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o | s1ad to testify to the high competence of the writer of
liphlet. Making no claim to historical authority myself, I

thig
~ ;ﬁa to speak for the authority which belongs, in the opinion of

jse most expert, to the writer.

He approaches the Vvansittart propaganda from an angle of the
greatest importance because Lord Vansittart bases his case largely
on history. There are other aspects of extreme importance, and I
take this opportunity of referring briefly to some of them,
#hile the outlook of war-time inclines one inereasingly to Anti-German
indignation, I see many reasons to deplore the specific argument of
the propaganda, lany critics have deall with the unsoundnessiof
the position of a eivil seryant who used the prestige of his office
to push a propaganda which is his own. I myself feel even more
strongly the anomaly of sueh an action when i% confliets with the
. poliey of His Majesty's Government. From the very beginning of
the war that poliey embodied an attempt to divide the German people,
and indeed such a division is an essential part of the plan for
viectory which the Government and the public have in view.
After three years it is still deliberately pursued, and 1is directed
by a Committee representing both the Foreign Office and the War
Departments. That an ex-civil servant should set out to undermine
that policy provokes a strong feeling of resentment.
The propaganda conflicts with the views of meh more fully
entitled to confidence. I would adduce as an example, Mr. Attlee,

who said: " If peace is 10 be lasting it must resull from the
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~agreement of all, not from the dictation of a few nations.

The failure of the Treaties at the end of the last war to bring
abiding peace was largely due %o the neglect of this prineiple”.
gtill more explicit was the present Arehbishop of Canterbury, who,
when Archbishop of York, saud: "1 am aware, of course, that such
proposals have no e¢hance of being accepted by the Nazi Government.
That iS‘ﬁG reagon for not putting them forward; for when ﬂitler
anewers "No" very many Cermans may answer nyes" in their hearts;
and then, after some grave military disappointment - We can
hardly hope for any change until that happens - there may be a
real response from the Germany whieh is silenced now. Milliens
will fight, fight to the death, so long as they believe their
Fatherland to be éortally threatened, but the task of conveying
to the German people in eonvincing terms our pledge that Germany
ﬁill be welcomed aé an equal partner in a peaceful Commonwealth
is one that we must notb shirk."

I desire to dwell especially on one of the arguments used
by Vansittart. He urged that the anti-Hitler forces in Germany
are of no account because they have not resisted Hitler. Let me
say & word on this because as a member of the Labour Party I met
the leaders of German Labour hoth in International Conference,
and at Berlin. The charge that no opposition to Hitler was
shown though it eould have been shown is one that deserves careful
examination. To judge fai®ly we must look at the past.

I adduce the experience of the Labour Movement. The German
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socialists are blamed for not resisting Hitler. The Labour
Party knew these men well and viewed them as friends and equals
in human aims, They'wg?e chosen by many millions of voters
holding similar views to those held by ourselves. The Nazi
terror began before 1933 and often put loyalty to socialism to
the test of personal risk, yet in 1933 twelve million voted
socialist. The German Republic got no help from the Allies,
yet it lasted 15 years as a free Democracy with open debate and
secret voting. It was not inactive. Great numbers of British
housing experts went to Germany to see the German efforts to
solve the housing problem. Social security and education were
pursued with equal energy. These showed what the German masses
are capable of when free to speak and vote and act. Agression
and domination were far from their outlook. They sought well-
being on the same lines as we, In foreign policy they backed
streséman in Loyalty to the League of Nations.

Why then were they undermined? They were defeated by the
great slump in 1930 which fell far more heavily on Germany than on
ourselves. The unemployment of six million meant that the disaster
was twice as prievous as with us. Following on the black days of
inflation the growth of unemployment was terrifying. Both
capitalism and socialism had proved bankrupt as solutions. Hitler
alone claimed to possess a cﬁre. It was natural that Ea should
gain votes, and unfortunately he kept his word. Cermans recovered

salf~rasp§ct, and relief from the fear of communism appealed to
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millions. Success gave authbrity, and Hindenburg lent his support.
A reign of terror immediately began with Hitler's access to power.
The brownshirts were let ioose to beat up anyone they chose, and it
is absurd to say that the Trade Unions should have protested.

I was in Berlin at the time and can see the folly of thinking that
‘spaach or action was possible. Savage violence had gained the day
by surprise attack. Law and order had disappeared. In this
ecountry we can hardly picture the helplessness of the Anti—Nézis.

On the chance that Hitler might care for hia reputation in
England I sought an interview with him in order to urge that he
should stop disorderly violence, and that the English Quaker agents,
who were well-known in Berlin, should be allowed to visit the
Concentration Camps. My hope was not justified for he responded
with excited railing against Communists.

Any protest against the atrocity of the Concentration Camps
was quite impossible. Moreover Germans only heard what the
Government wished. We in England knew far more of the abominations
than they. The absence of revolt did not even show that a majority
of Germans were Nazi, but that the Nazi machine was efficient.

Since those days young Germans have been largely Nazified
but they are still in a minority. The corruption of the young is
vad enough, but they are not the majority. The deplorable nature
of the teaching they had is emphasised for me by the recollection of
a Hitler Jugend school which I visited, where within black walls,

decorated with skulls apd eross-bones, revenge was inculcated for
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the alleged violence of Communists. A French officer in Paris
before the collapse of Frange, in charge of German prisoners, held
that they were not Nazi d‘er 27 years of age.

No one danfgs that there are German characteristics which
make it easy for war mongers to lead, but the absence of forcible
opposition to Hitler is no proof that hostility is not worth
cultivating.

When the war came Germans were fed with Polish atrocities,
and told that the reason for fighting on and for making munitions
is that if they are defeated Germany will be humiliated to a point
beside which even the bitter experience of 1919, with its blockade
and its governing of Germans by negroes from West Africa, will be
negligibvle.

The British Government is relying on the attempt to make
masses of Germans feel otherwise -~ to feel that they need not

- fear annihilation if they throw Hitler over.

It seems to me unworthy of Lord Vansittart's great gifts'
that he should strive to upset this policy and thereby endanger what

our own Government envisages as a settlement providing for stable

peace.
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; I am glad to testify to the high competence of the writer of
" tmds pamphlet. Making no claim %o historical authority myself, I
am.able to speak for the authority which belongs, in the opinion of
those most expert, to the writer.

He approaches the Vansittart propaganda from an anglé of the
greatest importance because Lord Vansittart bases his case largely
on history. There are other aspects of extreme importance, and I
take this opportunity of referring briefly to some of them.

While the outlook of war-time inclines one inereasingly to Anti-German
indignation, I see many reasons to deplore the specific argument of
the propaganda. Many critics have dealt with the unsoundness-of
the position of a civil sermant who used the prestige of his office
to push a propaganda Whlch is his own. I myself feel even more
strongly the anomaly of such an action when it conflicts with the
policy of His Majesty's Government. From the very beginning of
the war that policy embodied an attempt to divide the Germén people,
and indeed such a division is an essential part of the plan for ;
vietory which the Government and the public have in view.

After three years 1t 1s still deliberately pursued, and is dipgcted
by a Committee representing both the Foreign Office and the War
Departments. That an ex-civil servant should set out to undermine
that policy provokes a strong feeling of resentment.

The ﬁropaganda conflicts with the views of men mgre fully
entitléd to confidence. I would adduce as an example, Mr. Attlee,

who said: n If peace is to be lasting it must result from the
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agreement of all, not from the dictation'of a few nations.
The failure of the Treaties at the endvof the last war to bring
abiding peace was largely due to the neglect of this principle”.
Still more explicit was the present Archbishop of Canterbury, who,
when Archbishop of York, saud: "I am aware, of course, that_such
proposals have no chance of being accepted by the Nazi Government.
That is no reason for not putting them forward; for when Hitler
answers "No" very many Germans may answer "Yes" in their hearts;
and then, after some grave military disappointment - Wwe can

hardly hope for any change until that happens - there may be a

real response from the Germany which is silenced now. Milliens

will fight, fight to the death, so long as they believe their
Fatheriand to be mortally threatened, but the task of conveying
to the German people in convineing terms our pledge that Germany
will be welcomed as an equal partner in a peaceful Commonwealth
is one that we must not shirk."

I desire to dwell especially on one of the argunents used
by Vansittart. He urged that the anti-Hitler forces in Germany
are of no account because they have not resisted Hitler. Let me
say a word on this because as a member of the Labour Party I met.
the leaders of German Labour hoth in International Conference,
and at Berlin. The.charge that no opposition to Hitler was
shown though it could have been shown is dne that deserves careful -
examination. To judge faitly we must look at the past.

T adduce the experience of the Labour Movement. The German
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- socialists are blamed for not resisting Hitler. The Labour
Party knew these men well and viewed them as ffiends and equals
in human aims. They were chosen by many millions of voters
holding similar views to those held by ourselves. The Nazi
terror began before 1935 and often put loyalty to socialism to
the .test of personal risk, yet in 1933 twelve million voted
socialist. The German Republic got no help from the Allles,
yet 1t lasted 15 years as a free Democracy with open debate and
secret voting. It was not inactive. Great numbers of British
housing experts went to Germany to see the German efforts to
solve the housing problem. Soecial security and education were
pursued with equal energy. These showed what the German masses
are capable of when free to speak'and vote and act. Agression
and domination were far from their outlook. They sought well-
being on the same lines as we. In foreign policy they backed
Streseman in Loyalty to the League of Nations.

Why then were they undermined? They were defeated by the
great slump in 1930 which fell far more heavily on Germany ‘than on
ourselves. The unemployment of six million meant that the disaster
was twice as prievous as with us. Following on the blgck days of
ijnflation the growth of unemployment was terrifying. Both
capitalism and socialism had proved bankrupt as solutions. Hitler
alone claimed to poesess a cure. It was natural that he should
gain votes, and unfortunately he kept his word. Germans}recovered

self-respect, and relief from the fear of communism appealed to
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millions. Success gave authority, and Hindenburg lent his support.
A reign of terror immediately began with Hitler's access to power.
The brownshirts were let loose to beat up anyone they chose, and it
is absurd to say that the Trade Unions should have protested.

I was in Berlin at the time and can see the folly of thinking that
speech or action was possible. Savage violence had gained the day
by ;urprise attack. Law and order had disappeared. In this
rcountry we can hardly picture the helplessness of the Anti-Nazis.

On the chance.that Hitler might care for his reputation in
England I sought an interview with him in order to urge that he
should stop disorderly violence, and that the English Quaker agents,
who were well-known in Berlin, should be allowed to visit the
Concentration Camps. My hope was not justified for he responded
with excited railing against Communists.

Any protest against the atrocity of the Concentration Camps
'was quite impossible. Moreo#er Germans only heard whaf the
Government wiéhed. We in England knew far more of the abominations
than they. The.absence of revolt did not even show that a majority
of Germans were Nazi, but that the Nazi machine was efficient.

Since those days young Germans have been largely Nazified
but they are still in a minority. The corruption of the young is
bad enough, but they are not the majority. . The deplorable nature
of the teaching they had is emphasised for me Dby the recollection of
" a Hitler Jugend school which I visited, where within black walls,

decorated with skulls and cross-bones, revenge was inculcated for



.

the alleged violence of Communists. A French officer in Paris
before the collapse of France, in charge of German prisoners, held

that they were not Nazi over 27 years of age.

No one denies that there are German characteristics which
ma%e it easy for war mongers to lead, but the absence of forcible
opposition to Hitler is no proof that hostility is not worth
cul'™vating.

When the war came Germans were fed Jgggjgfigs£65;rocities,
and told that the reason for fighting on and for making munitions
is that if they are defeated Germany will be humiliated to a point
beside which even the bitter experience of 1919, with its blockade
and its governing of Germans by negroes from West Africa, will be
negligible.

The British Government is relying on the attempt to make
masses of Germans feel otherwise - to feel that they need not

fear annihilation if they throw Hitler over.

It seems to me unworthy of Lord Vansittart's great gifts
that he should strive to upset this policy and thereby endanger what

our own Government envisages as a settlement providing for stable

peace.
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’ Suggested preface or introduction.

MIRSTs PReEACE

fhe manifest (and declared) object of Sir Robert
vansittart's "Bleck Record", written when he was Chief
Diplomatic Adviser to the British Government, was to
persuade the public of Great Britain and the Empire that
_ for 2,000 years the Germesns — including all the German
“Z gspeaking tribes of the country rmeludinmeer comprisina-cal/
LA/L~f ywrhe Germany of Tacitus - have been treacherous, perfidious,
brutal, savage, cruel and aggressive, lovers of war, bent
on conguest and plunder, scourgers of Hurope, and in short
enemies of morality, religion and civilisation. He does
not and eannot exclude from a survey which pretends to be.
truthful and in accordance with the facts of history,the
Angles, Jutes and Saxons who formed the language of Engleand
and the bulk of the nation, or the Batavians who were
ancestors of the Dutch and Flemings, or the Goths and
other tribes who inhabit Scandinavia.

He ignores the fact that from the period of the
Reformation onwards until our own times British wars on
the Continent were usually carried on ageinst the French
with German allies. It is ridiculous to re-write the
history of Chathem's alliasnce with Frederick the @reat, or
of the Battle of VWaterloo. Any competent historian could
show quite easily that the Spaniards, the French, the Slavs
and the Turks were at least as aggressive, imperialistic,
ruthless, untrustworthy,etc. as the Germans from the time
of Charlemagne or Alfred the Great down to the end of the
nineteenth century.

Needless to say we regard the conduct of Hitler and f
the Nazis wi th the same abhorrence as that which has been I
expressed by Mr.Churchill, President Roosevelt and Stelin. |

| But we regard it as a monstrous perversion of the truth,

é/le/L,J/mmm inssne policy of refusing to distinguish
l (as Stalin does) between the German people and their Nazi 1

Government,to assert that the German race is beyond the
pale and beyond hope of redemption or civilised treatment
i even if they rid themselves of Hitler and his gang.

e DT



The "Black Record® of Sir Robert Vansittart

Sir Robert Vansittart, wio entered the Diplomatic
gervice under the old dispensation about forty years ago,
rose by degrees to be Permanent ﬁnuer—ﬁecretary;\ Tois
office he held from 13930 to 1938 and so was largely
responsible for our foreign poiicy in the critical years
before the war. After his retirement he was appointed
tChief Diplomatic tdviser! to the Government. Wnile still
holding that post he was invited by Mr.Duff Cooper, then
Yinister of Information (to which office he was appointed by
Mr.Churchill) to give a series of seven broadcasts cn ihe
history of Germany and the character of the Germeans. They
were'given on the Qverseas wavelength,; but extensive extragts

i .
appeared in the cunday Times, and in response Lo numerous

fequests, ss we are told in the preface, Sir Robert Vansittart
agreed to their publication in a pamphlet of fifty-seven pages
entitled "Black Record - Germans Past and Present® published
price sixpence by Hemish Hamilton, London, early in 1941. OnA
the back of this pamphlet in large red type 1t was advertised
as by the Chief Diplomatke Adviser to the british Government;
and this action by a Civil Servant on a major guestion of
policy was severely criticised in Parliament. Indeed it was
admitted in the advertisement that "it is not customary for
diplomatists to taxe their coats off, or to remove the

- ‘diplomatic geg from theirAmouths". Vansittart's reply was that

€
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these talks are designed to show that the Germen has not really
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altered since Tacitus' day. He has always been the bafbarian,
the war lover, the enemy - furtive or avowed - of humanitarisnism,
liperalism and Christian civilisation; and the Hitler
regime is no accidental phienomenon but the lbgical frulit of
German history."

It was written for a practical object, to make sure
that we may never agailn be trapped into such weakness as the
Versailles Treasty "by & mere show of penitence®. Its object
was Truth, "not merely propaganda" being “based upon wide
scholarship, first-hand experience and the conviction of
many years". The sdvertisement added:- "no man living
waes better qualified to say these things."

In view then of the origin of the pamphlet and its Wide
cireculation, it is very important imdeed that all inuelli&ent
citizens should examine the assertions of Sir Robert
Vansittart. They have a vital bearing on policy and peace
aims, and it will be agreed that our propaganda, whether in
the shape of broadcasts 10 which we can listen, OT of . leaflets
spread over Germany and other countries belligerent or neutral,
of which we know little or noihing,‘should pay respect to
historic truth. To pervert history and to present false
pictures of the past would be unpardonable in Ministers and
nigh officials and responsible editors who constantly contrast
British veracity with the mendacity of Dr.Goebbels.

In "Germsny's Black Record" Sir Robert Vansittart asserts
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and argues that virtually all Germans for more than 1900'

years have possessed and displayed the immorallity of the HNazis.
It is their ingrained nature. They have always been cruel,
perfidious, brutal and aggressive. tie traces Hitler's
character back_through the Kaiser, bismarck, Frederick the
Great and Charlemagne to the German tribes who overthrew the
Empire_and‘civilisation of Rome.

Any competent scholar could have told the Chief Diplomatic
Adviser that the Germany of Tacitus and Orosius embraced ?he
Angles, the Jutes and the Saxons who invaded and conguered -
Fngland, end that the Anglo-Saxons who produced Alfred the
Great were just as much Germens in the sense of Julius Csesar and
Tacitus as the Franks who produced Charlemagne or the Prussians
Whozgraduced Bismarck, or the Hanoverians who produced the
Four Georges snd Queen Victoria.

Vansittart does not mention "Albert the Good" or Queen
Victoris. His plain purpose in blasckening the character of
Germany's record was no doubt to make plausible dr.Duff Cooper's
statement that the crimes of the Nazis are "the crimes of a
whole nation" and that it would be nyishful thinking and
dangerous thinking to believe th&t we could drive a wedge
befween the German Government and the German peoplel. In short
there is to be no peace, €ven if the German people throw off the
yoke of the Nazis gnd seex a settlement which %ould:restore
liberty and independence to the occupied territories.

On page 15 our pamphleteer speaks of Germ&ny's"loggv



and unbroken record of evil-doing." On page 16 he coﬁplains
that Britain rescued and subsidised the bankrupt Frederick the
Great. Yet every schéolboy wno has read Macaulay's essays
on Chatham and Frederick the Great, and every reader of
Carlyle knows that Frederick was Britain's ally during thé
war with France, andﬁtgat if without our aid he would have
been overwhelmed by the combination of Russila, Austria and
France, it is equally true that but for his marvellous
strategy, courage and endurance we should not have driven
the French from Iandis or Horth America.v He then goes on
to regret that the Russians ngyuccessfully pleaded on behalf
of Prussia with Napoleon when he had her beaten at Jena."
After this one wonders why he did nol express his regret that
the Prussian General blucher did not march to the aid of
Napoleon at Waterloo instead of to the aid of Wellington.
Napoleon's victories over Prussia at Jena and over Austria
at Austerlitz were felt by Pitt and every patriotic
Englishman as national tregedies which threatened not only
the independence of every nation on the‘continent, but phe
safety of our own country. ¥hen EBlucher visited England he
was feted as a national hero.

As & schoolboy Vansittart learat from Julius Caesar that
two thousand years ago lhe Germans were robbers, and from
Tecitus that they were "very dirty fighters" and "never kept

a pledge or treaty", and he now recognises that for two
D )

thousand yesrs they have retained and constantly exhibited



these characteristics.

Either Vansittart has read the uermania of Tacitus, the
classical sccount by the great Roman historian of uermany
end the German tribes & few decades sfter the death of Christ,
or he has not. It he.has not, we can only pity his ignoreance
and the total lack of scholership which has snatched a sentence
or two divorced from their context. If he has, he 1s guilty
of a much more serious offence against that truth of history
which he professes to. cultivate. For every reader of the
Germanis knows thét Tacitus recognised many virtues as well as
vices in the brave tribes whom the whole might of Rome had
been unable to conguer. By dwelling not only on their COUTEEE,
patriotism znd love of independence, put on the chastity
of their wamen and other gualities (in contrast with the
luxury and decadence of the degenerate Romans) he conveys an
impressive werning of the dangers that ultimately overwhelmed the
Testern %Fpire.

On page 21 we resds- T"German parperism first crushed
Latin civilisation at the Batgie of Adrianople in the year
378, and it has agsaln ¢rushed Latin civilzsation in France
today." It is quite true that the Homan Emperor Valens, whose
capital was Constantinople, was defeated and slain on the
field of Adrisnople when two-thirds of the Homan army perished
in & disaster thatl proved to be irreparable. but the army
which overthrew Valens wes not German butl Gothic, end the

Goths, though they were certainly barbarians then, are not
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included in Vansittart's indictment. Their lsngusge though
akin io.the Teutonic dialects was the original of the
Scandinavian tongues, and they are the ancestors of the
Vikings who harried Europe, conguered most of Anglo-Saxon
Britain, and established themselves in Normandy, whence one
of their dukes William the Congueror crossed to England and
assumed the, crown.

The truth, if it must be told, is that, unless we accuse
him of deliberate misrepresentation, Vans ittart knows notining
or next to nothing about the history of Germany and Europe
from Roman times down to the Battle of Vaterloo - say for
1815 years. For example he does not know tiat £lfred the
Great, always regarded as the best of our English Kingé,
was & German in the sense of Tacitus, and that though a devout
Christian he proudly traced his descent through Cerdic to
Voden. Had he been sware of this Vensittart might not have =Ezmk
spoken so disrespectfully of that pagan god who gave his name
to Wednesday. If he had known anything about Alfred the Great,
he would have known that A;fred was a Saxon, and that he wrote
a book describimg the Germany of his own day, bringing up to
date the descriptions of Tacitus and Orosius. Even today the
Welsh, the Gaels and tihe Irish still call the English 'Saxons!,
though we take our name from aﬁother tribe, the Angli, who
colonised our Eastern districts, while the Saxons conguered
Southern England. The Anglo-Saxon language wes a mixture of

the German dialects - Low German or Platt-Deutsch - which



prevailed along the coastline of the North Sea. -

John Farle, Professor of Anglo-Saxon in the University
of Oxford, wrote in the year 1873 an excellent book on the
philology of the English tongue. In the second edition
(revised and enlarged) we read pages 16-18 an account of what
he calls "the Low Dutch family of languages." After giving
some illustrations he proceeds: -

"The Saxons were a border people, and spoke a Low Dutch
strongly impregnated with Scandinavian associations. But
the more we go back to the elder form om either side, the
more does it seem to come out clear that our mother tongue
is in fundamentals to be identified with the Platt-Deutsch, the
dialect of the Hanseatic cities, the dialect which has been
erected into a national language in that which we call the
Dutch, as spoken in the kingdom of the Netherlands, The
people of Bremen call their dislect Nieder Sachisch, i.e.
Lowlend Saxon."

The Anglo-Saxon people who ultimately coalesced spoke
dlelects of fAnglo-Saxon. Broadly spesaking the Angli or
ingliens occupied the South and West. The line of Watling
Street running from London to Cliester may be taken as the
boundary line between these two races, or rather tribes, of
wnom we hear in the Germeania of Tacitus and in the Germania
described 800 years later by Alfred the Great. The most
astonishing thing about the Anglo-Saxon language spoken by
A1fred the Great and his predecessors and successors in
England is that the Anglian and Saxon missionaries, who taught
Christianity to the heathen Frisians and generally to the
Low Germans between the Moselle, the Rhine and the Elbe, were

themselves

able after é long separation Irom the continent to make/kkzmzzixz

intelligible to their pagan kinsfolk.
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Jutland is the link between our Danish and Dutch (ér Low
Germen) sncestors. Speaking of Jutland, Alfred the Great
wrote, "in these lands the Angles dwelt before they came
hither to this land." Alfred the Great lived from 849 to
901 A£.D. In the two centuries preceding his birth the
most powerful of &sll the Germesm tribes were the Ffanks, who
ultimetely conquered the whole of France and the greater part}
of the Germania as described by Tacitus and Alfred the Great.
They gave their name to France, which had been calied Gaul
(Gallia) by the Romans. The greatest of their rulers
Charle&agne was crowned at Rome by the Pope and founded the
Holy Rbmén Empire. |

Skipping the history of Furope from the Battle of
Adriesnople (378 A.D.) as merely a story of Germen vandalism,
Vansittert can oﬁly say of Charlemagne that war, conquest and
expansion "as usual" was his passionktéo.. It matters not
to Vaﬁsittart that all previous historians and writers, French,
German and English, unite in aamiration'of Charlemagne.
Gulzot the famous French historian and statesman wrote of him:-
"no sovereign, no humsn being perhaps, ever rendered greater
service to the civilisation of the world." It may be
admlitted that he did not deserve the praise bestowed by
Freeman on Alfred the Great as "the most perfect character in
history.m But both were Germans in the Tacitean and
Vensittartite sense, and the native language of both was a

Teutonic dialect.
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The remainder of Vansittart's history from Charlemagne's
jeath to the Battle of Waterloo is just as misleading,
erroneous and absurd as his "Black Record" for the first
elght centuries of the Christian era. ‘There is nothing
whatever in the story of mediaeval and modern Lurope up to the
end of the nineteenth century to support the Vansittart dogma
that the Germans were more fond of fighting,more contentious,
more aggressive than the Freach, the Swedes, the Turks, the

Spaniads, the Russisns, or even the English. The old tribes

of Germany were split up under the Holy Romen Empire into a

number of smell kingdoms and dukedoms, which were often
arrayed against one anothér, or against Austris, during the
religious wars which distracted and desolated Central Europe
after the Reformation. Sittart, aAsmall Low German or Dutch
town from which the Vénsittarts came, was in the old duchy

of Julich. Prince Albert, the husband of Queen Victoris, céme
from another small German State. So did Luther and Goethe

end other fsmous Germans whom Wwe associate with religilon,
philosophy, art, music and letters. t happenéd for several
centuries that Engleand and afterwards Great britain weaged
slmost incessant war with France by land and sea for religion,
commerce or empire; and in these wars we Very of ten had one oOr
more of the German States for our allies. All the famous
pattles of Marlborougi and Wellington, and most of the sea
fights in the annals of the british navy were ggainst the
French.

But all this is common wnowledge and only needs. o be \
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: repeated because the Chief Diplomatic Adviser to the

British Government has put out under the guise of authority
these fantastic perversions of ancient and modern history,
which are insulting not only to the intelligence of his
readers, but slso to many millions of{people in England, in
A Qs :

our Colonies, in the United States #+m in South America,

whose fathers or forefathers came from Germany. Most of them

- are friends of Iitberty, like lir.VWendell Willkie, and as eager

ag we are to overthrow the hateful dictatorship of the Nazis.
How recent is our quarrel with German or Prussian

imperialism is shown by the fact that Vansittart was sent to be

educated in Germany, as ﬁe learn irom some curious

auﬁobio»raphical details told in his "black Record" pamphlet.

In his youth our foreigd policy favoured Germany agﬁ was =

directed against France and Russia. There were distinguished

Englishmen like Mr.Joseph Chamberlain and Mr.Cecil Rhodes who;

even looked for an alliance with Germany, and the French

intente only be?an after Wansittart joined the Diplomatic

Service. There were ho complaints then of German perfidy

or of the innate wickedness of the German race. Vansittart

could have told us how nearly we were at war with Russia for

the defence of India and with France over Siam and Fashoda.

But he was engeged on what he calls 'a plain statement of the

truth!, which on inspection turns out to be not truth but

fietion.

(With Vansittart's censure of condemnation of Nazi atrocitles sng

treatment of subjugated countries there is no disagreeme
Thig essay is soieiy concerned witn n{s presen%at?én st %ﬁe

history of Germany.)

{
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The "Black Record" of Sir Robert Vansittart

Sir Robert Vansittart, who entered thevDiplomatic
Service under the old dispensation about forty years ago,
rose by degrees to be Permanent Under-Secretary. This S
office he held from 1930 to 1938 and so was largely
responsible for our foreign policy:in the critical years
before the war. After his retirement he was appointed
'Chief Diplomatic Adviser' to the Government. While still
holding that post he was invited by Mr.Duff Cooper, then
Minister gg,}nfongation (to which office he was appointed by
Mr.Churchill)fto'give a series of seven broadcasts on the
history of Germany and the charaéter of the Germans. They

were given on the Overseas wavelength; but extensive extrapcts

appeared in the Sunday Times, and in response to numerous

requests, as we are told in the preface, 8ir Robert Vansittart
agreed to their publication in a pamphlet of fifty-seven pages’
entitled "Black Record - Germans Past and Present" published
pricé sixpence by Hamish Hamilton, London, early in 1941. On
the back of this pamphlet in large red type it was advertised

" as by the Chief Diplomatic Adviser to the British Government;
end this action by'a Civil Servent on a major question of
policy was severely criticised in Parliament. Indeed it was
admitted in the advertisement that "it is not customary for
diplomatists to take their coats off, or to remove the

diplomatic gag from their mouths". Vansittart's reply was that

n o 3 i 3 e
these talks are deslgned to show that the German has not reelly

e R e
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altered sihce Tacitus!' day. He has always been the barbarian,
the war lover, the enemy - furtive or avowed - of humanitarianism,
liberalism,and Christian civilisation; and the Hitler !
regime is no accidental phenomenon but the logical fruit of
German history."

It was written for a practical object, to make sure 1

that we may never again be trapped into such weakness as the
Versailles Treaty "by a mere show of penitence", ts object j
was Truth, "not merely propaganda" being "based upon wide ﬁ
scholarship, first-hand experience and the conviction of
many years". The advertisement added:- '"no man living

was better qualified to say these things."

In viewéthen/of the origin of the pamphlet and its wide
circulation; it is very important indeed that all intelligent
cltizens should examine the assertions of Sir Robert
Vansittart. They have a vital bearing on policy and peace
aims, and it will be agreéd that our propaganda, whether in
the sh&ape of broadcasts to which we can listen, or of leaflets
spread over Germany and other countries belligerent or neutral, T
of which we know little or nothing, should pay respect to
higtorie Truth, To pervert history and to present false
plctures of the past would be unpardonable in Ministers and
high officials and responsible editoré who constantly contrast
British veracity with the mendacity of Dr.Goebbels.

In "Germany's Black Record" Sir Robert Vansittart asserts
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_and argues that virtually all Germans for more than 1900 x

years have possessed and displayed the immorality of the Naéis:
It is their ingrained nature. They have always been cruel,
perfidious, brutal and aggressive. He traces Hitler's
charactér back through the Kaiser, Bismarck, Frederick the
Great, and Charlemagne to the Germen tribes who overthrew the
Empire and eivilisation of Rome.

Any competent scholar could havé told the Chief Diplomatic
Adviser that the Germany of Tacitus and Orosius embraced the
Angles, the Jutesfand the Saxdné who invaded and conqguered
England, snd that the Anglo-Saxons who produced Alfred the
Great were just as much Germens in the sense of Julius Caesar and
Tacitus as the Franks who produced Charlemazgne or the Prussians
who produced Bismarck, or the Hanoverians who produced the
Four Georges and Queen Victoria. |

Vansittart does not mentioﬁ "Albert the Good" or Queen
Yietorla. His plain purpose in blackening the charactér of
Germany's record was no doubt to make plausible Mr.Duff Cooper's
statement that the crimes of the Nazis are "the crimes of a
whole nation" and that it would be "wishfﬁl thinking and
dangerous thinking to believe that we could drive a wedge
be‘ween‘the German Government and the German people'. In short
there is to be no peace, even if the German people throw off the
yoke of the Nazis and seek a seﬁflement-which would restore
liberty and indépendence to the occupied territories.

On page 15 our pamphleteer speaks of Germany's"lolng



4
and unbroken record of evil-doing." On page 16 he complains
that Britain rescued and subéidised the bankrupt Frederick the
Great. Yet every schoolboy who has read Macaulay's'essays
on Chatham and Frederick the Great, and every reader of
Carlyle knows that Frederick was Britain's ally during the
war with Ffance, anaA%hat if without our aid he would have
been overwhelmed by the combination of Russia, Austris and
France, it is equally true that but for his marvellous
strategy, couraggfand endurance we should not have driven
the French from India or North America. He then goes on
to regret that the Russians ";uccessfully pleaded on behalf
of Prussia with Napoleon when he had her beaten at Jena,"
After this one wonders why he did not express his regret that
the Prussian General Blucher did not march to the aid of
Napoleon at Waterloo instead of to the aid of-Wellington.
Napoleon's victories over Prussia at Jena and over Austria
at Austerlitz were felt by Pitt and every patriotic
Englishman_as.national tragedies which threatened not only
the independence of every nation on the continent,'but the
safety of our own country. When Blucher visited England he
was feted as a national hero.

As a schoolboy Vansittart learnt from JuliuSFCaesar that
two thousand years ago the Germans were robbers,.and from
Tacitﬁs that they were "very dirty fighters" and "never kept

a pledge or treaty", and he now recognises that for two

thousand years they have retained and constantly exhibited

______



these characteristics.

Either Vansittart has read the Germania of Tacitus, the
classical account by the great Roman historian of Germeny
and the German tribes a few decades after the death of Christ,
or he has not. If he has not, we can only pity his ignorance
and the total lack of scholarship which has snatched a sentence
or two divorced from their context. If he has, he is guilty
of a much more serious offence against that truth of history
which he professes to cultivate. For every reader of the
Germenia knows that Tacitus recognised many virtues as well. as
vices in the brave tribes whom the whole might of Rome had
been unable to conquer. By dwelling not only on their courage,
patriotism and love of independence, but on the»chastity
of their women and other qualities (in contrast with the
luxury!and decadence of the degenerate Romans) he conveys an
impressive warning of the dangers that ultimately overwhelmed the
Western Empire.

On page 21 we read:- "German barberism first crushed
Latin civilisation at the Batile of Adrianople in éhe year
z78, and it has again crushed Latin civilisation in France
today." It is quite true that the Roman Emperor Valens, whose
capital was Constantinople, was defeated and slain on the

field of Adrisnople when two-thirds of the Roman army perished

.in a disaster that proved to be irreparable. But the army

which overthrew Valens was not Germen but Gothic, and the

‘Goths, though they were certainly barbarians then, are not
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included in Vansittart's indictment. ‘Their language though
akin to the Teutonic dialects was the original of the
Scandinavian tongues, and they are the ancestors of the
Vikings who harried Europe, conquered mosgst of Anglo-Saxon
Britain, and established themselves in Normandy, whence one
of their dukes William the Conqueror crossed to England and
assumed the crown.

The truth, if it must be told, is that, unless we accuse
him of deliberate misrepresentation, Vans;ittart knows nothing
or next to nothing about the history of Germany and Europe
from Roman times down to the Battle of Waterloo - say for
1815 years. For example he does not know that Alfred the
Great, always regarded as the best of our English kings,
was a German in the sense of Tacitus, and that though a devout
Christian he proudly traced his descent through Cerdic to
Woden. Had he been aware of this Vansittart might not have =zgmk
spoken so disrespectfully of that pagan god who gave his name
to Wednesday. If he had known anything about‘Alfred the Great,
he would have known that Alfred was a Saxon, and that he wrote
a book describimg the Germany of his own day, bringing up to
date the descriptions of Tacitus and Orosius. Even today the
Welsh, the Gaels;and the Irish still call the English 'Saxons',
though we take our name from another tribe, the Angli, who
colonised our Eastern districts,‘while the Saxons conquered

Southern FEngland. The Anglo-Saxon language was a mixture of

the German dialects - Low German or Platt-Deutsch - which



prevailed along the coastline of the North Sea.

John Earle, Professor of Anglo-Saxon in the University
of 0Oxford, wrote in the year 1873 an excellent book on the
philology of the English tongue. In the second edition
(revised‘and enlarged) we read pages 16-18 an account of what
he calls "the Low Dutch family of lenguages." After giving
some illustrations he proceeds:-

"The Saxons were a border people, and spoke a Low Dutch
strongly impregnated with Scandinavian associations. But
the more we go back to the elder form on either side, the
more does it seem to come out clear that our mother tongue
is in fundamentals to be jdentified with the Platt-Deutsch, the
dialect of the Hanseatic cities, the dialect which has been
erected into a national language in that which we call the
Dutch, as spoken in the kingdom of the Netherlands. The
people of Bremen call their dialect Nieder Saechisch, i.e.
Lowland Saxon."

The Anglo-Saxon people who uitimately coalesced spoke
dialects_df Anglo-Saxon. Broadly speaking/the Angli or
Anglians occupied the South and West. The line of Watling g
Street running from London to Chester may be taken as the
boundary line between these two races, or rather tribes, of
whom we hear in the Germenila of Tacitus and in the Germania
described 800 years later by Alfred the Great. The most
astonishing thing about the Anglo-Saxon language spoken by
Alfred the Great and his predecessors and suUCCesSSOrs in
England is that the Anglien and Saxon missionaries, who taught
Christianity to the heathen Frisians and generally to the
Low Germsns between the Moselle, the Rhine and the Elbe, were

themselves

able after a long separation from the continent to make/XRERRRXXE

intelligible to their pagan kKinsfelk. .
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Jutland is the link between our Danish and Dutch (or Low
German) ancestors. Speaking of Jutlend, Alfred the Great
wrote, "in these lands the Angles dwelt before they came
hither to this land." Alfred the Great lived from 849 to
901 A.D. In the two centuries preceding his birth the :
most powerful of all the German tribes were the Franks, who
"ultimately conquered the whole of France and the greater part
of the Germanis as described by Tacitus and Alfred the Great.
They gave their name to France, which had been called Gaul
(Gallia) by the Romans. The greatest of their rulers
Charlemagne was crowned at Rome by the Pope and founded the
Holy Roman Empire.

Skipping the history of Europe from the Battle of
Adrianoble (378 A.D.) as merely a story of Germen vandalism,
Vansittart can only say of Charlemagne that war, conquest and
~expansion "as usual" was his passion too. It matters not
to Vansittart that all previous historians and writers, French,'
Germasn and English, unite in admiration of Charlemagne.
Guizotfthe famous French historian and statesman/wrote of him:-
"no sovereign, no human being perhaps, ever rendered greater
service to the civilisation of the world." It may be
_admitted that he did not deserve the praise bestowed by
Freeman on Alfred the Great as "the most perfect character in
history.n® But both were Germans in the Tacitean and
Vansittartite sense, and the native language of both was a

Teutonic dialect.
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The_remaindér of Vansittart's history from Charlemagne's
death to the Battle of Waterloo is just as misleading,
erroneous and absurd as his "Black Record" for the first
eight centurieé of the Christian era. There is nothing

whatever in the story of mediaeval and modern Europe up to the

" end of the nineteenth century to support the Vansittart dogma

that the Germans were more fond of fighting,more contentious,
more aggressive than the.French, the Swedes, the Turks, the
Spaniads, the Russians, or even the English. The old tribes
of Germany were split up under the Holy Roman Empire into a
number of small kingdoms and dukedoms, which were often
arrayed against one another, or against Austria, during the
religious wars which distracted and desolated Central Europe
after the Reformation. Sittart, a émall Low German or Dutch
town from which the Vansittarts came, was in the old duchy

of Julieh. Prince Albert, the husband of Queen Victoria; came
from another small German State. So did Luther and Goethe

and other famous Germans whom we associate with religion,

.philosophy, art, music,and letters. It happened for several

¢
centuries that England and afterwards Great bBritain waged

almost incessant war with France by land and sea for religion,'
commerce or empire; and in these wars we very often had one or
more of the Germaﬁ btates for our allies. All the fam;us
battles of Marlborough and Wellington, and most of the sea
fights in the annals of the British navy were against the
French.

But all this is common knowledge and only needs to be
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repeated because the Chief Diplomatic Adviser to the

British Government has put out under the guise of authority
these fantastic perversions of ancient and modern history,
which are insulting not only to the intelligence of his
readers, but also to many millions of people in England, in
our Colonies, in the United States in in South America,

whose fathers or forefathers came from Germany. Most of them

are friends of liberty, like Mr.Wendell Willkie, and as eager
as we are to overthrow the hateful dictatorship of the Nazis.
How recent is our quarrel with German or Prussian
imperialism is shown by the fact that Vansittart was sent to bé
educated in Germany, as we learn from some curious
autobiographical details told in his "Black Record" pamphlet.
In his youth our foreign policy favoured Germany and was
directed against France and Russisa. There were distinguished
Englishmen like Mr.Joseph Chamberléin and Mr.Cecil Rhodes who
even looked for an alliance with Germany, and the French
Entente only b%yan after Wansittart joined the Diplomatic
Service. There were no complsints then of German perfidy
or of the innate wickedness of the German race. Vansittart
could have told us how nearly we were at war with Russia for
the defence of India and with France over Siam and Fashoda.
But he was engaged on what he calls 'a plain statement of the
truth!', which on inspection turns out to be not truth but
fiotion,:
(With Veansittart's censure of condemnation of Nazi atrocities and

' treatment of subjugated countries there is no disagreement
‘F This essay 1is so e%y concerned with his presentatidn o? e

history of Germany.) 2 ¥
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There is a public ready to baock negotiation, if it
is not ostensibly U.D.C.vide leader of Labour Parth

& leader of Liberal party at Mgnchester, The latter
subscribes to U.D.C. secrmbly, & the former says

Trade Unionists mainly pacifie now, buft amti-U.D.C,

How to arrange meetings ? U.D.C. is in touch with
men who will organise on these lines & would patriotically
help without oredit to U.D.C., =8 8.g8.re Central Hall
Meetings (March 1917). ‘
lot

” How to provide plétform ? M.Ps le&th to lesve London
exeept on Fridays, but many wodld he snxious to promote
pro-negotiation & pro-Lansdowne movement, eppecially if

a good show @a#n bhe made, Orgamisers report that they can
arrange meetings if a ‘peer will spesk, Snobbery still

a foree in pacifist movement es elsewhore.:y_ o

s
Possible sympathisers.:
'?"'"""‘! ories. m xa Peers,

- Wood Denman Ashton

Bentinek King
Banbury Riochardson gggxer
iy Rownt ree Brvoe
cig Chansellor 1&:5 |

y
John SheTzaeld

ﬁ;ﬁ:&g Staenmore

Kiley

~““Reech
Wedgwood
Harria
Pringle

- 8ird Runcimen
- SirW.Collins
Barlow
J.W,Wilson
Shaw

Jones

"~ ~Rends11
Bliss
-France
‘Baring
RNuttall
EllisDavies
Dickinson
Jardine
Price
_Raffan
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To The Editor of The Times »gﬁj}f
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f

“8sir, \
We gesire tosaggest that the time has come when we should take

stock of our position and that consideration of the following facts

may be relevant.

a) Reason and commonsense alike condemn the bombing and
counter-bombing of civilian populatione as inhumane and futile.

b) The indiscriminate Sinking of merchantmen, sailors and
fishermen cannot be defended on any grounds.

¢) The growth of our expenditure has already risen to £13.000.000 .
a day, and the draining away of all our resources 1in gold and
-foreign investments points to inflation and an empty Treasury when
the war 1is over,

d) There is danger of famine in Burope and severe privation at
home through the sinking of food ships and the diversion of nearly
all able-bodied men in the country from agriculture and productive
employment into the army and munitions factories.

e) When the war is over, we may have lost most of our foreign
trade and shall have no adequate supplies of manufactures to exchange
for food and raw materlals.

f) In another year, our national debt will be so large that the
State will be compelled to make a composition with its creditors

in Great Britain and the United States, or to pay all 1ts obliga=
tions in depreciated paper-money, which is perhaps the worst form
of confiscation. Industry and commerce will be crippled by
texation and there will inevitably be a huge army of unemployed
disbanded from the army, whose prospects will become Wworse and worse
the longer the war continues. :

In view of these things, Whould we not ask ourselves whither we are
going and what 1s our ultimate aim? Could we not explore the
possibilities of an honourable and permament peace with adequate

guarantees for its fulfilment? We suggest a permament settlement
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which would restore commerce and prosperlty. This would appeal
alike to good Americens and good Europeans and to the British
Commonwesalth of Nations,

A proposal for such a settlement would not be an overture to
the enemy, or betray any weakness of British determination, but it
would make a strong appeal to the peoples of Italy and Germany and
would encourage all the oppreesed people under the Nazi yoke, and
constitute the most effective form of propaganda. It would also offer
an attractive Anglo-Americen substitute for the insidious Nazl scheme
of a more or less free-trade Europe under German economlic direction

and political domination.
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which would restore commeroe and ProSperity,  This would appeal
alike to gocd Americens and good Europesns and to the British
Commonwe alth M. Natlons,

A propossl for such a settlement would not be an overture to

the enenmy, or betray any weaskness of British determination, but it

would mako a Gtrong appeal to the peoples of Italy and Germany and
would encourage &ll the oppreseed people under the liazl yoke, and

constitute the nost effeetive form of propaganda, It would slso offer
an attractive Anglo=Anerican substitute for the insidious Nazi scheme

of & more or lese frecstrade Burope undey German economic direction
and politiecal domination,
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The Quoestlon of a Fight to a Finlsh,

We frequently read statements that the sole purpose of the
war 1s victory and that it would never do to stop or listen to
peace terms until the Germans have been vanquilshed. Even if
there were a change of government in Germany, French and British
militarists say that we should take no notice, According to
them we are not fighting Hitler or Ribbentrop, but Germany and
the German people; and nothing will satisiy them but utter
defeat of the enemy, either on the field of battle or as the
result of blockade and exhaustion, Sych a theory is usually
accompanied by the assumption of a dictated peace, like that
which was extorted from the Germans at Versallles twenty years
ago. The results of Versailles ought to serve as a warning.
Treaties if they are to be honoured in the observance should be
beneficial to all parties and should be signed willinglye
The peace that followed Waterloo was of this character; and
when it was broken by the Crimean War, nearly forty years after-
wards, the two principal belligerents (who had fought one
another fer twenty years) were in alliance.

Moreover unless the war extends, it 1s almost certaln that
the next peacoe settlement will emerge from a general conference,
in which neutrals as well as belligerents will take part. In
the last war many of the present European neutrals, including

Japan, Italy, Turkey and all the Balkan States, were belligerents;
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and so was the United States in the last two years of the war,
But at the beginning of the New Year we see all these neutrals,
including Holland, Belgium and the Scandinavian States, not
only bent on keeping out of the war between Germany and the
two allied democracles, but also eager to promote peace because
our war is inflicting upon ﬁost of them the gravest loss and
suffering. Indeed the situation of Holland, Belgium, Denmark,
Sweden and Norway, owing td the German submarine warfare and
the floating mines and the British blockade, is almost
intolerabls.

If the British and French Governments were to proclalm the
doctrine of 'a fight to a finish'! and bang the door against
peace, there would be a real danger of losing the moral support
and sympathy of neutrals,  This would be a very serious matter
and.certainly would not help to win the war, It might make
1€ dirffienlt, il not impqssible, to maintain the blockade,.

War, it should be remembered, seldom goes according to
programme. Six months ago who would have supposed that Kussia
would selze half Poland, overrun the three Baltic States and
invadg Finland?

No doubt there is a probabllity that in a long war Germany
will break down before Great Britain and France. But the pro-
cess of financial exhaustion will be at work hsre as well as
in Germany, and at best war is a gamble. We have been told
by our own statesmen over and over again that in the next war
"there will be no victors". Great Eritain and the British

Fmpire will be poorer and weaker, our aoclal fabric will bs

shaken, much private property and income will be confiscated
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or lost, even if a year or twoe years hence Germany collapses in
revolution and exhaustion, Mr, 0,G, Villard's remarkable articles

in the Paily Telegraph gave his impressions of Germany in October

and November, He talked to all sorts and conditions of people; he
reported a general longing for peace. This firm friend of the
Allies, an enthusiastic admirer of England, held that "the most
important thing todaf'is to persuade the German people that the
English are not bent on destroying them, and that the Allies "are
ready to stop the day that any intimation comes from Germany that
there 1s a readiness te discuss a decent peace".

If reasonable peace terms could be formulated at a conference
convened by neutral Powers, and if such terms were ro jected by the
German Government and accepted by the Allies, our moral and
political position would be overwhelmingly strong and the German

peopls would very likely overthrow their Uovernment.

The folly of proclalmine a Fight to & finishe

It is impossible to reconcile with common sense the theory
that we went to Wa??igiérder to win it, or that brute force must
be met by brute force until one combatant or the other can ad-
minister a knock-out blow. Until Russia seized half Poland,
gobbled up three little Baltic States (fellow members of the
League) and made a brutal attack on Finland, it was possible to
say that our great purpose wes to defend liberty, democracy and
members of the League against aggression. But we have not been
prepared to take up arms against Russian Aggression on Poland,
the Baltic States or Finland, and it is difficult therefore to say

that we will fight 'to the bitter end' against one aggressor while
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we remain at peace with tha other. The danger and folly of reduc-
ing our war and peace aims to 2a fight to a finish, either by
military force, OT by economic pressure and exhaustion, may be
summed up under four heads. (a) The effect on neutrals, (b) the
of fect on the British Frpire, (c) the effect on France and

(d) the effect on ourselves.

a. The small neutrals of Furope are already suffering terrihle
hardships from German U~boats and mines and from our naval blockade.
The large neutrals, morse aspecially the United States, Japan and
Italy, are no doubt making considerable profits elther by the sale
of munitions at sxorbitant prices or by ousting Britilsh shipping
and commerce from peace time trade. But they are all in varying
degrees anxious for a peaceful settlement and eager to mediate in
order to save themselves and civilisation from disaster.

b. If we look beyond our own shores to India and the self-
governing Dominions, we must recognise how dependent the Empire
has always been for its prosperity and safety on the financial
resources of Gt. Britain, and how serious would be the plight of
our fellow subjects overseas if our caplital were sO depleted that
we could no longer help them with loans or provide them with an
adeguate market for theilr axports. And how then could they continue
to pay interest on loans which are treated as trustee segcurities
and have hitherto been punctually paid?

¢. The strength of our French Ally conslsts largely in the pro-
ductivity of 1its agriculture and in its large gold reserve, but
the strain of war and a vast mobilised army 1s enormous, and the
danger of a war of exhaustion must be taken into consideration by
211 sensible people on both sides of the channel. At the present
time the cost of the war to France 1s believed to be about four

millions sterling a day.



d. Our own resources are limited, That is shown clearly by
the War budget. We are already spending six millions a day. The
graduated income tax and surtax rises to nearly seventeen shillings
in the pound. Nearly all our direct and indirect taxes are at
concert pitch. The yleld of some important sources of revenue such
as the taxss on petrol and motor cars 1s declining. It is doubt-
ful if much more can be ralsed from either taxes or rates. The
financial position of many of the municipalities and local authori-
ties is becoming precarious. It is deplorable that so many lead-
ing Socialists should proclaim that wages and sociol services can
be maintained by 'soaking the rich'. The Chancellor of the
Exchequer has shown conclusively that if our ten thousand richest
men were deprived of all their incomes it would not enable him to
pay for more than a week of the war. If this colossal waste should
continue for a long period, it may be predicted with certalnty that
private fortunes will be swept away, that the income tax payers and
ratepayers will find it impossible to maintain thelr contributions,
that it will be impossible to keep up the social services or the
present high salaries, wages and pensions of state and municipal
employeeas.,

Can it be contended under these circumstances that we ought
to sacrifice private property, private welfare and perhaps most of
the liberties which we prize in the hope of establishing a post war
Utopia on the foundations of British and Furopean bankruptcy? What
will happen to the health of owmr people, or to thelir moral, religious
and intellectual 1ife, if the funds and endowments of hospitals,
charities, Building Societles, Frilendly Societies, Churches,Chapels,
Schools and Universities are swept away and devoured by war?

Would this be a useful contribution to the cause of democracy?
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We think not. Would the Trade Unions survive? We doubt it.
Certainly 1t were valn to hope that religious, educational or
charitable endowments could be preserved from the wholesale
devaluation or destruction of private savings, incomes and
property that must ensue from long continued war on this scals.

These are surely good reasons for proclaiming peace aims
which would be embraced with enthusiasm by the people of
Germany and would compel their Government at a general Psace
Conference, not only to make the necessary concessions, but to
provide solid guarantees for the future security of theilr
nelghbours.

One must not be surprised that so many people both here
and in neutral countries find it very difficult teo get a clear
conception of what we are fighting for and what are the terms of
peace which we should like to dictate or seek to obtaln by
negotiation. Again supposing that we are ready to fight to a
finish in order to obtain the whole of our war aims (whatever
those alms may be) the all important question arises how long
will such a fight to a finish last, and how sure are we about
its results? Those responsible for this memorandum think
that the peace which could be got at the end of a TightAto a
finish' is likely to be worse than the peace which could be
got by negotiation now or in the near future - in short that
the terrible price which will have been paid would be likely to
make things not better but the reverse. This may bes disputed;
but it is a matter of certalnty that every month of war which
passes will make soclal and economic condlitions worse for our

people and for the people of France, as well as for Germany
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and the small neutral democracies of Europe which we want to
protect against aggression.

Theoretically the terms of a dictated peace might be better
than those of a negotlated peace by consent. But the Treaty of
Versailles, wrung from the Germans by a famine blockade after
four years of general slaughter and destructlon, is a discourag-
ing precedent. It is significant that Mr. Lloyd George, who
believed in the Knock-out Blow policy arnd carried it through
during the second half of the Great War, would now prefer a
moderate negotiated peace after a short war, to the doubtful
prospect of a dictated peace after a long war, involving as
it would severe privations and probably also the bombing of

open towns in Britain, France and Germany.
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J.D. Beresford Selsey, SusseX.
Edmund Blunden Merton College, Oxford.
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Sir Gilbert Jackson Hampstead, London.
Caradog Jones Tiverpool University.
Andrew Law, J.P. Glasgow.
Lord Mamhead Mamhead Park, Exeter.
D. Jervis Molteno, C.C. Glenlyon House, Perthshire.
Margaret Murray Painswick Lodge, PainswicXk;
Gloucestershire.
Professor James F. Rees Principal, University College,
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. ) of the University of Wales.
Sir Daniel Stevenson, Bt. Cleveden, Glasgow
The Rev. John S. Whaie, Ml Presiden%, Cheghunt Collegs,
Cambridge.
Dr. H.M. Wodehouse Mistress of Girton College,
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Copies of this memorandum may be obtained from the Public
Economy League, 69, Victoria Street, hondon, S.W.iw
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WAR AIMS AND PEACE TERMS,

The Question of a Fight to a Finish.

We frequently read statements that the sole purpose of the
war 1ls victory and that 1% would nevar do to stop or listen %o
peace terms until the Germans have been vanguished. Even if
there weré a change of government 1in Germany, French and British
militarists say that we should take no notice. According to
+them we are not fighting Hitler or Ribbentrop, but Germany and
the German people; and nothing will satisfy them but utter
defeat of the enemy, elther on the field of battle or as the
result of blockade and gxhaustion. Such a theory is usually
accompanied by the agsumption of a dictated peace, 1like that
which was extorted from the Germans at Versallles twenty years
ag0. The results of Versailles ought to serve as 2 warning.
Treaties if they are to be honoured in the observance should be
beneficial to all parties and should be signed willinglye
The peace that followed Waterloo was of this character; and
when it was broken by the Crimean War, nearly forty years after=-
wards, the two principal belligerents (who had fought one
another for twenty years) were in alliaﬁce.

Moreover unless the war extends, it 1s almost certain that
the next peace settlement will emerge from a general confersnce,
in which neutrals ag well as belligerents will taks part. i
the last war many of the present European neutrals, including

Japan, Italy, Turkey and all the Balkan States, weTe belligarents;



_;énd so was the United States in the last two years of the war,

But at the beginning of the New Year we see all these neutrals,
including Holland, Belgium and the Scandinsvian States, not
only bent on keeping out of the war between Germany and the
two allied democracies, but also eager to promote peace because
our war is inflicting upon most of them the gravest loss and i

suf ferdng . Indeed the situation of Holland, Belgium, Denmark,

Sweden and Norway, owing 1o the German submarine warfare and
the floating mines and the British blockade, is almost

intolerable.

If the British and French Governments were to proclaim the

doctrine of 'a fight to a finish' and bang the door against

peace, there would be a real danger of losing the moral support
and sympathy of neutrals. This would be a very serious matter
and certainly would not help to win the war. It might make

it difficult, »if not impossible, to maintain the blockade;

War, it should be remembered, seldom goes according to
programme . 9ix months ago who would have supposed that Russia
would seize half Poland, overrun the three Baltic States and

invade Finland?

No doubt there is a probability that in a long war Germany

will break down before Great Britain and PFrance. But the pro-

cess of financial exhaustion will be at work here as well as
in Germany, and at best war is s gamble. We have been told
by our own statesmen over and over again that in the next war
Ythere will be.no wvietors?. Great Britain and the British
Empire will be poorer and weaker, our social fabric will be

shaken, much private property and income will be confiscated




e

or lost, even if s year or two years henca Germany collapses in
revolution and exhaustion. Mr. 0.G. Villard's remarkabls articles

in the Daily Telegraph gave his impressions of Germany in October

and November. He talked to all sorts and conditions of people;
he reportei a general longing for peace., This firm Iriend of ths
Allies, an enthusiastic admirsr of England, held that "the most
ilmportant thing today" is to persuade the German people that the

English are not bent on destroying them, and that the Allies "

are
ready to stop the day that any intimation comes from Germany that
there is a readiness to discuss a decent peace.

If reasonable peace terms could be formulated at a conferencs
convened by neutral Powers, and if such terms were rejected by the
German Government and accepted by the Allies, our moral and
political position would be overwhelmingly strong and the German
Government could no longer count, Upon support from their peopls.

The folly of proclaiming a fisht to a Tin . sh,
It 1s impossible to reconcile with common sense the theory

that we went to war merely to win it, or that brute force must

be met by brute force until one combatant or the other can

administer a knock-out blow. Until Russia seized half Poland,
gobbled up three little Baltic Statss (fellow members of the

League) and made a brutal attack on Pinland, it was possible to

say that our great purpose was to defend liberty, democracy and
members of the League against aggressilon., But we have not been
prepared to take up arms against Russian Aggression on Poland,

the Baltic States or Finland, and it is difficult therefore to say ,

that we will fight 'to the bitter end! against one aggressor whils
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gie remain at peace with the other. The danger and folly of reduc-
ing our war and psace aims to a fight to a finish, either by
military force, or by economlic pressure and exhaustion, may be
summed up under four heads. (a) The effect on neutrals, (b) the
effect on the EBritish Emplire, (c) the effect on France and

(d) the effsct on ourselves.

a. The small neutrals of Zurope are alrseady suffering terrible
hardships from German U-bnats and mines and from our naval blocikade.
The large neutrals, more asspecially the United States, Japan and
Italy, are no doubt making considerable profits elthar by the sale
of munitions at exorbitant prices or by ousting British shioping
and commerce from peace time trade. But they are all in varying
degrees anxious for a peaceful settlement and sager to medlate in
order to save themselves and civilisation from disaster.

b. If we look bayond our own shores to Indla and the self-
governing Dominions, we must recognise how dependent the Empire
has always been for its prosperity and safety on the financilal
resources of Gt, Britain, and how serlious would be the plight of
our fellow subjects overseas if our capital were so depletod that
we ecould no longer help them with loans or provide them with an
adequate market for thelr exports., And how then could they continue
to pay interest on loans which are treated as trustee securities
and have hitherto been punctually paid?

¢c. The strength of our French Ally consists largely in the pro-
ductivity of 1its agriculture and in its large gold reserve, but
the strain of war and a vast moblilised army 1s enormous, and the
danger of a war of exhaustion muast be taken into consideration by
all sensibla peopls on bothn sides of the channel. At the present
time the cost of the war to Freance 1ls believad to be about four

milliona sterling a day.
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d. Our own resources are limited, That 1s shown clearly by

the Wer budget. We are already spending six millions a day. The
graduated income tax and surtax rises to nearly seventeen shillings
in the pound. ©Nearly all our direct and indirect taxes are at
concert pitech. The yleld of some important sources of revenue such
as the taxes on petrol and motor cars is declining. It is doubt-
ful if much more can be ralsed from either taxes or rates. The
financial position of many of the municipalities and local authori-
ties 1s becoming precarious. It is deplorable that so many lead-
ing Socialistie should proclaim that wages and soclial services can
be maintained by 'soaking the rich'. The Chancellor of the
Exchequer has shown conclusively that if our ten thousand richest
men wera deprived of all their incomes 1t would not enable him to
pay for more than a week of the war. If this colossal waste should
continue for a long period, it may be predicted with certainty that
private fortunes will be swept away, that the lncome tax payers and
ratepayers will find it impossible to maintain their contributions,
that it will be impossible to keep up the social services or the \
present high salaries, wages and pensions of state and municipal
employees.,

Can it be contended under these circumstances that we ought
to sacrifice private property, private welfare and perhaps most of
the liberties which we prize in the hope of establishing a post war
Utopia on the foundations of British and Iarcpean bankruptcey? What
will happen to the health of our people, or to thelr moral, religioys -
and intollectual 1life, if the funds and endowments of hospitals,
cherities, Building Sociletles, Friendly Socisties, Churches,Chapels,
Schools and Universities are swept away and devoured by war?

Would this be a useful contribution to the cause of democracy?



We think not. Would the Trade Unions survive? We doubt 1t.
Certainly it were vain to hops that religious, gducatlonal or
charitable endowments could be preserved from the wholesale
devaluation or destruction of private savings, incomes and
property that must ensue from long continued war on this scals.
These are surely good reasons for proclaiming peace alms
which would he embraced with enthusiasm by the people of
Germany and would compel their Government at a general Peace
Conference, not only to make the necessary concessions, but to
provide solid guarantees for the future security of thelr
pelghbours.
One must not bae surprised that so many people both here
and in neutral countries find it very difficult Eo gat a clear
conception of what we are fighting for and what are the terms of
peace which we should like to dictate or seek to obtaimr by
negotiation. Again supposing that we are ready to fight to 2
finish in order to obtain the whole of gur war alms (whatever
those aims may be) the all important question arises how long
will such a fight to a finish last, and how sure are we about
its results? Those responsible for this memorandum think
that the peaco which could be got at the end of a fight to a
finish' is lilkely to be worse than the peace which could be
got by negotiation now or in the near future - in short that
the terrible vrice which will have been paid would be likely to
make things not better but the reverss. This may be disputed;
but it is a matter of certainty that every month of war which
passes will make soclal and economic conditions worse for our

people and for the people of Prance, as well as for Germany
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and the small neutral democracies of Europe which we want to
protect against aggression.,

Theoretically the terms of a dictated peacs might be better
than those of a negotiated peace by consent. But the Treaty of
Versailles, wrung from the Germans by a famine blockads after
four years of general slaughter and destruction, is a discourag-
ing precedsnt, It is significant that Hr., Lloyd George, who
believed 1n the Knoclt-out Blow policy ami carried it through
during the second half of the Great War, would now prefer a
moderate negotiatsed beace after a short war, to the doubtful
prospect of a dictated peace aftgr a long war, involving as
it would severs privations and probably also the bombing of

open towns in Britain, France and Germany,
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36, Ladbroke 7Arove,
London W. 11,
June 27, 1924,

My dear Evans:

Your long and interesting letter gave me much
food for reflection, and confirmed my suspicions and
anxieties. I stick very firmly to the view that
the beset hope of pacifying this unhappy region is
by sn economic mx eirenikon.. Your general suggestion
about the Balkan Committes is not gquite feasible
because for one thing it would mean a long delay,
and for another, I eould not very well suggest to
them that thay should suggest to the Foreign Office
that their “ha*rman should visit the Balkan capitals.

B LI W/}»Ww T getentont m A B!

I had hepes that Nr. N.B. might be able to
give me though you a hint of his own views, but I
presune he ie too %usv.&QWaknaxzﬁa%;m >regbt
/354 .,4"»-7 ClLL ¥ retune T

The Herriot talk about a new pact to entangle
us in another war was very alarming, but the P.M.'
very definite ”opudﬂa+1on seens to bhe explicit and
satisfacpory. It is to be hoped that the foreign
sky will now become a little brighter.

Yours ever,

S Hf
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tuestions for the Covernment and Perliement rai
by Fitler's Peace Cffer and ¥Fr.lLloyd George's
Comment in the Sunday Express of Coteober 8th, 1939,

Tt is almost certain thet the next peace will rot be
dietated by the helligerente to the defeated nstions, but will
be the result of a general eonference in vhich neutrels as well
as belligerents will take part.

It is not suggested thet Great Britein end France
should now enter into direct ﬁggetiatiens witk Fitler, or for
that motter with Stelin, as both these Dietators h-ve proved
themselves apgeressive in set end perfidiows in word. Heither
Germany nor Russie hrs a form of government whieh we like, but
neither had or have Folend, Rumenie, Turkey, 'taly or Spain., Ve
¢annot base a refusel to &isoaas‘peaee et = Furcpear confererce
upon the theory thet democrseics ernrot negotiste with dictestor-
ghips or that we esrn pick and choose between dietstorships.

The quest ‘on therefore whieh Fr.Chamberlein «nd ¥.
Paladier hrve tc decide on bekelf of the people of Creet Britein
and France is whether it would be better to heve a conference of
belligerent and n&ntrﬁl powers before the pgreat slaughter and
destruetion on the Francc-Germen frontier begins or ~fter.

#hat are the Pros and Contres for end egsinst an

attermpt to nepgotiate a peace settlement now?
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Pros and Contras

™he Contras heve been set forth repeatedly and almost
unanimously by the London Fress. rut it must be remembered that
the London Prese is controlled by very few men - less then a
dozen in all - as Lord Camrose has gtown in his recent pumphlet.
Their argument is briefly thet Fitler's word cennot be trusted
and th=t at most he only wants a respite before furtrer aggression.
Therefore it is argued England end France rmust go on Pighting
until another knock-out blow is schieved end enother peace, more
stringent even than the pesce of Versailles, can be dicteted to
s beaten Germany. Tn some infiuentisl querters it is propesed
that the Allies should set up a new form of govermment in Germeny,
that Germany should be disarmed and policed for a period of years
by French and British garrisons quertered over tre whole countrye.
Seversl newspepers are alresdy ssying thet the originel theme of
our Ninistry of Informetion and Prepagende - that we are not
making war on the German people wes wrong and thet you eennot
distinguish the Nazi Coverrment frem the Cermen people =nd the
Germen army. If this view is sdopted by the British fovernment
it probably mesns & Very long war. Yor if it is a war ageinst
the German people they will obviously Pight witk desperection,
and there is no eertainty that they cen be defeated.

Let us now consider the arguments for # peece conference
in which all the netions interested in e permenent pecce settle-
ment Por Furope should heve = voice.

1. Eitler's position is no stronger but really weaker than
it wes before Funich. He is now generelly distrusted and feared
by all the nations thet gsurround Germeny. The Axis is broken,
the agreement with Russia hes aliensted Francc and Spain. He
has been forced to abandon his desipgns on the Raltie countries
and the Ukraine and to relesse Germen cormunigts from prison.
Germeny is now distrected by Pear of a Fed Revolution.

2. Under the pressure of war the Germen people =nd the
Germsn army are far more likely to eling to their Leader erd
to the Nazi svetem then 1f & pesce were restored.

B War is e gamble. It seldom goes esceording to programme,
and prophecy is vain. The militery experts e=nnot promise a
decisive vietory on the Western Front. Tre srmies =nd the
air forces are so egually matched thet it is unlikely thet either
the Siegfried or laginot lines can be foreed., Any sttempt to do
so would eertsinly involve the attack in enormous losses.
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4., The British naval tlockade is effective but it involves
enormous sufferings to friendly reutrals, espeeially to Denmark,
Sweden, Folland and Belgium. This is clear from steatements
jgsued by the Einistry of Information. ?he Denes, for example,
declrre thet they are losing £100,00¢ a week through the loss of
their exports of dacon, putter snd deiry preduce to great Britein
ag a result of the CGermen blockade of their cossts. The Duteh
and the Belgians seem to be guffering not less severely. It ie
adnitted slso that there is rigk of serious complicetions with
the United States, where lesding politieiens of both perties are
pressing President Roogevelt to mediete for the purpoee of
bringing the war to @ econc lusion before irreparable damage hes
been done to international trede.

5. Before ecoming to the purely Britieh ar nt for attempt-
ing to bring shout e settlement during this first gtage of the wer,
we srould also think of our French sllies ag well ss the denger
to the Low Countries, whose integrity end independence has alwaye
beer n Pundamental part of Britisk foreipgn poliey.

The French Government ig earrying on witrout & Parlisment
and is imprisoning the ecmrunist depruties whose objeet now apprars
to be to stop the war on the rasis of a communist allience with
Russia. As tre war ecntinves Frence will be more =nd more
dependent on British money end British soldiers. We have to bear
in m'nd the possibility thet ag hostilities proeoced end economie
eonditions become worse and worse, end the easuvalty liste grow
more and more terrible, French orinicn may demand peace negotia-
tions under econditions which will not necesserily be more
Pavourable than they £Ie now.

6o A8 the British earmy on the Continent is now mueh lerger
than it was in Oetober 1914, we rust sssume that the losses 'n
the first year of this war will probebly te greater than they
mere in the first year of ine last wer, end thet if the war lLasts
three years - whieh is the besis of our Covernment's ealeulations -
the losses may approximete to those of the legt war. After two
years of the lest war ahout 450,000 British officers end soldiers
hsd been killed or severely wounded, =nd sfter the next two yeers
under conseription the total hed rigsen to 2,437,000. ©On Armistice
Day of last year (1938) ¥r.Jd. Chendley, Seeretary of the British
Limbless Ex-Servicemen's Lesoeietion, wrote:-

»six million men served in Fis ¥ajlesty's Forees during
the Great War; 876,000 were killed or died on active service.
Wound ecasuslties in H.J.Forces totalled 1,920,000; 72,000 men
were wounded twice, and 10,900 three times or more.

"Now, twenty years after tre end of the war, 400,000
ex-Servicemen in Great Britain suffer permanent dissblement, of
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whom 148,000 are 50 per cent. or more dissbled; 1,900 suffer
total loss of sight, 55,800 are in mentel rospitels, 32,350 have
lost & limb or limbs."

Bext to the losses of our young men we rust consider
when we are balsneing the reletive adventages and disadvantages
of continuing the war, the econonie losses which will be inflicted
on all classes of the population.  Turing the last war di rect
and indireet texetion was increas four-fold, 2rd the standard
rate of income tax was eventually fﬁiaed from fourteenpence to
gsix shillings in the pound. Between ¥ereh,1914. end larch,
1916, the Nati onal Debt rose from 649 to 2,122 millions sterling.
Tn Mereoh, 1917, it was over £4,000 millions; in Kerch,1918,
it was £5,871 millions; and & year later, after the end of the
war, it had risen to £7,434 millione. 8ir John Simon's first
budget raises the income tax gtendard rete for the present
fineneial year to ?/- in the pound and propcses thet next year
it shall be 7/64 in the pound, with a gurtex rising to 9/6d
(i.0. 17/-) on the highest incomes.

¥whet will be the consequences to property, savings,
wages, currency and prices of a prolonged wer? Fow ean the
social services be meintained and the goale of the selerieg peild to
officers, Civil Servents and the ofPieials of loenl anthorities?

7. Mo dcubt it is probeble that exheustion and revolution
in Cermeny will come before & general confisecation of property end
ineome destroys the sociel fabric of ¢reat Britein end the capitel
which will be so necessary to repeir the ravages of wer at home
and in the British Empire. But these ropes and expectations ere
not certainties. Cen sueh & gamble be justified end should we
be in » better position to bring about & setisfectory peece if
there were a communist revolution ir Cermeny, apd = eonsequent
alliance hetween Germany nd Russis which would extend the Soviet
systern to the Rhine?



Kensiveron Park Garpens,

Wi,

TEL: PARK 4643.

18th January,1940

My dear NgeX

ThiéwmemQJMOw completed with
the help of Sir Philip Gibbs, Arnold and
others, has sproved by youF fellow
Peer,Mamhead, the Bishop of Chichegter and
quite a lot of people - neutral, Tory and
Socialist. Have you time to read it and
tell me whether you think it should be
sent to the Press with a few signatures
commenaing 4§17 i}But my special reason for
writing is to enclose this card and to
_beg you-on befhalf of Sir  John Sanderson
to come and give us at &any rate-ten
minutes. It 1s\a free discussion and we
~want it fa be as gpod and as representative
as possible. \

Yours ever,

ﬁa—-—%—‘- -.WI#WZ

J e Supes o evee
Wmm Mhéw

77/&7”bﬁw6771.



peace terms until the Germans have been vanquilshed. Even if

there were a change of government in Germany, French and British
militarists say that we should take no notice. According to
them we are not fighting Hitler or Ribbentrop, but Germany and
the German people; and nothing will satisly them but utter.
defeat of tlhie enemy, either on the field of battle or as the
result of blockade and exhaustion. Such a theory is usually
accompanied by the assumption of a dictated peacs, like that
which was extorﬁed from the Germans at Versailles twentyryears
ago. The results of Versailles ought to serve as a warning.
Preatles i1f they are to be honoured in the observance should be -
beneficial to all parties and should be signed willingly,.

The peace that followed Waterloo was of this character; and
when it was broken by the Crimean War, nearly forty years after-
wards, the two principal belligerents (who had fought one

another fer twenty years) were 1n alliance.

Yo Moreover unless the war extends, it 1s almost certaln that

N

the next peace settlement will emerge from a genefél conference,
in which neutrals as well as belligerents will take part, In
the last war many of the present European neutrals, including

Japan, Italy, Turkey and all the Balkan States, were belligerents;

‘;L
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| and so was the United States in the last two years of the war.
But at the beginning of the New Year we see all these neutrals,
including Holland, Belgium and the Scandinavian States, not
only bent on keeping out of the war between Germany and the
two allied democracies, but also eager to promote peace because
our war is inflicting upon most of them the gravest loss and
suffering. Indeed the situation of Holland, Belgium, Denmark,
Sweden and Norway, owing to the German submarine warfare and
the floating mines and the British blockads, is almost

intolerabla.
). Vi

L ‘Hl
o~ 1f the British and French Governments were to proclalm the

‘doctrine of 'a fight to a finish' and bang the door against

peace, there would be a real danger of loslng the moral support
and sympathy of neutrals, . This would be a very serious matter
and}ceftainly would not help to win the war. It might make

A diffieult, iif not impqssible, to maintain the blockade.

War, 1t should be remembered, seldom goes according to

Rl

programme, Six months ago who would have supposed that Hussia

@i“‘L " would seize half Poland, overrun the three Baltic States and

- invade Finland?

%;g No doubt there is a probabllity that in a long war Germany
f?% will break down before Great Britaln and France. -bBut the pro-

ng@?f~}\‘ coss of financial exhaustion will be at work here as well as

f \ glg in Germany, and at best war is a gamble. We have been told

éif!)ﬁ f ¢% by our own statesmen over and over again that in the next war

' | Mihere will be no victors". Great Britain and the British

fi’gf Fmpire will be poorer and woaker, our soclal fabric will be

private property and income will be confiscated
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or lost, even if a year or two years hence Germany collapses in

revolution and exhaustion., Mr, 0,Go Villard's remarkable articles !

in the Daily Telegraph gave his impressions of Germany in October

"'and November, He talked to all sorts and conditions of people; he
ﬁreported a general longing for peace., This firm friend of the
Allles, an enthuslastic admirer of England, held that "the most
important thing todaf'is to persuade the German people that the

English are not bent on destroying them, and that the Allies "are

ready to stop the day that any intimation comes from Germany that
there is a readiness te discuss a decent peace',

-\ If reasonable peace terms could be formulated at a conference
"fﬁwgconvened by neutral Powers, and if such terms were re jected by the
\ German Government and accepted by the Allies, our moral and
political position would be overwhelmingly strong and the German

people would very likely overthrow their Government.,

{ The folly of proclaiming a fight to a finish.

It is impossible.to reconcile with common sense the theory
;%33-‘ éhat we went to Wa%?igi%rder to win 1t, or that brute force must
be met by brute force until one combatant or the other can ad-
minister a knock-out blow, Until Russia seized half Poland,
gobbled up three little Baltic States (fellow members of the
League) and made a brutal attack on Finland, it was possible to
say that our great purpose wes to defend liberty, democracy and
members of the League against aggression, But we have not been
prepared to take up arms against Russian Aggression on Poland,

the Saltic States or Finland, and it is difficult therefore to say

that we will fight 'to the bitter end' against one aggressor while
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we remain at peace with the other. The danger and folly of reduc-
ing our war and peace aims to a fight to a finish, either by
military force, or by economic pressure and gexhaustion, may Dbe
surmmed up under four heads. (a) The effect on neutrals, (b) the
effect on the British Empire, (c) the effect on France and

(d) the effect on ourselves.

a. The small neutrals of Jurope are already suffering terrible
hardships from German U=boats and mines and from our naval blockads.
The large neutrals, more especially the United States, Japan and
Italy, are no doubt making considerable profits elther by the sale
of munitions at exorbitant prices or by ousting 3ritish shipping
and commerce from peace time trade. But they are all in varylng
degrees anxious for a peaceful settlement and eager to mediate in
order to save themselves and civilisation from disaster.

b. If we look beyond our own shores to India and the self-
governing Dominions, we must recognise how dependent the Empire
has always been for its prosperity and safety en the financial
resources of Gt. Britain, and how serious would be the plight of
our fellow subjects overseas 1f our capltal were so depleted that
we could no longer help them with loans or provide them with an
adequate market for their exports. And how then could they continue
to pay interest on loans which are treated as trustee securities
and have hitherto been punctually paild?

c. The strength of our French Ally consists largely in ths pro-
ductivity of its agriculture and in 1its large gold reserve, but
the strain of war and a vast mobilised army 1s enormous, and the
danger of a war of exhaustion must be taken into consideration by
all sensible people on both sides of the channel. At the present
time the cost of the war to France 1s believed to be about four

millions sterling a day.

/



d. Our own resources are limited., That 1s shown clearly by
the War budget. We are already spending six millions a day. The
graduated income tax and surtax rises to nearly seventeen shillings
in the pound. Nearly all our direct and indirect taxes are at
concert pitch. The yield of some important sources of revenue such
as the taxes on petrol and motor cars is declining, It is doubt-
ful if much more can be raised from either taxes or rates. The
financial position of many of the municipalities and local authori-
ties is becoming precarious. It 1s deplorable that so many lead-
ing Socialists should proclaim that wages and social services can
be maintained by 'soaking the rich'. The Chancellor of the
Exchequer has shown conolusivelj that if our ten thousand richest
men were deprived of all thelr incomes it would not enable him to
pay for more than a week of the war. If this colossal waste should
continue for a long period, it may be predicted with certainty that
private fortunes will be swept away, that the income tax payers and
ratepayers will find it impossible to maintailn their contributions,
that it will be impossible to keep up the social services or the
present high salaries, wages and pensions of state and municipal
employees.

Can it be contended under these circumstances that we ought
to sacrifice private property, private welfare and perhaps most of
the liberties which we prize in the hope of establishing a post war
Utopia on the foundations of British and European bankruptcy? What
will happen to the health.of -our people, or to thelr moral, religious
and intellectual 1life, if the funds and endowments of hospitals,
charities, Building Societles, Friendly Societies, Churches,Chapels,
Schools and Universities are swept away and devoured by war?

Would this be a useful contribution to the cause of democracy?



We think not. Would the Trade Unions survive? We doubt it.
/ Certainly 1t were vain to hope that religious, educational or
charitable endowments could be pressrved from the wholesale
‘ devaluation or destruction of private savings, incomes and

property that must ensus from long continued war on this scalse.

These are’ surely good reasons for proclaiming peace aims
}which would be embraced with enthusiasm by the people of
Germany and would compel their Government at a general Peace

ff onference, not only to make the necessary econcessions, but to

)

I rovide solid guarantees for the future security of their
p

A
et A

neighbours.

%,
™

One must not be surprised that so many people both herse
and in neutral countries find it wery difficult to get a clear

conception of what we are fighting for and what are the terms of

peace which we should like to dictate or seek to obtain by
negotiation. Again supposing that we are ready to fight to a
: —~—a

f finish in order to obtain the whole of our war aims (whatever
.‘those aims may be) the all important question arises how long
will such a fight to a finish last, and how sure are we about
its results? Those raesponsible for this memorandum think
that the peace which could be got at the end of a ¥ight to a
finish' is likely to be worse than the peace which could be
got by negotiation now or in the near future - in short that
‘?the terrible price which will have been pald would ba likely to

make things not better but the reverse. This may be disputed;

but it is a matter of certainty that every month of war which
passes will make soclal and economic conditions worss for our

people and for the people of Franae, as well as for Germany
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E _~ATiong those who have signed or agreed to sign the
,u;megandg@ a?g{_

The Bishop of Chichester

ﬁhrl“Darnley Gobhem Hall, Kent.

Neal Green S Holbeek Menor, Horncastle, Lincs.
Dorothy (lLedy) Henley Watford Court, Rugby.

Francis W. Hirst Kensington Park Gardens, London.
gir Gilbert Jackson Gainsborough Gardens, London.
Lord Mamhead Memhead Park, Exeter..

D. Jervis Molteno, c.C. Glenlyon House, Perthshire.

Among those who approve of the memorandum but are at present
abroad are Sir Philip EEEEE’EEQ Mr. Richard stokes, M.P. for Ipswich.
- C s i

e
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13. K ensineron Parx (GARDENS,

Wil

TEL: PARK 4643.

21st February,1940.

My dear W ol

: I am very glad indeed that you
are pursuing your separais—pe th-apnd. -
congratulate you on your &l imghd
Could you spare some copies t@~the Cobden
Club?_ And could you not send one to tne
arl of Darnley,?/m ee 2 pre
f .

I dined wi:gvégmead the other
night. He is very _g:% reg s S

J Agfa prre ekl &w_
o ours ever,
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TeEL: PARK 4643.

’ 13 K exsineron Park (G ARDENS,

February 6th, 1940.

My dear Buxton

1 know that you approve

of the enclosed. Will you

@n it? You will see that we

-

e 2
\\“Eiféady heve some good

signatures, and the names ought

to represent as many different

| views as possible.

Yours ever,
| Tran W itbrl
s o T e,



£ punford House,
/M Heyshott,
Midhurst,
Sussex

17th January 1941

My dear Nyl

__~_ Many thanks for your letter. Stokes
sdrew '\my attention to the statement. he
N \P.Ma fin reply to Strauss M.P. tgét it
v Swatreg defeats
and that humiliation was not necesSsary4
I'm pretty sure that the date was December
17th. J:L(A,fob L e et Tr Gt A e
/tf, Ilmes an) FeA A L. atr b b,

I am going over to see th
News-Letter editor on Saturday JeliUary 25th
at Headley near Hindhead, to discuss the
idea. It is very good of you to meke the
suggestion you propose. If ten per _cent
of my old 'Lengdowne'! friends were alive

—f¥here would be no difficulty whatever in
making the arrangement,you suggest, for four

months. b

&k )

I hope Little Adstock is all t
and the great Tolk 1t shelters. Z
PSR | >

Wﬂlﬁ‘w 5

;’WW

mhm.é{/‘/"/’

/-\






punford House,

Heyshott,
Midhurst,
Sussex

%rd February 1941

My dear No-o(

Thank you so much for your ngtes =1
think the enclosed more or less fulfilled my
s—snd on Friday when the editor of the

{ I, k" came over here, he assured me

knET_ they are quite ready to consider JleLiers.,
though their space is limited. Our
Lssociation has taken 250 copies which we shall
send Something ought to be done about
%, pamphlet,which is the most

ni sokisveuas piece of covernment propaganda
whireh I have seen since the war began.

The New Statesmen had a good criticism of it
a fortnight ago - better I think than K-H's.

I have written M,G. and also %o

Truth on the sub ject.

e A~rlf P o B8 i Y i T S

5 f_,4‘9¢z‘35"T?*23;§52«4 Acanm .
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“of Vansittart ‘end ultimetely of Duff Cooper. Utherwise

Dunford House,

bt i Heyshott,
S Midhurst,
LAY Sussex

% ; 19th February 1941
My dear Noel

I am not sure whether you will have received the
enclosed dossier. But in any case you may like to have
another copy for your brether or some friend. I have
felt for weeks that Vansittart's broasdcasts and his pamphlet
ought to be tackled and'p'ﬁ;the case to the M.G. twice.

At first they rejeoted My letter, but then they printed it
and I have been in correspondence(with encoursging results )
on the subJect with Stokes, Lady Astor, Ponsonby and others.
Ponsonby's effort,in the nouse of Lords weas first rate, and
Cranbowrne's defence-shows that the Government realises

that its position—snd that of Duff Cooper and Vansittart is
indefensible. We ought to be able to secure the retirement

Sag

there will be no atmosphere in which peace overtures or
peace mediation can be discussed with success.

You will note also that the.K-H Letter carried out
my suggestion and printed twelve letters on the Vansittart
question.  Lady Astor. . ells me she will not let the
Duff Cooper-Vansttart question drop. I showed clearly in
the lManchester Guerdian that Ven was only carrying out
Duff Cooper's idea that 21l Germens are as bad as Hitler.
Prey note what the D.T. says today in the front page
article on American opinion about the German city of St.

~ Louis, which illustrates Willkié's broadcast. I see also .

that there are nearlykﬁ millions in the lnited States of
German birth or descent and less than 4 millions of Knglish
birth. Unless the Government disavows Vansittart it will
alienate people of Cermen descent. like Willkie both in the

United States and in our colonies.

%‘ﬂ
What do you think should be done next to keep tire ball

rolling¢ It is by far the egf“ﬁﬁﬁﬁce and opportunity we

have had for a long time to prormoté commonsense moderate
Lansdownian VieWSf—hakbajbaapq/% V% e

Yours ever,
T am e - /s -

— e

—
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;’fr g Midhurs®
}f gﬁi"? Ve Susse;
- 7 fffﬁfx’n
A 17th June 1941

My dear Noel,

I am very gled %o have your

(fi} letter. You have very accuratel summarised
the jmportent points. Bl here is one that
I had forgotten and of which I am reminded DY

very distinguished visitor here. It is this.

a
When yO est a_ 1l otiat eace, many quite
ns e people tnilk= @ perhaps say that you

mean sugxgnﬂgv»ﬁf“the accep tance of Hitler's

3 terms. eEY L8 jmportant to meke quifte r
lear as my friend qu&JT$ﬁ%f this

crystal ¢
s not so and that our main Crl m of the
“rejected Hitler's

Government is that _they BayS LeJS2 2o
offers or varred his approacheS‘wfﬁh a flat

negative , &g a public statement® that we will

ngver-ngEuBEEEEJzéggggip or the Nazis on any
~tfeérms. ik

If you will let me know W :

wil re-write

you agree with this, ¥ B
the memo and bring it up VO date.

Tt\was very nice to see some
jends hexre On Saturday. Lady §gowden
ernoon tells me tH
able change of opinion

of your £r
who leaves us this 1
there has been & rema







My dedr c{ y

It was del 1"htfu1 to see you again and
to have such & pleasaut ta ]K abou+ the
past, and such an edifying one about the
present and future. There was not enough -
time and=I" have meny queries 1o propound- for
our next.meeting. Perhaps you will fix up
a date after you have read the enclosed.

f%ls‘t Oeaober 194

I ought to have mentioned the Sack »d@deburgl

and I might have quoted Macaulay o
wrederick the Great and Prince Ferdinand oI
Brunswick. s

However, as 1 told you,the Rector ofes
Lincoln and Sir Paul Harvey were quite
satisfied with it T had & notve from
Stokes this morning; but he did not mention
the matter. TTowever I have mentioned to
him your visit here end said that I was
sending you the memo.

Vaurb ever,

f&-W
R s ot

,‘,‘,,_,M M%
szm/ r L

/Cbzﬂwﬁzotliaomu

$
’






punford House,
Heyshott,

i dhurs?t,

Sussex

12th November 1942

My dear Neel

So be it. ray note that it was not
I who thought © but Stokes - who mus®t
I suppose have talk with him. Further if

you write to Hankey and send him the clean
copy, which I enclose along with your own,
don't mention my name, butaggy;z i

nTt was drafted by an oxford scholar who
took Firsts in Classical Mods and Greats, and
has made a special study of the Germenia of
yaeitus and the Germany geseribed by Alfred
the Great. The draft was independently
approved of by two other Oxford scholars -
one a head of a college and the other -a
leading writer on classical and modern history".

; ask for suggestions towards an
t ction, I enclose a few sentences (two
copies you) which you can destroy or use

in any way you like.

Jou mighh 2d Nt Vans foles) ofewurs «f.

a vela % endless coan - Persacu

e e
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v yidhurst, /

My degl Noel,

“This morning I nave your letter of
november 19th with the melancholy postscript.
T can sympathise with you as I %oo have been
1aid up with & feverish chill for nearly &
week, though I have not consented to a spell
in bed.

T don't think there would be any harm
in weiting & little longer until the
sit ) —9 t4le clearer both in North
Africa and Russia. Churchill said in his
last speech that great events might be
expected in the next few days. The gquestion
is whether these hard knocks will upset

Fascism and Hitlerism.

Meesnwhile I do hope you will soon be all
right again. If you are able to sound H in
advance you would have an idea whether it is
worth while to send him the memo. If he

thinks that total end unconditional surrendaer
ST ETT T O O e

e PR HEY BT
and Japan, he will not favour the memo, and
even if he does fayour i1t he may prefer to
keep aloof and paddle hisg own canoe.

1 wonder what you think aboutb the lates%

"y {i;“quy ég}%&f%%ﬁéég b
< 26th Lie vemtx“ﬁw%g
gy B

e






,k:‘ punford House,
Heyshott,

\
<//’/,, Midhurst

28 December,1942

My dear loel,

Many thanks for your letter of 21st
received this morning, and for the copy of
your introduction,which 1is excellent and
characteristic. The historical authori-
ties you vouch for,who regard the statement
as correct,are three oxford scholars - the
Rector of Lincoln, Sir Paul Harvey and my-
self. I feel sure that none of the facts
can be disputed, and they might be much
enlarged. I am surprised at your last
paragraph; I should have thought that
V's Record and poilsonous pemphlet were in
complete accord end well worthy of his own
previous record, but perhaps it is well %o
pay’compliments to a reputation which one
is destroying! It would be very surprising
and very pleasing if H were to sponsorise
the memo., but personally 1 should like you
to. do it as you are a true lansdownian as
well as a Buxtonian.X

Bed ardcs 7 %,bw/w
Yours ever,

VF?;pnAQAJ/
Pl

k{/d mW}yW(M(fQ%:MW
ﬁ/ogv/a/u GTackle V') neny of Aesy
Sfrenty o died T Fack v - |



Heyshott,
Midhurst,

U A Y *  Bussex

16th January 1943

Ey deaf Noel s “”'am&kd

rnan

When writing to you I wrote INTe eameioiope
T did not say that I had written fhe criticism
of Vansittart, but that I had onejlon his
caricatures of German history. He replies he
would be glad to read it, but would not want it,
as he had written & review (very short) at the
time and had printed something on the subject
by a Professor Atkins.

I am not at all surprised,as Gooch is not
a Lansdownien and msintains friendship with one
of the most.savage and bloodthirsty of all our
jingo writers, as well as With numerous German
and Polish jews who want the war to go on wmtid
they can hang 211 the Nazis and re-establish
their financial control of Germany,etc.etc.

It is possible of course that he may look
st it in another light when he hears frem you.
But reslly,thinking it over, I incline to the
yiew that if-it were nicely printed and
distributed selectively and skilfully to the
right sort of people in Parlisment end the press,
with your introduction,it would secure &

larger influence. 94111 if G will take it
/
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: Heyshott,

<f' / Midhurst
% Vf“’ W Sussel’i
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ond February 1943

My dear Noel,

anti-slévery men I suspended my
e Anpf-Slavery Soclety when this
thapf we shall have to deal with
white slavery Ace State unless we fight hard
against it. s glary has now begged me To renew my
subscript%gpfgnd L7 send, him the enclosed letter.

I expected théi Goo

Though a Buxtoni
small subscription
war began on the g

would take the line he

; wrong in suggesting that
he has done his duty in the matter of V's XmizkmxyX lies,
which are now more dangerous than ever. Tt k5 g§a+;y
8 %;E¥ that a fefutation of his mendacious 'histdry' 1is
no

57, the hands of the small minority of intelligent
readers in the Lords and Commons.

did, though I think he 18

I wonder how the Vansittart and Chichester
= 15 will result. It will depend on whether th
| with us nave the pluck to "say what they -think a
unconaitional surrender. I suspect very strongly that
Smuts¥and Stalin as well as neutral countries and & good
masny of our allies disagree with the policy ennounced at
Casablanca and soO enthusiastically endorsed by the P.M.
It is noticeable that our newspapers and the B.B.C. have
either been unable or unwilling to quote articles on the
subject from Lok eritan, CoTomnt and neutral press.

‘ President R{Cualified hit atement Yo a certain extent;

| : but his descrpil of the mdeting—stands, and will help

CI»Z;:Z;,/L//Hitler and Musso in their armemert that their peoples will

get no sdvantages from tant overthrow;1% /yz<7‘;,1 y Atr i m .

My argument, and I think yours, is that the best way

ﬂ/bit of -ba i e € of the war and obtaining the quick
t¢tory that everybodyy p< is to supplement the Atlantic
[ Charter with reasonabl peace, subject to the

4f1u4$3!
m»ﬁ””“”j proviso that the allies Fefuse to negotiate with Hitler
and Mussolini.

You will have noted s Order of the Day exhorting
his armies "to -chase the asf s over the boundaries of
our motherland". That is his objective, and in spite of

American pressure he has SO far refused to declare war on

X Womindun 49»».3/4L /l¢/1}§/kj} K 3pern A //;‘
Py geans Sldners Yy con ditrpcd homiedn oS



ford Hophe yshott,zxg;dh{?@ﬁ
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13- Kewsnweron Prar- GarRDENS, e
W-ik

3 February, 1943

My dear N : gy '
(M Bm%ﬂ/

" 1 nave a very interegting and in some
ways encouraging letter fromjfC., who has been
in touch-with Cranborne as you probably know,
and has at last been able to arrange to bring
his question rorward as the first motion of the
day on March 10. T daresay he has fold you
about the R.A.F. leaflet,and that the Govt.
refuses to allow it to be discussed in Parlia-
ment. I had senbf.hipm the memp on Vansittart.
He says he is much. 8t ck by it and adds "IT
seems to me extragrdinal ggod. Noel-B had
told me of it. ; : nope it will be

earnestly
published". ggﬂﬁgggxﬁgggglglg;ggg,are there-
in the H.of L. to whom if¥ might be usefully
sent®with your introductory letter?

Yours ever,

fmﬁ""”y'
e RED



Dunford House,
Heyshott,
Midhurst,
Sussex

8th July 1943

Dear Moeii

In reply to yours of July & I hasten
to say that I wrote my congratulations
to G.P.G on publishing it. I thought
-1t was admirable alike in aim and in
style - in short in your most persuasive
= lansdownian vein. If if could be
circulated among the right sort of people,
2%&1ong with the exposure of Van's history -
““&nd among the rlght pe0p1e I include
' : an and also

AKX gut if you do, don't meke it a mere
ﬁng -print. Say somewhere in a footnote

that it is & revised and enlarged from
an artiele in the Contemporary Review. Your
certainly ought to refer to Roosevelt's
broadcast to the people of ltaly, which is
really a withdrawal of ‘unconditional
surranderf

If the Germans throw off the Nazis
there will be a great release of commonsense
onlnion here on the advantasge of a negotiated

peace. W/ﬁr\ W“W el A

I VARSI P S Yours ever,
e e Aol
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