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ANALYSIS

THE ACTION TAKEN by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is characteristic of Convervatism; it is negative rather than 

positive, and it contains more show than reality. It is negative be
cause it cuts imports but provides no effective means to expand 
exports. It contains more show than reality because it affects private 
industry and private spending by raising the bank rate and restricting 
hire-purchase, but leaves untouched the far greater inflationary 
factors of public spending by the government, local authorities and 
nationalised industries. If it has any serious effect at all it will 
curtail home demand and drive industry to seek an outlet in foreign 
markets. Again this urge can only become effective within the 
present system by reducing export costs through the vicious and self- 
defeating method of reducing wages ; the foreign position is tem
porarily held at the expense of our own people’s standard of life, 
which in turn is the home market of industry. It is reckoned that 
if the home boom is checked, the rise in wages will also be checked, 
or worse. The whole idea is essentially negative ; if your means are 
limited, pull in your belt. It does not even occur to our present 
rulers, and still less to the Labour leaders, to go out and get the means 
to live better ; that means a real change of system which neither of 
them are prepared to face.

What is now beginning slowly to develop is precisely the crisis of 
the system which some of us have long foretold ; it has hitherto 
been postponed by a war and two armament booms. As a relic of 
our original monopoly of world markets and our long neglect to 
develop our own resources, the country is abnormally dependent 
upon export markets. The slightest change in world conditions 
affects us to a far greater extent than any other nation ; a serious 
change can at any time now bring a disaster. The Conservative 
government has been living in a fool’s paradise of post-war sellers’
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The EUROPEAN

markets and an American armament boom. In addition the terms of 
trade in recent years have been exceptionally favourable with a 
tendency to stable or rising export prices, while our essential imports 
tended to fall in cost. In this condition only the slightest variation 
has so far occurred. There is no change in the world boom ; other 
countries are so far not affected in the least.

The slender thread of economic life
All that has happened so far is an inclination for the price of 

our main imports to rise while the price of our exports is 
held down by increasingly competitive conditions. The Chancell
or of the Exchequer stated : “  Our January import prices were 
6 per cent higher than a  year earlier, and a 6 per cent rise add
ed almost £200m. a  year to the cost of our im ports.. Export 
prices have been steady since the middle of 1953 as the result of keen 
competition in overseas markets.” Even these slight variations 
threatened a balance of payment crisis and made drastic action a 
necessity ; so slender are the threads by which the life o f Britain 
hangs. A bitter paradox—which does not appear yet to have been 
mentioned—is that the opposite conditions would make matters far 
worse. If in the end of the world boom raw material prices ceased to 
rise and fell sharply, the situation of Britain would be worse than 
that of any other country for two clear reasons. Firstly the chief 
raw materia) producers are the Empire countries on which we are 
mainly dependent for our export trade, and their purchasing power 
would be reduced at once by a big fall in commodity prices. 
Secondly the end of the world boom would mean a contraction in 
the domestic market of every great industrial country and an urge 
to dump their surplus on world markets ; the chief sufferer must of 
course be the country with the largest proportion of total production 
going in export trade, because it cannot afford to hold its ground by 
selling below production costs. What we are now undergoing is a 
little crisis of prosperity and rising prices ; the real test will be the 
crisis of depression and falling commodity prices. The present 
British system catches it both ways ; the only possible circumstances 
in which this obsolescence can survive are a  repetition of the freak 
conditions of the last few years—sellers’ markets, armament booms, 
rising export prices, gently falling import prices. Conservatism can 
only live if all the good fairies are beside the cradle o f a very well 
swaddled infant, which, in the reality o f their case, is a  most decrepit 
old man.
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If Labour were in power
Labour in power would make matters far worse for reasons that 

are clear. They have no policy at all for improving our position on 
export markets ; international socialism is just as dependent as 
international capitalism on world markets. Britain under Labour 
would have to sell just as many goods abroad under exactly the same 
competitive conditions in order to buy the food and raw materials 
we must import. The only difference would be that all present 
handicaps would be increased. Government expenditure would 
certainly not be reduced ; Labour is pledged in every way greatly to 
increase it. The burden of taxation would certainly not be less than 
under Conservatism, and any attempt to reduce costs by interfering 
with wages, directly or indirectly, would rightly mean the immediate 
downfall of a Labour Government which would, thereby, betray 
its whole traditional policy. Labour’s only contribution would be 
to intensify the negative policy of Conservatism ; imports would be 
reduced not so much by monetary policy as by direct physical con
trols. The most Labour can claim is that it has a more effective means 
of doing the same thing as the Conservatives ; they are equally 
remote from any positive policy. Labour would merely double the 
Conservative negative with the usual result of those who multiply 
zero. The substitution of bureaucratic control for a restrictive mone
tary policy would just add shackles to a body already emaciated 
through lack of nutrition and a vigorous life. The only effect of a 
Labour Government after a Conservative failure, would be to 
accelerate and accentuate disaster.

Those “ damned dots”  again
Such is the Parliamentary picture while the Prime Minister is 

anxiously preoccupied with international problems of his own 
making, his successor floats through the salons of old world diplo
macy during the hydrogen age, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
wakes to an initial reality before the glue of his fatuous posters is 
dry on the walls. He has said many foolish things during the last 
few years but nothing yet comparable with Sir Winston Churchill’s 
classic observation, when Chancellor of the Exchequer, that unem
ployment had no more to do with the return to the gold standard 
than the Gulf Stream. Such matters always evoked in the present 
Prime Minister pious ancestral memories of those damned dots ; 
happily for his fortunes he always had available advice which 
possessed a long traditional skill in the mysterious working of the
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dots. But small means fail in great situations. The long and short 
of the matter is that we have a Prime Minister who understands 
next to nothing of such affairs, a  successor designate who knows less, 
and a Chancellor of the Exchequer who is responsible for the present 
situation which caught him with his mouth wide open for the last 
brag. The Labour leaders who hurry forward to declare that this 
would not have happened if they had been in power, in fact have 
already been responsible for three similar occurrences of varying 
degree since the war; the one thing certain is that everything would 
rapidly become worse if they were in office. It is not an encouraging 
scene, but the situation of Britain is still far from hopeless if policy 
and system is changed with sufficient speed.

The Complete Absence of a Positive Policy
Is there any suggestion of a positive policy in the minds of the 

present government ? The Chancellor of the Exchequer stated “ By 
increasing production and increasing productivity we can hold the 
situation.” He thus repeated the familiar cliche of all incompetent 
ministers from the unhappy days of Mr. J. H. Thomas onwards. He 
did not explain what was the point of increasing production for 
markets which exclude our goods by impossible tariffs or expose us 
to the competition of coolie labour supplied with simplified modern 
machinery. If he had any serious hope, after recent experience of this 
system, that costs would be lowered by a great increase in the rate of 
production, he might be aware that nations with the assured base of 
a great home market are in a far better position to lower costs by 
increasing the rate of production; he should also know that they are 
ready to dump abroad below production costs directly that market 
begins to fail them. The Chancellor gave information that produc
tion in Britain rose by 6 per cent last year (this compares with 
18 per cent rise between January, 54 and January, 55, announced by 
Germany the same day) but said that the rate of the British rise 
tapered off in the final quarter. He said we had taken the necessary 
turn but “ whether we can hold on to that turn I would not dare to 
prophesy ” . In a new modesty born of recent experience, he would 
not prophesy, for the good reason that whether the position can be 
held or not depends on forces over which no one in this country has 
the least control. This depends on the level of export prices in foreign 
markets, and the level of import prices in foreign sources of supply, 
which in turn depend on matters that have little or nothing to do 
with anything that happens in Great Britain. A competition may
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develop in export markets at prices we cannot touch, while prices of 
our essential foodstuffs and raw materials may rise on foreign 
demand, until our balance of payment is wrecked and the pound 
crashes. The Chancellor does not prophesy because he knows 
that under the present system he does not control these matters; he 
has no influence on what is going to happen. In a world depression, 
commodity prices may fall until our Empire producers of such things 
lose all their purchasing power and we are bound to seek the few 
remaining world markets where every industrial nation will be 
dumping the surplus unsaleable at home; or, in the opposite case, 
the prices o f our essential imports may continue to rise while the 
prices o f exports are driven further down by increasing competition. 
The least likely event is a long continuance of a world boom under the 
particularly favourable conditions for Great Britain of a gentle fall 
in the price of our essential imports and a gentle rise in the price of 
our main exports ; the good fairies do not work forever, no,t even for 
Conservatism. But it appears from present events that this situation 
of abnormal luck is the only condition in which the present economy 
of Britain can continue with anything approaching prosperity. Once 
more, we have been warned. The sands are running out and there 
may not be very much time left to construct a sane economic system. 
Unhappily a situation might develop quite quickly which can bring 
much suffering to our people before the national life can be recon
structed. The quicker we begin the task, the less will be the dis
location and hardship.

The Solution in Europe-Afriea
A market of two hundred and seventy million Europeans awaits 

us in which our economic life need not be destroyed by the com
petition of sweated oriental labour supplied by finance with modern 
machines, nor by the dumped surplus of great industrial powers in the 
final rigor mortis of nineteenth-century capitalism. The combined 
manpower of the Europeans and their pre-eminent science can 
rapidly wrest from the neighbouring continent of Africa a wealth of 
raw materials which will make them as independent of world 
supplies as they will be free from the chaos of world markets. 
Within that living space we can build, through the new form of 
social organisation offered by the creed of European Socialism, a 
standard of life which is both higher and more stable than any way 
of existence yet attained. Within that system those will do who can, 
and in so doing will raise to yet greater heights a life and culture that
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has already endured for three thousand years. The choice between 
the old and the new may become pressing within a  measurable period 
of time ; particularly for Britain. It is easier to choose the new when 
the old has ceased to exist, but, if you wait so long, the process of a 
great new experience can be much less pleasant.

Churchill’s decisive admission
Sir Winston Churchill in one of the most admired speeches he has 

ever delivered (House of Commons, 1.3.55), stated : “ There is a 
widespread feeling throughout the free world that but for American 
nuclear superiority Europe would already have been reduced to 
satellite status ; that the iron curtain would have reached the 
Atlantic and the Channel.”

He had already made it clear on two previous occasions that this 
was his considered opinion. He stated to the Conservative Con
ference at Blackpool in 1954 : “ There is no doubt that Soviet 
Russia could overrun the whole of Europe and make the life of the 
British Isles impossible but for the fact that the U.S. possess today 
that superiority in nuclear weapons which, while it is maintained, 
will be a decisive deterrent against a Communist aggression.”

He had previously stated to the Conservative Conference at 
Llandudno in 1948 : “ Nothing stands between Europe today and 
complete subjugation to Communist tyranny but the atomic bomb 
in American possession.”

So his opinion is clear, weighty, and repeated on impressive 
occasions. What does it mean ? The only meaning is that Europe 
would now be conquered by Communism if some American scientists 
had not happened at this moment to invent the H-bomb. Such \yas 
the inevitable result of the war which Britain declared ,in 1939. An 
accident which no one could foresee alone saved us. The last war 
therefore appears as one of the most gratuitous follies and reckless 
crimes in political history. Dr. Goebbels in his last broadcast 
warnings of the Soviet menace to Europe, in the event of a total 
German defeat, went no further than the statement of Sir Winston 
Churchill ten years after the war of which he was the chief architect 
on the Allied side. It just so happened that nuclear fission was 
developed at that particular point in history, and that American and 
British scientists were first in the field. Otherwise the most extreme 
warnings against the folly of that war, which divided Western Europe 
in face of Bolshevism, would have been justified up to the hUt. 
Unfortunately they may yet come true, despite the dominance of
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Western science, if Western statesmen fail at last to develop a sense 
of realism. They have been saved from the results of their own policy 
by an incredible stroke of fortune ; the respite gained will not last 
for ever. Sir Winston Churchill himself admits that Soviet science 
will catch up in three or four years time ; this is made possible, 
indeed probable, by the presence in Russia of the German scientists 
whom the further follies of allied policy presented to the Soviets. (In 
this world of pure accident where chance will continue entirely to 
govern until statesmen become adult, we will not pause to enquire 
what would have happened if the rulers of Germany had spent as 
much time during pre-war years in the company of scientists as of 
soldiers and had consequently learnt that “ In 1938 Otto Hahn and 
Lise Meitner discovered nuclear fission and their discovery led 
directly to the A-bomb”. Time, 7.3.55.)

Was the war really necessary?
We have dealt frequently with the policy we believe necessary in 

the coming age of the “ paralysed giants ” , when both sides possess 
the hydrogen bomb with the result that neither side will dare to use 
it. We have pointed out continually that the Russian armies will 
then again be in command and we must either first get general 
disarmament or take measures to meet the danger ; we must also 
be ready for the intensive political struggle which is more likely in 
this epoch than any clash between the armed forces of States. But 
at present we are concerned rather to pursue to some conclusion 
the historic study which is prompted by the extraordinary admission 
of the present Prime Minister ; even in an age of so many new facts, 
the. major follies and crimes of history provide some lesson.

When this subject is discussed it is inevitably admitted that the 
present Soviet menace to Europe is a direct result of the war, but it 
is sometimes still contended that the war was still necessary because 
Hitler was a yet graver menace. It is argued that we had to risk the 
present disaster in order to avert that possible disaster, so we had to 
declare war on Germany while Hitler was marching East against 
Poland. This line of reasoning was developed with a good deal less 
than, his usual authority by Professor Toynbee in a thesis which we 
examined in our December Analysis. In the light of historic fact 
what is now the serious evidence for the assumption that Hitler 
would eventually have turned West in an effort to conquer the 
world ? We still await an answ er; on our side we can now adduce 
subsequent evidence which strongly supports those of us who were
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convinced that the Germans would never have attacked in the 
West, unless they were attacked and thus were compelled to defend 
themselves. We were at the time so convinced because we knew 
something of National Socialism and the German rulers. What 
they wanted was living room in which they could develop their own 
civilisation ; that living room lay in the great spaces of Eastern 
Europe, not in the West, where they had no desire to take over 
crowded lands which were occupied by peoples with whom they did 
not particularly want to mix. A clash between Germany and Russia 
was, therefore, inevitable and, without Western interference, a 
German victory was equally inevitable. The development o f those 
lands would have taken the Germans at least a generation and the 
process would finally have broken the Bolshevik power and, at 
least, freed the world from the menace of Communism. If we had 
been proved wrong, and Germany had later turned round in menace 
to the West, the Allied powers would at any rate have had ample 
time to prepare. The only other great Continental army was still 
in tact; all that the French army lacked was modern arms, which 
their political system at that time had failed to provide. No army, 
however brave, can fight with obsolete arms against an army with 
modern arms. Those of us who for various reasons knew anything of 
the French army at that time were entirely convinced that it would 
have given as good an account of itself as in the war of 1914 if it had 
been properly armed. In the circumstances we envisage, American 
production could have supplied Britain and France with all the 
arms required if the Americans had put only a fraction of the effort 
into facing Hitler that they have now put into facing Communism ; 
(in  later atomic development, America would have had better 
opportunity to achieve deadlock with Germany than Russia, 
if it were at all true that Hitler alienated the best scientists). 
In these circumstances, too, Great Britain and France would 
have woken up and armed themselves, as those of us who 
were opposed to the 1939 war had been urging for years be
fore that war on the grounds that our country should never 
be left disarmed in a world of danger. After the Russian
collapse in the 1914 war, France and Britain resisted the 
total weight of the German armies successfully, until the late arrival 
of the Americans turned that resistance into overwhelming victory. 
On the facts of the 1939 period there was no reason whatever why 
Britain and France should have not been able to resist if the Germans 
had ever attacked us. In fact they would not have done so. We
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were led into a  fratricidal war, which destroyed both the great 
Continental armies that were capable of resisting Russia, by the 
suggestion that the German army would not be used against Russia 
but against Britain ; therefore we had to hurry round Eastern 
Europe giving guarantees we could not honour, in order to mobilise 
strength on our side before Germany grew too strong.

Germany and British Empire
We asked at the time what conceivable interest Germany had 

in the conquest of the British Isles or Europe. It is probably 
a pity that Hitler, in his public speeches concerning Great Britain, 
was never rude enough to make his point entirely clear. What 
he really meant was this: “ We do hot in the least want your 
negro empire; looking after these people is not a German task. 
We do not want our young men to mix with and manage all these 
other races ; we want to build our own German civilisation in 
our own living room which is now denied to us. On the 
other hand we do not want a vacuum where you British now are. 
We not only do not want to injure you, but we would always aid and 
support you if you were in any danger. You are a related people; 
different from us in certain particulars which have arisen from a 
divergence of historic experience, but we like you and admire you 
and we want you and your work to continue.” Such a standpoint 
differs from that of Englishmen and certainly from that of the writer ; 
it also suffered from the narrow limitations of the nationalism which 
was the curse of the National Socialist and Fascist movement of the 
1930’s. But this German attitude at least afforded a guarantee, 
rooted deep in the whole character of National Socialist Germany, 
which made it unlikely to the point of the impossible that such a 
Germany would ever attack British Empire ; while for different but 
corresponding reasons, already mentioned, it was equally unlikely 
that they would ever attack France. Such was the evidence in 
theory that was available to all before the war who were prepared to 
listen without prejudice.

The facts are now proved
W hat is the subsequent evidence in fact ? In addition to the pre

war offer o f disarmament—particularly of naval disarmament— 
Hitler made at least two great efforts during the war to reach peace 
and a permanent understanding with Britain, after the fall of Poland 
and again after the fall of France. They were not the gestures of a

11



The EUROPEAN

dictator flushed with military triumph who willed our destruction. 
They will no doubt be branded by invererate prejudice as additional 
trickery which would have gained time while Germany gathered 
means and strength for our final destruction. However, the final and 
conclusive evidence was gathered after the war by British military 
history, which from diverse and physically separated German 
military sources gathered overwhelming proof that Hitler had pre
vented an effective attack on our escaping Expeditionary Force ; it 
appears that his idea was he could still get peace with us if he did not 
humiliate us, and it is difficult to conceive any other reason for his 
action. So factual proof is added to the cumulative evidence which 
should have convinced any thoughtful man before the war that 
National Socialist Germany might be a menace to Russian Com
munism but never a menace to British Empire, or to the West in 
general. In fact we now know that Hitler would never have attacked 
us, because he deliberately refrained from doing so on the most 
favourable occasion. We should also now know that this unneces
sary war was not made by the calm sense of the British people but by 
the febrile vanity and nervous hysteria of a small ruling clique which 
displays a characteristic symptom of decadence in pursuing trivial 
personal vendettas in place of great principles. Peace with Germany 
before the war could have secured the peace of Western man. War 
with Germany in the conditions of 1939 could only mean defeat by 
Germany or the eventual conquest of Europe by Soviet Russia ; 
the latest witness to this fact is Sir Winston Churchill. By an outside 
chance of the scientific genius, he was saved from himself long 
enough to retire with much honour among those who even now 
cannot understand what he is saying.

Mr. Bevan’s confusion of mind and irresponsibility of character 
Mr. Attlee would never be very grateful for support from us 

against Mr. Bevan ; particularly after the short historic survey in 
which we have just indulged. But it is open to any Englishman to 
contend that, if we cannot have great policies, we might, at least, 
have some plain sense. Mr. Bevan has recently shown a confusion 
of mind and irresponsibility of character which would deprive him 
of all influence in any serious body of men except the Labour Party. 
The confusion of his mind is shown by his complete failure to 
understand the difference between the local use of nuclear weapons 
against troops in the vicinity of a fighting front and the dropping or 
H-bombs on great cities remote from the sphere of military opera-
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tions. The irresponsibility of his character is shown in his attempt to 
deprive his country and all Europe of the only weapons with which 
they can at present prevent the Russian armies from conquering our 
whole Continent. The offence of his attempt to render us defenceless 
is only mitigated by his intellectual incapacity to understand the 
subject.

The use of nuclear weapons can for this purpose be divided quite 
clearly into two broad categories. The strategic use is the bom
bardment of long range objectives with H-bombs ; this can take the 
form of massive retaliation for an attack at the outbreak of war or 
the systematic destruction of the productive capacity of an enemy 
while war is in progress. The tactical use is the bombardment of 
troop concentrations near a fighting front with A-bombs carried by 
aircraft in a purely tactical operation, and with ground to ground 
missiles carrying atomic explosives either by means of rockets or of 
atomic artillery. Such is a crude summary of the published facts of 
the present situation of nuclear weapons. But Mr. Bevan lumps 
them all together and wants us to renounce the use of all these 
weapons, unless we have first been attacked with them. So the 
Russian armies would be free to march in overwhelming.strength to 
the Channel coast with no effective resistance whatever; we should be 
allowed to use neither H-bombs against their cities, nor A-bombs, 
nor guided missiles, nor atomic artillery against their troops. Mr. 
Bevan’s policy, in practice, is a  simple plan to hand Europe to 
R ussia; his only excuse is that he quite plainly does not understand 
what he is doing. At present the Russian armies do not march 
because, for all practical purposes, we have the H-bomb and they 
have n o t ; we are still so far ahead in this matter that they would get 
much the worse of any exchanges with nuclear weapons. So the 
Russian armies do not march because the Soviet Government fears 
America can obliterate their cities with H-bombs. That is the present 
situation, and it is so simple that it is even explained with lucidity by 
our present rulers. But the subsequent situation is not simple and 
appears as yet to be recognised neither by politicians nor by press
men, if we may judge by their published utterances.

Why tactical use of nuclear weapons will not mean use of H-bomb
Within a very few years the Russians will have caught up in the 

production o f H-bombs, or at least have reached “ saturation ” 
point, which means, in effect, that they will have enough to do all 
the damage required. At this point each side will have the power to
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wipe out the other side ; neither side will then dare to use the H- 
bomb. We shall have reached the epoch of the “ paralysed giants ” 
when neither side dares to use the air arm carrying its most powerful 
weapon. At that point the Russian army will again become omni
potent ; this is the fact which is publicly recognised by no one, but 
is to some extent reflected in the very inadequate attempts made by 
our government to strengthen our ground forces. (Does Mr. Head 
really believe that he requires ground forces and conventional 
weapons only for police action ?) The only answer to the march of 
the Russian armies at that point is science plus German troops. A 
relatively few good divisions plus atomic artillery, ground to ground 
guided missiles, and A-bombs dropped on troops by aircraft in 
tactical operations, can have a serious claim to stop the Russian 
march. It seems plainly idiotic to argue that because their armies can 
be stopped by local explosions the Russians will launch an H-bomb 
war against cities which will wipe out all civilised life on the globe. 
A man who destroys the world because he is frustrated in a local 
conquest, or political enterprise, is clearly a lunatic ; and it is a 
nervous assumption that the whole government on either side will 
go mad.

In summary the situation in a  few years time is likely to  be this. 
The Russian armies will again be free to march when neither side 
dares to use the H-bomb in the strategic bombing of cities. We shall 
also be free to use nuclear weapons for tactical purposes at a 
fighting front when neither side dare to use H-bombs against cities. 
The Russians may calculate that their armies can march because we 
will not destroy the world with H-bombs in retaliation. We may 
calculate that we can use local nuclear weapons to stop that march 
because the Russians will not destroy the world with H-bombs in 
retaliation. By energetic measures now we can even then produce 
another deadlock, which is anyhow preferable to war if we cannot 
get peace and disarmament.

Mr. Bevan would deprive us of all nuclear weapons which,in the 
spate of his rhetoric, he regards as all the same ; his intellectual 
limitations put him outside the serious debate but well inside the 
counsels of a party whose emotional reaction is always simply to 
forbid anything they find alarming, or even cannot .understand. 
(We refrain from any charge that Mr. Bevan knows perfectly well 
what he is doing, and deliberately subordinates the safety of his 
country and of all Europe to his own ultimate position in a party 
with a long tradition of muddled pacifism; without definite evidence
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that is an unfair charge in so grave a matter to make against any 
opponent.)

Will Russian armies march when both sides hare H-bomb ?
Mr. Crossman, on the other hand, is a good lap ahead of Mr. 

Bevan, and the ranks of the Left are divided on intellectual lines, 
while the whole Labour party is split in the squabbles of personality ; 
a university education appears to be a certain handicap in maintain
ing left wing unity in follies which are quite indefensible in reason. 
Together with the Labour expert Mr. Wigg, he published a lengthy 
and interesting treatise on this subject in the New Statesman and 
Nation which, for a week at least, relieved the fluttering audience of 
lady novelists from the fluent hysteria of Mr. Kingsley Martin. 
(It is one of the editorial merits of Mr. Martin that even when he has 
frightened himself out o f his own wits, he, on occasion, permits 
others to talk sense.) They are, of course, right in condemning the 
wasteful muddle o f our defence organisation up to the present 
time. It bears all the hallmarks of incompetence. There is a 
complete lack of systematic thinking; no one has decided the two 
first principles, what matters and what does not matter. In the 
lack of any decisive direction inferior ministers seem just to have 
agreed to have a little o f everything. A little bit of everything is 
always the easiest to work o u t ; but it very seldom works. This is 
particularly true when your resources are limited and time presses; 
at the crucial moment you find you have nothing that really matters, 
and this is what is now happening. But the general muddle of let 
us have everything—when we are lucky if the corresponding muddle 
in economic policy enables us to afford anything—appears to be 
answered by Messrs. Crossman and Wigg with the suggestion that 
we should have the H-bomb alone. To some extent this idea seems 
also to have the support of the considerable authority of Captain 
Liddell Hart, who in his perspicuous despair at the collapse of 
orthodox military thinking, seems to have renounced all further 
thinking ; a pity in so fine a mind, which is more than ever needed.

But all these thinkers ignore the question, what happens when the 
Russians also have the H-bomb in sufficient quantity to make a 
mutual bombardment with these weapons a matter of world 
destruction. At this point we depart from the clearly military region 
and enter the sphere of high politics and deep psychology. Will the 
Russians then gamble that no one will take action to blow the world 
up, not even to stop the invasion of Europe by Russian armies ?
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It is surely just the gamble that a fanatic or a fool might take, and, in 
fact, it might even succeed. If the Soviets begin with a long softening 
up process through the political and industrial action of strong 
Communist Parties, and follow it up with a deluge of propaganda 
about a temporary and peaceful movement of their armies for the 
purposes of restoring order and serving humanity, etc., etc., there 
may well be a considerable body of opinion within the democracies 
which will be strongly against blowing up the world to stop their 
action; we put it mildly, for the frenzy of a whole gaggle of Kingsley 
Martins will long before any risk of world destruction have passed 
through hysteria to stampede. The operation will naturally be done 
in- piecemeal fashion, and relatively few are ever prepared to face 
certain death to save others. Is it quite certain that the American 
democracy would use the H-bomb to save, or avenge, Europe after 
years of horrifying statements by eminent scientists about the end of 
the world if the H-bomb were ever used, and a few words o f very 
strong warning from the Soviet leaders that the H-bomb will be 
used against Americans, if their government declare war against 
Russia as Soviet armies march through Europe. In short, if there is 
any risk of the Russians gambling that their armies can march with 
impunity, within the general paralysis occasioned by the H-bomb 
weapon through a mutual fear of reprisal, Mr. Crossman’s policy is, 
also, in the end, a simple way of handing Europe over to Russia. 
He is, after all, only one short lap ahead of Mr. Bevan ; at the end 
of much cackle comes brothers’ meeting. We are sure that all these 
learned amateurs are doing their best, but, it seems, on the face of it, 
they will have to think again.

What defence de we need?
We are all speaking in this matter under more than the usual 

limitations of not being supplied with official information, but at 
least we should see far enough ahead to avoid the sucker’s punch - 
just described. We must have something to stop the Russian armies 
at the point when neither side dares to use the H-bomb. A precise 
definition of what we require is difficult without knowing the facts of 
present scientific development. I t seems almost certain that we 
cannot yet meet mass with science alone ; hence the demand in 
present circumstances for some German divisions. The strength of 
the English contribution should rest not only on our troops but also 
on our very high level of technical ability ; so should the German. 
It should be possible before very long to stop the Russians with
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ground to ground atomic rockets, atomic artillery and the tactical 
use o f an air force carrying atom bombs ; all should be manned and 
supported by relatively few highly specialised troops. Anyhow, in 
the very near future (we believe already) it should be an absurdity 
to think of spending money on short term national service men 
instead of on highly trained regulars. We need an army of technicians 
with technicians’ training and pay, and with honourable conditions of 
life that will attract to the services the flower of our people. If it be 
true that we have a breathing space of three or four years—and only 
those in government can know if this is true—we should be able in that 
interval of time to create such a force with the aid of science. It is 
clear from published statements that we are on the verge of such 
tilings ; science has already established these principles. It is almost 
as certain that it requires only a dynamic drive in administration 
to turn this possibility into an achieved reality. Our target should 
be to have a highly technical force capable of bringing the Russian 
armies to a halt by the time the Russians have sufficient H-bombs to 
make such war too dangerous for either side. We believe that it can 
be done ; it is the only safety that now exists.

Disarmament must include Russian land army
Final safety can only belong to the future because it depends on 

all-round disarmament, including the Russian Army. Messrs. 
Cronin and Wigg want the neutralisation of Germany as the pre
liminary to a disarmament conference. Characteristically they put 
the Soviet cart before what they take to be the European donkey. 
Why should the Russians agree to do what we want if we give them 
in advance all that they want ? Why should they renounce their 
claim to world dominion, if we remove the chief obstacle to it. On 
the contrary German neutrality can only possibly be a part of general 
disarmament—not a preliminary to it. Once again the fancies and 
phobias o f the Left banish all capacity for objective thought. One 
thing alone has made necessary German rearmament and the 
incorporation of Germany in the defence system of the W est; 
it is Russian armament. One thing alone can render unnecessary 
the armament of Germany within the Western system ; it is Russian 
disarmament within general disarmament. How gladly would the 
German people then accept the union of their country in exchange 
for the burden of arms. We have long advocated energetic measures 
in policy and propaganda to obtain a general disarmament conference 
and compel its success, while the Labour Party was playing about
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with their initial contribution to the present armament muddle. 
General disarmament is the only safety, but it must include the 
disarmament of the Russian land forces. Will the Russians join us 
ail in general disarmament, or will they stand exposed as the enemies 
o f peace ? That is the dilemma with which a vigorous Western 
policy can confront the Soviets, and they must yield in the end to our 
drive to peace. But attempts by writers of the Left to concentrate all 
attention on German disarmament and neutrality, and to ignore, or 
slur over, the question of Russian land armies, can neither perform a 
service to peace nor any other useful purpose, except an exposure of 
their own prejudices. Let us all disarm, friend and foe alike ; let 
us expose and denounce the recalcitrants to the world opinion on 
which all modern policy ultimately depends. We shall only win 
disarmament and peace by long striving. Let us begin; let all men of 
goodwill join together in this demand, whatever their past enmities.

EUROPEAN.
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THE LOGIC OF 
GEO-STRATEGY

by LOUIS MAINWARING-GARDNER

FEW MEN realise that civilisation faces a paradoxical emergency, 
wherein total war can be obviated only by what may be 

described as total or geo-strategy — the principle of military 
potentiality being indivisible from politics, economics, morals and 
science. In an era of inevitable group-interaction a corporate 
policy is indispensable.

There is little cause for Western complacency. While Europe’s 
politico-military apparatus labours without adaptive functions, her 
rival freely exploits the dynamics of a fluid, universal system. 
Indeed, our rulers’ grasp on the shifting values of modem states
manship is so inept that Russia can attain optimum security almost 
without serious risk.

World dominion through international sedition and revolution, 
or by means of overt hostilities — that is the object of the Kremlin. 
Should the Soviet attempt a violent solution of the present impasse 
what would be the capacity of its military machine ? A valuable 
pointer is the acceptance by Russian staff colleges of the theory 
that the next war will be won on the ground. This does not indicate 
a  neglect of sea and air. Far from it. The utmost is being made 
o f the Union’s necessarily limited naval opportunities, especially 
those of the submarine, and Red aviation is reaching unprecedented 
heights o f production and efficiency. Nevertheless, it is as an 
extension of the ground war that these arms are intended to function.

Because of their man-power and land-mass — a veritable 
strategist’s dream — Russians have never been convinced by
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Douhet’s theory of air-supremacy. This steppe-mentality received 
a new orientation from Marshal Timoshenko’s lectures to the 
Frunze Military Academy in 1945. Timoshenko suggested that 
Russia had failed historically (particularly in war) through 
attempting to catch up with her own size. Such vastness made 
inelastic, centralised command a will-o’-the-wisp. The failure of 
the Crimean and Russo-Japanese campaigns was cited in substantia
tion of this, as were events in both world wars when German armies 
swept aside Russia’s unserviceable military monolith.

The Marshal proposed a new “ strategy of attrition over a wide 
area ” — a development of the orthodox Russian “ fortress con
cept ”. He maintained that the Soviet geographical position 
resembled an invested fortress, whose internal lines should be 
exploited by sudden attacks calculated to destroy an enemy's bases 
and to upset his strategic concentration. The defensive doctrine, 
however, had to be balanced by up-to-date offensive ideas ; mobile 
tactics and flexible fronts were recommended in all aggressive 
actions, victorious or otherwise, that the opponent’s counter-thrust 
might over-reach itself. Occupation of the enemy field of assembly, 
with the concomitant risk of dissipating one’s own forces, was to 
be strictly avoided.

Timoshenko tested his own theories successfully in the 1952 
winter manoeuvres in White Ruthenia and the Southern Ukraine, 
and Marshal Koniev did likewise during the 1953 exercises over 
the Kamanez-Podolsk area. In these demonstrations, battle 
groups, screened only by mobile units, operated independently 
towards rear and flanks ; the armoured formations attacking, then 
withdrawing into hedgehog concentrations as planned. Con
spicuous features were modem equipment (including tactical atomic 
weapons), fire-power, a preference for massed forces and a small 
sacrifice of speed in favour of weight.

The Russian Army is now organised in seven groups, in 
accordance with the new strategic scheme, the hinge of which is 
the Central Army Group stationed in the Tula-Ufa-Saratov triangle. 
This force, designed as a special reserve, can, with small adjustments, 
summon to offensive or defensive tasks masses of troops available 
to it in Europe, the Arctic (a much-neglected focal point), Asia 
and the Near East. It is estimated that forty to fifty divisions may 
be assembled in this pivot area, plus specialised combat forces — 
parachute regiments, sabotage units, etc. Such arrangements 
obviously predicate command of the sky over the battlefield, and
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this requirement is receiving the closest attention from the Soviet. 
The Army Air Force (there is no separate air arm as such) comprises 
approximately eighty per cent of Russia’s total flying strength and 
consists of two main groups : that of the Far East, which runs its 
own factories and supply organisations, and the force attached to 
the European and Central Asia armies. Planes not included in 
the air armies are disposed on six footings : (1) The Civil Air 
Fleet, amenable to adaptation from commercial to military 
transport purposes ; (2) The M.V.D. Air Force ; (3) Airborne 
Troops Allotments ; (4) The Arctic Air Force, which complements 
the Northern Radar defensive screen ; (5) Anti-Aircraft Defence, 
controlling all the crack, high-altitude interceptors — MIG15, 
LA17, YAK15 ; (6) The Long Range Air Force, capable of striking 
any target in the U.S.A. Aircraft number about 20,000, personnel 
over 500,000.

Under the aegis of M.A.P. construction is governed by the 
Aircraft Design, Aircraft Engine and Metallurgical Agencies whose 
factories maintain a volume of production one-and-a-half times 
greater than united Anglo-American resources. The output of 
MIG15s is rated at four hundred and fifty per month.

It must be stressed again that this air-armada has a deliberate 
ground-bias, even in the client ■ states ; e.g., Poland’s six “ air 
regions ” correspond to six “ military regions The Russian 
naval air-arm is entirely land-based.

It is worth noting, in parenthesis, that these preparations must 
confer an entirely new status on the Soviet soldier. The army is 
freeing itself from politics, a significant instance of this being the 
recent transference of all M.V.D. divisions to purely military 
control. The days are past when we could smile at fulminations 
on “ bourgeois strategy” expressed by the Morskoi Sbornik (Naval 
Journal). It is the West, not Russia, which is now guilty of army 
politicism. Exempt from petty frustrations and perplexities, the 
Soviet fighting machine is well equipped to implement any con
ceivable plan within its government’s frame of reference. Before 
we consider the possible nature of these plans, let us scrutinise 
the Western defensive apparatus.

In the Anglo-American strategic vision Russia appears as an 
inviolable heartland with two zones of encirclement. The inner 
zone, or crescent, consisting- of Sweden, Finland, Iran, Turkey, 
Greece, India, Afghanistan, Burma, China and the Western 
European countries, is immediately accessible to the Soviet and

21



The EUROPEAN

Chinese armies and on it, where practicable, the Allied Powers 
propose to establish a cordon of containment. The outer crescent 
includes the British Isles, Iceland, Greenland, Spain, Arabia, North 
Africa, S.E. Asia, Alaska, Indonesia, Japan, Formosa and the 
Philippines. It is the region from which the doctrine of “ massive 
retaliation ” can be effected, should the inner circle be over-run.

It will be observed that this strategy is exclusively deterrent, 
and that NATO, its organ, is a negative instrument — enterprise 
rests with the prospective enemy.

Assets presently available to the West are : (a) Numerical 
superiority in long-distance bombers, plus the possession of 
operational bases encompassing the entire Eurasian land-mass ; 
(b) A continuing advantage in tactical atomic weapons, including 
A-artillery ; (c) Sea security, which derives from naval supremacy 
and is re-enforced by the Yugoslav-Greece-Turkey pact, designed 
to guarantee the Mediterranean against -a Soviet southward th ru s t; 
(d) Vast material potential, especially in vital commodities like 
steel and oil. As NATO experts believe that a Russian onfall will be 
“ signalled” by troop concentrations, border activity, etc., pre
cognition of enemy intention is counted as another point in favour 
of the West. It is also anticipated that lightning Russian advances 
will promote in conquered territories acute administrative problems 
for the Soviet, although the latter will undoubtedly profit from 
mistakes of over-dispersion made last time by the Wehrmacht. 
It is difficult to draw optimistic conclusions from any part of the 
foregoing.

Advertisement of an assailant’s purpose is valueless when, as is 
the case with Europe, the victim cannot draw upon adequate 
countervailing resources. The dogma of massive retaliation 
naturally accentuates air-power requirements (the U.S. is allocating 
seventeen-and-a-half million dollars, about one-third of her total 
armaments budget, towards these) which means a shortage of 
ground preparation. Despite a gradual accession of army efficiency 
and the paper transfer of divisions, Europe remains most vulnerable 
where Russia is overwhelmingly strong — on land. Moreover, the 
expected deployment of Red hordes is unlikely to  materialise. 
The Soviet would more probably make a surprise thrust with her 
forces in the German-Polish sector, while simultaneously mounting 
a two-pointed invasion of Scandinavia and an ambitious campaign 
against North Africa. This last would proceed via Iran-Iraq- 
Syria, and would almost certainly feature an airborne descent on
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the Dardanelles. Were these movements successful, Allied com
mand of the sea could be seriously challenged in the Atlantic, and 
probably extinguished in the Mediterranean, where Russia will have 
the added advantage of a submarine base in communist Albania.

Nor should the west rely too much on nuclear ground-muniments, 
the potentialities of which are among the great unknowns of future 
warfare.

The decisiveness of material might is, of course, the central 
element in the Allies’ strategic thesis. Unfortunately it is the one 
most open to doubt, there being no certainty at all that the next war 
would be total in character. Should the Red Armies push to the 
Western sea-boards, the pronunciamento on massive retaliation 
may prove as inapplicable to Europe as it did to Indb-China. 
The theory that quantitative superiority of resources can ensure a 
volume of air-terrorism sufficient to undermine a people’s will to 
resistance is contrary to the experiences of recent history. As we 
saw earlier, Russia does not accept it, and it is possible that Soviet 
land-mindedness may owe less to tradition than to an extremely 
realistic and up-to-date interpretation of events. This much is 
sure : the striking demonstration of frightfulness staged by the 
Allies at Hiroshima was ambivalent in effect — Americans are well 
aware o f what an aerial showdown would mean. In contrast to 
the U.S.S.R., where the only conspicuous objective coming readily 
to mind is the atomic energy plant at Lake Baikal, America presents 
one vast complex of sensitive targets. With the fate of New York, 
Washington, Chicago and all the rest at issue, massive retaliation 
may give place to massive U.S. withdrawal — from Europe. What 
then ? If  thermo-nuclear warfare enters a phase of petrofaction, 
the Russian Army plainly will become the determining factor of 
World W ar III, especially if the West has squandered time and 
ingenuity perfecting techniques never to be used at all.

It is, therefore, imperative that we should at once reverse the 
engine of Anglo-American post-war defensive policy. In a war, 
as in all else, Europe must function as an entity — not as an 
experiment in military-geographical surgery. A precedent con
dition of such integration is a  common-sense attitude towards 
Germany, who alone can close the West’s chronic military hiatus. 
It is a postulant of the NATO battle-order that time can be bought 
by employing hedgehog positions in a step-by-step surrender of 
German territory, which will thus become a zone of destruction 
in the manner of the Thirty Years’ War. In these circumstances
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the political limitation of Germany’s capacity to defend herself 
(and incidentally the whole free world) is not only immoral but 
ridiculous. The EDC travesty pitilessly exposed the folly of 
commensurating German assistance with perpetual Allied vengeance. 
Europe no longer can postpone without peril a spiritual and military 
rapprochement with Spain, when Spanish leaders are prepared, in 
the interests of Christendom, to discount almost a quarter-century 
of unmerited ostracism. The abolition of political vendetta would 
also ensure that when Europe’s much-needed New Model Armies 
are created, command will devolve upon officers o f martial rather 
than diplomatic aptitude.

As far as it is feasible, Europe’s defence programme must regard 
demographic, economic and strategic areas as being co-terminous. 
Cognizance should be taken of the Middle Eastern Islamic countries, 
Africa and the remnants of the British Empire ; but Asia with its 
wars of attrition must be abandoned, and America gradually 
relieved of her transatlantic obligations. Western strategy should 
be re-designed with a view to canalising a Soviet offensive.

As the course of invasion from the East will be tactically narrow, 
a  flank attack could be delivered by Italo-German and Franco- 
German formations based on the Eastern Bavarian and Hochstadt 
regions respectively, and by an Anglo-Benelux concentration in 
the vicinity of Luneberg Heath. With the security of Denmark and 
the preservation of supply lines guaranteed, this would provide 
a framework for decisive counter-actions and for mobile offensive 
movements as well. The interior mechanics of the over-all scheme 
must necessarily be flexible. Infantry has ceased to be queen of 
battles, and even the sovereignty of the tank is debatable. In an 
era of fluctuation static formulae are clearly undesirable, but 
development of nuclear ground-combat, air-ground liaison and 
armour-technology must proceed.

It should be remembered that re-armament is valid only as a 
counterpoint to the furtherance of international tranquility by 
alternative and bloodless means.

If Europe can attain unity her conference prospects will be good. 
The conversion of certain Pacific islands to chains o f containment 
would relegate Asia to a marginal problem, and end the diplomatic 
exploitation by the Soviet of Formosa and other Oriental flash
points. As the ponderables shift in favour of the West, reduction 
of the Russian Army to innocuous proportions could be proposed, 
in return for the termination of encirclement. Unfortunately, co-
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lateral agreements are not alone sufficient to arrest the communist 
initiative. The received ideas of democracy are no answer to a 
system that manifests itself in a world context. (The new Soviet 
grain policy, invented inter alia to offset the possible war-loss of 
the Ukraine, is a capital illustration of what is meant.) In an armed 
but undisciplined society diplomatic ineptitude or H-bomb posturing 
may at any moment precipitate a general conflagration. Conversely, 
should the West succeed in facing down the Russians, the process 
of disarmament would be followed at once by economic fiasco 
and a recrudescence of communism in the European countries.

It is apparent, therefore, that the preceding exhortations are 
beyond the range of our present political compass. Indeed, the 
very theme of this article begs a tremendous question. Is Europe 
still capable of the task that destiny asks of her ? The crux of 
this question — and the answer — resides in the possibility of our 
discovering a new ethos, a new social imagination and by natural 
corollary, new men. For under contemporary tutelage Europe 
will soon resemble the caricature of Imperial Rome that glimmered 
on through the Dark Ages.
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EDUCATION 
IN ENGLAND NOW

by GEOFFREY VERNON

THE ARMED FORCES complain of the high degree of 
illiteracy among conscripts ; newspapers devote much of their 

space to photographs, and comic strips attain astronomical circu
lation figures ; the most childish radio programmes evoke frenzied 
applause from studio audiences, while listener research reveals that 
millions listen regularly to these lightest of entertainments. Is there 
a grave defect in our educational system, and can it be remedied ?

A survey of education during the past one hundred and fifty years 
reveals the absence of any clear purpose, or rather the presence of a 
number of aims and objectives, often conflicting and sometimes 
contradictory. During this period the first objective was the provi
sion for every child of elementary instruction in reading, writing and 
arithmetic. Considerable success was achieved in attaining this 
object, and the illiterate millions of one generation were succeeded 
by a generation able to read—if little else—to the profit and advan
tage of the lords of the popular press ; my headmaster used to say 
that the first great step in education had been to teach the masses to 
read, the second great step would be to teach them to disbelieve 
everything they read. Opportunities to develop this faculty of 
selection, criticism, retention or rejection, were severely limited ; 
the overwhelming majority of children left the elementary schools at 
the age of fourteen : a minority passed on to the secondary schools, 
and a small fraction of this minority found their way to the 
universities.
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Outside this main educational stream lay the public schools. Far 
from being public, these schools (except for a few scholarships 
awarded annually) were reserved for those who could afford to pay 
their fees. Their educational standards ranged from mediocre to 
excellent, and by attempting to combine a classical education with 
the Englishman’s traditional love of sport they have.sought to imple
ment the Greek ideal expressed in the Roman maxim mens sana in 
corpore sano. Their most grave defect has been their segregation of 
one social class from the rest of the community. (We must, of course, 
exempt the lesser public schools, which have always awarded 
generous scholarships to boys from poor homes. The class system of 
the other public schools possessed one cardinal virtue ; it produced 
rebels against it, who have become some of the most revolutionary 
thinkers of the day.)

The public schools were naturally the stepping-stones to the 
universities, and as the latter were almost entirely devoted to the 
classics, when the secondary schools attempted to compete, they 
were forced into the same narrow groove. Their curricula were 
dictated by the university examining boards, and even when the 
sciences were added to the classics which had hitherto enjoyed a 
monopoly no provision was made for the boy who did not propose 
to proceed to a university. The school certificate examinations were 
so designed that successful candidates were exempt from matricula
tion, and eligible to enter the universities ; the trades, professions and 
industry demanded the production of these certificates, until the 
would-be office boy was called upon to prove his intimate knowledge 
o f one Shakespearian play—and his abysmal ignorance of the 
remaining thirty-six and of the works of any other dramatist.

Recent Education Acts have attempted to break the monopoly 
of the public schools, to extend the curricula of the secondary 
schools, and to provide some form of “ higher education ” for every 
boy and girl. They instituted the examination at eleven years of age, 
the result o f which entitled the child to proceed to higher technical 
education, to a “ secondary modern ” school—providing the study 
o f at least one foreign language and a general curriculum con
siderably wider than that of the old elementary schools—or to a 
“ grammar school ”, whose curriculum would be similar to that of 
the old-style secondary or public schools. The extension of the 
curriculum was reflected in the replacement of the old school leaving 
certificate examinations by a new “ general certificate of education ”, 
with a higher minimum number of subjects.
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The new system has brought into prominence one of those 
confusions of educational objectives to which I have referred, a 
confusion between equality of opportunity and absolute equality. 
It was perfectly right to break the monopoly of the public schools and 
to seek to extend some form of higher education to every child 
capable of benefiting therefrom ; it is intolerable that this desire 
should be perverted inio a “ levelling down ” rather than a general 
raising of standards. This tendency was attacked by Mr. Seymour 
St. John, headmaster of a famous American high school, in an 
article entitled The Fifth Freedom which appeared in the New York 
Saturday Review in October 1953. A private school was for sale, 
and it had been proposed that the local education authority should 
purchase it and turn it into a centre for advanced studies by students 
of high intellectual ability, selected by an entrance examination of a 
particularly exacting standard. The proposal was bitterly opposed— 
and defeated—by local members of the Democratic Party, who 
evidently preferred the existing American system of bestowing 
diplomas upon all students who “ stay the course ” for four years, 
irrespective of their ability or the results of any examination. In this 
country the South London Advertiser of 13th February 1954 quoted 
Mrs. Helen Bentwich, vice-chairman of the London County Council 
education committee as saying :

The belief that grammar schools bring up the future leaders of the 
country is almost a Fascist philosophy. . . Even if tliis was true, 
it is wrong for these leaders to be brought up away from the 
people they are to lead.
Mrs. Bentwich was expressing a conglomeration of secret fears— 

that the grammar school boy might grow up in a world apart, that 
he might develop the attitude of the social snob, that the “ secondary 
modern” or technical school boy might be regarded as o f less 
value to the community. These objections may surely be overcome; 
in youth clubs, holiday camps and social movements boys of all 
classes and schools may freely mix : the dignity and value to the 
community of the technical and manual worker may be emphasised 
—while every encouragement is given to the talented boy to reap 
every advantage which higher education may offer.

It is, meanwhile, a terrifying thought that a  person’s entire 
scholastic career may stand or fall upon the result of a  one-day 
examination at the age of eleven. The London County Council has 
recently decided to take into account a report from the child’s head
master on his general work, and to consult a committee on which
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teachers and parents will be represented.
The second serious educational confusion is that of quantity with 

quality. The process began with the raising of the school leaving age 
by a government which omitted to provide any additional accom
modation. As this coincided with an increased influx of new pupils 
as a result of the higher birthrate of the war years, the oversized classes 
became larger still, to the harassment of teachers and the detriment 
of education. When the building of schools was resumed after the 
war much of the programme was devoted to the erection of palatial 
“ comprehensive ” schools—primary, secondary modern and gram
mar schools in some instances in one building, with a total school 
population of nearly one thousand. Over this magnificent edifice 
and teeming multitude the headmaster presides, a remote Olympian 
figure in his “office”—not study—surrounded by telephones and 
dictaphones and assisted by a secretary, like any business executive. 
The era of the great headmasters who knew each boy intimately by 
name (and often by his Christian name) has been superseded by the 
reign of the official and the organiser. The personal influence and 
character of the headmaster and his impact upon the child has been 
sacrificed to “ rationalisation ” and “ efficiency ” .

These modern school buildings have been equipped with labora
tories, radios and televisions, but one rather important piece of 
educational equipment appears to have been overlooked—books. 
Expenditure upon school books has always been a favourite target 
for Ministers of Education and local authorities intent upon 
economy cuts, and in many schools the allowance for books is now 
less than ten shillings per child per annum. Does it really matter if 
the child grows up devoid of any love of books ? After all, he can 
always watch the “ telly ” .

If the child of unusual intelligence is viewed with grave suspicion 
as a  potential “ Fascist ” leader, the backward child is looked upon 
as a confounded nuisance. The provision of “ special ” schools for 
the mentally retarded child is inadequate ; these problem children 
are to be found in every school, often the butt of the cruel jests of 
other children, a drag upon the progress of the class as a whole, or 
abandoned in some obscure corner of the classroom. Modern 
medical science has made remarkable strides in developing the 
latent talent which often lies hidden in the mind of the backward 
child. The modern state should grant to every child the opportunity 
to overcome initial handicaps, and perhaps blossom forth to a 
delayed but satisfying maturity.
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I have mentioned above the action of the London County Council 
in consulting the parents when deciding the future of the eleven- 
year-old. What of parents who wish to “ contract out ” o f the state 
educational system ? Provided that the state assures itself, by a 
system of adequate inspection, that the child is sufficiently instructed 
to be able to make a useful contribution to the community I would 
suggest that there can be no objection to private tutors or privately- 
owned and administered schools. Many of the latter would not 
survive a government inspection, and this should be compulsory 
and not optional ; those which fail to conform to accepted standards 
of efficiency should be closed at once and those which are efficient 
be encouraged.

In a special category of parents who wish to “ contract out ” in 
this way are those who view with alarm the materialist atmosphere of 
state schools which provide no religious instruction, except for the 
painful reading of “ morning prayers ” or a pitiful scripture lesson 
administered by a rebellious teacher who may well be an atheist. 
Many parents, again, wish their children to receive instruction in 
some particular religious faith. If  the modern state makes any claim' 
to be Christian and to believe in complete religious freedom and 
toleration, it is surely bound to provide adequate church schools 
wherever the make-up of the population justifies it. The intolerable 
financial burdens imposed upon the church schools by the latest 
education acts are a constant source of irritation and frustration to 
churches and parents alike, and a change of attitude by the govern
ment is long overdue.

It is, of course, impossible to isolate the problems of education 
from those of national and international affairs. As long as the 
modern state regards conscription as essential for national security, 
so long will higher education be gravely handicapped, even if  some 
provision is made, as at present, for postponement of the call-up. 
The boy who leaves school at sixteen has no incentive to further 
study while the shadow of conscription lies ahead, drawing nearer 
every day. A discussion of the merits and demerits of conscription 
lies outside the scope of this article, but it may be permissable to 
suggest that quality is preferable to quantity in the armed forces as in 
the schools, and that a highly efficient volunteer army could be 
enrolled if pay and conditions were made sufficiently attractive.

The entire educational system must be inspired by a new spirit of 
adventure and service, replacing the selfish materialism of the modern 
state.
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RATIONALISATION 
AND THE FAMILY BAKER
by JOHN W. CHARNLEY, Master Baker

THE PRICE we pay for our daily bread has for many years been 
a political issue, but never more so than today, when the 

officially termed national loaf is retailed to the consumer at an 
uneconomic figure through the operation of the bread-baking sub
sidy. If the subsidy were removed, and the price of bread allowed to 
find its true value in relation to present-day production costs, the 
loaf for which we now pay sevenpence-halfpenny would cost 
tenpence-halfpenny, or even elevenpence. This difference represents, 
in theory, what is known as the national profit margin to the baker 
of five shillings per sack of flour. On pre-war costing figures it was 
estimated that the baker made an average profit of five shillings on 
every sack of flour (280 lb.) which he made into bread, such profit 
being based on 1939 production costs. Assuming that this is a 
reasonable estimate of pre-war profits, the baker of today is expected 
to accept the identical profit margin which he was making before the 
war, in spite of the increase in the cost of living.

Every section of trade, industry, and commerce has received a 
considerable increase in profit margins commensurate with the 
raising of living standards, yet the master baker is expected to be 
content with the same notional profit as before the war. This injustice 
applies only to the master baker, not to his employee. The operative 
baker before the war was in receipt of wages averaging £3 per 48- 
hour working week. Today his average wage for a 46-hour week 
is in the region of £7, an increase of well over 100 per cent.

Is it surprising, then, that small family bakers are disappearing 
from the industrial life of the country at the rate of thousands a year, 
and the production of the nation’s bread becoming vested in large
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financial groups, mainly divided between the two power groups of 
Garfield Weston and his Allied Bakers on the one hand, and the 
Rank milling combine with its bakery subsidiaries on the other. 
When the small man is finally liquidated the operative baker will 
find to his cost that the financial pressure groups will hold the whip 
hand, and the bargaining weapon of the Unions, playing one section 
of the industry against the other, will have disappeared from their 
armoury. When the small man has gone, craftsmanship also goes 
from the bread bakery profession, because skill is not needed in the 
machine-watching operations of the plant bakers.

Today it is uneconomic for a small bakery concern to employ 
labour in the production of bread. Only the master baker who is 
prepared to undertake his own production, and sell that production 
at full retail price over his own counter, can expect to receive the 
miserly return of 6s. lid . (to quote ministry figures) on the .sale of 
216 loaves. Thus is the craftsman rewarded for his labours in this 
progressive and enlightened age. Any .attempt on the part of the 
small baker to induce the Ministry of Food to grant him an equitable 
return on his labours has less effect than a drop of water on stone, 
and the reason is that the price of bread is a political issue. The 
family baker is being deliberately sacrificed on the altar of party 
politics.

It should be realised by all trade unionists that any increase in 
the price of bread is immediately reflected in the cost of living index, 
with the result that many sections of industrial workers would 
receive an automatic wage increase. This would start the rounds of 
higher wage demands throughout the wage-earning section of the 
community, resulting in increased production costs, and thereby 
increasing the difficulty of retaining our hold on shrinking world 
markets for our exportable goods. It is unnecessary to develop this 
argument; the evidence is all too apparent, particularly in Lancashire. 
Even were this not the case, and British exports were still enjoying 
the benefits of a seller’s market, no government, irrespective of its 
party doctrine, would be willing to gamble its chances at a general 
election if the opposition could say that this was the party which had 
raised the price of bread.

If the small baker finds bread-baking no longer a profitable 
concern, how do the plant bakers continue to pay such handsome 
dividends ? The answer is quite simple, and in the answer I pose my 
question of survival for the small man.

The maximum productive capacity in a small bakery, at a
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conservative estimate, could be assessed at 12 sacks per man for a 
normal 46 hour week; but due to rationalisation and the introduction 
of the three-shift system, the average production per man over the 
same working period, is no less than 45-50 sacks per week. This 
means that plant production is almost four times greater for the 
same wage bill, and the consequent difference between the profit of 
the small man at 6s. 1 Id. per sack, to that of the plant which stands 
at 13s. 6d. per sack. I must in fairness point out that until recently 
the actual profit was only 2s. lid . and 9s. 6d. respectively, but the 
Ministry has recently granted an increase of 4s. per sack to all 
bread bakers on the first 25 sacks, so that what was intended as an 
incentive to the small baker to continue in bread production is also 
being given to the big man to swell his already ample dividends. 
Thus does the government implement its pledge to protect the 
interests of the small man against monopoly capital.

As a  practical man engaged in business I appreciate that progress 
means the application o f scientific methods to production in indus
try, and the introduction of the three-shift system together with plant 
methods (or mass production if you prefer the term) was to be 
expected in the baking industry as a natural rationalised develop
ment. The legitimate complaint of the small baker is that he is 
compelled by law to sell an article produced by craftsmanship at 
the same price as one which is churned out like sausage from a 
machine. In theory the application of mass production methods 
enables the consumer to buy a lower priced article lacking in 
individuality, or a hand-made product stamped with the hallmark 
of personal creation. The small baker gets the worst of both worlds, 
hence his gradual elimination from the industrial life of the com
munity.

What does he ask for, and what are his claims ? First, the elimina
tion of the bread subsidy which deludes the public into a false idea 
of food costs, and second, the right to offer his product to a dis
criminating public at his own price. He asks that the public be given 
the right to choose whether to consume a lower-priced mass- 
production article of food, or a craft-produced product at a higher 
price. The choice should rest with the customer. If he does not 
consider the goods worthy of the higher price they will soon dis
appear from our m id st; but to be legislated out of existence by 
bureaucratic control without any opportunity of fighting for his 
existence is more than the baker can be expected to accept without 
challenge.
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I can quite imagine that the suggestion to abolish the subsidy and 
to lift price control will raise opposition, but an examination of the 
position should allay anyone’s fears. A major war is already being 
waged by the big men in the bakery trade for effective control, but 
so long as the subsidy remains this war cannot enter the only field 
which could be of benefit to the consumer, the competitive war of 
reduced prices.

A return to free competition would at least give to the small 
man a chance of survival dependent on the will of the consumer. 
His price will naturally be higher than the plant baked loaf, which 
will leave a free competitive field for the price war which would soon 
begin between the giants of the industry. Judging by their present 
dividends, profits would stand considerable readjustment, to the 
advantage of the consumer public. The abolition of the subsidy 
would save millions in taxation, and many parasites now engaged 
in operating this anomaly would be freed to. the labour market.

Now for the final aspect of my case. Can the nation afford the 
liquidation of the small family baker from our industrial life ? My 
answer is that it cannot. Specialised sectional production on the 
pre-fabricated basis is becoming a recognised feature of mass 
production methods, but mass produced bread can only be made 
under one roof. From the emptying of the flour from the sack, to 
the production of the loaf from the oven, is a process which because 
of its very nature must take place in one organic unit. The present 
trend in the trade will see larger and ever larger production units, 
concentrated in more compact groups. In this world of international 
tension, however, the objective of heavy industry has been one of 
dispersal units so as to guarantee continued production in the event 
of the outbreak of hostilities and the consequent danger of disloca
tion by aerial warfare. It is no use to guarantee the continued 
production of war potential if your sources of bread production 
have been blasted into shambles.

Small bakers, on the other hand, are already dispersed throughout 
the length and breadth of the country, and for this reason alone, as a 
last resort in the maintenance of food supplies, should be guaranteed 
a permanency in our national structure as a main line o f defence in 
national emergency.
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D. H. LAWRENCE 
AND THOUGHT
by ALASTAIR HARPER

NOWHERE IN OUR AGE of doubt is there greater perplexity 
than amongst those who think about thinking. Today the 

accumulation of rational technique to which our advanced civilisa
tion is heir makes speculation on the activity of the human mind not 
only difficult to discuss, but difficult even to enter upon discussing.

There are those who would seek to stultify our interest by chal
lenging at the outset in a hundred varying modes of determinism 
the existence of the mind as a thing in itself. There are those of more 
positivist frame who would discount our efforts for being beyond the 
sense perceptibility of man. Sadly thinned are the ranks of thinkers 
who bend themselves to the task of interpreting the world through 
the medium of the mind alone. There comes ultimately to those 
who enquire into the sphere and office of the mind an enquiry into 
the act of human understanding itself.

All the problems of thinking and living are based on the way we 
know things; the similarity or dissimilarity of knowing and under
standing being the measure of difference between men.

D. H. Lawrence was responsible for one of the most lucid of 
modern statements of the idea of knowing when he remarked in an 
article that “ there are two ways of knowing for man, knowing in 
terms of apartness which is mental rational scientific, and knowing 
in terms of togetherness which is religious and poetic ”.

The importance which we attach to his brief interpretation should 
be the central importance that is accorded to Lawrence himself as 
an artist, for in those few words he has summed up the contem
porary human dilemma.
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It may be objected by the more vulgar of Lawrence’s adulators 
that knowing for Lawrence was really a matter of feeling. This will 
not bear disputing, if feeling is finally related to knowing as daylight 
is to the sun. Lawrence was too religious and life-reverent a man to 
fall prey to the endocrinal worship accepted by so many as his credo.

For Lawrence it was through knowing that we live. He made clear 
everywhere that how we know conditions how we live. Those who 
participate in knowing in terms of apartness live in terms of apart
ness with themselves and with their fellow men. Those who know in 
terms of togetherness are truly human, and keep the ideal of freedom 
as the one imperishable ideal of man’s being.

For a man to know in terms of apartness amounts to Iris placing the 
accent in himself on some particular element of his being. He may 
accentuate his sensibility, his emotional nature or his intellect; in 
each case the laws proper to the sphere in question will determine 
him predominantly or ultimately. Knowing in this manner is an 
accompaniment of detachment and irresponsibility in man. It pre
cludes the vigilant and continual self-exertion and self-control which 
is the concomitant of the form of knowing in terms of togetherness.

This latter form of knowing signifies the man who, through his 
desire for freedom, is unprepared to accent any part of his being save 
what is free in himself. Thus he lives and knows in terms of together
ness. He has not disconnected himself from his being to conform to 
the dictates of a single part of that being. In the knowledge of free
dom the spiritual element of man resides.

The relationship between the two forms of knowing in man, if it 
is to be proper, must erase the notion and existence of separate 
identity. The forms of knowing must be fused in one form of know
ing which is knowing things as a unity—in terms of togetherness. 
This reshuffle need not preclude the operation of the sciences, or of 
the particular analytical and empirical techniques which they 
demand, in certain fields of study. Modern education, more than 
any other branch of human activity, displays this knowing in terms 
of apartness. So immense has the field of learning become, so bogged 
by masses o f facts, that specialisation has become a curse and an 
impediment to real study. The pathological manifestations of con
temporary art spring from its incapability of further development.! 
Science is today bereft of humanism, as indeed is education, making

• “ Veriest der Mitlc” by Prof Sedlmayer so admirably commented upon 
by Paul Berger in a previous issue of The European offers a warning of the 
parallel disintegration of human values in art.
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them thus a prey to the unsocial elements of our civilisation. 
Humanism itself is neglected by reason of the inert nature of con
temporary liberal studies and the strictures of impracticability 
fomented against it by vested interests.

Knowing which can be described as mental, rational, and scientific, 
is not self directing as knowing in the mode of poetry and religion. 
The former knowing presupposes allegiance to some separated 
element of being, individual or communal. Such knowing is dis
proportionate and unbalanced in its results, and in disregarding the 
spiritual values of man it is a positive evil.

Knowing in terms of togetherness, in the manner of poet and 
prophet, is the truly human apperception rising beyond the cerebral 
level of man. Poetry and religion in their incalculability are the high 
watermarks of man, and they are so because above all things they are 
the repository of freedom and responsibility. This form of knowing 
is insoluble in analytic terms and in its spiritual purity it resists all 
attacks.

In our education and in our life at large there must be a renascence 
of spiritual values. I f  we do not come to know in terms of together
ness the progressive cerebralisation of ourselves and our society 
must continue to the edge of doom.
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Cinema

A QUESTION OF TREATMENT
by VINCENT MURRAY

CONTEMPORARY British cinema certainly owes a lot to its 
documentary heritage. The DividedHeari, The Colditz Story and 

Simba, to mention but three now completing their rounds in this 
country, deal with actual problems or incidents and interpret them 
in their own way. All of them, however, serve to show the alteration 
and falsification of the tradition because of box-office demands (The 
Colditz Story and Simba) and indeterminate handling (The Divided 
Heart). The extent of their deviation becomes clear from a survey 
of the incursion of documentary into the feature-film.

Apart from its revelation of the shape and image o f reality 
British documentary at its best showed a keen interest in man and 
his relation to environment. Once its infiltration into the feature 
began these two aspects, so skilfully blended in the best docu
mentaries, tended to separate and two diverging lines o f develop
ment soon became apparent. The main characteristic o f the 
“ documentary ” approach to the feature is the dramatic shaping or 
re-creation for the film of a selected aspect of reality. The fictional 
element is kept to a minimum and frequently used to start off the 
action. Sometimes it blends so well with the image of reality that 
it is accepted in context as an integral part o f it. Typical of the 
“ fictional ” approach is a tendency to make use of actual settings to 
lend the appearance of reality to a story which may or may not 
originate from or have any logical connection with the location.

Probably the most successful early examples of the merging of 
fact and fiction are the wartime “ semi-documentaries ” like The 
Way Ahead and In Which We Serve; with all their faults the stories
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at least have some relevance to their locations, because they are 
stories of war played out in a wartime atmosphere. In Western 
Approaches, the dramatization of a wartime incident involving 
actual sailors, the documentary approach brought excellent results. 
The story is in no way imposed on the material; the drama is built up 
from the essential elements of the incident itself. After the war 
Harry W att’s The Overlanders carried on the documentary approach, 
for its slight, fictional story serves merely to set in motion what is 
virtually a record of a gigantic cattle-drive across Australia. The 
dramatic climaxes arise naturally from the cattle-drive itself. With 
Eureka Stockade, however, Watt switched to the opposing technique, 
and the discrepancy between story and setting becomes apparent. 
Against real locations the melodramatic plot appears highly artificial. 
Nevertheless, its popular success resulted in a spate of films grafting 
fictional stories on to settings selected seemingly for their exotic 
qualities alone. With West of Zanzibar, The Golden Salamander and 
South o f Algiers, the technique becomes routine formula, and, 
though the background detail is more serious, Simba is merely an 
extension of it into the ‘fifties.

Something was needed to put new life into the trend, and Ealing 
Studios set about it by shifting the emphasis to comedy and twisting 
the formula a little. The Ealing method set the action within the 
British Isles, and attempted to bring the fictional stories into closer 
relation with the background. Fresh and vigorous as this approach 
appeared in Passport to Pimlico and Whisky Galore, with their 
emphasis on national characteristics, it turned out to be short-lived. 
The characters rapidly became reduced to types—The Titfield 
Thunderbolt was surely the ultimate in typage and whimsy—and the 
handling of situations less and less imaginative. Ealing had fallen 
back into the very routine-formula it had tried to avoid. Its influence 
on independent production, however, was important, for such films 
as Eldridge’s Brandy for the Parson and (to a greater and more 
successful degree) Cornelius’ Genevieve brought a lively and original 
treatment of the formula.

The documentary approach was also undergoing a change. The 
balance of fact and fiction in Western Approaches and The Over
landers gave way to an uneasy compromise between the two. 
Genuine documentary themes, instead of being dramatized from 
within, now formed merely the core of films which embellished the 
theme for feature-release to such a degree that they ceased to bear 
more than superficial relevance to it. Mackendrick’s Matidy had
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as its subject the treatment of the deaf and dumb child, but this 
theme is limited to a few sequences taken inside a school for the deaf. 
The story itself is ludicrous and does little good to a film which, one 
supposes, is intended to be taken seriously. A similar situation 
occurs in David Lean’s The Sound Barrier, where the private lives of 
the characters compare so ill with the theme of the development of 
the jet.

Thorold Dickinson’s Men o f Two Worlds is a curious phenomenon. 
Whereas the encroachment of fictional elements on documentary 
territory has caused the failure of the films so far discussed, Dickin
son’s film goes down under the weight of its documentary material. 
Its fictional approach is to embody the conflict between the Western 
and African cultures in the character of the hero, a  method which 
demands a more sympathetic insight into character than it receives 
here. Once the situation is established the director leaves his actors 
high and dry, while he concentrates on the documentary theme. 
Fact and fiction fail to blend; the film’s very ambition to qualify as a 
feature brings about its failure. The Divided Heart, a far better film, 
almost succeeds in bringing off the difficult compromise. Where it 
fails is in its lack of incision, its inability to do more than state the 
case for both sides in a current problem. Philip Leacock’s The Brave 
Don’t Cry goes back in style to the wartime “ semi-documentaries ” 
with its dramatization of a natural incident acted by people who 
might well have been in such a situation. Its theme of disaster in a 
mine may be compared in treatment with the wartime action of 
Western Approaches.

The documentary feature, then, in the right hands can blend 
drama and actuality into as fine a fusion as in the best “ pure ” 
documentaries (Drifters). The tendency is for the fictional element 
to come to the fore and spoil the delicate balance, but it is not 
altogether impossible for the unsatisfactory presentation o f the 
documentary material to ruin the film. If British cinema is to find its 
feet once more the solution seems to lie along one of the two lines 
of development, for the best British films have belonged to one or 
the other. The balance is difficult to attain, but there lies the key to 
good film-making.
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THEATRE IN LONDON
S A IN T  JO A N  by BERNARD SH AW

St. Martin's Theatre

HE MAID should irritate ; the actress should not. Both did.
I would not gladly sit through another three hours of Siobhan 

McKenna’s portrayal of Joan, though I allow her performance to 
be sound in conception and brilliant in patches. A Tipperary tom
boy, invincibly ignorant of taboo and tradition, as exasperatingly 
sure o f her God as a modern Buchmanite, this Joan’s ears would 
have been soundly boxed by her favourite Archangel within five 
minutes of entering the Blessed Company. “ Play it in any dialect 
you like, except Irish,” Shaw wrote to an actress of my acquaintance 
some twenty years ago. One sees his point now—yet it is likely that 
Shaw would have approved the current Joan, who serves and inter
prets her author to the exclusion of all else. The usual ingredients of 
a leading-lady performance—whim, whimsy, flutter and froth—are 
marvellously lacking here. (So is team-work, and this is a pity ; but 
the producer and not the actress must take the blame.) I can think 
of only one leading player in recent years who has conveyed so 
clearly her dedication to an author’s intention : Miss Googie 
Withers, a year or two ago, in the Odets play at the St. James’s

Is Shaw’s play great theatre ? Dramatic critics ten, twenty, thirty 
years ago—the Agates and Macarthys—held it to be so, though I 
cannot recall their reasons and have not their essays to hand. Their 
successors, the Tynans and the Hobsons, from whom middle-to- 
highbrow tongues are apt to purchase their lease to clatter, are 
agreed—if I  understand them correctly—that the play is less than 
great. The point is argued incessantly in the middle-to-highbrow

theatre.
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circles in which I am obliged to move. What’s the yardstick, then ? 
Has Mr. Hobson, for instance, walked with Sophocles beside the 
Aegean ? Has Mr. Tynan, with Shakespeare, hurried the long way 
round, through the Minories, to Southwark, avoiding the whippings, 
the breakings-on-the-wheel, the witch-sousings of Eastcheap ? Do 
they think continually “ of those that are truly great ” ? I should like 
to believe it, but I think not. I  cannot absolutely rid my mind of 
the suspicion that the former critic is less happy with the Electro than 
with les pieces roses of M. Anouilh ; that the latter would cheerfully 
trade King Lear for a year’s subscription to the New Yorker.

There is a glory of the sun and another of the moon—the nearer 
moon, the ironical, winking moon, the Shavian moon of my delight. 
Tested even by its weakest link—the epilogue—Saint Joan stands 
firm as Shaw’s best play ; one of the three best the British Theatre 
has provided since the Restoration ; a great play—a classic. (I use 
that word deliberately : there is none of the “ advancedness ” of 
fin de siecle “ New Drama ” here—Shaw’s intention and achieve
ment was to write in the classical manner.) The tragedy of The Maid 
is, of course, a great theme for any writer to handle. It has been 
falsified or fumbled by some of the most illustrious names of the 
past 350 years, from Shakespeare to Claudel, by way of Voltaire and 
Mark Twain. My own bardolatry, being confined to established, 
and not pseudo, Shakespeare, makes me reject altogether the 
scurrilous picture of la Puceiie drawn by the author(s) of the first 
part of the Henry VI trilogy. Voltaire’s Joan, astride a flying donkey, 
castrating the enemy, would have made a suitable partner for 
Candide and a sound chaperone for Cunegonde. (His satirical 
portrait was used as a whip to scourge eighteenth-century French 
fashions and the French Church.) Schiller’s Joan must have 
aroused profound discomfort among nineteenth-century German 
audiences : even the sentimental critics of the day, the Werther-ites, 
accused him of over-idealising his Jungfrau. Schiller went further in 
his determination to re-write history than even Hollywood has 
dared to : his heroine avoids the flames by getting herself killed on 
the field of battle '. M. Claudel’s Joan—unlike Shaw’s—talks about 
“ grace ” , the divine imperative, and fails dismally to suggest it. 
And so on : the list is too long to quote further, and I have not so 
far seen or read M. Anouilh’s I'Alouelte. . . .

Classical tragedy, as Shaw more than once pointed out, is con
cerned with men at their best and not their worst. Has the tragedy of 
high intentions been ever, within living memory, more movingly
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portrayed than in the famous trial scene of Saint Joan ? Have the 
vital protagonists ever been allowed so much heart-searching, so 
much energy, so much eloquence ? “ The tragedy of such murders 
is that they are not committed by murderers,” says Shaw in his 
preface to the play. “ They are judicial murders, pious murders ; 
and this contradiction at once brings an element of comedy into the 
tragedy : the angels may weep at the murder, but the gods laugh at 
the murderers ” ,

The gods laugh ! But not, I think, at the St. Martin’s Theatre. 
Nor do the stalls. And here is one of the main faults of John 
Fernald’s production. If  Mr. Fernald has a sense of humour— 
which I do not doubt—it is evidently not a Shavian one and he 
should, therefore, be discouraged in future from directing Shaw’s 
plays. Some of the play’s wittiest lines are cut, others are gabbled, a 
few are completely inaudible. None of this, I would stress, is 
accidental, nor is it the fault of the actors concerned : it is clearly 
intended by the producer, who no doubt considers that he knows 
better than the author. He is sadly mistaken.

The acting. I did not feel that the supporting roles in this revival 
were as ill-played as some critics have protested they were. I counted 
at least half a dozen performances which would serve in the great 
production which might, surprisingly, pop up one of these days 
before the bomb does. Warwick, Gilles de Rais, the Inquisitor, the 
English Soldier and the Archbishop of Rheims “ supported ” Miss 
McKenna excellently, and the Dauphin of Mr. Kenneth Williams 
went further by threatening to steal the show from her. This full- 
lipped, pouting, crafty-eyed moron seems to have strayed out of a 
Molihre troupe : here is acting for the joy of acting, acting for the 
connoisseur. Let Mr. Williams be warned that if he persists in this 
sort of thing, his only alternative to “ stardom ” will be total 
unemployment—a thing not to be suffered by the discerning theatre
goer without vehement protest.

MICHAEL HARALD
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W orld P roblem s o f  To-day, Cyril Garbett, Archbishop of York, 
Hodder & Stoughton, 4s. 6d.

THE ARCHBISHOP OF YORK says ill a preface that his book 
is “ intended as a small contribution to help the Christian 

to make up his mind on some of the most important o f the world 
problems of our time.” When he refers to “ the Church ” it must 
be remembered that it is the Church of England he means, and that 
he speaks for only a  fraction of Christians ; even this fraction may 
not unanimously approve his opinions and prejudices.

Anglicans do not feel obliged to agree with their bishops. Dr. 
Garbett writes : “ the old-fashioned weapon of excommunication 
. . .  in the modern world is futile, and evokes more ridicule than 
fear.” That Christians should regard being deprived of the sacra
ments as a joke seems, on the face of it, strange. Even in his own 
church, there may be some, less broad, or low, who will resent the 
implication. More than once he throws out a remark calculated 
to set Christians by the ears ; when he says, for example : “ once 
a child has been born he has all the potentialities of a  child of God, 
and therefore is of value in the sight o f God ” (my italics) he is 
stating dogmatically a proposition around which Christian argu
ment has raged for centuries, namely, at what stage in the develop
ment of the foetus does the soul enter the body, or does this only 
occur when the child is born ? Such speculation is harmless, but it 
is not with theological problems that the Archbishop concerns 
himself.

In a chapter headed The Ideals o f Western Civilisation he asserts 
that there is vagueness as to what is meant by western civilisation. 
He goes on to define communism : “  The communist knows what 
he means by the advent of a new order—a world-wide classless 
community in which all the means of production and distribution 
belong to the community and are distributed according to the needs 
of each.” After this flattering description it is not surprising to 
learn that Dr. Garbett sees no reason why a Christian should not 
also be a communist. Fortunately his words are unlikely to influence 
any large body of Christian opinion.

There is also, inevitably, a  chapter on the colour problem, with 
the usual attack on apartheid. There is, of course, no colour problem 
except where black and white live side by side; and when they do 
it is often there, sometimes acutely as in Kenya now. A fair 
and humane solution is the practical, political proposal o f South 
Africans like Mr. Oswald Pirow, who advocates total apartheid. 
As Mr. Steele showed in his article in the March European, total 
apartheid is more than fair to the negroes, who can develop their 
vast and rich empire in the centre o f the continent in their own way,
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employing European technicians to help them develop it, or not, as 
they prefer. It was stated in Parliament recently that 278,560 people 
in Kenya had been arrested in connection with the Mau Mau 
troubles ; it is unsuitable that English clergy should lecture South 
Africa on how to keep its house in order—the old story of beams 
and motes.

The Archbishop uses all the well-known arguments about there 
being no such thing as race, but most people can tell the difference 
between black and white. There is no question here of superiority 
or inferiority, much less of value in the sight o f God. The fact is that 
black and white are different, and they are better apart. South 
Africa may lead the way ; perhaps in time to come the U.S.A. will 
be able to find a national home for its negroes ; England might give 
up a colony to the West Indian negroes, instead of so mis-governing 
them that they have to come to Britain or starve.

As Mr. Steele pointed out, Africans would be welcome to visit 
Europe as students, or tourists. They cannot be welcome as fellow- 
citizens. When they live among white people there is always trouble ; 
the whites are accused of bullying, unfairness, closed shop tactics, 
the blacks of lowering the standards of any neighbourhood they 
inhabit, and of many other things beside.

A poultry keeper would not make his ducks and hens eat out of 
the same trough; the ducks would get all the food and the hens go 
hungry. The fact that they are of equal value to the housewife is 
completely irrelevant; they do better when they are separated.

Goethe said : “ Ich rufe, Natur ! ” He believed that he saw the 
purpose of God revealed in nature. There may be exceptions to a 
general, natural rule—Mrs. Roosevelt and the Archbishop of 
York, for instance. Blit most white people prefer to live among 
white people, as negroes prefer to live among other negroes. 
Politicians must legislate for the vast majority.

D.M.

W a ru m , W oher, a b er W ohin, Dr. Hans Grimm, Klosterhaus Verlag.

IN  THE LAST two or three years our contemporaries’ judgement 
of Hitler has undergone an evolution. For a decade and more he 

was an unanimously abhorred monster ; today he is inclined to be 
considered a precursor ; evil, certainly, but far-seeing. The attacks of 
his accusers have been followed by more subtle considerations.

The work of Alan Bullock, for instance, makes an effort towards 
more impartial understanding, but still shows marked traces of 
prejudice, ready-made ideas and submission to the spirit of the 
times. The merit o f the book is that it opened up the field, thus 
allowing real historians to begin a serious study of Hitler’s “ case ”, 
In effect, Mr. Bullock has only given us a sort of digest of the mass of 
documents which he has consulted and interpreted in the letter rather 
than the spirit, the form rather than the content. His book is a 
morphology, that is to say a study of Hitler’s exterior aspect and
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not at all an analysis of the man, a study of his interior conditions 
(his conscience) and what Peguy called idees-forces. Perhaps the 
historian who will faithfully portray the founder of the Third Reich 
is not yet born.

Now come the chroniclers, of whom the first in date is the author 
of the novel, famous in Germany, Volk ohne Raum. Let it be said at 
once that Dr. Hans Grimm is no apologist of the singular being to 
whom, at the age of 80, he devotes a long and vigorous work of 600 
pages. Called upon in the elections of 1934 to approve the fusion of 
the post of Chancellor of the Reich and the function of President 
of the Republic, Dr. Grimm voted publicly against the decision, an 
act which procured hint the hostility of the Fiihrer and the enmity of 
Goebbels. His work is thus not that of a National-Socialist fanatic, 
but on the contrary that of a writer who has kept his faculty of deci
sion free from any determinism other than that of his individual 
judgement. Dr. Grimm does not “ judge ” Hitler. An Austrian by 
birth, having lived and undergone what Hitler saw and endured, he 
has attempted to put himself in his place, or rather to reconstruct the 
political and social climate which influenced and formed the abstruse 
personality of his hero. Straight away he goes to the heart o f the 
problem, which is most certainly centred on those crucial years in 
which Hitler educated himself, in which this autodidact amassed a 
heterogeneous collection of ideas, doctrines, acquired theories and 
projects, hopes and dreams in which the visionary melted the future 
Socialism with Nationalism, Europe with Germany, and Germany 
with the order, the stability, and the security of the Continent.

Dr. Grimm’s thesis is that Germany has an historic vocation. This 
idea will leave many English readers sceptical. However, it is self- 
evident to German historians who know that for fifteen hundred 
years the function of Germany was to constitute a barrier against 
the invasions coming from the East. In effect, this thesis only enlarges 
a fact which is recognised at present by everyone, and carries it over 
into the past and the future. If it is true that the Franks, the Saxons, 
and the Austrians have not ceased to fight against the conquering 
hordes of Huns, Mongols, and Turks, if it is established that without 
the help of the Germans the West cannot be defended against a 
Soviet offensive, if it is clear that Asia tends periodically to submerge 
Europe, has one not the right to say that the effectual role of Ger
many is to constitute a barrier against the incursions of barbarians ?

This role clearly proves itself in a study of the past and the 
examination of the present situation, but if one admits it as a fact, 
one should also admit that the destruction of the barrier has the 
ineluctable consequence of putting the West at the mercy of the 
eternal oriental invader. Such is the hypothesis advanced by 
Dr. Grimm, and which appears evident to us to-day as it was 
evident to Hitler since his Viennese youth and certainly from the 
time when he undertook to restore the unity and strength of his 
adopted country in the purpose of reconstructing the traditional 
barrier which, from the Holy Roman Empire to the Austria of
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Franz-Josef was raised against the incursions of the Asians.
The originality of the first book to have been devoted to the 

deep thought of Hitler, and not only to his exterior acts, is the 
suggestion that in the mind of its promoter the National-Socialist 
Revolution would not have been an end in itself, an ideal system 
of government, a rigid and absolute Weltanschauung, but a means 
of mobilising the German forces, and of forging against Russian 
Asia a strong state, a  single-willed people, a powerful army. In 
his view the function of Germany was that of neutralising the 
eurasian menace whose present-day name is communism and once 
more taking up the civilising mission of the Teutonic knights in 
carrying German order to the Urals.

The most rabid adversary of National-Socialism knows to-day 
that Hitler had no designs upon the West, and that he never ceased 
to seek the alliance of Great Britain, which he considered the 
principal factor of the security and stability of the world. If 
England was once more placed before the fateful decision of 
2nd September 1939 her rulers would no doubt realise that world 
peace and the British Empire could both be maintained by an 
Anglo-German co-operation, that is to say by a division of the 
globe into two zones of influence, the Reich assuring order from 
the Rhine to the Urals, and Great Britain conserving her supremacy 
on the oceans, as well as her influence in Western Europe. To 
obtain Mr. Chamberlain’s tacit aid there are almost no concessions 
which Hitler would not have granted, even in the realm of National- 
Socialist institutions. All the European differences could easily 
have been settled, the most absurd war in history — that of 1940 — 
would not have taken place, Great Britain would have kept her 
place in the world, the U.S.S.R. and China would not have formed 
a  bloc of eight hundred million men, bolshevism would never have 
established itself in the heart of Europe. The mistake of England 
was to believe that Hitler was an enemy to be destroyed at all 
costs, when he was the most sincere of her friends.

However that may be, the work of Dr. Grimm is certainly the 
most penetrating biography so far to be devoted to Hitler. There
fore it is to be hoped that some publisher in Great Britain will be 
enterprising enough to make it accessible to English readers.

P aul C. Berger
{Translated)

L aw rence  o f  A rabia , A Biographical Enquiry, Richard Aldington, 
Collins, 25s.

RICHARD ALDINGTON’S career has a unity to it since his 
early association with Pound in the Imagist movement: a 

determined pursuit of the real, as against the romantic, a search for 
the truth in its nudity, coupled with an almost phrenetic detestation 
o f  superfluity and pose. That his mind’s searchlight should turn on
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Lawrence was more or less an accident; that once turned, it should 
show up fraud and penetrate where none had gone, or wished to go, 
before, was to be expected : all that we had ever read about 
Lawrence had an emotional, padded impreciseness about it that 
demanded surgery.

The first book to analyse Lawrence of Arabia’s pretensions, to 
ask calmly, is the Seven Pillars of Wisdom fiction or fact ? does this 
story (of T. E. reading all the books in the Oxford Union Library) 
or that story (of capturing Akaba) correspond with fact ? was 
subjected even before publication to what would be called “ smear- 
tactics ” if applied to an American scientist. Wavell’s “ He will 
always have his detractors, those who . . was followed by charges 
of profanation, ill manners and envious debunking.

Lytton Strachey, the great debunker, took impressive figures like 
Cardinal Manning or General Gordon and made them humorous 
to the readers of the ’twenties by an expose all too literal of their 
opinions and actions, with the implied comment, how out of dale, 
how self-righteous such opinions and actions were. Aldington does 
not do this. His work is far graver. He takes the legend of Lawrence 
and asks, simply, is there any justification in it ? do any facts support 
it ? or only Lawrence’s own mythopoeic gifts ? Manning, honoured 
by the maturest organisation of the west, Gordon, undoubted hero 
of martial exploits, were in no sense the creators or victims of a 
legend. They were great individuals living according to the lights of 
their day. Strachey’s ephemeral work was to snigger : “ but see ! 
the lighting has changed !” Aldington’s investigation of Lawrence’s 
career simply reveals for the first time the series o f poses, impostures, 
exaggerations, limelight-hunts, that lay behind the ugly, lantern- 
jawed officer in Arab dress first announced by Lowell Thomas to a 
world weary of trench warfare.

Schoolmasters will o f course object that “ British youth ” is 
being robbed of a hero : particularly schoolmasters whose homo
sexuality is less open than their hero’s. (Here alone Lawrence surely 
deserves recognition for candour, with his purple patch on the 
second page of his first chapter.) But this is precisely where Alding
ton’s work is most valuable. Modern warfare is squalid, cruel, 
pointless and mechanical. This puts those with a vested interest 
in war (financiers, failure-politicians, generals, bishops) under a 
great obligation to anyone who like Lawrence can revive the legend 
that war, if only in one field, is “ clean ” and romantic. Aldington’s 
book shows how Lawrence’s feelings for handsome men, the com
plement of a hysterical and loathsome misogynism, in no way 
softened him towards ordinary men when he met them in war. 
“ Then we turned our Hotchkiss on the prisoners and made an end 
of them.” When Lawrence was in action with his Arabs (which was 
far less frequent than his legend would hint) it seems his presence 
was the willing concomitant o f atrocities against Turkish soldiers 
which in a later age, and on a losing side, would have sat him under 
the Klieg lights o f Nuremberg. Instead, he sits under the light of an
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imagist poet ; Aldington’s readers are the judges ; the penalty is 
not slow strangulation, but the deprivation of false fame.

Such work in no way belittles heroism. Auda, the Arab, and true 
capturer of Akaba, is shown as a hero: though a hero botched by a 
savagery untypical of Muslim heroes at their best. “ With all his talk 
of Saladin, Lawrence might then have called to mind the humanity 
of that hero when, at Merj’ Ayun, he refused to harm any of his 
Christian prisoners, though Richard I of England had treacherously 
murdered all the Saracen prisoners before Saladin’s eyes.” But 
the real feeling behind the book is a horror of one who can, after 
a massacre, pose for a snapshot, “ clean-shaved on his camel among 
the cavalry ” , an even deeper disgust at a world which would so soon 
forget the sterile, unholy, unceasing agonies of the western front, 
and by contemplation of a pseudo-Prince of Mecca reassure itself, 
that war is still an honourable trade. This is a lesson not only 
Englishmen need to learn. Its corollary—that the true hero is he 
who tries to stop wars, not win them—has that been learnt anywhere, 
even in India ?

HESE TWO BOOKS belong to the series of “ Studies in Modern
European Literature and Thought ”, in which there have 

already appeared studies of Baudelaire, Rilke, Lorca, Sartre, and 
Gide, to mention only a few. This canned literary history is much 
to be recommended ; the reader is given a composite bird’s eye view 
of the life, personality, and work of the subject, and as the whole 
must be dealt with in 60 pages there is no room at all for hobby
horses or any other extraneous matter.

In his short life (the active part of which almost exactly spanned 
the Napoleonic wars) Kleist distinguished himself in many ways. 
He wrote one of the very few good comedies in German literature, 
founded Berlin’s first daily newspaper, and made a suicide pact 
with a woman whom he did not love. He is chiefly renowned for 
his tragedies and short stories. Mr. March’s straightforward and 
ebullient book is best read at one sitting. Kleist’s tempestuous art is 
so bound up with his tempestuous UJFe that the author has not 
separated the two, and one is carried forward on a stream of bio
graphy cum literary criticism which never becomes dull. Mr. March 
is at pains to show how near Kleist is to the twentieth century in his 
exploration of the darker regions of the mind and in those un
abashed revelations of human sensuality and frailty which so 
repelled Goethe and most o f his other contemporaries.

Mr. Bennett, confronted with an extremely difficult and misunder
stood subject, has succeeded so well that one is inspired to have yet

D esmond Stew art.

K le is t , Richard March;
George, E. K. Bennett, Bowes & Bowes, 6s. each.
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one more try at appreciating the eccentric poetry of Stefan George. 
A man who had disciples, never did a stroke of work in his life, 
and wrote only for a select circle is bound to be both fascinating 
and irritating. His poems are almost devoid of punctuation and 
capital letters (he called this method “ ein Stacheldraht fur Un- 
berufene”), and he is concerned with form rather than content. 
The message of the poems is one of humanism, self-discipline, and 
art for art’s sake. Mr. Bennett makes liberal use o f examples of 
George’s work, which he very sensibly translates into prose. This 
study is objectively written except for a rather naggingly persistent 
effort throughout to emphasise that George was not, repeat not, a 
National Socialist.

R.B.

Cards o f Identity, Nigel Dennis. Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 15s.
The Mail Boat, Alexander Randolph, Heinemann, 7s. 6d.

IT IS a pleasure to announce to Francophiles, Yankophiles and 
those elderly pessimists who are delighting with false long faces at 
the demise of The Novel, that Mr. Nigel Dennis (an Englishman, 

we’re told) has written a very lively, very kicking novel, called 
Cards o f Identity, which seems unlikely to be bettered for a long time 
by any competitor of any nationality.

The Identity Club manufactures identity-masks with which the 
maladjusted (us !) may face the world of their choice. We are treated 
with a prolificity of satiric observation and comic invention, to three 
detailed case-histories. Comic, did I say ? Yes : I  laughed deliriously 
with a clenched jaw, hair on end with fright. I am still laughing for 
sheer horror. I have not read any of this author’s earlier work ; but 
when my nerves are better, I  intend to. He has already, I gather, 
been compared to a fine assortment of elders and betters, from 
Wyndham Lewis to Ivy Compton-Burnett ; but I  should say that his 
talent is an absolutely original one. His vision of the world is 
individual, warped and highly communicable.

Alexander Randolph is a young American writer, and this book, 
The Mail Boat, is his first. The blurb informs us that Mr. Randolph 
is a “ born novelist ”—which fact remains to be proved. The story is 
told in the form of letters to friends and relations from a young 
writer and his mistress, who are shown in the throes of a highly 
experimental relationship, and one which is obviously doomed to 
fail. They choose for the purpose of this experiment to live together 
on a small Tyrrhenian island. The author is mainly preoccupied with 
the itch-and-scratch of sex : this, for the girl, is—or could be—a 
very simple matter (a most un-American heroine 1) She likes to be 
natural and jolly about it and even her black brassiere and black 
brief panties (plus the specially ordered black stockings—madden
ingly, too short 1) can’t make her less than wholesome. Unfortunately, 
her writer friend is both self-centred and a homosexual. He’s the
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brooding sort, super-aesthetical, dimly poetical ; a feeble-witted 
poor relation of the writer-hero of Thomas Mann’s Death in Venice. 
However, the book—-I can’t bring myself to call it a novel—is 
beautifully constructed and very well-written. It says a lot for the 
author’s technique that one’s interest in this dismal couple never 
begins to flag (Why doesn’t she leave him, the big silly, before it’s 
too late ? Run home to Mom and Pop and steady old Thomas who’ll 
surely chuck the other girl if only she’ll burst in on him unexpected, 
all natural and jolly in black underwear !) I hope that Mr. Randolph 
will now attempt to justify his publishers’ claim, and write—a novel.

M.H.

L ys is tra ta ,  Tr. Dudley Fitts, Faber, 12s. 6d.
B ey o n d  th e  G lass, Antonia White, Eyre & Spottiswoode, 12s. 6d. 
G eorge O rw ell, John Atkins, Calder, 18s.

J UDGING BY its gyrations, a well-known subscription library 
thinks the Lysistrata is too immoral to obtain, while the Oedipus 
Rex of Sophocles was not so—I doubt if either Orwell or Aristo

phanes would have foreseen that such was the case ! Their fore
knowledge of such a mental confusion might have lost us two great 
plays. The Lysistrata in a modern language is as angry as the Greek 
plays usually seem when englishised by poets who, unlike their 
critics, can both handle and create metre. I  don’t see the point of 
turning Greek chanting into African blues, though I do see one of 
the points o f making Spartans speak with southern afro-american 
voices. As even Dudley Fitts will have forgotten his defensive 
reasons for killing Small Eumelus, Aleostis and Admetus’ son, in 
his and Robert Fitzgerald’s earlier and perhaps more adult version 
of the play Aleostis, perhaps it is irrelevant. It is unlikely to affect 
the way our becloudedly vacant bourgeoisise will read or hear 
Lysistrata. I t is worth noting, like many other instances of modernity 
—contemporaneity is closer—of the Fitts vocabulary, but I think 
Robert Fitzgerald should have been there to control the euphoric 
gaiety. Is it gaiety ?

Beyond the Glass, by Antonia White, shows what happens when 
Fitzgeralds are absent. Clara either knew nothing of life and the 
beyond or practically nothing; as I am Clarence I assume the latter, 
but perhaps not. Clara, separating from her unsatisfactory husband 
and hoping for an annullment, met a very handsome young man 
named Richard who wore a signet ring and dabbled in the occult— 
possibly the pseudo-occult would be better. He both made love to 
her, and attempted a game of trying to develop Clara’s latent extra
sensory perception, telepathy in the main. Clara was carted off in a 
large white or cream-painted van with wirenetting over the window 
—what happened then is the story, and beautifully written it is. Her 
nightmare visions of reincarnation in the padded cell, the ignorance, 
incompetence, imbecility and gentleness of the nurses, the relative
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wisdom of the doctors and her father’s later fumbling explanation of 
why Richard did not want to continue the engagement “ because of 
a girl called Kathleen ” make me despair of extra-fictional humanity 
reading this heroic book—because they are reading it. Can they 
“ take it in ” or apply it ?

George Orwell, by John Atkins, is very suitably juxtaposed to 
the Antonia White book. Orwell fought as Miss White fights, and as 
the recently abused Lawrence of Arabia fought in The Seven Pillars 
o f Wisdom and now in The Mini, for a freedom the Greeks did not 
possess off paper more than we do—and by Greek I do not- mean 
Bunthorne, though I think mercy is necessary “ even for Pooh-Bah ” . 
He was an early national socialist, though he never understood 
fascism even when defending it against hyphenated in-justice. He 
was pre-eminently a moral reformer, and arch-goat, as Arnold of 
Rugby was an arch-sheep.

1984 and Animal Farm are much in our minds after that brutally 
clear television play and the hastily bowdlerised film version of 
Animal Farm. Even John Atkins does not seem to admit, even if he 
understands, that both books have a dual interpretation, the first a 
political attack on marxism in its Russian form (how can people 
connect Big Brother with the real Hitler-Mussolini ? I don’t know) 
—the second an exposure of our alleged openness and actual 
secrecy about sex as the long passages in 1984 about the Anti-sex 
League ought to show, whatever the reader’s views on the matter or 
the manner of our follies.

That apart, Orwell studied the masses rather more thoroughly 
than Mass Observation ever did in the ‘thirties when it was active. 
His articles on Boys’ Comics in Horizon (Mr. Atkins’ reading has 
been scientific, unlike Mass Observation data) shows the fantasy 
world our people live in, and incidentally why they are ashamed of 
fairy tales, myths and hero legends as their fighting ancestors were 
not ashamed. They are just drowned in a businessman sergeant- 
major’s world in which even isolated Japan nearly submerged in 
1945. Orwell’s submergence in the wrong side of the Spanish Civil 
War shows how far the rot had gone by 1936, and why the causes of 
anarchism, carlism and Catalonia lost to the idea of Spain, in the 
open at least. The people were too “ hudden doon ” as we say in 
Scotland to think without a ready-made pseudologic with a  long 
name—Marxism-leninism-stalinism, no less.

M iles D . S. K ir k .
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THE NAPOLEONIC IDEA 
OF A UNITED EUROPE

by THOMAS BIGGS

THE RESTLESS inconsistency of Napoleon Bonaparte is part 
o f his undeniable and enduring fascination. To be consistent 

is seldom the mark of the great man who follows his own road, 
who follows his own star, to glory and to ruin.

Buckling on his sword as a sub-lieutenant of the French King, 
the homeless, sometimes hungry Bonaparte had his reservations. 
The sword-belt belonged to France: the edge was his own. Later, 
Mahometan by sympathy, or passing sympathy, Catholic in his 
dying, for Corsica and against her, for the Jacobins and against 
them, for the Republic One and Indivisible only to transform it into 
a plebiscitary Empire, he reigns supreme among opportunists. If 
the Grand Monarque claimed that the State it was he, Bonaparte, no 
Frenchman, one who even despised the French, pictured himself as 
the embodiment o f their Revolution. Indeed, as Mme. d ’Houstot 
puts it, “  He contradicts history and expands imagination ” .

Principles and morality he subordinated unashamedly to policy 
and action. Bonaparte read voraciously : his memory was prodi
gious. He read for his personal purpose. Religion and ideas must 
serve his sword and sceptre. The excess, the anarchy, untidyness and 
chatter of the Revolution and its corruption under the Directory 
had to be ended. “ We have finished with the romance of the 
Revolution : it is time to begin its history ” . Faction and finance 
were devouring the Republic. He belonged to no party, to no 
country. “ I saved the Revolution as it lay dying: I cleansed it of its 
crimes ; I held it up to the people, shining with fame. I inspired France 
with new ideas which will never be forgotten. . . .” It is egoistic 
exaggeration but not wholly untrue.

The phrasemongers and idealists who obstructed action and 
menaced order must be shut up, in one way or the other. The 
canaille, whether o f Paris, or Pavia, or Cairo, must be kept in hand 
by artillery and the seduction of reflected glory. Order was the first 
necessity o f him who was, in Gladstone’s estimation, the greatest
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administrator in history, and who had an unquenchable zest for 
practical improvement of what existed.

Italian by lineage, it was in Italy that the rising Caesar found 
fame and also learnt to master armies, win victories, alter frontiers, 
draft constitutions, practise diplomacy and study the mentality of 
peoples. The representative of the regicide Republic maintained the 
Monarchy of Piedmont, sold the Venetian Republic and upheld the 
nobility of Liguria. Entangled with the strategic aims of an expand
ing bourgeois France, the Revolution had crossed the frontiers, and 
the natural frontiers of the Republic.

Napoleon could not afford to forfeit the natural frontiers which 
he inherited and with them his prestige. It followed that he must clash 
with Austria and with England. The domination of Europe became 
a necessary aim. “ The natural frontiers acquired,” Louis Madelin 
wrote of Bonaparte, “ French glory exalted, the way prepared for 
French hegemony, these, with all careers open to talents, were 
undoubtedly among the achievements -of the Revolution which 
seemed to him most beautiful ” . But he himself was France and the' 
French Revolution. “ Never,” General Bonaparte wrote to the 
Directors, “ has the French Republic adopted the principle of making 
war in the interests of other people. . . I know that it costs nothing 
for a handful of talkers to wish for a universal republic. I should like 
those gentlemen to come and make a winter campaign ” .

He held that it was the soldier who founded a republic and 
maintained it. The spirit of the Revolution and the satisfaction of 
the peasantry, who wanted land not democracy, were the sword and 
support of the Consulate and Empire. As the Imperial Eagle sur
mounted the tricolor, so imperial efficiency accompanied the Rights 
of Man and the Citizen. The Codes replaced antique systems and 
proscriptive perversions of justice and were taught in France to 
Germans and Italians. Europe and its bourgeoisie were freed from 
prince and noble, priest and guild. Sovereigns were subjected, 
mediatised or done away, the Holy Roman Empire wound up, the 
Pope himself affronted and even arrested, Bonapartes enthroned in 
European lands or elevated in the Western Church by a brigand 
brother acting with truly Corsican family piety. Young Jerome, 
made King of Westphalia after Tilsit, was ordered to favour the 
Third Estate in the allotment of Government posts, and to secure 
liberty, equality and prosperity to his people. “  This will be a more 
powerful barrier against Prussia than the Elbe, or fortresses, or 
French protection. What people would wish to revert to Prussian
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despotism when it has once tasted the benefits of a wise and liberal 
Government ? ” The full German potentialities had not yet been 
revealed !

Bonaparte’s earlier ambitions of conquest and organisation were 
directed eastwards. “ In the Orient alone,” he told Bourrienne, the 
friend of his boyhood, “ are great empires possible today He 
dreamt of making himself Emperor of the East, of cutting his “ way 
back to Paris through Constantinople To strike at the East and 
the Indies however was to strike at London, the implacable centre 
of sea power, banking and reactionary resistance; and Constantinople 
was to be not a final halt, but a stage on the “ way back to Paris ” , 
Events and ambition decided that the tamer of the Revolution 
should emulate and outstrip Charlemagne rather than the Caliphs. 
Both for Charles the Great and for Napoleon I the Iron Crown of 
Lombardy went with the Imperial Crown received from the hands 
of the Pope. His own craving for power and domination, and the 
enmity of the legitimate sovereigns of Europe, outraged by the 
Revolution and its Imperial embodiment, impelled Napoleon 
towards the imposition of European unity. “  There will be no peace 
in Europe,” he declared when visiting at Aix-la-Chapelle the tomb 
of the Frankish Emperor of the West, “ until the whole continent is 
under one suzerain, an emperor whose chief officers are kings, 
whose generals have become monarchs . . . Would you tell me that 
this plan is but an imitation of the old Imperial constitution ? 
Well, there is nothing new under the sun ! ”

Nor was there much that was essentially new about such arrange
ments as the Treaty of Pressburg which followed Austerlitzin 1805. 
The Holy Roman Emperor now became merely hereditary Emperor 
of Austria. The Germans were reorganised, and so combined as to 
be weak enough not to fall upon France when Napoleon invaded 
England and strong enough to help keep Russia in “ Asia ” , where 
she belonged. The new Confederation of the Rhine interposed that 
third German Power which was an aim of French diplomacy from 
the days of Henri IV, of Richelieu and Mazarin, to those of the 
Committee of Public Safety and of Napoleon Bonaparte.

His was thus a European system dependent upon his own interests 
and those of France. By 1810 it had reached its climax. One side of 
the imperial medal showed Libertas, the other Imperium. In Paris, 
Piedmontese, Romans, Belgians and Germans of the Hanseatic 
departments assisted the French in the Imperial administration. The 
municipal finances of the cities of Europe were put in order by
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skilled French book-keepers. Napoleon’s visits saw not only: the • 
eager interrogation of the merchants but the planning of parks and 
boulevards. “ We need,” he declared, “ a European legal code, a 
European court of appeal, a unified coinage, a common system of 
weights and measures. The same law must run throughout Europe.
I shall fuse all the nations into one ” .

But military conscription and economic exploitation also followed 
the eagles. Conquest in the name of revolutionary principles 
evoked a counter-revolutionary nationalism. Andreas Hofer fought 
back in the Tyrol and was put to death in M antua; a German 
bookseller called Palm was executed for selling a pamphlet on 
“ The Humiliation of Germany ” . Justice was often distorted for 
reasons of State : the secret police flourished. The middle-classes 
found opportunity, but the Continental system of counter-blockade 
hit them as well as England. Discontent was met with suppression, 
and suppression made for greater discontent. The Napoleonic 
tariff system separated the Kingdom of Italy from the western pro
vinces within the French economy. The grain and fruit of Italy, like 
the ships and sailors of Holland, were held at the disposal of France ; 
so was the silk of Lombardy which had formerly been sold in 
Germany and Italy. The silk of Lucca was prevented from competing 
with the silk of Lyons.

The Emperor explained his policy forcefully to the protesting 
Viceroy of Italy, Eugene de Beauharnais. “ My principle is France 
first. If English commerce is supreme on the high seas, it is due to 
her sea power : it is therefore to be expected that, as France is the 
strongest land power, she should claim commercial supremacy on 
the continent ” . Italy must content herself with being grateful for 
her independence. In effect the subsidiaries o f France were in the 
position of the transatlantic colonies of the Bourbon Monarchy.
“ On the Elbe and on the Oder ” , said the Emperor, “ we have won 
our Indies, our Spanish colonies, and our Cape of Good Hope ” . 
He was not French, despite the love for the French expressed for 
example in St. Helena, but Bonaparte knew the principles o f war and 
France was his base.

The maker and breaker of kings could not always prevail against' 
the self-interest, and later the sentiments, of the peoples. ; The 
destructive rage of the nations, subsidized and supported by England’s 
money, soldiers and wooden walls, triumphed over the constructive 
energies of The Man. The United States of Europe could not be 
created even by eighty thousand soldiers, and Napoleon knew it.: He
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expressed as First Consul his amazement at “  the impotence of force 
to organise anything. In the long run, the sword will always be 
conquered by the spirit The forces of nationalism which he had 
unleashed conspired to undo Napoleon’s “ federative system of 
kings In 1814 that “ fine Empire, eighty-three millions of human 
beings, more than half the population of Europe ” was renounced in 
favour o f a Liberal Empire of the French, and Benjamin Constant’s 
constitution referred in its preamble to the aim of a Liberal European 
federation. But Napoleon’s time had passed. “ After me, the Rhine, 
the Alps, and the Pyrenees ” .

This is the comment of Edouard D riau lt: “  He was as it were the 
prophet of the new nationalities . . .  How great would he have been 
if he had kept on serving the Revolution, instead of making all of it 
for his own ends, if he had omitted to make of liberty a means to 
power, if after rousing the Italians and his other peoples to inde
pendence he had not kept them under the yoke, if he had not violated 
his promises. But has any conqueror in history ever been known to 
do anything in order to free the nations over which he ruled ? He 
was afraid, and certainly without reason, to see them rise against 
him. He tried to melt Europe down in the great revolutionary unity 
which was the grand empire."

In the last banishment of St. Helena, Napoleon acknowledged his 
failure to win the peoples to the cause of unity when he crushed the 
power of the older order. So the War of Liberation was a movement 
of peoples, as well as a coalition of princes. It has been said that it 
was England’s greatest misfortune not to be conquered by Napoleon. 
But the English preferred the Rights of Englishmen to the Rights of 
Man, and limited their own liberties for. a while rather than be forced 
to be free by the Grand Armie. The embodiment of the Revolution 
produced the European Reaction.

“ In the great cause of which I saw myself the chief and the 
arbiter,” Napoleon told the Marquis Las Cases, the Boswell of 
Longwood, “ one of two systems was to be followed : to make kings 
listen to reason from the people : or to conduct the people to 
happiness by means of their kings. But it is well known to be no 
easy matter to check the people when they are once in full cry: it 
seemed to me therefore most reasonable to count on the wisdom 
and intelligence of rulers. I  supposed I had a right to believe that 
these rulers were possessed of enough intellect to see where their 
true interests lay. I was wrong. The kings never considered the 
position in which they stood and, in their blind fury, let loose against
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me forces which I had studiously refrained from rousing against 
them.”

His professed object was the agglomeration “of peoples, geo
graphically united, but separated by revolutions and political 
action Thirty million Frenchmen, fifteen million Spaniards, the 
like number of Italians and thirty million Germans, having formed 
their nation-states (corps de nation) must then devote themselves to 
the attainment of a higher civilisation. “ Then perhaps one could 
realise for Europe the thought of an Amphictyony, a North American 
Congress The fusion of Italy was almost complete, but Germany 
required more time. “ It is incomprehensible to me that no German 
Prince up to the present has had the idea of unifying the whole. If 
Destiny had made me a German Prince, I would have rescued this 
nation from the storms of our days under one sceptre. With thirty 
million Germans surrounding my throne, as I know them, if I had 
been chosen and appointed by them as their ruler, I would never have 
been forsaken. As their Emperor I would never have been brought to 
St. Helena.”  With his throne had crashed his plan of a union of the 
nations, but “ the start has been given, the force of circumstances 
will carry it out, and nothing can prevent it ” .

Behind the lust for domination and the ruthless marshalling of 
Europe’s men and resources lay a glittering vision.

“ Would you like to know what are my real, my very considerable 
treasures ? They shine like the sun. They are : the fine harbours 
of Antwerp and Flushing . . .  the works on the harbours of 
Dunkirk, Le Havre, and Nice, the gigantic basin of Cherbourg 
and the improvement of the harbour of Venice, the fine roads 
from Wesel to Hambourg, from Antwerp to Amsterdam, from 
Mayance to Metz, from Bordeaux to Bayonne : the mountain 
roads over the Simplon, Mont Cenis, Mont Genevre, the Corniche 
road which opens up the Alps in four directions. These roads 
which cost over 80,000,000 francs, excel in daring, in extent and as 
works of art, all similar constructions of the ancient world.
“ Again, there are the roads from the Pyrenees to the Alps and 
from Parma to Spezia. In Paris there are the bridges of Jena and 
Austerlitz and the Pont des Arts. There are the bridges of Sevres, 
Tours, Roanne, Lyons, Turin and many others. I  caused to be 
cut the canal which joins the Rhine to the Rhone through the 
Danube and so connects the North Sea with the Mediterranean, 
the canal between the Scheldt and the Somme. . .  1 added beautiful 
buildings to Rome. I restored the manufactures o f Lyons . . .  I  
provided the capital for building more than four hundred factories 
for the production of sugar from the beetroot . . .  I  supported

58



THE NAPOLEONIC IDEA OF A UNITED EUROPE

the trade which produces as good and as cheap an indigo as can 
be obtained from the colonies . . .
“ My plan o f bringing about a union of the nations—and it is the 
noblest, most courageous and highest minded of all plans—was 
wrecked . . . but it is not lost. A  beginning has been made ; the 
force of circumstances will complete the work. Nothing can 
prevent it.”

Napoleon was wrong. The plan could not be realised against the 
peoples and against England. Only today, when Europe is half 
enslaved to the power which Napoleon at St. Helena described as 
that which “ Marches the most surely, and with the greatest strides, 
towards universal dominion ” , does union appear as inevitable as 
anything is ever inevitable in history.

Napoleon sought to impose European unity by force and will. 
We have recently seen the failure of an attempt to impose unity 
under constitutional formulae and supranational institutions. Under 
both schemes England would have been excluded. N o European 
union can endure which ignores or flouts the feelings and the reality 
of nationhood which is now reviving, or has revived, upon the 
Continent after the horror and disillusionment o f defeat, dishonour, 
occupation and liberation had tended for a brief while to discredit the 
nation-state. There is a new pride and obstinacy in France, but 
nowadays the balance of potential power upon the Continent is less 
with France than with those Germans whose latent strength 
Napoleon knew.

History does not repeat itself, and men are unwise to try to.repeat 
history. It is natural, however, for men to seek precedents for their 
aims and actions. Napoleon used the principles of 1789 and the 
traditions of Western Christendom and recalled in imagination the 
empire o f Charlemagne. Those traditions and those principles still 
live. They inspired the statesmen who, since the Second "World War, 
have been striving for the union of Europe. “ Charlemagne Europe ” 
is a controversial, if not now an outmoded, phrase, but Franco- 
German reconciliation remains a necessity o f European solidarity. 
There are dangers in German sovereignty and rearmament. There 
are dangers in all political courses—dangers of which Napoleon 
can give warning from the tomb. We learn from him that England 
and Europe must tread the same paths. We should also learn from 
him never to forget the separated peoples o f the East. They belong 
of right to the European family, and without their redemption there 
can be no true united Europe and no enduring settlement.
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LETTERS

THE FALL OF FRANCE

To the Editor of The European.
Sir,

D.M. represents General Spears as considering throughout The 
Fall o f France “ that politicians . . . should continue to shout 
defiantly that they are winning the war, however obvious it may be 
. . . they are not.” Now reading the book conveyed to me the im
pression that what Gen. Spears favoured was fighting on even if the 
war was obviously going unfavourably, and, in particular, that he 
thought that the French in 1940 should have fought on from North 
Africa (where, owing to the sea barrier, a Nazi attack could probably 
have been held off until the arrival of the British troops offered by 
Sir Winston).

D.M. considers that “ the difference between ” the defiant speeches 
of politicians in France and Britain “ historically, is that the French
man’s words were put to the test of reality within a week, whereas 
the Englishman’s boast was . . . empty . . .  the Germans never 
crossed the Channel.” Such statements also differ historically in 
whether, should they be “ put to the test o f reality,” they will' be 
carried into practice, and it can hardly be doubted that, in contrast 
to the case of France, the hatred of the British people for the Nazi 
tyranny would have led to action in precise accord with Sir Winston’s 
words. It is not true that “  the speeches of politicians . . .  would not 
have affected the issue D.M. concedes that “  the behaviour o f the 
civilian population ” (which would certainly have been affected by 
the speeches of politicians) is a factor not to be neglected.

D.M. feels “ a debt of gratitude to General Weygand and Marshal 
Petain for saving Paris from this senseless destruction.” Presumably 
in like manner D.M. will censure Hitler for defending Berlin in 1945.

Yours, etc.,
P. G. W r ig h t .

Trinity College, 
Cambridge.
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RERUM NOVARUM  
AND THE SYNDICALIST STATE

Sir,
The original article contended that the extremes of too much 

wealth and too little wealth still exist in the Spdtkapitalismus of our 
time, and we need look no further than the American scene for 
corroboration. Mr. Saunders assists my argument by pointing out 
that the living standard, today, in my country, is fifty per cent higher 
than that of Britain.

In America the great domestic market must be sustained by 
credit to supplement the average worker’s income, which, in 
accordance to the statistics I  cited previously, gravitates toward 
the minimum requisite for health and well-being (vide Peach, Basic 
Data o f the American Economy ; The Economic Almanac ; The Labor 
Fact Book (1953)). Today about $30 billion is outstanding in 
consumer debt, while $75 billion is outstanding in home mortgages 
(vide U.S. News and World Report, January 7, 1955 ; Ibid., Decem
ber 10, 1954) by virtue o f which American workers, fortunate 
enough to have “ purchased ” a  home, will own them in about 
thirty years.

At the same time a respectable number of “  orthodox ” (non- 
Marxist for Mr. Saunders’ information) economists have pointed 
out that the root of crisis lies in “ over-investment ” the result of 
excess profit accumulation, a subsequent “ over-production ” and 
“ under-consumption ” because of the restricted consuming capacity 
o f the internal market. (A list o f these economists can be provided 
should Mr. Saunders wish to protract this discussion.)

Mr. Saunders is one of the many (among whom are a great, great 
many workers who are by no means restive nor furious) who have 
succumbed to what economic historians have termed “ The Great 
Illusion ” which capitalism precipitates in the course of its cyclical 
boom.

Finally, let Mr. Saunders remember that whatever “ prosperity ” 
he sees or whatever vitality the capitalist system may display today, it 
has been purchased at the price of the lives of hundreds of thousands 
of his countrymen and mine and with the blood of their adversaries. 
As far as I am concerned all this has been purchased at too high a 
price.

Yours, etc.,
A n th o n y  J ames.

New York,
U.S. A.
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THE FACTS OF LIFE

To the Editor of The European.
Sir,

Mr. Kenneth Fisher’s reply to my letter was most interesting. 
What I was trying to say, however, he does not appear 'to have 
grasped—mainly because of the confused wording of one of my 
paragraphs.

Instead of “ the primordial structure of the ego,” I should have 
written something like : “ the phase of the anima or psyche under
lying the Freudian ego.” Terms are admittedly difficult in discussing 
the paranormal. According to the mystics (who were not merely 
“ speculators ”) the ordinary surface phenomena generated by the 
anima in the personality all fringe away into a realm from which the 
paranormal erupts, and can erupt at any time. In a fallen and 
redeemed world in which humanity finds the Holy Spirit and other 
daemonic powers blowing through the cosmos and moving at the 
frontiers of the mind, predictions of the “ probable pattern of some
one’s behaviour ” surely have no relevance.'- There can be miracles of 
re-integration at any moment. Owing to the unity of psyche and 
soma, unpredictable changes in the plasmatic streamings of the body, 
in the very significance of a particular gene for the life of the person 
changed, can occur. Oedipus and Agamemnon, and Macbeth, 
probably had some remarkable chromosomes, but they and every 
tissue were involved in a living unity, a drama, which compelled 
heaven to send down the choral magnificence which (if I understand 
Gilbert Murray) is the justification and purpose of tragedy. The 
possible role of criminal-looking genes in the development of a great 
culture would be worthy of investigation. It might be necessary to 
breed potential criminals, for culture to survive.

To turn to “ nicer ” things, if the anima governs all the rhythms 
of the organism, elaborates and arranges the whole fabric, it can 
introduce in a  twinkling alterations that convert the potential 
murderer into a saint. Think of Paul, and Augustine.

The present writer is no higher mathematician: presumably the 
rarity of such an occurrence would make calculations about the 
criminal behaviour of groups possible ; but, because it can occur 
in any given case, these calculations have no practical bearing upon 
the treatment of individuals. Every attempt to apply them involves 
the danger of destroying a foetal Virgin among the Semites. An 
obvious objection is that all birth control, and virginity itself, ban 
the entry of animae into the world, and, if the foregoing argument 
is to be taken seriously, everyone should have as many children as 
possible. This, however, does not follow. Eros, like all other 
organic phenomena, touches the realm of the paranormal, and 
where sexual love includes a longing for children one must be on the 
look-out for the working of grace. Interference here can mean a 
clash with the divine realm, a blocking of the entry o f a soul into the 
world.
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This is “ pure speculation ” ? Maybe. But the eugenic programmes 
of the future will be mischievous if they do not take such ideas into 
account. This does not mean there is no place for eugenics, but 
that the practical complications are infinitely greater than the 
ordinary biologist can conceive. Problems like the theological 
significance of orgastically potent individuals who long for children 
should be investigated. And “ dairy farmers ” are not the people to 
do it.

Mr. Fisher’s precis of Lange’s work on fraternal and identical 
twins I found very illuminating. I t certainly made the introduction of 
Reich a t this point wholly irrelevant. All the biological work men
tioned by Mr. Fisher is, o f course, enormously important. The 
purpose of my own letter was to underline the equal importance of 
a complementary approach.

Yours, etc.,
O . C . D r e w it t .

45, Eaton Road,
Sutton,
Surrey.

s e n a t o r  McCa r t h y

To the Editor of The European.
Sir,

Referring to the discussion about Senator McCarthy in your 
magazine, I would like to call your attention to the opinion of the 
peoples behind the Iron Curtain about this American politician.

A Czech who arrived recently in London from Prague told the 
reporter of the Czech London exile newspaper (which can in no way 
be considered a right-wing paper, but has considerable socialist 
sympathies) : “ You cannot imagine the enthusiasm which greeted 
the election of Eisenhower as president. . .  I open my ears and mouth 
in astonishment when I hear how some people in the West talk about 
McCarthy. A t home in Prague he is considered a hero.” I had also 
occasion to speak with a traveller from Warsaw and he told me about 
the same.

Yours, etc.,
K . Strauss.

113 Randolph Avenue,
London, W.9.
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For holiday and business travel to alt parts of Spain, Spanish Morocco
and Canary Islands

SPANISH TRA VEL BUREAU
will be pleased to supply literature, brochures and individual quota
tions, air, rail and steamer reservations, hotel bookings, excursions, 
etc., all at inclusive costs.
Agents throughout U.K. American A gents: Columbian Tourist 
Agency, Hotel Winslow, Madison Avenue, 55th Street, New York 22, 
N.Y.

— o —

Special Charter Flights to Madrid fo r Spain v. England Soccer 
International, M ay I8th. All-inclusive c o s t: £35 J5s„ comprising  
flight, hotel (2 days), meals, cabaret and excursion with hostess.

Full details from SPANISH TRAVEL BUREAU, 17 Coventry 
Street, London, W.l. Telephones: Gerrard 1596 and 9537-8.

For European tours please apply for free brochure to Challis & 
Benson Ltd., S South Motion Street, London, W .l. Telephone: 
Grosvenor 8861 (8 lines).

SUBSCRIPTION RATES

1 Year £1 10s. 6 months 15s. Single copies 2s. 9d.
(including post)

U.S.A.
1 Year $4.50 6 months $2.25 - 1

Cheques should be made payable to T h e  E uropea n  
and sent to T he E uropean , 302 Vauxhall Bridge Road 

London, S.W.l.

Contributions, which must please be typed on thin 
paper, can be returned only if accompanied by a 

stamped addressed envelope.
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