
the world community refused to recognize the real- 
ity of the brutal tyrant. The fall of 1972 was the 
most repressive period of Amin’s four-year night- 
mare. His anti-Semitism was especially pro- 
nounced in these months. In one meeting Amin 
warned me about having Jews on my staff and 
said they were all ‘‘Israeli agents.” I sharply pro- 
tested this accusation and immediately began the 
quiet evacuation of the Jewish members of the 
official American community. 

In November, ,1972, I was among the diplomats 
present at a state dinner given by Amin for Saudi 
Arabian King Faisal. In addition to distributing 
copies of the Protocols of Zion at the dinner, Faisal 
launched into an obscene attack on the Jews of 
the world. Not one diplomat walked out of the 
dinner. I regret that I was among those who re- 
mained seated while Amin smiled with approval. 
Again, no one wished to recognize the brutal mad- 
ness that was before our eyes. Yet the record is 
now very clear. The past four years have been a 
horrendous experience for the people of Uganda. 
The death toll is now around eighty thousand, and 
the genocide by Amin and his henchmen is con- 
tinuing! 

This four-year record of Amin’s rule raises a 
question and forces on all of us a harsh lesson. 
The question is: Why is the U.N. silent on this 
horrendous violation of human rights that is still 
going on? The U.N. has spoken and acted on 
behalf of people suffering in other parts of the 
world. Why has it not spoken and acted with equal 
force on behalf of the people suffering under 
Amin? In February, 1975, the U.N. Commission on 
Human Rights censured Israel for desecrating re- 
ligious shrines and for interfering with the religious 
liberty of its non-Jewish inhabitants. Without going 
into the issues concerning the desecration of the 
shrines, what a cruel irony it is that the U.N. Com- 
mission would spend time debating those issues 
while remaining silent on the selective genocide 
going on in Uganda. Again I must ask: Why? 

There is one single lesson to be learned from 
the four years of Amin’s rule. The record of not 
dealing firmly with brutal tyrants like Hitler, 
Duvalier, Stalin, and Amin is a bleak one. Placat- 
ing these despots never accomplished what we 
had hoped. Cruel despots seem to remain cruel, 
and should be treated with firmness. Amin’s 
cruelty was clearly visible in the first few months of 
his reign. He and his henchmen continue to torture 
and kill. All appeals to him-including mine-did 
not alter his tyranny. 

We say that governments must refrain from in- 
terfering in the internal affairs of sovereign coun- 
tries. But who then can act in these cases? Some- 
how the U.N. must face up to its responsibilities. It 
is the one universal organization with a mandate to 
protect the human rights of all men. The U.N. rec- 

ord on human rights in the past year is, however, 
a disturbing one. The U.N. has been practicing 
selective outrage, expressing indignation at some 
alleged violations of human rights but ignoring 
others. We must influence the U.N. to respect its 
Charter. As I have written elsewhere on this sub- 
ject: “Standards for human rights retain their moral 
force only if they are applied equally and univer- 
sally. Otherwise, they become the tool of hypoc- 
risy.” 

I will forever hear the echo of the screams of the 
thousands tortured by Amin. It will be less sharp 
only if I can feel that in some way we have learned 
that we must stand up to and oppose despotic 
tyrants such as Amin, who has turned the “pearl of 
Africa” into a huge torture chamber. 

Thomas Patrick Melady 
Last U.S. Ambassador to Uganda (1972-73), now 
Executive Vice President, St. Joseph’s College, 
Philadelphia . 

EXCURSUS XI1 
Socialism, Wilson, and British Labor 

It is melancholy to record that the British Labor 
Party has produced only three prime ministers in 
its seventy-five-year history. Ramsay MacDonald, 
Clement Attlee, and Harold Wilson have occupied 
the official residence on Downing Street, but they 
never exercised real power. A parliamentary ma- 
jority is indispensable, but the worlds of finance, 
industry, high society, and civil service must be 
stormed i f  a socialist Britain is ever to break 
through the chains of the decadent property sys- 
tem that continues to limit the great potential of the 
British people. 

Harold Wilson’s first tour as Prime Minister was 
a disaster. It reminded one of the sad truth in the 
observation of Robert Michels in 1912, [hat even 
socialist leadership would become “cautious, con- 
servative, intent above all to preserve its strength 
undiminished, and, if possible, to increase it.,..At 
some future time socialists may possibly be suc- 
cessful, but socialism never.” Now there may be a 
change, however. Wilson’s cautious and moderate 
policies led to his defeat in 1970. His two modest 
victories in the elections of 1974 may very well 
drive him decisively to the left. The February elec- 
tion was a vote against Edward Heath and the 
Conservatives, while the October poll increased 
Labor’s strength. Even though Labor’s overall ma- 
jority is quite small, and despite the fact that some 
60 per cent of the voters supported Conservative, 
Liberal, Scottish Nationalist, Welsh Nationalist, 
and Ulster Protestant Fandidates, Harold Wilson 
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seems to be reasonably secure for several years. 
Support from the Welsh, the Scots, and the Liber- 
als should be forthcoming on some issues, but far 
more important is a national desire not to have 
another general election for some time. 

Unfortunately, the Common Market issue could 
fracture the unity of the Labor Party and lead to a 
return of a Tory government. Charles de Gaulle 
vetoed a Conservative attempt to join the Market 
in 1963 and a Labor venture in the same direction 
four years later. Not knowing quite what to do 
about the country's profound economic problems, 
British governments believed that entry into the 
Common Market might make them disappear. With 
De Gaulle gone, Edward Heath promptly brought 
Britain into the Common Market in 1972, even 
though it was clear that a majority of the nation 
objected. 

Most members of the Labor Party opposed 
entry, but there was dissent from a significant 
minority led by Roy Jenkins, presently Home Sec- 
retary. Jenkins and his contingent are passionate 
Marketeers, while the vast majority of the Labor 
Party and the trade union movement advocate 
withdrawal. At the moment Wilson is renegotiating 
Britain's relations with the Common Market .and 
has agreed to submit the results to the people in a 
referendum. This is contrary to normal British con- 
stitutional practice, where an omnipotent Parlia- 
ment makes the decisions. 

A split may occur when the Cabinet debates the 
renegotiated terms prior to the referendum set for 
June. The Common Market is essentially an at- 
tempt to reform capitalism through planning. Al- 
though it is conceivable that the six original Com- 
mon Market countries may eventually consider 
planning for social justice and equality, it is not 
likely until the French and Italian Communist par- 
ties have been reintegrated into the political struc- 
tures of their respective countries. 

If the British were to vote themselves out of the 
Market, they would finally have exhausted all al- 
ternatives save one. The multiracial Common- 
wealth is, regrettably, in ruins; the "special rela- 
tionship" with the United States is a farce; and the' 
Common Market has revealed the inequalities and 
human exploitation that are an essential part of 
managed capitalism. The only choice left would be 
a serious attempt to construct a socialist society in 
the type of developed, urbanized nation in which 
Karl Marx had originally believed it should occur. 

It staggers the imagination, but the top 1 per 
cent of Britain's population owns 42 per cent of the . 
nation's wealth, and the top 10 per cent owns 
about 83 per cent. A massive redistribution is re- 
quired. Private profits continue to soar while the 
working class struggles along on low wages and 
the elderly receive deplorably low pensions. Most 
important are the defects in the educational sys- 

tem. It is geared to provide extra benefits for those 
with sufficient funds to buy advancement for their 
children. Working-class children are systemati- 
cally discriminated against. They come from poor 
homes and go to poor schools. A vivid commen- 
tary on what life means for many British children is 
to be found in a profoundly moving poem by a 
thirteen-year-old working-class boy from the East 
End of London (New Statesman, May 4, 1973): 

I am just a boy with a lot of dreams 
but what's the point I won't get nowhere 
I'm just ordinary nothing special 

Got no chance in the world unless 

which I'm not. 

just ... ordinary 

you're ... clever 

This year wili be absolutely decisive for British 
socialism. As the pugnacious absurdities of Heath 
are replaced by the reactionary whimsies of Mar- 
garet Thatcher, Conservative disarray will help. 
But Northern Ireland and the reemergence of the 
demagogic Enoch Powell in that unhappy region 
will require decisive action, perhaps even the re- 
moval of British troops. In the bitter months ahead 
Harold Wilson would do well to recall the words of 
his onetime political ally, the late Aneurin Bevan: 
"The first quality necessary in a revolutionary ar- 
chitect seems to me to be an irreverence for tradi- 
tional ideas .... If the past shouts too loudly in our 
ears, how is it possible to hear the first whispers of 
the future?" 

Thomas J. Spinner, Jr. 
Professor of History, University of Vermont; author 
of George Joachim Goschen: The Transformation 
of a Victorian Liberal (7973). 

EXCURSUS IV 
Hard-Nosed Utopianism 

Most of what is published in these pages deals 
with ethics and social change within the existing 
power realities of national and international life. 
This, we like to think, helps prevent moral reflec- 
,tion from slipping into the easy moralism that mis- 
takes what ought to be for what is. Assiduously 
sticking to "the realm of the possible" is not with- 
out its perils, however. Possible dreams and un- 
dreamed of possibilities have sometimes over- 
whelmed what passed for realism. "Realities" 
have crumbled as their foundation in fiction is ex- 
posed by an alternative vision. What is ain't 
necessarily so. 

The reasons for discoqent with advanced indus- 
trial society are such that it is no surprise that 
many restless souls are caught up in the search 


