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have been taking part. Youwill reply that its
immediateobject is to get Britain to give up its
nuclear weapons, thereby saving moneywhich
might be put to better use, and also giving the
I am delighted to hear that you have
world a moral example, which might lead to
arrived safely in Londonfrom Aldermaston,
universal nuclear disarmament. And I should
and, oddly enough, I find myself in agreement agree that there seemslittle point in our country
with much of what you had to say about the
possessing its ownH-bomband in pouring out
march. Certainly, it provided impressive evimoneylike water on missiles whichare no sooner
dence for
the existence of "progressive and
in production than obsolete. But can you stop
¯
’* " as Mr. Sidney Silvermanput it.
idealisnc youm,
there? Wehave heard a great deal about how,
Certainly it might be said to prove that no
in the event of a nuclear war, Britain will be
sane manis in favour of nuclear weapons(perdevastatedandits populationkilled or sterilised,
sonally, I had never thought that any sane man and, givenits geographicalposition and its size,
had muchliking for them). No doubt, it will
that is probablyan accurate picture of whatwill
give Messrs. Macmillanand Gaitskell to think.
happen. But simply giving up the bombwill not
Whetherit will similarly affect Mr. Khrushchev alter things one jot. If Britain is devastated, it
and President Eisenhoweris another matter; in
will not be because it possesses its ownnuclear
Britain we have a tendency to think that our
deterrent, but because it is an ally of America
moral gestures are of importanceto the outside
in a war with Russia and because there are
world,but there is little evidenceto supportthis
Americanbases here. Andthe question which I
belief. Howeverthis maybe, the fact remains
should like to put to the founders of the antithat you and your fellows of the rank and file
nuclear campaignis: "Dothey regard as one of
have tried to do something about a catastrophe
their objectives a break with N^TOand the
that threatens us all. Youhaveprotested against
Americanalliance?" For I take it that any hope
a comingArmageddon.I applaud your zeal, and
that the Pentagonor the Kremlin will be suitI admire your motives.
ably affected by a British renunciation of the
I hope therefore (but it is probably too much bombis chimerical.
to hope) that I shall not be denounced as
Perhaps I am doing an injustice to your
cynical supporter of reaction, if I say that the
leaders: if Canon Collins’ fiery oratory in
results of your action maynot be quite what
Trafalgar Square has any meaning, it provides
you expect. There are certain questions you have
an answer to myquestion. "Wein Britain are
not considered, certain problems your leaders
not going to have any more nuclear weaponsor
have not posed. To begin with, let me say
bases, or allies with nuclear weaponsand bases."
frankly that I think you would be better off
That is clear enough, and, though I shall quite
without someof those leaders. As I have said
understand if the Canon is disowned subsebefore, the devotion of such excellent menas
quently, I think I maytake his words as some
Ganon Gollins, Dr. Donald Soper, and Mr.
indication of what is behind the anti-nuclear
Sidney Silverman to any progressive struggle
campaign. What we are faced with is a camthat happensto be going seems to mepositively
paign for the abandonment of ~aro and the
harmful to the individual causes they espouse.
Americanalliance and for British neutrality in
There may be a certain logic in being simula possible conflict betweenAmericaand Russia.
taneously in the forefront of the battle against
That, as I have said, is clear, thoughit would
Apartheid, Gapital Punishment, and the Bomb, be better wereit to be stated openly. This policy
but, after all, good causes are not vitamin
meansthe end of present British alignments: the
tablets to be joined in the same capsule and
end of ~^TO,the end of close connections with
swallowedin the same gulp. Moral indignation
the U.S.A., the end of the Westernalliance in
is not to be bought in large economypackets,
its present form.
and those whotry to dispense it in this way
Nowit maybe that these consequencesof the
open themselves to the suspicion of being more anti-nuclear campaignare highly desirable, but
concernedwith the profits of the operation than
I feel rather strongly that it wouldbe as well if
with the therapeutic qualities of the preparation
someonewere to do a little thinking about them.
they are recommending.I hope your leaders are
For what is far from clear is where we go from
equally interested in all the campaigns they
there. Whatis to succeed the Americanalliance
organise, but I fancy they have forfeited their
as the basis of British foreign policy? The
amateurstatus.
logical thing wouldbe a closer relationship to
However, all this is of minor importance,
a Europe, which in time might becomea neutral
though not without significance. What is more third force, but, since France has nuclear
serious (and, indeed, crucial) is a failure
weapons, this presumably falls under the
clarify the aims of the campaignin which you
Canon’s ban as well. Whatremains? A London-
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NewDelhi axis? That would at least have the
advantage of a division of labour; Mr Macmillan could soothe Mr. Khrushchev,while Mr.
Nehru applied moral suasion to Mr. Chou Enlai. Or perhaps your mentors feel that Britain
has no need of allies at all? Andhere, I think,
we touch on one of their weaknesses. Do not
someof the ideas lying behind the anti-nuclear
campaign
strike youas a little parochial, a little
chauvinistic even? The view that Britain can
quite cheerfullyexist in a total isolation dictated
by its disapproval of other people’s possession
of atomic weaponsis in itself absurd and priggish, but it is somethingwhichcould never have
arisen even as a possibility had the anti-nuclear
policy-makers had any real idea of the world
outside these islands. To take one simple
example, their programmeimplies a trust of
Mr. Khrushchev’s good intentions which may
or maynot be justified, but whichcontrasts very
strangely with their evident unwillingness to
extend even a tithe of the same indulgence to
Dr. Adenauer, whose record is considerably
better.
Do not misunderstand me. I feel just as
strongly about the nuclear threat as anyoneelse.
But since the way the Aldermaston marchers
propose to deal with it involves a total change
in present British foreign policy, I think it is
fair to ask them what they are going to put in

Topics
its place and to demandthat it should be something moretangible than purity of heart.
I should like to think, mydear X, that these
questions had occupied you on the road from
Aldermaston and that you now have some idea
o~ what you would like this country to do
(rather than of whatyou wouldlike it not to do).
But I am afraid that the cameraderie of the
bivouac and the cheerful euphoria of the march
are not very conducive to thought. Massmovements are as much of a drug as cocaine and
every bit as destructive of independentthinking.
This might not matter so much but, unfortunately, some of your companions (fellowtravellers, should I call them?)are not as naive
as you. They know only too well what they
want, and I am afraid that, for them, some
nuclear powers are more nuclear than others.
Nowthat you are away from the intoxication
of the skiffle groups, you might give this and
other matters your consideration. It is a harsh
truth that in this world sincerity gets you nowhere, and that to arrive you must have some
idea of where you want to go. In this sense the
Aldermaston marchers have not even set out.
Their progress is towards a void.
Wishing you, mydear X, a happy and, above
all, a reflective year before your next march,
Yourssincerely,

Anthony
Hartley

The Question of Imperialism
wo u LDbe an ungrateful author whoquesIxtioned
ProfessorDenisBrogan’sextremelygener-

even the major instances of modernimperialist
expansion.It seemedto methat I wouldonly make
somethingof it if I took one major exampleas an
ous discussion [ENcouNTrR,May] of my recent
bookThe Endof Empire;it was, in fact, the most illustration anddescribedthat in somedetail. For a
adequate discussion that the bookhas had in the
variety of reasons, whichI give, I tookIndia.
British press. I am, however, glad to accept
Whatto leave out of a bookof this kind is perENeOUNTER’S
invitation to makea few comments plexing. For example,in an excellent reviewin The
on, in particular, ProfessorBrogan’smaincriticism
Economist,the critic endedup by saying that, as
of the book. He points out that it almost com- I wasevidently writing a full-dress foreign policy
pletely omits to discuss Spanish America,as the
for the LabourParty, it wasoutrageousthat I had
prime exampleof "indirect imperialism"; of imsaid almost nothing about Europe.Europe,he comperialism, that is to say, which,whileit doesnot
plained, mighthave been so muchtundra so far as
annexthe territories in question, dominatesthem I was concerned. The criticism wouldhave been
to a greater or lesser extent economically
and politifully justified had I had the slightest intention of
cally. ProfessorBrogan’sdelightful instance of the
writing a foreign policy for the LabourParty.
parable of "The Mine"in Conrad’sNostromoshows Thebook’spurposewasto discuss the consequences
howthe process workedin South America.
of the sudden, dramatic, and still only partially
Thereare several reasonswhyI virtually omitted realised, revolution of our times, namely,the disSpanish America.
solution of the great colonial empires.Its purpose
The first is, undoubtedly, "ignorance, Madam, was to discuss those consequences,party for the
sheer ignorance." The second is that there was
newly-liberatedterritories, but, aboveall (because
already, in the opinion of mostcritics, and in my this seemedto methe moreneglected theme)for
ownopinion, too muchrather than too little in the
the ex-imperialpowersthemselves.
book. The book seffmed to me doomedfrom the
But, of course,it is perfectly true that our relastart if I attemptedto summarisethe histories of
tionship with WesternEuropeis, in fact, boundup
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