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ORGANIZING THE REACTIONARIES

E forces of reaction are beginning to move. It will not be

a formidable, or indeed a umo\m, Tovgio it the British and
iean public are apprized of time. One of these

it may be expected that Prendaut Roosevelt or Mr.
irehill will devote a few sentences, of the scorn which each
y exercise with such deadly effect, to the men who are trying
‘block the policy known as that of the Atlantic Charter. For
presant, the authors of that great pledge proceed on the
iple of the Spanish proverb, that if you stop to throw a

But it goes to help the ultimate
il its initial stages, howover insignificant,
‘exposed at once to the light of publicity.
1 propose here to set forth a few examples of the all-too-
fype that have made their appearance.

L

Six weeks ago, a manifesto appeared in the London press,
signatures of twenty-seven men, for pmmmon ()f

st they ea“ed “the Individualist Movement'
the New York Herald-Tribune Bureau, which !old nf "llil
described the men as “leading British thinkers”, and while only
y few of the nwmes seem to justify such deseription, in
than & loose and over-courteous sense, it is undeniable
a substantial number of the signatories are pemns of note
influence. Dr. W. R. Inge is among them, and Mr. St.
Ervine, and Sir Ernest Benn. Professor C. K. Allen comes
the prestige of academic law, and Mr. Collin Brooks, editor
brings the flavor of a journal whose name an earlier
or made famous. In the despateh, Major Leonard Cripps
is singled out as worthy of attention, on the twofold ground
hat bie is a ship-owner and that he is the brother of Sir Stafford
but as Sir Stafford is certainly of upiniuns the very
of those urged here by Major Leonard, one is left guessing
-uzemvenm of his presence in the group. For the rest,
notices the names of Lord Leverhulme (head of Lever
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Brothers), of Lord Teviot, (the well-known banker), of Lord Peny.
(chairman of the Ford Motor Company of England). What
common impulse, or interest, can have brought together, at this
time, for an appeal of their own to the public, these
seven “leading British thinkers”? One feature, as the list is

authority in England has, in their view, been invading to o
calumitous extent tho judical and logislative fanctions. They
call for rtion and of the ity of
parliament:

ere must be a lopping-off of the ever-spreading tentacles
of bureaucracy, and severe restraint on the processes by which

Bas been yielding its constitutional powers 0.
Whitehall

The twenty-seven extol those ancient constitutional prineiples
under which Englishmen used to be sure of equal consideration
whether they were private individuals or officials, and under
which justice used to be administered by courts of law, not by
some secret tribunal.

This takes one's breath away. That Dr. W. R. I
example, the “gloomy dean” of many a diatribe in the past
against the democratic usages of his country, should hat
developed this sudden zeal for representative government,
‘makes one ask—What then is it, so much worse than the pnpuhc
institutions he used to despise, from which he now inyol

i

is
other people at their devotions.” What, then, has ereated in
himself this so surprising devotional spirit? Onee more is Saul
among the prophets! What has Whitehall been doing, o
does Whitehall seem likely to do, that he should supplieate
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. Westminster to ward it off? And why have those

fgreat commercial magnates of the peerage, who supply
per cent of the body of “leading thinkers”, been suddenly

d in the same surprising manner?

Another of the signatories was, about the same time, brought

oeruphs,side by side,of “threo men who Lte planing
w bottar world".Ono of them was Sir Ernest Bonn, who has
Sir Brnost is author of

or his bitter denunciation of doles, quotas, cheap money, and
interference of any kind with the opportunities of private
. An opulent gentleman, whose contentment with the

. ing of wages, a
perhaps most notable of all, from a prolate, was his warning
years ago that the National Socialist ’Vlnvoment should

us.
ponent of the National Socialist Movement spoke of Adolf
ful ﬂ.lled the will of

i the Picture Post issue is Sir Pere
Batameny: for Him S8 0kt WA of Hotog: iy 1 w06
h; what chiofly alarms Sir Percy is the oceasional thought
State trading may continue alter wha war to handicap
ize, and the vials of his di poured on those
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who let their minds run on any such fundamental pos
poliey.
Upon this it is sufficient to observe that ‘“‘Comment
superfluous.”
1

For many years a principal source of alarm to the econor

our Russian ally suspicious and distrustful of Britain.
Wendell Willkie's reports from Moscow show a disposition
there that every patriot in our Commonwealth must wish o
abate. Controversy on the project called “‘Second Front!” wil be
inflamed by every quotable outburst from some well

some glaring provious examples would have been enough
this hour to restrain even the most unruly tongue or pen.
There was the British Cabinet Minister (he is now
fortunately, no longer in the Cabinet) who expressed his h
of equal destruction for Germans and Russians. Periodic
one has been alarmed by a headline in the press amnou
a new epigram on Communism from tho lips of Lady As
As theso lines aro written, the hostess of “Cliveden” fame b

Communist and the British Communist, much to the ad
of the former. No doubt she intended this to make am
for what she had said a fow weoks before, complimenting the
United States at Russia’s expense for disinterested zeal in

cause of justice. But the effort at amends is so tactless thaf
it may well aggravate rather than reduce the earlier irritaf
for the Communist—more perhaps than any other poltical gr

within its ranks. And who ean estimate how muech hnm
done in those critieal summer months of 1939 through
pamphlet calling itself Memorandum of Information, sent ou
hy the “Imperial Policy Group” in England? In issue
issue it urged abandonment of the plan for an anti-Hitler
that would unite Russia in joint action with Britain and
becanse Poland—so said the sagacious Memorandum—wi
rather submit to the Nazis than be rescued by the Soviet U
At the same decisive hour, the same advice was being pr
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m the Foreign Relations Committee of the French Senate
 Piorre Laval! How the Poles must now refleet upon the
mt given of them by these “leading thinkers”—English
ench—is a painful thought. It must remain, too, in the

of Josef Stalin, not without influence there. What

or worse than folly—is this, to stimulate again just now

it of Capitalist with Socialist which the Nazis used so

ely against us at Moscow in August, 1939, and which the
oosevelt-Churchill diplomacy has gonoe so far to extinguish!
The Nineteenth Century Editor pours scorn on Mr. Clarence
union”, of whose essence the

well aware, assumed nothing of the lnnd nnr did he launch

iny such plan as is here ascribed to him. It is a selective, not a
, federation of peoples that he has in mind: no one

ld have laid moro emphasis on that essential contrast of

y”, whose name—as A!\Alnle France once remar!

-arouses i certain men “a quasi- i-religious feeling like that which
‘moon is said to inspire in dogs”. our editorial propagandist
1o have been too much distraught for concern to be

Sir Ernest Benn took up the tale in a rocent issue of The
ol Review. For him also it is imperative that England
“get: back to greatness. *“We were the bankers of the

he roflocts, ruefully, “and nothing but Socialism can

nt us from resuming comething like our old position”.
of course, for Sir Ernest Benn, ends the case for Socialism.
@ recalls President Roosevelt's epigram abouf men who,
the choice is between humanity and dollars, always incline
latter. “There was a time"”, Sir Krnest laments, “when
he trade of the world that mattered was done through
, and millions of fransactions with which we had no
n tribute to us”. What a fortunate time: the eritie
1o have it back with all speed, and is very impatient
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with “idealists” who threaten to delay its return. Don't nax

a botter social ordor to him! “All the talk of & higher stan

of living”, he observes (quoting with approval a piquant phrase

rromsxrAUmd Hopkinson), will turn out “mere flapdoodle”

ark periods of England’s_economic past do not trouble
mem

" “Tf weare in search”, said James, “for a broken and
contrite spirit, plainly wo need not turn o this brother”.
e has been when such writing and speaking as T &

uoted sallad or i rore tina Pight beaterise pommest
the men still apparently hopeful of holding back the tide
sacial justice belonged 50 obviously to an order that was v
. Mr. Hoover's book, The Challenge to Liberty, was thus
object of little more than a satiric jest from the men eng
on America’s New Deal. It had historic sugguuveneu,
one realize that even yet in America there are here o
industrial magnates with a spirit like that of Cu ceto
immortalized by Dickens in Hard Times:

‘Whenever a Cakl\hwnar felt he was ill-used—that is to say
‘whenever he was not. left entirely alone, and it was pmw-d 0
hold him aeeountable for lhe consequences of any of his
he was sure to come out with the -wm mnnlu M
soomes “pitch the property into the Atlan

meSeew'.-rywuhln sa fnch of i It cnm
Hownvel’, the Cokof patriotic, aff
nover had pitched umr E\n rmy into the Aum
thu ntru'y had bee enough to take vmzhty zmd-n

—

But the situation in which light banter is adequate comm
has passed just now into a situation that calls for very
speech. Soviet Russia, frotful under delays in the matter of
Second Front, wants to know whether it is in truth milit
necessity that has held the enterprize back, or whether the
of British Imperialism, on which Ribbentrop dwelt as fund
mentally mtn—Cnmmmuut has been clogging the wheels. E
newspaper or magazine article such as those I have eited, repr

claiming the spirit of tha past, repudiating the Atlantic Charter,
and mocking “Federal Union"”, thus misrepresents to her grave.

lvantage—perhaps to her grave peril —the spirit of Britain.
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Truth about this cannot be stated too quickly or too
ely in every organ of our press.

A

The essence of that intrigue conducted by von Ribbentrop
umow was its warning to Mr. Stalin against a British
" which designed to make Soviet Russia its tool.

can well imagine how the Nazi envoy recalled the events

120, how he pointed out that a prineipal foreign promoter of

n counter-revolution had been none other than Mr.

one of method at. the British Foreign Olﬁoe That ﬂ:e
impressed by thi t, in Augus
wo have much sad ren,son to know. And now, when Lha
ferent, when a genuine “New Deal

et Foladions was" Tor sdimsosd) “when_ha. Totgl
alike of Mr. Churehill’s Imperialism and of Mr. Stalin’s

non tragedy, when each was acknowledging to the other
)nmd of the past which had been ill-informed and hence less
than fair—see with what damage coarse hands in British
i ism threaten the new structure of eooperation! Organs
of the London press, by no means mmnsldorlhla in their
ence, publish article after article sure to convey to Russian
Tkt the original st of Brital nafivost ‘e
he supposed New Deal is just further
i sestogy of deception. How von Ribbontrop must exult
as the following from a Nineteenth Century
i!nmd (coming -lur an outburst in the now familiar Nine-
enth Century manner about Adolf Hitler as “the greatest
military and_ political genius of our generation’

Ono thing must be sid for National Soeialist doetrine,

Tts essontial.purpose greatness of Germans. A
greatnoss, it s true, a d;mmen incompatible with the wnll—
bing o all nations, tho German pation inclnded.  But gru:::xs,
s

0 essenco

ﬂlll threaten w revail, |l thydn not pmnll even now,

o sountry in ot e, ehn e ok Engiand and the limpire,

ut the

may be master of the tandible worldvEnghlhman are heing asked

o die so that the glory of Bngland und of the Empire may be
Inhnmhln world of dlm nbntrlct ion. ;nihl: perish.

war an

En(blhmnn are bemg u od to ﬁem %0 that they may
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ras bus loee the pesss. Our popular dootrinairee—there i, lak
no doubt as to their popularity—would have us fight, but fight in
ain.

So in this respect, according to an editorial in the Nineteenth
Century, not meraly the German method but the German ideal

is superior to ours! |

1L

On this matter the voice of the Dominions should be prompt,
clear and emphatic. For Canadians, the Atlantic Charter i
neither platitudinous nor visionary. It is the very expression,
too long overdue, of the world purpose that keeps our imperial
patriotism aglow. Not Britain alone, but Bx-nam with thab
character, can lead the Commonwealth in sacrifice “without
limit and without stint”. 1f, during a few shameful years between
the two World Wars, it was possible to argue that “Isolationism™

name “Impﬂrmhsm In the United States, under some of
the present President’s predecessors, o like debasing of
Asideions {leal BT, best prepoindid fo, prineiolr i
occasionally translated into practice. There 100, 48 a naf
nnd ot whouy disereditable consequence, pacifism
guinst the peril of this drift, President R
S M, Chrohil took Sone, s prossing cares, for a conferen
to issue an authoritative statement. What they sent o
from somewhero in the North Atlantic, was not (as so off
pretended by those who wish to evade it) a “wordy” d
or truistic, or ambiguous. The qualities of dlarity, of
lpomh of conciseness, for which both the men who .
 ae famos, were iere conspicuousty shown, Ta ff
nchble that having declared the Atlantic Charter mere inno

‘We understand only too well why it is displeasing in e
circles: why its elauses about no annexations of territory,
equal accessibility of raw material, about a fuller social
to men of all nlﬁnm. have been read by some Englishn
well as by some Ame with such impatience. One
Mr. Harold Begbie's pRcembitin: phrase about the
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h Hmln of Commons elected in 1919: “hard-faced men who

es on h&v‘mz “done very well”. But the hard-| hcad
bo expected again, with their blue-print for maintenance
for augmer n of their own economic advantage, at
‘next Conference Table, and through numerous spokesmen
are making their first move, cautiously, by attack on the
Charter. In this they sre not mtu:ally mistaken: it
qmba an obstacle to their “ideology”. As such it was

e far-soeing me ho drafted it.
{Ous wees m- danger of the sort of writing and speaking in
these self-appointed champions of tho Empire indulge
et one remembers what happened in June, 1941. There is
ow little remaining mystery about the motive of the Nazi
¢ launched a few weeks after Rudolf
Mr. Churchill said, “from Hitler's table™)
ﬂmm across n.e North Sea, to make contact with elements
whicl represented to him as anti-

B fiows Hingishmen far lees than fustios in supposing then
e of  liko brood with Josel Beck of Poland or Georgos

tense timo in the London of 1937 and 19387 It is easier

eve that they did not, when one abserves how even now,

the midst of war—and such war—Englishmen, whose

tism no one doubts, will write in great magazines with

i stupid disrogard of tho dumago they may do to a very
0 o their countey.

The crafty propagandism of the enemy has been quick to

nsize every sign that Russo-British cooperation can last

r but a short time, that the bedfellows whom misfortune has

‘brought together are bitterly antagonistic, and that there

s reason to doubt whother each of them would not rather lose

war than win it at the cost of permanent deference to the

. Just the same old method of division which was so
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sucoesful at Moscow in the summer of 19391 Ts it too much t
hope that, warned by that experience, we shall not lt it

again? At the moment, the effort of Nazi publicists i

and on the radio is to convince Russia that Britain's delay’

propagandist corruption has been altogether fruitless.
Stalin understands and appreciates the real grounds, in m
regarding a Second Front, we may feel

sposition towards them; that they -hould
eonfident of the will of their Allies to help by any
—Second Front, hombing of German cities, or whatever it
be—judged by the experts to be strategically soundest.
o establish this atmosphere of mutual confidence, m

ity fo
the two peoples as well as for the two governments, is
tremendous duty of those who have access to the public.
1t is being splendidly faced by at least two great Engli
the Archbishop of Canterbury and Sir Stafford Cripps. The
thrilling words of their appeal for a new iternational and.
new social order, at the Albert Hall demonstration of a few
ago, may well have stirred Russian readers no less than
listeners. They spoke not just strategically, buf
knew—from their hearts, and from the real heart of Engl
At the same time, as strategy, it was perfect.

Leaders of what I have called “reaction” have long
the ways of Sir Stafford Cripps: now they hate, and p
revile, the ways of the Archhishop of Cunerhm'y

doubt as to s popmmy"
1 have been mmwmx that I should like to see

for the Russian people in Pranda and Jzvestia.
H.




