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Subject: To await return 
Date: Thu, 24 Oct 2002 06:01:12 -0400 

From: nrubin <nrubin@compuserve.com> 
To: Magnus Gunther <magnus@intranet.ca> 

Dear Magnus, 

We ' re just back from a week in Bilbao and London, but have less than a week 
here before we go off again to SA so I thought I should drop you a note now 
- before pre-departure demands pre-occupy - about the 1988 letter, which 
duly arrived by snail mail . 

Re-reading it, I think you have to a large extent managed to deal with the 
second set of doubts I expressed, concerning sources . There are still gaps, 
as far as I can gather, e . g. about Yusuf Omar and Ronnie Mutch or Michael 
Wade all three now long since dead); i . e. I am not quite sure that you 
have managed to unearth enough about all those we think we know were 
involved . But then, I ' ve never really got straight just who and how many of 
the known members you have been able to get at. 

As to the first set of doubts, I don't think my general view has changed 
that much. It was, in my view, not a very well thought out exercise, nor 
one whose goals beyond an immediate attempt to stir things up, were at all 
clearly defined . That was in part of a product of the disparate (political) 
origins of the membership, partly of its secrecy when properl y observed, 
par tly of the differences of approach between those abroad and those inside 
and also of course because of the rather short period of its existence . It 
was then, in my view, inchoate; a tendency in the making , through action -
as so vividly expressed to me by Schneider, at the time of our meetings in 
CT in 1961 and 1962 (inter alia, aboar d the Union Castle mail boat, in the 
First Class lounge, nogal!) . 

You might find yourself a little puzzled by the first of those part(ly)s, 
so let me explain . As far as I know, the only attempt - apart from Lang ' s 
huffings and puffings - to give a public face to the body was in the 
leaflet disclosi ng its existence as the ARM rather than as the NCL . That 
was drafted by Hugh, I understand, after consultations with the little shit 
- certainnly not with us , in London . It o f fered very little by way of a 
coherent outlook, let alone a political policy or programme . As important, 
from my point of view, was a meeting that took place at around that time in 
the Bermans ' house in West Hampstead some time in the winter of 1963/1964 
at which were present, among others , Lang, the Bs, the Mutches , Wade and 
(I seem to remember) Yusuf . I cannot remember exactly, but seem to think it 
might even have been provoked my receipt of a draft of the name 
change/statement . On that occasion, I raised and tried to pursue the 
question of establishing, and trying to agree on, a political consensus . 
That proved utterly impossible - to the point at which Monty snorted at 
and the others looked, and to the extent they spoke up,were dismissive of 

my suggestion that we seek some sort of common denominator, e . g . "we all 
surely accept the notion of parliamentary democracy". I had of course 
intended to go on to suggest that we move towards declaring ourselves to be 
social democrats or democratic socialists, - may even have done so, to be 
met by even more derisive incredulity - but real ised after that put-down 
what a waste of time i t would be to pursue the rnattter . I think I was most 
shocked by the fact that not even Lang was prepared to come out in support 
of my initiative, or of my approach . This may, of course, in his case have 
been because he was not in sympathy with my approach either, being a 
maverick wet Tory in Liberal disguise himself. 

I regret to say that, from that moment on, I began to realise that I was 
not amongst the like-minded . It did not resul t in any decision to abandon 

3¥Al3l'UmlBI 1>.~..W 



To {lwait return 

2of2 

my allegiance, but it certainly affected my attitude and the extent of my 
commitment, which was much more guarded from then on. Of course, events 
overtook things shortly afterwards, and the issue was never really revived . 
>From then on the whole thing was dominated by a sauve-qui-peut approach, 
and we in exile later became no more than a welfare mechanism for 
assistance to those who needed help - in exile lor in prison . 

The great irony in all this, of course, is that the NCL/ARM continues to be 
(mis-rep)resented as a Liberal outfit! 

Enough now. We can continue to correspond about it if you wish. 

Hope China was enjoyable . 

Yours, 

Neville 
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