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| f"_e' story of the thnt\, -seven conscientious
ob_]ectors who were 1mn~>terred to I‘rance 1n
Mayv, 1916, and of the thirty who were sentenced
to. dedth has been told w ell by Hubert W. Peet.
We summarise his story.

Whilst conscription was passing lhmugh the
House of Commons, the highest civil authorities
promised that no conscientious objector would
be transferred from Britain. The undertaking
was given because 1t was known that such trans-
ference meant the: death - sentence for the
genuine conscientious objector.  The military
authorities rode rough-shod over the parha-
mentary pledges, and the conscientious objectors
were transferred to Ifrance from Landguard
IFort, ‘Harwich; from Richmond, Yorks; and
from Seaford. |

The first rumours of the intended transference
reached the No Conscription Fellowship from
Harwich, where a party of conscientious
objectors were in irons at Landguard lort.
Definite information was received that the Non
Combatant Corps, and its C.O. prisoners, were
on their way to Southampton.  This warning
reached the N.C.F. in a letter, thrown out of the
train by one of the ordinary N.C.C. men, while
it 'was passing through a [.ondon suburb. The
letter was posted by unknown hands and the
facts became public property. ;

The party was delayed at Southampton, by
the discovery of an outbreak of measles in the
corps. Mr. Asquith, then Prime Minister, tele-
graphed to \uuthdmptnn ordering the retention
of the C.O.s in Britain. But the prisoners had
been separated from the other men and shipped
to Havre. The Army authorities intended to
make an “example” of them, it would seem.

They were téchnically “ released™ atter
leaving England. Their first real contest with
the Mllltary Authorities came on May 10. It
was then that 17 of the Landguard party, alone
in the midst of the B.E.I'., began their refusal

to be coerced into being soldiers.
On' the parade ground at Cinder City, this
May morning, an extraordinary scene was wit-
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SEN ENCED TO DEATH

STORY OF THE OBJECTORS WHO WERE

TRANSFERRED TO FRANCE

e —ne —

nessed. The C.0O.s were hustled into -their
places in ditterent parts of the ranks. The order,
“ Right turn ! Quick marr:h' " was shouted: The
company mov ed briskly oft! = But dotted on the
parade ground were sev enteen  conscientious
objectors still in thewr original positions.  This
was. actually and symbolically true. "These men
stood in their original positions to the end, the
bulwark of the protest against war and militar-
isni, tested, well tested, and not found wanting.

Physical ill-treatment, bullying, and threaten-
g ensued.
whispered :
C.Os were split up.

Here and there an ordinary private
eatick et
Some  of

Finally, the party of
the men were

SOME: 'O LHE CO.s
ordered 28 days’ I'ield Punishment No. 1.
were marched to the lIfield Punishment Camp at
Harfleur. They refused to work in the quarry
and were returned to the main camp.

Hubert Peet described the subsequent happen-
ings by quoting from the account of his cxperi-
ences, written by one of the men who stood nrm :
had us each hand-

"The Quartermaster Sergeant

cuffed to a tent with our hands round the pole
behind us, which made the shoulders ache to a
quite excruciating degree, The vyvoung Canadian,

who had been so hostile the previous evening, came
up. He broke into a torrent of curses at the author-
ities who imposed such penalties. After three hours,
one of the handeuffs was unlocked to enable me to
feed mvself. after which the punishment was again
inflicted.’
Finally, hands were
“ Crucifixion ” followed.
“ Each of us was placed with our backs to the
framework, consisting of uprights at intervals of
four or five yards, and cross-beams at a height ot
about five feet from the ground. Our ankles were
tied together and our arms then tied tightly at the
wrists to the cross-beams; and we were prepared to
remain in this position for the next two hours.”

“ Crucifixion,” on the second evening, was in
- different part of the camp.

handcuffed 1n front.

Y
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SENT TO FRANCE

Theyp treated as ordinary soldiers.

soldier

“We were placed with our faces to the barbed
wire of the inner fence. As the ropes with which
we were tied fastened round the barbed wire instead
ol the usual thick wooden post, it was possible to
tie them much more tightly, and 1 found myself
drawn_ so closely to the fence that when 1 wished
to turn my head I had to do so very cautiously
to avoid my face being torn by the barbs. To make
matters less comfortable, it came-on to rain and
cold wind blew straight across the top of the hill.”
In nnpnsmj_{ this sentence, the Commandang

explained :
“I have no special instructions al)lout (.05

I shall treat you as ordinary soldiers.”
The shamefulness of this sentence did not

consist in the suggestion that C.0O.s should be

IN 1916.

The shame was
that any Commandant could sentence an ordinary
to such punishment, for the merest

trivial offence.

The prisoners were hurried back to Cinder-
City and told that they were being sent to
Boulogne, en route for the front line, * where
vou will be shot if you continue to disobey
orders.”

In the eyes of the soldiers and the guard, the
threat was no idle one. = The following weeks
were big with a very real danger to these deter-
miined objectors.

Arrived at Boulogne, the men were taken
direct to the Field Punishment Barracks, a
disused fish market near the Quay. They refused
to work. They were placed on bread and water
diet, in dark and disgracefully crowded punish-
ment cells, Their arms were handcuffed behind
their backs for certain periods. They suffered
one imposition of “ crucifixion.” And they still
discussed : The existence of the Devil; the truth
of Marx; the merits of Esperanto; the influence

of Tolstoy; vaccination.




Meantime, two further parties of conscientious
objectors had been sent from France, straight to
the Henriville Camp, outside Boulogne.  They
were placed immediately in the guardroom.

As a result of agitation at home, the War
Office permitted Dr. F. B. Meyer and Hubert
Peet to cross to Boulogne to see the prisoners,
on Wednesday, June 7, 1916. Three days before
the C.O.s at Henriville had been warned,
solemnly, that continued resistance would result
in death. Stuart Beavis smuggled a letter out to
his mother. It read :— |

“Just a line. We have been warned to-day that
we are now within the war zone, and the military
authorities have absolute power, and disobedience
may be followed by very severe penalties, and very
possibly the death penalty, so 1 just drop you a
line in case they do not allow me to write after
to-morrow. Do not be downhearted if the worst
comes to the worst; many have died cheertully
before for a worse cause.—Stuart.”’

For circulating copies of this letter, H. Runham
Brown was prosecuted under Dora, and * deemed
to be fined £50 or imprisoned for two months.”
His case caused questions to be asked both in
House of Commons and the House of Lords and
led to debates in both Houses of Parliament.

The seventeen C.0O.s who had been taken to
France first were each warned. A list was read
out to them of men who had been shot already
for disobedience.

Hubert Peet was allowed no communication
with the imprisoned C.O.s. Colonel Wilberforce,
the Base Commandant, finally permitted him to
shake hands with four men he knew personally.
Dr. Meyer was allowed to speak brietly to the
prisoners in the presence of the Commandant and
an 1mposing and impatient staff.

At this time, the prisoners had been court-
martialled, but not * read out.” Ten days later,
J. Rowntree Gillett, who acted as Quaker Chap-
lain, brought back the news that the death
sentences had been passed, though commuted to
10 years’ penal servitude.

T writer of the ‘diary, already quoted by
P s * reading out’ ;—

abes the 1

—\londay, Lthe 9th June, we were intormed
we were to be read out. We found an escort waiting
us in the courtyard below . . . We turned towards
the outskirts of the town, and climbed one of the
hills overlooling it, which affords a wide view of
the Channel. 1 cast many a glance in the direction
of the white cliffs of Dover, for this might be our
last opportunity. We turned into the midst ol a
huge military ¢amp and many curious eyes, evidently
puzzled by our cheerful demeanour under such cir-
cumstances, followed us as we made our way to a
large open space in the middle, 150 yards or more
square, and evidently used as a parade ground . . .
After a wait of perhaps three-quarters of an hour,
the various groups of soldiers began to form them-
selves " into three sides of a huge square until
several thousands were present . .. When an appro-
priate hush had been arranged, the Adjutant, who
was to read out the sentence, took charge
“Private — , 'No. , of the 2nd Kastern
Company Non-Combatant Corps, tried by Field
Court-Martial for disobedience whilst undergoing
field punishment. Sentenced to death by being
shot.””——(Here . a pause.) ‘Confirmed by (General
Sir Douglas Haig’—a longer pause)—‘and com-
muted to ten years’ penal servitude.” . I was
aumber three on the list, and as I stepped forward
1 caught a glimpse of my paper as it was handed
to the Adiutant. Printed at the top in large red
letters. and doubly underlined, was the word
‘ Death.’ -

““ T ean hardly analyse the feelings that flashed
through my mind as I caught sight of the word.
Thev could certainly not be deseribed as an emotion.
I had faced the possibility of a death sentence
before, and now accepted the fact almost without
concern, whilst my mind was 0(‘.‘(‘1}])19(] lh@f‘h:lll'('ffl“}v'
“and dispassionately with considering the immediate
practical effects. It would be a great trial for
Mother. My sister would have to leave soh:nol.
People in England would make a great fuss. The
thought of why 1 should receive a different sentence
from the others did not occur to me. | simply
accepted it as a fact. . .
¢ And commuted to ten years’ penal servitude.’
Qo it was not so after all!

“PBut as I stood listening to the sentences of the
rest of our party, the feeling of joy and triumoh
 gurged up within me, and I felt proud to have the
privilege of being one of that small companv of
C.0.s testifying to a truth which the world has

not vet grasped, but which it would one day treasure

as a most precious inheritance.”

“ These men aren’t normal. Took at the shape
of their heads!” Colonel Wilberforce said to

Hubert Peet before he left Boulogne.
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THE BISHOP OF BIRMINGHAM

Dr. Barnes Defends Absolute
Opposition to War

—————+——.

The Manchester Guardian for Thursday,
December 7, 1939, published a report of one of
many of Judge Richardson’s indiscretions as
Chairman of the Newcastle Tribunal. The next
day Dr. Barnes, Bishop of Birmingham, wrote
a powertul letter to the Guardian, which appeared
in the columns of our contemporary on Monday,

December 11, 1939.

Dr. Barnes summarised the incident :—

It would appear that on Wednesday a man
applied to the Newcastle tribunal that he might be
registered as a conscientious objector. He was sup-
ported by a friend who said that i1t was not Chris=
tian to take up arms. * How dare you presume
that?’ said Judge Richardson. ‘There are plenty
of good Christians helping to remedy the evil of
agoression.’ Finally the Judge expressed his
opionion of the two men who described themselves
as ‘Jehovah’s witnesses,” by saving, ‘ You are a lot
of cranks’.”

Dr. Barnes then poses the direct Christian
challenge to Judge Richardson and to the
militarists of Church and State in the tollowing

trenchant terms :—
“*Does the Judge know that for the first two and
a hitt -centuries of its history the Christian Church
was predominantly pacifist? A careful examina-
tion of this question by a first-rate scholar 1s to be
found in the book, ‘ The Early Christian Attitude
to War,” published by Professor C. J. Cadoux in
1919. 1t it be thought that Professor Cadoux uses
the evidence mistakenly, 1 would refer to the
‘ Cambridge Ancient History,” vol. xii., 1939, page
659, where, at any rate as regards the leaders of
the Church, his conclusions are accepted. Take a
concrete instance. Does anyone think that Marcus
Aurelius, ‘the saint of paganism,’ persecuted the
Christians merely because they did not worship
Jupiter, Mars. Venus and the re<t of the tradi-
Ltmnal gods? The offence of the Christians was a

rgfusal to offer incensz| to the genius of Mha
Gy or to i o Rome, a; refusal to

serve in the armies of {he State even aga'nst what
at that time was literally ‘ the menase of German
barbarism.’

‘«« Tudee Richardson’s words were addressed to
men known as ‘Jehovah’s witnesses.’ Huoh_ are
meinbers of an organisation called the International
RBle Students’ Association. Their approach to the
New Testament differs widely trom my own. 'I‘he.v
regard it as verballv inspired: my own attifude 1s
that adopted bv modern critical scholars. But we

agree in our conviction that Christ forbade his Q\'t

lowers to do wrong that onod might come.
that Christians ought not to serve
We acree that even to ioin the
elong to an organisation forbidden
must serve the State bv our
nravers and give sueh ¢ eivilian ’ help as the Chris-
tian conscience will allow. Such was the early
Christian attitude, as the perusal of a famons
passace in Origen’s ‘Contra (“'-els:nm‘ ' (ea. f\.D. 120)
will demonstrate: such is the attitude of present-
dayv Christian pacifists.” |
Dr. Barnes nroceeds to ask Tudee Richardson.
if when he calls the Tehovah Witnesses ‘‘cranks’
for opposing war and militarism. he knows what
is hapoening in Germany. ﬂ-'[ori' than 60{“
Tehovah Witnesses are interned in Germany. wnth
Tews. criminals, “ and the depraved o e refus-
ing to bear arms in defence of Hitlerisnt. They
are nicknamed ‘ Bible bugs ” and wear a lilac or
violet badee. The recent British \f\"hr.fe T’ant_ﬂr
on the ‘Treatment of German Nat;umalq in
Germany, 1938-39 7 (Cmd. 6120), mentions these

men alwavs with respect.

The White Paper states that thev are -
seribed- by the Gestapo since they refuse malviar™
service” 1t deseribes “ thewr cowrage and
religious faith” as. “remarkable.” It exnlaims :
“Thev are allowed no communication with the

outside world.” Bt

It must be clear that, if Jehovah’s Witnesses
are to be applauded for opposing war n {(ser-
many, they cannot be condemned for refusing to

assist militarism in Britain.

Comments Dr. Barnes :— _
““ Cranks? I suggest that such nacifists ~re

rather enduring and praying for the .Eumpe that

is to be, a group of nations forswearing war ant

living in unity and peace.”’ :

The italics, in the passage referring to _thf? early
Christians, ‘are ours, We wish to emphasise the

-

anorren, therefore,
in the Army.

RAMOC is to b
to Christians. We

“ bro-

-

for

tact that anti-muitarism was the offence
which the early Christians were martyred.

S. Simpson, Russell St., Brandon Colliery,
County Durham, was one of the Jehovah’s Wit-
nesses whom Dr. Barnes defended in his letter.
Simpson appealed on Tuesday, December 19, to
the London Appeal Tribunal. He was repre-
sented by Mr. R. Fuller, a L.ondon solicitor, who
belonged to the Jehovah’s Witnesses. Fuller
produced Dr. Barnes’ letter. )

Sir Leonard Costello—The Bishop of Bir-
mingham points out that a great many of your
taith have been put in concentration camp’s P
I'hat 1s world-wide; not only in Germany.

Would you be content to allow the same thing
to happen here without opposition from anyone?
—They are content to do it in Germany.

They have no power to do otherwise. Do you
suggest that no one in this country should resist
an 1nvasion by a ruthless and unscrupulous
enemy '—Yes, so far as we are concerned,

Do you think other people should resist?—
That is their responsibility.
should not resist.

You are suggesting there-are no Christians in
the Army ’—Emphatically there are none, other-
wise they would not be  slaughtering their
fellow-men.

Isn’t that a little intolerant?--No. That is
according to the Scriptures.

The Tribunal dismissed the appeal.

Opponents of Dr. DBarnes challenged the

scholarship and veracity of Professor C. ¥
Cadoux, to whom the Bishop had referred.
Replying to these critics, Professor Cadous

,nm.u:]m that &is lwo works,
Chriromeseitude to War, and The Eanly Church
and The World, aimed at being strictly historical,

presenting and summarising ‘evidence. |, Professor
Cadoux added that the terms employed by the

early Church Fathers in denouncing bloodshed -

excluded participation in warfare.
Professor Cadoux explained :—

" lertullian certainly had a horror of the contami-
nation by pagan worship to which Christians in the
armies were exposed. But he also makes it per-
tectly clear that he had an equally strong objection
to the killing, This comes out quite definitely,
both in his pre-Montanist work ‘ De Idololatria’ and
in his Montanist work ‘ De Corona Militis.” Neither
Origen nor Lactantius, in dealing with the question
of military service for Christians, even mentions the
danger of idolatry: they both concentrate on the
iniquity of bloodshed. Origen in particular (about
A.D. 248) 1s concerned to reply to the complaint of
the heathen phtlosonher Celsus, who (about A.D.
178) had criticised Christians for refusing to serve
in the Imperial armies. Presumably Celsus, like
Origen, knew that their objection to military service
was mainly humanitarian. Yet both Celsus ‘and
Origen wrote as if refusal to serve was the general
attitude of the Christians of their day.”

It was asserted that Dr. Barnes' translation
" Blessed are the pacifists” was a ‘* serious mis-
quotation ” of Matthew V.9. Professor Cadoux
denied that this was so. He added :(—

*“ It 1s perhaps not a happy rendering, since the
word ‘pacifist’ raises a host of modern associations :
but I'nguistically it is the exact equivalent of the
Greek word used, and, seeing that Jesus was in all
essentials hmself a pacifist in our sense of the term
(see * The Congregational Quarterly,” January, 1936,
pages 583-67, for the evidence in detail), the bishop’s
franslation cannot be ruled out as incorreet, in
deference to ‘ the recorded translation.” And, in
any case, what authority has a translation by virtue
of the fact that it is ‘ recorded ’? ”’

Writing from the Bishop’s Hostel, Lincoln,

the Rev. Patrick Blakiston supports the Bishop's

attitude, by stating that there are other pacifists
among the ante-Nicene Christian writers, besides

Tertullian, Origen, and Lactantius ;—
‘““ “Thou wishest to make war,” says Tatian, ‘and
thou takest Apollon as thy. counsellor in murder.’
[xix. 849.] Apparently to Tatian murder and war
are one and the same thing. Minucius Felix states :

‘Tt 1s not right for us either to see or hear of a

man being slain.” [xxx. 6.] St. Cyprian speaks of

wars scattered everywhere with the bloody horror of

As Christians we
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