benn in his challenge for the deputy leadership, but Brown, Ross, Short and
Wilson wavered in their support of Benn but could put forward no suitable alternative
candidate.'®® This lack of cohesion impaired their opportunity to gain influence,
however, the broad left-wing consensus, while it lasted, did make the party leadership
a hostage to left-wing activism. Tudor Jones indicated that Kinnock, during his first
years as leader, saw himself as restricted in reforming the party. His mission was to
break the left's cohesion and undermine its position at all levels of the party. It was
only following the enforced deselection of pro-Soviet and Militant candidates that
Kinnock, and later Smith and Blair, enjoyed a “time of tranquillity when party

members were finally prepared to let [the leader] get on with his job.”'®

The consistent attack on left-wing strongholds, the creation of a centrally approved
candidate list and a complete policy review, a procedure which was to see the party
accept what some left-wing critics argue to be a new right agenda,168 also saw the
ideas of pro-Sovietism removed from the party. Ernie Ross was to be the only MP
referred to in this study that survived into the Blair parliament. Some of their less
radical allies, however, were to maintain the stance developed by Victory for
Socialism. These individuals, numbering no more than twenty, were to be a faint
voice opposing the support for the American bombing campaign against Iraq.'®’
Unilateralism was abandoned under Kinnock and nuclear weapons were once again
accepted as a necessary part of Britain’s defence capabilities by a Labour
government.'” With the collapse of Soviet communism came the abandonment of
many of the socialist tenets that drew those with pro-Soviet sympathies to the Labour

party. It is unlikely that such ideas will resurface in the foreseeable future given the

current trajectory of the party.
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Chapter Seven

The perspectives of pro-Sovietism

The case studies of pro-Soviet MPs show that there were nuances between their
individual activities and motivations. This indicates that the Soviet Union played a
different role within the political thought of each individual. Some individuals were
convinced that the Soviet model of socialism represented their practical ideal and, on
the strength of this conviction, sought to protect the regime. In contrast others
employed the Soviet Union purely to express opposition to the Cold War rationale.
They rejected the rationale that the Soviet Union posed a military threat, arguing that
the United States had created a myth surrounding Soviet foreign policy aims. This
chapter suggests a framework for understanding these differing perspectives and seeks
to explain why individuals who held contrasting perspectives pursued differing types
of pro-Soviet activity. Understanding the nuances between the individuals helps to
explain why there was a lack of cohesion between these politicians. While they shared
a common focus for their critique of the Cold War, they did not share a framework of
reference, because of their differing perspectives of the Soviet Union, and therefore

they lacked unifying objectives.

Having assessed their arguments it appears that some British Labour party MPs
supported the Soviet Union because they believed that the Soviet Communist system
represented a positive alternative to the politics and policies that were native to their
own party. The strengths of belief differ and can often be contextualised within the
periods in which they were developed. This is the primary reason for this study being
carried out chronologically. However the nuances between individual's beliefs, and
their activities, cannot always be confined within one definite historical period. Some
beliefs emerged out of a specific period, and were reactive to events in the
international order or the Labour party. However, other pro-Soviet perspectives
developed into traditions that would shape the beliefs of the pro-Soviet strand in later
periods, thus becoming an aspect of Labourist thinking. While the study has focused
on individuals as case studies, determining the specifics of their beliefs and

influences, this penultimate chapter will focus on the ideological strands within the

pro-Soviet movement.
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Many socialists and liberals, who espoused pacifism and social equality, saw the
Russian Revolution as a great emancipatory event. This spirit underlined the agenda
for the 1917 Peace Convention. In contrast, the Bolshevik coup received a more
reserved reception. The Soviet political system, which emerged following the Civil
War, became a curiosity, an image Stalin exploited to the full. However, it would be
inaccurate to assume that Soviet marketing techniques provided the sole impetus for
pro-Sovietism. Developments in relations between the Soviet Union and the West,
and failures within the Western social democratic model, chiefly dictated how the
Soviet Union was perceived. In those sparse periods of domestic stability and
international harmony the Soviet Union received little attention, however this was

limited to a brief period during the 1920s.

Events overtook the Soviet propaganda campaign; making the Soviet model the focus
of a movement over which the ideological leaders of international communism had
little control. For example in the 1930s a movement formed calling for a popular
front to emerge within the European socialist movement. The CPGB were drawn into
this movement but did not stand as the ideological leader. The lack of Communist
control over the pro-Soviet coterie was also weak during the Cold War. The peace
movements, which revolved within a pseudo-pro-Soviet orbit, opposed Communists
control,! but did not specifically oppose the Soviet Union. This meant that the
Communist party succeeded by following entryist tactics, gaining influence within

movements, but failed to attain ideological control over policy.

Labour party left-wingers chaired many of the organisations that fell within the pro-
Soviet orbit. This appears as something of an anomaly considering the policy of the
party that they represented. Studying the individuals themselves however, in isolation,
it appears an obvious path for them to select. They stood as individual thinkers,
motivated by ideals that surpassed the traditional party political dichotomy. Equally
they seldom sought real power, only the power to influence. They attempted to be
agents of influence for their cause and took on the role of change agent. Due to the
unpopularity of the focus of their arguments they became almost self-defeating,
despite the fact that their objective was to legitimise their cause. They were an

embarrassment to both the Militant left and the centre-right of the Labour party and
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were considered by the leadership, alongside Militant, as a serious threat to party
cohesion. Kinnock, and arguably many of his predecessors, saw the removal of those
who promoted the left-wing agenda as a necessity. Kinnock attacked the ideologues
stating that:
Implausible promises don’t win victories [but] start with far-fetched
resolutions... [which] are then pickled into rigid dogma, a code, and you go
through years sticking to that, outdated, misplaced, irrelevant to the real
needs.?
This statement encapsulates the ideological mindset of the pro-Soviet strand, but the
expression of this opinion did not convince the pro-Soviet left that they should alter

their course. To the pro-Soviet MPs these ‘far-fetched” resolutions were deep-seated

ideals.

Any attempt to group these individuals into neat compartments can obscure the
nuances in their thinking. However, categorising the perspectives they held of the
Soviet Union allows us to discuss the subjacent denominators within pro-Soviet
thinking. A discussion of the commonalties that are evident in their arguments
provides an indication of how the Soviet Union figured in each individual's thinking

and how this perspective acted as a prism through which the beholder viewed the

world.

After cursorily examining these figures it can be argued that the Soviet Union played
a different role to each sympathetic observer. However we can group the differing
perspectives under one single assumption, that the Soviet Union represented a positive
alternative to capitalism and so stood as an example to socialists the world over. Not
all within the pro-Soviet strand argued that the Soviet model should be adopted in
extenso. Therefore we can separate the beliefs into subdivisions. These subdivisions
will be contextualised with regard to the individuals to whom they are relevant and,

where possible, the historical period in which they were developed.

The Soviet Union as the socialist example

The Soviet Union's claim to be the first socialist state certainly provided the stimulus

for left-wing interest. Some awarded the Soviet Union the unique status of
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representing the core of the socialist world and, though the Soviet model was copied,
it remained the model and, during the Cold War, was able to establish itself as the
protector of the international socialist movement. China, Cuba or any other
independent or semi-independent Communist state managed to achieve similar
prominence or status among British MPs. Despite the fact that the majority of
influential Western socialists rejected the Soviet model, others were unable to
separate the Soviet Union from the ideals of the global socialist movement. Thus,
while Trade Unionists and intellectuals denounced the socialist, and indeed Marxist,
aspects of the Soviet Union, others argued that the Soviet Union was socialist in

various respects, a description they did not award to Britain under Labour.

The Wall Street Crash, and the economic repercussions, led to one of the high
watermarks of this ideal. Capitalism, the system founded upon never-ending
accumulation, neared apparent collapse. Socialists, like G D H Cole, Jennie Lee and
John Strachey, with previously diverse beliefs, agreed that the world was destined to
progress towards socialism. This appeared to be proven by the fact that the Soviet
Union was thriving, a factor that led many theorists to develop a theory for the
establishment of socialism based upon the Soviet model. There were differing
strengths of belief in the Soviet Union as a model. While some confined themselves to
arguing that a Soviet-style centrally planned economy was the key to establishing a
socialist society, others confidently argued that all aspects of Soviet society were
socialist and that the Soviet model should become the blueprint for all socialist
movements. Planners, such as John Maynard Keynes and GDH Cole, lent reserved
support to the Soviet model in a revised form. Within the zero-sum context of the
Cold War, MPs Frank Allaun and Stan Newens argued that there was an
interdependent relationship between the Soviet model and international socialism, and
hinted that the success of socialism relied upon the success of the Soviet model.
While these figures exhibited a restrained support for aspects of the Soviet model,
there were those who expressed an almost devout belief. Ron Brown, Alex Kitson,
Renee Short, the Webbs and William Wilson all placed the Soviet Union on a

pedestal as an example to the British Labour movement.

Those figures that did express a belief in the Soviet Union as a model for socialism

utilised this belief as a mirror to reflect the inequalities and inconsistencies within
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western democracy and Labour party policies. Issues such as unemployment,
education and free access to welfare were highlighted. The purpose for their
comparativist analysis was to hypothesise that if the Soviet Union could achieve clear
advances, despite unfavourable circumstances, why were the British Labour party's
achievements so limited. This analysis was activated particularly in response to claims
that the western system was superior. This was the case after the 1931 debacle, but
was also expressed following the unravelling of key aspects of the 1945-50 welfare
reform programme. MPs like Allaun and Short used the Soviet Union as a stick with
which to beat those socialists who suggested further cuts to benefits awarded the
British proletariat, particularly when the cuts were made to finance ‘unnecessary’
defence spending. The Soviet Union, they argued, had achieved quantitative results
in a very short period, while Britain was constrained by a cross-bench consensus
despite having had an established socialist government. This reflected the necessity
for change. Those who espoused change did not wish to disband democracy, but
wanted the Labour party to harness the reins of government and break the economic

power of the capitalist class. This would allow for swift reforms that would establish

Britain as a socialist state.

This was socialism in the most idealistic and dogmatic form. Arguably, had a British
Labour government been guided firmly by its founding principles then these
individuals would have been satisfied. However this was not, and could not be, the
case. Forces beyond governmental control ensured that a pro-capitalist consensus was
maintained. This led to mounting dissatisfaction among the left-wing of the party. It
was within this dissatisfied left, many of whom felt estranged from the party and
parliament, that notions of pro-Sovietism emerged. Those who developed the pro-
Soviet critique of the party highlighted the achievements of the Soviet Union and
exhibited the belief that if the Soviet experiment failed then socialism across Europe
would be perceived as an obsolete ideology. Therefore they protected the model.
This notion was an aspect of the mindsets of many of those who actively opposed the
Cold War, particularly Allaun, Hutchinson, Kitson, Platts-Mills, Short, Swingler and
Wilson. Therefore their arguments developed a dual motivation; they spearheaded a

campaign for co-existence that also aimed to protect the system in which they vested

their hopes.
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This motivation was shared by others who were even more proactive in their pro-
Soviet activity. Melita Norwood, the employee of the British Non-Ferrous Metals
Association who willing passed secrets to the KGB regarding the British nuclear
weapons development programme, explained:
I thought they should somehow be adequately defended because everyone was
against them, against this experiment... it was unfair to them that they
shouldn’t be able to develop their weaponry.’
This attitude was not particular to Norwood, or to others proven to be agents of the
KGB. Konni Zilliacus also characterised the Soviet Union as a beleaguered nation
forced into acting defensively by a hostile world and Allaun argued that the Soviet
experiment should be allowed to evolve unhindered. Thus by attaching 'Socialist' to

the national title, the Soviet Union was able to become an embodiment of the illusory

Marxist-Socialist state.

The Soviet Union as a positive alternative

Russia was epitomised as the model for alternative action after the revolution of
February 1917. Later this trend was exemplified by the popular front movement. The
world was perceived as divided between opposing political ideologies of right and
left, defined in their most extreme forms as fascism and communism. This dichotomy
led some left-wing ideologues to be drawn to embrace the ideas of the Soviet Union
as the only alternative to fascism and imperialism. The argument was put forward
that if there was a choice between fascism and communism, communism must be the
victor. This was particularly espoused by G D H Cole, but featured in the arguments
of Aneurin Bevan, Stafford Cripps and S O Davies. Bevan and Davies had received
financial aid from the Soviet Union in their roles as strike leaders in the South Wales
coal mines.* Therefore it stood, albeit for a short time in Bevan's case, as their natural
ally as the embodiment of proletarian power. This led to the perception of the Soviet
Union as the enemy of governments that supported capitalism, but the ally of the
working class of every nation. This notion was transposed into the political ideas of

many of those who went into politics through the Trade Unions.

This analysis was extended during the Cold War era. The Soviet Union was seen as

the positive alternative to the United States. The left-wing would not accept the
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subjugation of British foreign and defence policy to the White House and opposed
any attempt to allow the United States hegemony over Europe. The Soviet Union’s
history was analysed sympathetically within a subjectivist framework. This reflected
the ideals of the analyst and the conclusion was determined by the perception that the
Soviet model was fundamentally correct. If the Soviet government had deformed the
Marxist-Leninist model, Zilliacus in particular argued, then this was due to the anti-
Communist campaign pursued by the capitalist world. If attempts to develop an
understanding of the character and implicit aims of the Soviet system were made then
the Soviet model would evolve along socialist rather than totalitarian lines. All un-
socialist activity within the Communist bloc was excused by activating this analysis.

Zilliacus, in I Choose Peace, was a major exponent of this view however G D H Cole,

who put forward a similar argument during the 1930s, laid much of the groundwork
for this analysis. This alternative analysis allowed socialists to view the Soviet Union
as a socialist nation that had become disfigured by the international order in which it
functioned. Later sympathisers such as Wilson adopted a similar view in retrospect,

therefore this was one of the traditions that developed within pro-Sovietism.

As outlined above there were those who argued that the Soviet Union was socialist.
This argument was activated at times when a Labour government was forced to adopt
a conservative agenda. The condemnation of the Callaghan budget of 1974, by
Atkinson, Newens and Short, was peppered with comparisons to Soviet economic
policy. Those individuals who held the view that the Soviet Union was socialist
developed a comparative analysis of British Labourism. Their conclusion was that the
British model was deficient. Thus the idealised image of the Soviet Union became a
fixture within the mindset of the pro-Soviet MPs. They vested their hope in the Soviet
Union as the driving force behind world socialism and were unable to recognise the

failings of the Soviet regime because, to them, it embodied their hopes for the future.

These radical figures desired a society without poverty, unemployment or inequality
and believed that that society had been created in the Soviet Union. This tradition can
be traced back to the Webbs but was also promulgated by Kitson, Short and Wilson.
The popularisation of this notion created a certain degree of support for the Soviet
Union, this was not vested in the Soviet leadership but in Soviet socialism as an

ideology with a practical dimension. It is important to note that none of these
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individuals ever extolled the virtues of Stalin or Brezhnev and that those who initially
supported Khrushchev were part of a short-lived minority. It was a belief in the
socialist societal basis that was the impetus for support and this, in turn, led them to

support the governmental policies in an attempt to protect the regime.

These individuals supported the idea of socialism with religious fervour. They
believed that they alone recognised the true potential of socialism as a governmental
model. All they had to do was convince others of that potential. They thus employed
the Soviet Union to show what could be achieved by maintaining a commitment to
socialism, while highlighting the fact that these were attained under an atmosphere of
hostility. They failed to realise that much Soviet propaganda was false because they
wanted to believe with an almost religious fervency. Therefore they allowed
themselves to be convinced. Thus their beliefs and perceptions acted as a prism

through which they viewed the world.

The Soviet Union as a governmental alternative

As cursorily explored in earlier chapters there was a strand of thought within pro-
Sovietism that supported the notion of authoritarian socialism. This remains largely
unstated in any of the cases under examination apart from Ron Brown and Lester
Hutchinson. Oleg Gordievsky, however, linked the whole body of pro-Soviet thought
with a support for totalitarianism. In an article for The Spectator he asked:
Why were totalitarian inclinations so very characteristic of the Old Left, and
why did so many of its members participate so enthusiastically in the
operations of the Soviet propaganda machine?’
This question can be answered, to an extent, by reviewing the arguments many of the

pro-Soviet figures put forward in support of the Soviet political model.

From the now infamous 'betrayal' of socialist principles by Ramsay MacDonald in
1931 onwards, there was a recognition that certain aspects of British democracy
enforced the subjugation of socialism to capitalism. Those who opposed the
Bernsteinian model, which argued that socialists could only create a reformed version
of capitalism until history ran its full course,® proposed that their leaders should act

with greater resolve and that the principles of socialism should not merely guide, but
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dominate, policy formulation. Cole, in 1941, hypothesised about the redundancy of
social democracy and used the achievements of Soviet society to illustrate his
argument. Others developed a similar analysis. Therefore some pro-Soviet MPs were
explicit in their support for committed, decisive and determined leadership in

implementing socialism and eradicating capitalism.

The Labour party has only twice had a sufficiently significant majority to dominate
parliament. The first ran from 1945-50, the second began in 1997. In the former
period opposition from the left was based upon the notion that the time had arrived to
implement a socialist policy and make such a policy irreversible. While Attlee’s
domestic reforms were indeed socialist, they were also consensual. The left wanted
far more than what was on offer, particularly in the ﬂeld of foreign policy. The fact
that this too was based on a consensus between left and right caused the dissent
described in this study and led to a continued and deepening polarisation within the
party. Some critics of the government, particularly G D H Cole, Lester Hutchinson
and Stephen Swingler also became, at key junctures, critics of the democratic system.

They argued that it precluded radical reform and was opposed to any pro-socialist

advancement.

This allows speculation as to what type of political system did they argue would allow
the creation of a socialist society? The examples they offered to us, both prior to and
after the Second World War, indicate that it was only when the leadership had
absolute power that society could be totally reformed. A determined socialist leader
had to be able to suppress the reactionary elements, particularly when they hold
ecdnomic, if not governmental, power. The strict economic centralisation enacted by
Stalin could not have been accomplished under a liberal democratic parliamentary
system. Equally the programme that the left prescribed for ‘cradle to grave’ welfare
and full employment could not be achieved when capitalists retained economic power.
The pro-Soviet strand did not enquire whether the British public would want such
reforms. Their understanding was that a socialist society was mankind's ultimate
desire. The evidence they presented argued that those living under Communism had a
better standard of living than their British counterparts. Kitson, Short and Wilson all
promoted this argument in the press; therefore we can enquire whether these figures

also believed that Labour should become authoritarian when in government.
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Though it is tenuous to propose that any section of the Labour party had an inclination
to recreate Stalinist politics in Britain, there are indications that a desire existed
among the left for greater dedication from their leadership. Many of the precedents
they discussed were set by the Soviet Union and these were utilised to explain how
the world could be changed for the better and indicate an inclination towards the
authoritarian socialist model. The fact that their chosen vehicle for change, the
British Labour party, was trapped within a consensual parliamentary democracy
appears to have given them a feeling of deep frustration. This was felt particularly
when, despite holding positions within the party hierarchy, they still lacked any real

influence over, or access to, the policy formulation process.

This led to a situation whereby authoritarian socialism could not be denounced
because, by linking socialism to the Soviet Union, it could not be separated from the
notion of implementing 'true socialism'. The Soviet leadership, it was argued, had
displayed true resolve, the quality which domestic Labour leaders lacked. This led
some British socialists to lavish praise on the achievements of the Soviet Union, using
Soviet achievements as a mirror to reflect the inadequacies of British socialism and
the political system. The majority hoped implicitly that democracy would evolve
within the Soviet Union, but excused this failing upon the aggressive stance of the
international order. There is, however, recognition, exhibited in the work of the
Webbs and Zilliacus, that the authoritarian nature of the regime was initially

necessary, and even desirable, for the installation of socialism.

There are other factors that led to unswaying support, particularly the desire to protect
the Soviet socialist model, and this can explain why the authoritative nature of the
regime did not deter democratic socialists. In their analysis the regime was
authoritative for a reason, to install socialism. But the withering away of the
bureaucracy had been hindered by the continual external threat. Therefore, the nature
of Soviet Communism could only progress to a more democratic stage once the world
had accepted the regime as an ally rather than an enemy. Since many believed that
the threat was ideological, not military, they argued that the United States was

prolonging the war to defeat communism; not the Soviet expansionist policy as

Western propaganda argued.
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Returning to the premise of this argument, we can understand the dual notions of
accepting and even supporting authoritarianism, providing the dictator was a socialist.
This refutes, to an extent, the premise of Gordievsky’s enquiry but explains why this
perception can be adopted. It is difficult to find any elected individual who argued
that the Labour party should, once in government, establish a dictatorship and install
socialism regardless of the short term hardship. However, we do see individuals
calling for greater resolve and opposing their leaders when they were seen to
dissemble under capitalist pressure, an accusation that could never be levelled against
the Soviet leadership. Thus those who were committed to the installation of a 'true'
socialist political system, and were predisposed to believing that the Soviet model
represented the ideal of socialism, were able to excuse the authoritarian nature of the
Soviet political system. This led them, at key junctures, to highlight the virtues of the
Soviet leadership's commitment to socialist aims. The analysis of their support for
authoritarian socialism indicates the deep complexity of the movement and the
contradictions that existed in these figures' thinking. Equally, it shows why it was
simple to view pro-Soviet activists as apologists for Stalinism. Their beliefs are
shrouded within traditions of British socialism that have remained largely unexplored.
Without a deeper understanding of the roots of these arguments it is easier to view it,

on face value, as an aberration rather than a continuity.

The Soviet Union as the proponent of peace

It would be a simple process to categorise the peace movement as pro-Soviet because
the arguments of the movement, and of Soviet propaganda, were often identical
during the Cold War period. To make this judgement, however, would be largely
erroneous. The peace movements attempted a policy of non-alignment and were
largely successful in maintaining this position. Soviet sponsored groups such as the
World Peace Council undermined the non-aligned position arguing that non-
alignment meant ineffectuality and intransigence.” WPC publications enquired, when
the world is torn between 'good and evil' and 'right and wrong, is it possible to be
neutral? Neither camp believed this was possible and therefore attempts were made
to force individuals to decide which side they would support. Soviet propaganda led

some pro-peace activists to believe that the Soviet Union, the nation that produced
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volumes of material supporting disarmament and rapprochement, was indeed opposed
to the nuclear stand-off. This was arguably an accurate perception. Volkogonov
testified that the Soviet Union could not compete on equal terms in the arms race, and
Gordievsky recalled that paranoia was prevalent among the Politburo during the early
1980s. The Soviet propaganda campaign, however, was not a mechanism that affected
everyone in a positive way. Diana Collins remained profoundly anti-Soviet and found

that the cynical methods of Agitprop reinforced her perceptions.

The majority of left-wingers who engaged in studies of the foreign policy objectives
of the Communist bloc did so because they were already sympathetic to the ideas of
pro-Sovietism. Therefore they were predisposed to conclude that the Warsaw Pact
was a defensive mechanism. This trend began in the popular front era, however the
magnum locus came following the ideological demarcation of the world. Zilliacus
was the first, and arguably most prominent, exponent of the idea that the Soviet
leadership desired an end to hostilities. His influence was passed down to Allaun and
Newens, representatives of a younger generation of anti-war lefi-wingers. The
arguments of these figures were not confined within the pro-Soviet analysis of events,
but did largely agree with the central tenets of the Soviet line. Others like Lamond,
Short and Wilson also made the transition to pro-Sovietism, produced adulatory
articles and voluntarily joined the pro-Soviet peace movement. Those already within
the pro-Soviet orbit reinforced these beliefs, as did front organisations such as the
WPC. Thus the pro-Soviet left and the Soviet Union spoke with essentially one voice.
Both called for an end to the arms race, the decommissioning of nuclear weapons and
rapprochement with the Communist bloc. Within the pro-Soviet milieu the notion that

the Soviet Union favoured peace, while the United States opposed any move to end

the Cold War, was popularised.

Soviet foreign policy was also argued to be the positive alternative to the Atlanticist
model adopted in Britain during the Cold War. In the 1930s the Soviet Union was
characterised as the bastion of anti-fascism, during the Cold War it provided the
impetus for détente and rapprochement and stood as the anti-imperialist force in the
world. Despite United States President Roosevelt promoting the notion of self-
determination at the Bretton Woods Conference, and its codification in UN resolution

637 as "a prerequisite to the full enjoyment of all fundamental human rights" ® left-
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wingers argued that United States foreign policy undermined the concept completely.
The Soviet support for progressive movements, such as the Greek Democrats,
enhanced Soviet anti-imperialist credentials and led figures like Leslie Solley to fall
within the pro-Soviet orbit. The progressive nature of Soviet foreign policy was
reinforced by Soviet support for the anti-Apartheid cause and the protection of
Castro’s Cuba. This perception led figures like Ron Brown to promote the Soviet
analysis of Afghanistan and join pro-Soviet organisations like the World Peace
Council. Therefore the Soviet Union was able to establish itself, among a minority of
left-wingers, as the positive alternative to the capitalist, imperialist and, importantly,

anti-socialist United States of America.
The Soviet Union in humanist perspective

There was equally a trend which focussed upon the people, rather than the
government or ideology, of the Soviet Union. John Platts-Mills retained great faith in
the Russian and East European public, a belief that he gained when producing
propaganda during the Second World War. Similar ideas emerged as a tradition
within pro-Soviet thinking. These were a particular feature of arguments put forward
by Lamond and Short. These figures appear to have been unable to separate the
Russian general will from Soviet governmental policy. They believed that the Soviet
model of decision-making operated as an upward stream of directives that were
translated into policy by the Politburo. This belief led them to argue that the lack of
public enmity to the West, exhibited by the Eastern European Communists they met,
would be expressed as foreign policy if co-existence was pursued by NATO. This led
them to support friendship and cultural exchange societies and to produce propaganda

aimed at countering the anti-Soviet rationale.

This was particularly important for those, like Ian Mikardo and Julius Silverman, who
were of Russian extraction. They had a link to Soviet Jewry and to the revolutionary
traditions of Russian society. Ian Mikardo’s family fled the Tsarist pogroms of pre-
Revolutionary Russia, therefore he possessed a sympathetic view of the regime that
overthrew Tsarism. More importantly, he could not accept the dehumanisation of the

people of Eastern Europe because of his hereditary ties to the region and its peoples.
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It was a humanist outlook that led others to oppose anti-Russian propaganda. Had
there been a change in the Western governmental perception of the Soviet people, it is
doubtful whether some of these individuals would have shown any support for the
regime. Mikardo, for example, did express opposition to the regime, but was able to
explain why it had evolved into a totalitarian state. Therefore he encouraged the
regime to be accepted, in order to allow the regime to become more democratic, while
countering the official anti-Soviet propaganda. This led him to attempt to establish an
economic bridge between Britain and the Soviet Union and actively support
Gorbachev as a reformist Communist leader. Many others within the pro-Soviet
milieu also attempted to change public opinion. Through the development of
economic and cultural links between Britain and the Communist bloc, they attempted
to alter the 'sterile' anti-Communist propaganda perspective of the Eastern European

peoples and encourage an atmosphere for rapprochement between East and West.
Conclusion: The Soviet Union as a focus for alternative activism

The British parliament is arguably a forum where competing political ideas can be
debated and a reasoned conclusion reached that has the support of a majority of
members. However, to those within the pro-Soviet left, it was a forum in which they
had little influence. They were continually defeated by the consensus between the
major parties on issues very dear to them and thus felt compelled to pursue extra-
parliamentary activities. These figures argued for an alternative to the Cold War and
attempted to achieve this through establishing themselves as conduits for
understanding between the opposing ideologies. Arguably it was during détente and
the Second Cold War that this methodology was taken to the extreme. Brown,
Lamond, Mikardo, Short and Wilson all acted with a view to 'lighting a candle in a
dark corner of the world'. This led them to join friendship societies, reach out to
diplomats of the Soviet Embassy and generally evoke the image of co-operation and
co-existence. In a world metaphorically perceived in black and white, they attempted
to maintain a middle ground and attached themselves to groups of like-minded

individuals, be they liberals, humanists or communists.

Within these forums of discussion, existing in opposition to the governmental

structures, strategies for change were developed. These forums, usually extra-
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parliamentary societies, included a variety of individuals; from Pritt and Platts-Mills
to Ilya Ehrenberg or Dmitri Shostakovich. Whatever their composition, they
expressed ‘progressive’ ideals. The individuals who participated in these forged links
beneath governmental level in the name of ihose higher ideals to which their lives
appear to have been dedicated. The results of their extra-parliamentary contacts were
brought back to parliament where, despite eloquent arguments, they found a wall of
hostility to their alternative stratagem. In the course of their activities it appears that
some could have been used as pawns by operatives of the Soviet Union. However, it
appears doubtful that any of those studied ever acted against their personal principles.
Therefore, it can be argued that, though they were of use to KGB officials this was to
a minor degree and on their own terms. They enjoyed forging links with members of
Soviet society, reconstructing the person behind the one-dimensional propaganda
image, and finding that they shared an outlook on the world. KGB agents often used
these friendly overtures, if only to gain approval from the centre. Furthermore these
contacts allowed the possibility of gaining an insight into British politics and the inner
machinations of the Labour party. However, the principles on which these
relationships were founded were far removed from the image that is created by the

unsympathetic Cold War perspective of these activities.

The political activities of these individuals were geared towards changing the ruling
rationale that encapsulated anti-Communism, the Cold War and the nuclear stand-off.
Therefore the Soviet Union became a focus, or a lever, that could be used to bring
pressure to bear upon the government. However, the result of this activity was only a
devaluation of their arguments. The failure to remain non-aligned meant that they
could be, and were, written off as agents, fellow travellers and crypto-Communists,
their words being lost in a plethora of slurs. Though in many cases they became
blinkered to reality by their adherence to an ideal of 'true' socialism, they campaigned
continually with their sights set on a higher goal, a peaceful, prosperous and socialist
world. This vision is one that became a powerful motivational force, but remained a
dream that could not be made reality despite the constant campaigning and activism

engaged in by these internationalist, socialist politicians.

! This was clearly statcd by Marjorie Thompson, CND Chairman 1990-3, who opposed any attempts by
Communists to steer the organisation’s agenda. See P Johnston, Daily Telegraph, 25/9/99, p 25
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Conclusion

This study has developed an analysis that allows historians and political scientists to
understand how pro-Sovietism developed as a tradition within British Labour party
politics. Through a study of the individuals who were sympathetic with the Soviet socialist
experiment, we are able to understand how their perspective of the Soviet Union acted as a
guide over their political activities and drew them into adopting an oppositional stance
against the Labour party leadership and successive British governments. This conclusion
will respond to some of the questions that are raised by the study, but which could not be

addressed within any single chapter or through any one case study.

Four questions can be identified. Firstly, why did these figures invoke the Soviet Union as
the model for a socialist world order. Secondly, why did they use the Labour party as a
vehicle through which to change the perception of the Soviet Union and establish a
socialist peace’. Thirdly, what were these individual’s long term objectives and finally,
what effect did they have on the Labour party, the socialist movement in general and on
the Cold War, all of which they attempted to change in line with their objectives. The last
section will reintroduce the roles ascribed to them in the introduction, the change agent
and conduit of understanding, and assess how these definitions capture the individual’s

essence as politically motivated individuals.

Why the Soviet model?

Any history of socialist thought is a history of the interaction between many complex,
varied and competing notions of the socialist state, many of which were represented within
the ethos of British Labour party members. The complexities within socialist theory were
often reflected in the contradictions within an individual’s own socialist convictions. For
example, G D H Cole criticised socialists who harboured non-libertarian tendencies, yet he
perceived the socialist movement as a single body of ideals and rejected any analysis that
dwelt upon "narrow and sectarian manifestations."! This perception, which was expressed
by many within the British socialist movement, enforced the view that the Soviet model
was one competing theory of socialism and, more importantly, that it was the only theory
with a practical dimension. In the most basic terms it was the first socialist state and

claimed to be successful in implementing a socialist economic system. Only the

Bolsheviks could lay claim to this achievement.



282

The fact that any attempt to establish socialism had limited success outside of the Soviet
sphere of influence meant that the Soviet Union became of significant symbolic value to
one strand of the socialist movement. If Lenin and Stalin were able to create socialism,
within a proto-industrial, peasant society, what had hindered MacDonald, Attlee, and the
other leaders of British socialism, from doing likewise? Thus the Soviet Union became a
model for socialists who wished to make significant socialist achievements, they rejected
the Bernsteinian theory of historical inevitability, arguing that by adhering to this
philosophy a socialist future may remain beyond mankind’s grasp forever. They argued it
was achievable and should be established, not in a piecemeal form, but in totality and
now! The use of a model of socialism was not particular to the pro-Soviet strand. Perry
Anderson, and some also argue Antony Crosland, looked to Swedish social democracy as
a model for British socialists.2 However the Soviet model held a special significance to
some individual thinkers. It was the first and, though beset by problems, represented a
fledgling making its first tentative steps. It was also constantly under threat from a world
order hostile to its ideology, therefore, continuing the fledging metaphor, the Soviet model
needed protection if it was to evolve properly. Most importantly, however, the Soviet
leaders expressed a devout commitment to the socialist ideology, they did not debase their
ideas to gain support and had no inclination to allow either endogenous or exogenous anti-
socialist forces to damage the integrity of the socialist regime. Therefore, within the work

of a minority of socialists the Soviet Union became of an iconic significance.

The Soviet Union laid claim to socialism as a political, economic and social form of
government, this led some to perceive a link between their personal political objectives
and those of the Communist bloc. Why this link was established is complicated and reliant
upon individual experiences. For example; the Soviet Union was perceived as the victor
against fascism, the protector of Spanish republicanism, the opponent of American
hegemony, the nation opposed to war and the nuclear arms race and a nation excluded and
demonised due to its adherence to socialism. All these factors are represented in the
mindsets of those individuals studied, the perceptions were awarded differing prioritisation
but became normative beliefs within the culture of pro-Sovietism. This appears to have
deep cultural significance within the British socialist movement. On consecutive
programmes for BBC Television’s Campaign Confessions Labour candidates made a link
between their ideals and the idea of the Soviet Union. Bob Marshall-Andrews, when

waving a hammer at the camera he was about to use to knock in posts, jokingly
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commented: "I'm just missing the sickle"?; John O'Farrell, when distributing campaign
leaflets outside Maidenhead railway station, told one supporter: "You're wearing a Russian

"* While both candidates possess ‘old lefts’ credentials,

hat, I knew you were one of ours.
and are unsympathetic to the Blairite reforms of the party, neither have ever expressed
support for the Soviet Union. Therefore this link can be argued to be an aspect of the
culture of the left. The idea of the Soviet Union as one arm of the socialist movement, that

shared the same ideals of public ownership, social equality and worker’s control, became a

powerful motivator.

This mindset meant that many were unable to condemn the Soviet Union, that would mean
falling into the trap laid by the exponents of anti-Communism. This minority attempted to
change the anti-Soviet rationale and establish an atmosphere in which the Soviet Union
could be discussed without pejorative connotations being automatically conjured. The
Soviet Union, using the phraseology developed by Goldstein and Keohane, became a
potent sign on these individuals route through politics, determining their behaviour as
political actors. The theory that ideas act as road maps, though intended to predict the
actions of leaders,’ is useful in explaining the adherence to the pro-Soviet line. This
hypothesis argues that there are, concerning each political choice, a series of alternatives.
Ideology earmarks those which can be adopted and those which cannot. Ideas, it is
argued, “can stipulate what is right and wrong” moreover “principled ideas enable people
to behave decisively... [and] can shift the focus of attention to moral issues and away from
purely instrumental ones focused on material interests and power.”® The latter has,
historically, formed the basis of foreign policy formulation. Those studied herein
abandoned material interests and power, their ideas focussed on moral issues and;
“determined the tracks along which [their] action [was] pushed by [their] dynamic of
interest””. This ideological stance placed moral, socialist and humanist principles above
those of national security, national interest or power politics. While they can be accused

of being erroneous over their choice of focus, their political stance can be explained in this

way.

The socialist politician, when constrained by ideological strictures, is limited in the
political choices available. This became a particularly potent factor in an ideologically
divided world. Those who believed that the Soviet Union was socialist appear to have
been drawn to choosing the Communist side and the political activities associated with

pro-Sovietism. This was clearly one of the chief motivational forces that led those with a
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dogmatic adherence to the socialist ideology and a desire to establish ‘true’ socialism in

Britain, to forge an ideological alliance with Soviet Communism.

Why Labour?

The idealised view of the Soviet Union was one aspect of a mindset that focussed upon
objectives that were untenable, particularly within the hostile atmosphere of the Cold War.
The anomaly is that these individuals chose the Labour party as the vehicle through which
to change the world order. The party was historically anti-Communist, proscribed any
organisation that held pro-Soviet links and had been instrumental in the establishment of
the framework for the containment of Communism. Equally Labour was reformist and
subscribed to gradualism, rejecting revolutionary socialism as a doctrine that inevitably
lead to totalitarianism. Yet, within the writings of many of these figures, we find a belief
that the Labour party would change British policy towards the Communist bloc and that
Britain could stand as an example to the world, both by standing as an non-nuclear power

and by providing the impetus for co-existence.

Had the Labour party been the only socialist party in Britain during the Twentieth
Century, or the Cold War period, it would not be surprising for it to be a broad church that
contained a complex array of competing ideas. However a viable alternative existed that
was sympathetic to the Soviet Union and espoused similar objectives to these individuals.
Curiously, however, they saw the Communist Party as anathemic to their ideals and
objectives. All those figures interviewed denounced the CPGB as unsocialist, controlled
by Moscow and anti-democratic. This appears as a contradiction within their thinking,
however there is, perhaps, logic to this position. None of these figures were slavish to the
Soviet line and liked to perceive themselves as independent regardless of how closely their
arguments matched those of Cominform or the CPGB. Equally they did not propose that
the Soviet Union should rule Europe or Britain, they espoused an independent and
democratic route towards socialism. Furthermore they did not view the world in the same
way as the Communists, the pro-Soviet Labour MPs spoke of co-existence, not alliance,
with the Soviet Union. They also argued that the world order should consist of
independent and equal socialist states, there should not be one superpower or a single
ideological guide. Their support for the Soviet model became contextualised within the
Cold War rationale, but it was not a support based upon a strong ideological attachment.

Their attachment was weak and flexible, it was their opposition to the Cold War anti-
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Soviet rationale, and the role of the United States as a hegemon over the non-Communist

world, that caused their support for the Soviet Union to become accentuated.

There was also a highly idealistic view held of the Labour party that figured as a symbolic
constraint upon their thinking. The left believed that the party could be ‘steered’ to
becoming a vehicle for the worker’, a notion enforced by the Trade Union link. This led
the left to amalgamate around organisations which sought to influence the constituency
and Conference level of the party organisation. This was largely successful as once
Conference became left-wing oriented, a greater number of left-wingers were elected to
the NEC. The campaign to steer the party into a leftward trajectory had been begun by the

Bevanites using Tribune as a platform. Activity was increased by Victory for Socialism,

the Campaign for Labour Party Democracy and the Labour Co-ordinating Committee, all
of which attempted to heighten support for the left-wing agenda. These left wingers, who
included the pro-Soviet MPs and Trade Union leaders, sought to establish the party as a
radical, socialist party. This was an unrealistic campaign, the central tenets they promoted
had been only been expressed during the formative years of the party’s history. However

these notions held enormous symbolic significance to these individuals.

The Labour Representation Committee, in the manifesto written for the 1900 General

Election, declared its objectives were: _
the Socialisation of the Means of Production, Distribution and Exchange, to be
controlled by a Democratic State in the interests if the entire Community, and the
Complete Emancipation of Labour from the Domination of Capitalism and

Landlordism with the Establishment of Social and Economic Equality between the

"Sexes.?

The 1929 manifesto, in less precise terms, committed the party to: "making Britain a
happier and more contented land, and establishing peace in the world."® It was these ideals
that underpinned Labour’s ethos and governed the activism of many left-wing figures. The
party constitution, and particularly Clause IV, held greatest significance. Tony Benn
described it as "the clearest and best possible statement of the democratic, socialist faith",
one that "must... remain at the core of our work."'® The socialist project in Britain was
often referred to in terms of a faith, particularly among left-wingers who maintained a
perpetual myth of betrayal by the party leadership. They also linked the success of the
socialist project in Britain, which was often referred to in personal terms reminiscent of

the language of a religious crusader, with the establishment of socialism across the globe.
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This was often expressed in idealistic terms and expressed the belief that socialism would
solve all mankind's ills and that it was the ultimate desire of all people, whether they knew
it or not:
the ugliness and squalor which now meets you at every turn in some of the most
beautiful valleys in the world would disappear, the rivers would run pure and clear
as they did of yore... and in the winter the log would glow on the fire... the youths
and maidens made glad the heart with mirth and song, and there would be beauty
and joy everywhere.!!
The creation of this society was the ultimate objective of all party members and, as one
former General Secretary declared:
No socialist worthy of the traditions of the Labour movement should refuse, on
occasions, to go against a strong current of public opinion if in doing so he believes
that such a course is necessary for the purpose of social progress.'?
The pro-Soviet MPs believed it also necessary to oppose party policy and national
legislation, but equally saw that this was in keeping with the traditions of the party and its

ethos, arguing that it was the leadership's stance that was antithetical and anti-socialist.

The future ideal: a movement's objectives

Summun bonum, or the highest good, appears as a prescient term to use to describe the all-
embracing goal to which the pro-Soviet strand aimed towards in their activity. Arguably
they worked neither for party or nation, but for res publica; the common wealth. They
expressed the notion that there was a greater good that a government should attain for her
subjects. These internationally minded politicians extended this ideal to encapsulate the
common wealth of the world’s people. The future they campaigned for was socialist, as
expressed by the Labour party constitution and successive manifestos, and peaceful, which
necessitated co-existence between all states rather than competition and containment. As
the Cold War rationale opposed both these ideals these individuals worked to undermine
anti-Sovietism, either by parliamentary or extra-parliamentary means. The individuals
provided a good account of their personal objectives, either through their writings or in
hindsight during interviews. The evidence indicates that these individuals shared a
significant number of ideals and motivations and all focussed upon an abstract goal in the
name of humanity. This was rationalised as a positive alternative to Cold War, and the
arguably inevitable nuclear war, and unconstrained capitalism. To these individuals it was

only the Soviet Union that represented these ideals.
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Footprints in the Snow

A more complex question asks what effects these figures had. ' In terms of altering the
course of the Cold War the answer appears to be that they had no effect at all.
Communism, and Marxist socialism, was defeated; as was the ideology as a blueprint for
society. However during the Cold War supporters of the Soviet model existed as a group
that could not be ignored by the Party leadership. Therefore, as one strand within the left-
wing of the party, they established themselves as an anchor, maintaining a link between
the pragmatic approach to government adopted by the PLP and the party’s traditional left-
wing ethos. Therefore, while the party subscribed to the Cold War rationale, it could not
have become as deeply Atlanticist as Conservative governments. Apart from the 1945-50
period parliamentary majorities were too weak to allow backbench rebellions to take
place. The very fact that a force existed who opposed the activities of the western secret
services meant care had to be taken. In practice this usually meant greater secrecy,'® but
policies were also enacted as a result of pressure from the left. For example, the caution
with which Wilson handled the issue of Vietnam was the result of having to balance the

demands made by the United States and those of the party’s left-wing.

Left-wing pressure was constantly brought to bear against the Party leadership. Hansard is
peppered with demands that a peaceful settlement be negotiated between Britain and the
Warsaw Pact. This escalated during the diplomatic process that culminated in the Helsinki
Conference of 1972. This was a joint venture between the member nations of the European
Economic Community and of the Warsaw Pact, a venture the left saw as being a positive
step tc;Ward rapprochement. It seems unsurprising, given the groundswell of support for
rapprochement on the back benches, that it was a Labour government which entered into

this venture, rather than continuing British reliance on the United States to ensure

European security.

Equally as the power of the left grew, during the late 1970s and early 1980s, manifestos
were increasingly dominated by key tenets of the left-wing agenda. This is particularly the
case with defence policy. Unilateral disarmament, an argument with roots in both the
Bevanite and Zilliacus traditions, dominated the agenda. Ironically though, this was the
beginning of the end for left-wing influence. Gerald Kaufman described the 1983 General

Election manifesto as the “longest suicide note in history”. It was rejected in totality by
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the electorate and contributed to Labour’s consignment to fourteen years in the political
wilderness."* To become electable again meant a long process of policy reformvand
modernisation. Therefore, we can say that the pro-Soviet strand, as activists within the
left-wing, did have an impact upon the party, but it is difficult to describe this effect as

positive.

In general the pro-Soviet strand made little impression on governmental policy or the
course of world history. Their radicalism was as unpopular with the public as it was in
parliament. Few could see a link between socialism and Soviet communism and even less
could accept that adopting any Soviet-style mechanisms would benefit them. This was the
framework in which the party had to operate. These individuals were unable to work
within these strictures, and thus their marginalisation was inevitable if the party was to

maintain itself as an electoral force.

While their domestic influence was marginal, it can be asked whether they had any effect
upon the Soviet regime they sought to protect. In the long term the answer is again no,
however, in the short term it is possible that they contributed to the longevity of the
regime. In acting as a counter to the anti-Soviet rationale they were able to alter the
perceptions of some toward the Soviet Union. For example without their alternative
political strategy British businesses would not have been encouraged to aid the Soviet
economy, valuable information may not have aided the Soviet arms race and there would
have been no direct line of communication between the Politburo and the British
Parliament. While these may appear trivial in the light of the events of 1989, they amount
to quantitatively more than was hoped when Munzenberg established the mechanisms to
create 'a'ﬁfth column. British politicians were actively supporting the Soviet Union, albeit
with a focus on a higher goal, and attempting to protect the integrity of the regime. This
point is reinforced by the definition of pro-Soviet activity provided by Northedge and
Wells. They described the multi-faceted activity of the pro-Soviet strand as having “at
times... the effect of weakening the vigilance of [Britain] against Soviet pressures within
the international system”. They do not over exaggerate this effect, however, stating; “this

can never have been more than minimal.”"?

Furthermore, building upon the Northedge and Wells argument, the support for the Soviet
Union did reinforce and enhance the perception of the Soviet Union, though to differing

degrees, held by the Western public, members of governments and the international
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community., While few believed Soviet leaders when they declared that Soviet policies
were purely protectionist and that the nation sought peaceful co-existence, a British
politician, when reiterating these declarations, could convince a broader audience. This is
highly debatable. Through studying the individuals it would seem that, despite the
eloquence of their argument, they did not add any weight, nor give credence, to the Soviet
arguments. It would be more accurate to state that in reiterating Soviet arguments to
emphasise the necessity to change policy they devalued their own position. Thus pro-
Sovietism became one characteristic exploited by the anti-Labour tabloids when coining
the phrase ‘loony left’. It seems clear, therefore, that they had as little tangible effect on
international relations as they did on the domestic policies of the western nations. Equally
they drew little support from public opinion, the dominant anti-Soviet rationale held sway
across the western alliance. It can be extrapolated from interviews and scant writings on
their careers the majority recognised that they failed but exhibited a degree of pride in the
fact that they alone tried. In their opinions, through the maintenance of their ideals, they
remained true to the ideals of peace and a secure future for mankind the world over. When

placing yourself on this lofty pedestal it appears that failure is immaterial, what matters is

that the fight was just.'®
Change Agents and Conduits of Understanding

In pursuing their objectives it is clear that these figures sought to alter Labour's domestic
and foreign policies and the governmental perception of the Soviet Union. While they
were not alone in the former activity, they spearheaded the latter campaign. They
personally attempted to position themselves as the agency through which a co-existent
future was attained between the two ideological blocs. In pursuit of this goal they helped
establish links between Britain and the Soviet Union that would facilitate mutual
understanding of the political systems. They also promoted Soviet foreign policy
objectives in an attempt to gain support for the alternative, sympathetic, perspective of
Soviet aims. Therefore they stood as repositories for this perspective, and attempted to
ensure that it was received by the widest possible audience. Furthermore, in establishing
Anglo-Soviet links, they also attempted to encourage Communists to understand British
politics. The main aim of this activity was to prevent war through nurturing an atmosphere

based on mutual understanding.
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The alternative analysis of these figures, as supported by Chapman Pincher, Brian Crozier,
Blake Baker, Oleg Gordievsky and, most recently, Vasili Mitrokhin, argues that pro-
Soviet left wing MPs amounted to little more than “Soviet spies and saboteurs™.!?
However, using the cases of Kitson, Lamond, Short and Wilson as examples, their
ideological motivations and philosophies do not earmark them as traitorous. In fact, their
ideals appear as patriotic as those who argued the case for strong defence. To them it was
an issue of national survival and prosperity, standing in opposition to a foreign power, the
United States, which opposed their ideology, taking control. They believed that United
States ideological hegemony over Britain would mean the abandonment of socialism and
the subordination of British Labourism to American capitalism, Therefore to these figures
the choice was clear, better Communist than capitalist. In the case of the pacifist pro-

Soviet strand, and to turn a well-used aphorism on its head, 'better red than dead'.

Due to the openly sympathetic support displayed by some of these individuals it is certain
that the Soviet Union believed they had agents in Parliament. This perception was
exacerbated by the clear willingness of some left wingers to encourage relationships with
representatives of the Soviet government. Once again this is a question of perceptions.
Konni Zilliacus, who talked to Khrushchev and published a favourable account, would
have been perceived as a propagandist. However, from his perspective, he was presenting
a researched argument as to why the West should improve relations with the post-Stalinist
Soviet Union. This is equally the case with Frank Allaun, Ian Mikardo and Stan Newens
who consulted Soviet diplomats and Eastern bloc leaders, thus building a more two
dimensional picture of world affairs. As Norman Atkinson argued, it was perceived
acceptable for a right wing MP to consult an Eastern European Embassy, but not for a left

winger; particularly one who was sympathetic to the Communist model of socialism.

Equally the cases of Renee Short and Alex Kitson, who visited the Soviet Union and
extolled the virtues of Communist society, indicate that they were fighting for a higher
cause, the creation of a socialist society. However by using the Soviet Union as a
benchmark for socialist achievement they provided the right wing with the ammunition to
denounce their politics. It is clear that they acted as change agents and conduits of
understanding as they actively campaigned to alter the ruling rationale and public
perception of the Soviet Union. This led some to be viewed, in some cases correctly, as
confidential contacts and to become associated with the pejorative connotations attached

to that definition. They openly supported many causes which furthered Soviet foreign
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policy objectives, not simply because it would benefit the Soviet Union but, because there
were, in their analysis, clear benefits for the future of humanity resultant from the pu.rsuit
of these objectives. They were drawn to front organisations because, as Sapper indicated,
to support the progressive side meant you had to join the pro-Soviet orbit. The pro-Soviet
strand became the living embodiment of their own meta-narrative; they viewed themselves

as the frontline in the campaign to provide humanity with a better future.'®

This political strand were largely impotent, both in changing British governmental policy
and in protecting the Soviet Union from either military or economic attack. Therefore, it
can be asked what is the importance of these individuals. They were individuals who were
prepared to stand for an unpopular cause and opposed the politics of the party for which
they were elected in the name of future generations. They rejected the party line, negated
their own chances of career prospects and, it would seem, ignored common sense in
pursuit of a goal that remained permanently beyond their reach. In different circumstances
they may have been extremely influential, but not in a world divided by a zero-sum
ideological perspective. Equally, outside the Cold War ideological dichotomy, the context
within which they operated, they would not have been as highly motivated. Therefore
they stand as a distinct group of principled individuals who refused to be cowed by the
opposition they faced. It is doubtful that such politicians will emerge again. They remain
one aspect of the history of the Cold War, and therefore cannot be separated from the
context of the events of the period. However, if a similar conflict developed, one which
separated mankind because of ideas many felt were an aspect of their personal ideology,
that encouraged irrational hate and fear to govern the minds of the people, and threatened
the security of the future generations of the peoples of the world, then similar arguments

may well be raised again in parliaments across the democratic world.
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Appendix I

Biographical Detail

Below represents a brief biography of the key individuals dealt with within this thesis
both those who are used as the main constituents and peripheral characters used as
variables.

Frank Allaun (1913-)

Labour MP: East Salford 1955-83. PPS to Secretary of State for the colonies Oct
1964-March 1965 (resigned). NEC Member 1967-83, Deputy Chairman of the party
1977-8, Chairman 1978-9. Editor Northern Voice 1951-67. Previously correspondent
with Manchester Guardian, Manchester Evening News and Daily Herald. Founder of
Labour Action for Peace, Founder member of Victory for Socialism, member of the
Tribune Group and CND. Organised the first Aldermaston March. Lifelong
campaigner for peace and opponent of nuclear weapons.

Norman Atkinson (1923-)
Labour MP: Tottenham 1964-87. Labour Party Treasurer 1976-81. Left-wing MP

once tipped to be the successor to Aneurin Bevan.

Arthur Bax (died 1961)
Head of the Labour party Press Department 1945-61. Committed suicide after

confessing to passing information on internal party affairs to the StB.

Geoffrey Bing (1909-77)

Labour MP: Hornchurch 1945-55. Assistant Government Whip 1945-6. Later
Constitutional Advisor to the Prime Minister of Ghana 1956-7; Attorney General of
Ghana 1957-61; Advisor to President Nkrumah 1961-66. Self-confessed fellow

traveller of Zilliacus and left wing socialist. Lawyer.

A Fenner Brockway (1888-1988)

ILP MP: East Leyton 1929-31; Labour MP: Eton and Slough 1950-64. Chairman:
Labour and Socialist International 1926-31, British Centre for Colonial Freedom
1942-7, British, Asian and Overseas Socialist Fellowship 1959-66, British Council for
Peace in Vietnam 1965-9, Congress of Peoples against Imperialism 1948-88, CND
1964-95. Executive member Anti-Apartheid Movement 1964-92. Lifelong anti-war
demonstrator, conscientious objector and campaigner for peace and an end to the arms
race. Created Baron Brockway of Eton and Slough 1964.

Ron Brown (1940-)
Labour MP: Leith 1979-92. Formerly Chairman Pilton Branch AUEW. Currently

exporting Coca-Cola to North Korea. One time confidential contact of KGB resident
Oleg Gordievsky.

G D H Cole (1889-1959)
Chairman of the Fabian Society 1939-46; 1948-50. President, Fabian Society 1952-9.

Mecmber, Fabian Society 1912-59; ILP 1912-45; Labour party 1913-59. Socialist,
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influential political theorist and Lecturer. Supported the Soviet Union 1930-45 on the
basis of socialism and anti-fascism.

Tom Driberg (1905-1976)

Labour MP: Maldon 1942-55; Barking 1959-74. NEC member 1949-72, Party
Chairman 1957-8. Journalist to the Daily Express, 1928-43, BBC 1943-5, later Editor
Reynolds News, New Statesman and Tribune. Notorious homosexual and alleged
double agent for MI6 and the KGB. Created Baron Bradwell 1975.

Ray Fletcher (1921-90)
Labour MP: Ilkeston 1964-83. Leader UK Delegation to Council of Europe 1974-6,
Executive member, UK group Western European Union 1974-6. Times Columnist.
Alleged to have been a KGB agent by the Mitrokhin papers.

Ken Gill (1927-)

General Secretary TASS, AUEW. Member of the General Council of the TUC 1974-
92. Member of the Committee for Racial Equality. Member, British-Soviet
Friendship Society, World Peace Council, British Peace Assembly.

Hugh Lester Hutchinson (1904-?)

Labour MP: Manchester Rusholme 1945-9, Labour Independent Group 1949-50.
Participant in the Communist-led Meerut conspiracy 1929. Expelled from the Labour
party July 1949. Became a teacher in Lichfield and dropped out of political life.

Hugh Jenkins (1908-)

Labour MP: Putney 1964-79. Minister for the Arts 1974-9. Member of the Public
Accounts Committee, Executive Member of the Arts Council, Chairman of the
Theatres Advisory Board 1964-74, Vice-President 1976-86, President 1986-95.
Chairman of Society for Cultural Relations with the USSR 1985-91. Chairman of
Victory for Socialism 1956-60. Vice-President of CND 1981-, Aldermaston Marcher.
Peace and anti-Nuclear campaigner. Created Baron Jenkins of Putney 1981.

Alex Kitson (1922-97) ‘
NEC member 1978-83. Party Chairman 1980-1. Deputy General Secretary Transport
and General Workers Union 1980-5, Acting General Secretary 1980-1. Executive
member World Peace Council, Chairman British Peace Assembly, member CND,
Labour Action for Peace, Committee for Peace and Security in Europe. Frequent
visitor to the USSR and supporter of a united industrial front with the CPGB.

James Lamond (1928-)
Labour MP: Oldham East 1970-83, Oldham Central and Royton 1983-92. Chairman

No. 1 Divisional Council of DATA 1965-70, Executive member TASS/MSF 1944-.
Vice-President World Peace Council 1974-96. Lord Provost of Aberdeen 1970-1,

Lord Lieutenant 1970-1. Justice of the Peace.

Joan Lestor (1931-1998) .
Labour MP: Eton and Slough 1966-83; Eccles 1987-97. Parliamentary under-

sccretary: Department of Education and Science Oct 1969-June 1970 (resigned),
under-secretary to FCO 1974-5 to DES 1975-6. NEC Member 1967-82,‘Pa.rty
Chairman 1977-8 and 1987-97. CND National Council member 1983-98. Previously



295

a nursery school teacher. Left wing parliamentarian once accused by Brian Crozier of
acting as a confidential contact of the KGB; the resultant libel action led to Crozier
withdrawing ‘Free Agent’ from the shelves. Created Baroness Lestor of Eccles 1987.

Alf Lomas

Labour MEP: London NE 1979-99. Political Secretary London Co-operative Society
1965-79. Chairman Committee for Peace and Security in Europe. Member British
Soviet Friendship Society, British Peace Asembly.

Joan Maynard (1921-98)

Labour MP: Sheffield Brightside 1974-87. NEC member 1972-87. Vice-President
National Union of Agricultural and Allied Workers 1966-72. Chairman British Peace
Assembly, Troops Out Movement. President Labour Committee on Ireland. Vice
Chairman Northern Ireland Group of MPs. Chairman, Campaign Group. Left wing
activist her main causes were the end to imperialism in Ireland and for enhanced
rights to the farming community.

Tan Mikardo (1908-1993)

Labour MP: Reading 1945-59; 1964-87.NEC member 1945-59; 1964-87. Party
Chairman 1970-1. Chairman; Tribune Group; Campaign Group. Member Poale Zion,
Society for Cultural Relations with the Soviet Union. Pioneer of East-West trade.
Entrepreneur; traded as Ian Mikardo Ltd.

Stan Newens (1930-)
Labour MP: Epping 1964-70; Harlow 1974-83; MEP London Central 1988-99.

Foreign Affairs Group 1992-3. Chairman of Tribune Group 1982-3. Vice-Chairman
Labour Action for Peace. Director London Co-operative Society 1971-7. Anti-
NATO and anti-American propagandist, supported the foreign policy of Nicolae
Ceausescu.

Will Ower: (1901-81)

Labour MP: Morpeth 1954-70. Secretary East-West Trade Committee. Chairman,
Anglo-GDR Parliamentary Group. Tried and acquitted on charges of espionage 1970.
Later Lecturer and Chairman of Sutton and Carshalton CLP 1974-81.

John Platts-Mills (1917-) -

Labour MP: Finsbury 1945-48. Labour Independent Group 1948-50. Founder Labour
Independent Group 1948. Expelled from the Labour Party 1948. President of Society
for Cultural Relations with the USSR 1990-. Chairman, League for Democracy in
Greece 1972-7, Haldane Society of Progressive Lawyers 1972-, International
Association of Democratic Lawyers 1969-84. Made Queen’s Counsellor 1964,

Bencher of the Inner Temple 1970. Lawyer.

Denis Nowell [D N] Pritt (1887-1972)
Labour MP: Hammersmith North 1935-40, Independent 1940-9, Labour Independent

Group 1949-50. Expelled from the Labour party March 1940. Chairman of Labour
Independent Group 1949-50, League for Democracy in Greece 1949-72, Society for
Cultural Relations with the USSR 1927-72, Haldane Society of Progressive Lawyers
1949-72. Executive member of International Association of Dcrnocranc Lawyers.

Lawyer. Winner of the Stalin Peace Prize 1954.
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Jo Richardson (1923-94)

Labour MP: Barking 1974-94. Member NEC 1979-91. Served on Select Committees
dealing with Home Affairs; Nationalised Industries, Expenditure and Procedure.
Member, Keep Left, Tribune Group, Victory for Socialism, CND, Campaign Group.
Ian Mikardo’s Private Secretary 1951-65. Secretary, Victory for Socialism. Partner
in Ian Mikardo Ltd. Campaigner for women’s and lesbian rights.

Ernie Ross (1942-)

Labour MP: Dundee West 1979-. Chair of Foreign Affairs Committee 1997-.
Member of TASS/MSF. Member British Peace Assembly. Left wing anti-NATO and
anti-nuclear campaigner during the 1970s and 80s.

Alan Sapper (1931-)

General Secretary Association of Cinematograph, Television and Allied Technicians
1969-91. Member General Council of the TUC 1970-64, British Copyright Council
1964-74. Governor British Film Industry 1974-94. Chairman League for Democracy
in Greece 1970-. Influential pro-Soviet Unionist and Labour activist.

Julius Silverman (19035-96)

Labour MP: Birmingham Erdington 1945-55; Birmingham Aston 1955-83.
Chairman, Anglo-Russian Parliamentary Group; Parliamentary Chess Club.
Executive Member, Society for Cultural Relations with the Soviet Union. Member,
Tribune; Victory for Socialism. Frequent visitor to the Soviet Union. Lawyer.

Sydney Silverman (1895-1968)

Labour MP: Nelson & Colne 1935-68. Member NEC 1956-68. Member, Society for
Cultural Relations with the Soviet Union. Left-winger, opponent of capital
punishment, supporter of Cuba. Lawyer.

Renee Short (1919-)

Labour MP: Wolverhampton NE 1964-87. NEC member 1970-81, 1983-8. Vice-
Chairman Parliamentary East-West Trade Group 1968-87. Chairman, British-GDR
Parliamentary Group 1972-87, British-Soviet Parliamentary Group 1984-7.
Secretary, British-Soviet Parliamentary Group 1972-84. President, British-Romanian
Friendship Association, Nursery Schools Association 1970-80, Campaign for Nursery
Education 1970-83. Numerous other affiliations concerning women’s health,
prisoner’s welfare and East-West relations. Executive member Victory for Socialism.
Member British-Soviet Friendship Society.

Lesley J Solley (1905-1968)
Labour MP: Thurrock 1945-9, Labour Independent Group 1949-50. Expelled from

the Labour Party May 1949. Treasurer of the League for Democracy in Greece 1945-
55. Vice-President of the Songwriters Guild of Great Britain 1952-68. Formerly

Research Physicist. Lawyer 1934-68.

John Stonehouse (1925-88) .
Labour MP: Walsall North 1957-76. PPS Ministry of Aviation 1964-6. Parhamfan.tary
under-secretary of state for the colonies 1966-7, Minister of Aviation 1967, Minister

for Technology 1967-8, Postmaster General 1968-9, Minister for Post and
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Telecommunications 1969-70. Imprisoned for fraud and theft 1976-9. Later ché.rity
worker and writer. Named by Josef Frolik as an agent of the Czech StB.

Barnet Stross (1899-1967)

Labour MP: Hanley 1945-50; Stoke-on-Trent 1950-66. PPS to Minister for Health
1964-5. Formerly medical practitioner. Made Honarary citizen of Lidice,
Czechoslovakia 1957. Awarded Commander Order of the White Lion of
Czechoslovakia 1957. Named by Josef Frolik as an agent of the Czech StB.

Stephen Swingler (1915-1969)

Labour MP: Stafford 1945-50; Newcastle-under-Lyme 1951-69. PPS to Ministry of
Transport 1964-7, Minister for Transport 1967-1968, Minister for Health and Social
Security 1968-9. Founder of Victory for Socialism, Chairman 1960-8. Previously
Lecturer in Adult Education. Marxist and Communist party member during 1930s

Stan Thorne (1918-)
Labour MP: Preston South 1974-83; Preston 1983-7. Member British-Soviet
Friendship Society, Troops Out Movement. Left-wing activist and Trotskyist MP.

William Warbey (1903-1980)

Labour MP: Luton 1945-50; Broxtowe 1953-5; Ashfield 1955-66. Executive Director
of the Organisation for World Political and Social Studies 1965-80. Secretary World
Studies Trust 1966-80. Executive member Victory for Socialism. Member British
Council for Peace in Vietnam. Anti-Vietnam and anti-NATO campaigner.

Beatrice Webb (1858-1943)

Husband of Sydney Webb (see below) Co-founder of the LSE 1895, member of the
Royal Commission on the Poor Law 1906-9.Co-published works advertising the
advanced nature of Soviet society but held private doubts regarding the regime.

Sydney Webb (1859-1947)

Labour MF: Seaham 1922-29. Secretary of State for Dominion Affairs 1929-30, tor
the Colonies 1929-31. Founder of the Fabian Society, the LSE, the new Statesman.
Wrote the 1921 Labour party constitution. Pro-Soviet propagandist in his latter days.
Created Baron Passfield 1929.

William Wilson (1913-)

Labour MP: Coventry South 1964-74; Coventry SE 1974-83. Member Commons
Select Committee on Race Relations and Immigration 1970-9. Chairman, British-
Soviet Friendship Society 1977-83. Deputy Lieutenant of the County of Warwick
1967. Lawyer. Self-confessed confidential contact of the KGB.

Konni Zilliacus (1894-1967)
Labour MP: Gateshead 1945-49; Independent 1949-50; Labour MP: Manchester

Gorton 1955-67. Expelled from the party 1949, readmitted 1952. Formerly, pral
Flying Corps 1914-18, Information Officer, Secretariat of the League of Nations
1922-39, Ministry of Information 1939-45. Pro-Soviet foreign affairs expert, peace

and anti-nuclear campaigner.
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Appendix I1

Note on Interviews

Interviews Conducted

Bill Alexander, 2 February 1999.

Norman Atkinson, 1 December 1998.
Philip Crees, 12 May 1999.

John Fraser, 23 July 1999.

Oleg Gordievsky, 15 November 1998.
James Lamond, 17 February 1999.

Stan Newens, 10 December 1998,

John Platts-Mills, 4 July 1998.

Sir John Roberts, 27 May 2001.

Jane Rosen, 9 July 1998.

Alan Sapper, 25 July 2000.

Vladimir Shaposhnikov, 19 November 1998.
Anne Swingler, 14 November 1998.
William Wilson, 24 May 1999.

Audrey Wise, 20 April 2000

Jan Zilliacus, 10 March 1998; 8 July 1998.

Follow-up interviews were carried out by telephone with Oleg Gordievsky and
William Wilson for clarification purposes.

Bill Alexander, Norman Atkinson, Philip Crees, John Fraser, James Lamond, William
Wilson and Audrey Wise were all interviewed over the telephone due to a
combination of limited travel budget and the fact that several did not wish to have

visitors.

Ron Brown, Baron Jenkins of Putney, Alfred Lomas, Erie Ross, Renee Short and
Stan Thorne were all approached for interview but no replies were received. In the
cases of Brown and Short it proved impossible to locate them. Brown was working in
north Korea while Short had moved into a retirement home due to ill health.
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