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Letters to the Editor 

The Tragedy of Errors in Korea 
Dear Sir, 

In your leader of June 28, you 
remark " K o r e a is a tragedy of 
e r rors" . This is true enough, but 
I should like to add that amongst 
the errors which historians w i l l 
record is the desperate effort made 
by some leader writers and states
men to be neutral at a l l c o s t s -
even at the expense of obvious 
t r u t h , even if such neutrali ty seems 
certain to encourage future aggres
sors. 

It is obviously wrong to suggest 
that any provocation by South 
Korea was the cause of the N o r t h 
Korean aggression. D i d provoca
t ion by Poland or F in land or Kash
m i r cause or justify the aggression 
of Germany, Russia or Pakistan? 
Surely it is very wrong to pu t for
w a r d as legitimate a defence which 
could be used by every future 
aggressor to justify his horrible 
crime. The N o r t h Korean army 
had been intensively trained for 
aggression and was supplied by 
Russia and China w i t h large tank 
and arti l lery arms and other equip
ment. Provocation in the shape of 
minor frontier incidents had noth
ing to do w i t h i t . 

General Mac A r t h u r certainly did 
not connive at the starting of the 
war. His own public and unchal
lenged testimony was that he was 
not consulted at all but was order
ed to help South Korea by T r u m a n , 
and he allowed it to be inferred 
this was somewhat against his own 
best judgment. 

The statement that " it was Rus
sia and not the Western Powers 
who originally put forward a pro
posal for truce in K o r e a " is hardly 
fair. The original Korean war 
ended w i t h the collapse of the 
N o r t h Korean forces in 1950. 
M a c A r t h u r predicted that the fight
ing would stop before Christmas. 
It was only the second aggression 
by China which led to its continu
ance t i l l the present day. I f A 
attacks B, it is hardly fair to blame 
B for not proposing a truce. 

Wha t is too often overlooked is 
that the object of the preventive 
clauses of the Un i t ed Nations char
ter is to prevent war altogether by 
making it obviously unprofitable for 
any state to attack another. If the 
actions of the Uni ted Nations in 
Korea are looked at from this point 
of view, they w i l l be seen to be 
reasonably appropriate and consis
tent. Wha t is surprising, indeed, 

disgraceful, about the bombing of 
the N o r t h Korean power stations is 
that it was not done twelve months 
ago. To my m i n d to leave the 
aggressor in fu l l control of these 
great generators, al l in fu l l working 
order, was inexcusable negligence on 
the part of the U n i t e d Nations 
Command. No one has yet explain
ed in what way their destruction 
could fail to br ing the end of the 
war appreciably nearer. 

In general, no one should wri te 
or say anything that may encourage 
potential aggressors to start new 
wars. 

Yours, etc., 
M A R T I N R U S S E L L . 

6th July, 1952. 
Gunncpana, 
(Near Kandy), 
Ceylon, 

[ Mr Russell is entitled to his 
interpretation of events in Korea. 
But the widely accepted view is 
that the M a c A r t h u r putsch towards 
the Yalu River in 1959 provided 
Communist China w i t h the oppor
tunity to intervene in the Korea 
war. Informed w o r l d opinion is 
inclined to concede China's abiding 
poli t ical and strategic interests in 
Korea. 

Bombing of the. power plants in 
Korea has been justified on the 
ostensible ground that, there is a 
war on in Korea, On the same 
reasoning, the Communists would 
be justified in assuming a large-
scale offensive. But there are many 
th inking persons who disapprove of 
mil i tary action by either of the 
Korean combatants while truce 
talks are going on. 

Nowhere in the article is it sug
gested, as Mr Russell says, " that 
provocation by South Korea was 
the cause of the Nor th Korea 
aggression". On the contrary, it 
was stressed in the article that the 
Communists committed an error by 
the aggression in Korea. Ed. ] 

Wages and Prices in Soviet Russia 

Sir, 

Your correspondent from Russia 
brings some data which differ 
widely from others who have come 
from there. For example. Prof J. 
C. Kumarappa says that the sweep
ers and teachers earn 100 rubles 
a month . But your correspondent 
says that the m i n i m u m average 
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earnings of a worker is 800 rubles 
month. 

The only way to judge any eco
nomic arrangement is to compare 
the cost of, labour w i t h the price of 
goods (selling pr ice) . In Russia too 
there must be wide disparity be
tween the two. For Russian econo
my is also run on capitalist basis; 
labour is hired (the only labour cm-
ployed in Russia). It receives only 
wages (cost of labour) . The cost 
of the state army, police and admi
nistration is added to the prices of 
goods. The unproductive activities 
cannot be maintained for there w i l l 
be no revenues to be collected by 
the state. The state collects its re
venues by charging interest, rent, 
profits (turnover tax, etc.) and other 
taxes so that the prices of goods 
must be far higher than what pro
ductive workers receive as wages, 

T h a t is true of capitalism but 
also of Bolshevism, The Soviet eco
nomy is also a money and market 
economy. The so-called planned 
production is a production plan. It 
does not solve the consuming (par-
chasing) problem under wages and 
sales. The production plan is not 
based on the actual requirements of 
the population but only on the pros
pects of sales estimated in the mar
ket. Hut even then, owing to the 
disparity between the prices of 
labour and of goods for reasons ex
plained above, even the estimate w i l l 
be too high for the market, and some 
wi l l be unsold, however l i t t le may
be planned and produced. There 
can be no planned or regulated con
sumption under market economy. 

M . P . T . A C H A R Y A 

P.S. Your correspondent does not 
mention anything about forced 
labour camps where 20 mil l ion per
sons are estimated to die giving up 
their last oz. of life—-unpaid labour! 

If there is prosperity in Russia, 
we must copy it in toto here w i th 
out reserve. Does he want it here? 

[ T h e correspondent was only try
ing to describe some aspects of the 
Soviet economy as be saw it dur ing 
his stay of four weeks, He was not 
taken to the forced labour camps 
" where 20 mil l ion pet sons are esti

mated to d ie ' ' (monthly or annual
ly?) . The average min imum wage 
mentioned by him was the figure 
given to him by the Russian econo
mists which was amply corroborated 
by his own observation and enqui
ries from various grades of workers 
whom he met in the course of his 
travels. He did not find that selling 
of tjoocls was a problem in Russia. 
-Ed.) 
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