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nationalities was so complete that it could not Pust be a metter of suppression,®

Page 64. "Douglas, like so many more of us (his wife writes), saw in Soviet Russia the
negation of the immoralities of industrial capitalism and the systes of private

profit, and was eager to fillow the gleam without seeking to imitate in detail."

Page 66. "It was easy enough to believe that opposition to Stalin must have been treach=-
g erous in intent when one also belisved that sgricultural collectivisation had
. been thoroughly digested by the 1930s snd that the Bussien mpsses had happily

settled down to enjoy the "new civilisation."

Footnotes:-
gocialist Thought, Vol. ¥ (1%()], pe 253
Page 8 An Oxford ditty (variously attiibuted to Maurice Reckitt or W.N. Ewer) ran
";.D.H. Cole is a bit of a puszle;
% e a Bolshevik scul in s Fabian mugzle."
F
66 [ wpor Cole, writing towsrds the end of his life, Stalin had been someone ™ in
Page 66 -

r}mnuit of a world-wide revolt of the exploited and represssed which ranged the

i[ goviet Union basically on the right side in world affairs, despite all the mal-
[
[

practices involved in pursuing it." Why, then, were the malpractices (sc far as

they were admitted to be) condoned?*
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of one's own, nor feels sympathy for their pecples if they do not.*

The second reason is to be found precisely in Cols's dedication to lhltn-

ctions. At some point early in his adult life he decided that the root of all

Tvil vas an economic system based upon private profit and hence-forward his

political views were of a Manichgean simplicitys Socialism, good - Capitalism,

bad. Therefore any regime which could present itself as "socialist" because
it had eliminated Capitalism was without further investigation superier to

one in xmt which private profit atill played an important ywrkx rols. Even-

tually the evidence of Soviet oppressiveness was toocmuch even for Cole:

"It cost him (writes Margaret Cole) a good deal of menthl
suffering towards the end of his life to mdmit that "demooratie
centralism® gnd Stalinism in Russia had produced horrors which
outweighed the advantages of their having abolished private
profit. Even then he was apt to maintain that the Americans, who

had retained private profit, were much worse.”

"Margaret Cole can quote a survey of members of the Parlismentary Labour
Party at the time of his death which revealed that among writers ite mem=

bers clsimed to have been influenced by, Cole came third = after Shaw and

H.G; Wells, and above Earl Marx."

Footnote:

New Society, 18 December 1962, It is interesting that Cole was found to be
more influentisl mxx than R.H. Tawney, a mich nobler man, and than Harold

Laski, a much abler and more earned man. Cole, not surprisingly, hated Lasici.
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"What, for instance, was one to make of the claim in the same bock that the
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negation of the immoralities of industrial capitalisa and the system of private
profit, and was eager to fdllov the gleam without seeking to imitate in detail.”

"It was easy enough to bgliave that opposition to Stalin must have been treache
erous in intent when one also believed that agricultural collectivisation had
been thoroughly digested by the 1530s and that the Busslsn masses hed happlly

settled down to enjoy the "new civilisation."

Rootnotess-

Socialist Thought, Vol. ¥ (1960), p. 253.

An Oxford ditty (varicusly attilbuted to Maurice Reckitt or Vel Ewer) ren
»3.D.H. Cols is a bit of a juzsle;

s Bolshevik soul in a Fabian mugsle.”

"por Qole, writing towerds the sald o&f kis 1ife, Stalin had been somsons " in
parsuit of a world-wide revelt of thrae exploited azd rejresssed which ranged the
goviet Uniom basically on the right side in yorld sffaire, despite all the mal-

proctices invelved in pursuing it.* Wby, then, wers the acliractices (s0 far as

they were sdmitted tc be) condomed™
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of ingularity wiich neitier expects dther countries to eajoy the advantages

of one's own, nor feels sympathy for their peoplss if they do not.”

The second resson is %o be fourd precisely in Cole's dedication to abetil-
ctions. At some point early ia his adult 1ife he declded that the root of all
$vil vas an econouic systes based upon privete profit and hence=forward his
political views were of a lianichgesn simplicity: Socialimm, good = Capitaliem,
bad. Therefore any regize which eculd present iteelf as "sooialist® because
it had eliminated Capitaiiss was without furtier investigation superier to
one in wimet which private profit still played wu important paxéx role. Even=

tuslly the evidemce of Soviet cppreseivensss was toomuch even for Coles

“It cost hin (vrites Margaret Cols) a good deal OF mesiihl
suffering towards ths end of his life to admit that “demooratis
centraliss® gnd Staliniem in Russia had Produced horrors which
outweished the ndvantages of their having abolished private
profit. Even then he was apt tc maintain that the Americens, who

had retained private profit, were much worse."
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Bew Socisty, 18 Decesber 1962, It is interesting that Cole wes found ta be

pore influential kmx ‘hen R.F. Tewney, o mmch pobler en, and than Herold
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rance of any sign of opposition to the regime on the part of the non=Russisa
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Page 64. "Douglas, like sc many more of us (bis wife writes), sew in oviet Russia the
negation of the immoralities of industrial capitalism and the syntem of private
profit, and wvas eager to flllow the gleam without geeking to imitate in detail.”

Page 66, It was eany ehough to belisve that opposition to Stalin must have been treath=
A erous in intent when ome alsc beligved that agricultural collegtivisation had
been thoroughly digested by the 1970s and that thy Russisn maoses had happlly

pettled down to enjoy the "new civilisation.*

Rootnotess=
Socialist Thought, Vole ¥ (1960), pe 253
e o An Oxford ditty (varicusly attiibuted to Meurice Reckitt or W.li. Fwer) ran
®i.D.H. Cole is a bit of & pussle)

a Bolshevik scul in a Fabisn sussle."
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they were admitted to be) condoned?”
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of ingularily shich ceither expects otier countriss to eajoy the sdvantages
of cos's Owa, uor feels sympsthy for their peoples if thay do not®

The second reason is to be fourd precisely in Cole's dedicstion to abetil-
otions. At some point early im his afult 1ife he declded that the root of all
Pxge Ghi. $vil vas an economic mystes based upon private profit and hemce-forward his
political views ware of a Hanicheean simplicitys Scclaligs, good = Capitaliss,
bade Therefore any regime which gould present itself ss "scolalist™ becsuse
it bed elisinated Capitalism wee without further investig-tion superier te
one in i which privats profit still played an important pmxkx role. Bven=
tually the evidence of Soviet cppressivensss wes toomuch even for Coles

"It cost him (writes Margaret Cols) a good deal Of menkhl
suffering towards the end of lds 1ife to afmit th:t “demcoratic
centraliss” and Stalinism in Russia had produced horrors which
outweighed the adventages -f their heving sbolinled private
profit. Even then he was apt to maintain that the Americans, who
had retained private profit, were such worse.”

Page 67+ *Hargaret Cols can quote a survey of sembers of the Parlimsentary Labour
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Ei01 vells, and adove Karl Narx."

Jootuotes

Jew Socisty, 18 Decesber 1962
aore influentisi mxx then R.EH.
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