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4 We: learn from Paris that, acting upon the initiative of Romain Rolland and Henri Barbusse,
§ an international committee is being formed to organise and unite all those men and women, groups
F and organisations, ready to resist the danger of a new war.

E' Y Amongst the members of the committee are: Maxim Gorki, Henri Barbusse, Upton Sinclair,
Mts. Sun Yat Sen, Romain Rolland, Theodore Dreiser, Professor Albert Einstein, Professor Paul
& Langevin, Heinrich Mann and John Dos Passos.

5 ' The committee intends to organise a Congress in Geneva on the 28th ]uly 1932, From the
- appeal which the Provisional Committee has issued, we quote the following :—

“ The money spent on armaments is gradually reaching a fantastic height in all ‘%tates
tie production of armaments is to-day surpassing all previous records.

The undersigned men and women are determined to do everything to hinder the crime of
war and; deeply convinced that no right-thinking man or woman can remain passive in face of
this new danger of a gigantic world war, desire to take their place with those who have started
to organise and lead the struggle against a new war.

We call upon all men and women without distinction and without regard to their rchm.ous
or politicai opinions, and especially all organisations, to unite against war at “thiscritical moment.

We ask all men and women of goodwill to support this Congress on the 28th July, 1032, and to
join in the demonstration against those criminals who wish to provoke a new war. 22
Do not let us hear the reproach later that we did not understand in time the danger before us. -

ghe [.et us organise resistance,” A R AT S
et | THE DUKE OF BEDFORD DEFINES
R We in Britain desire to associate ourselves with the proposed International Congress in order to

rouse the determined resistance of the peoples againct war, and we invite all men and women of good-, HIS POSITION.

“will in Britain to support the International Congress and to organise resistance to war.
Consistently, Uncompromisingly, and Unhesi-
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Russell, who is no longer a Pacifist. e has
resigned himself to the motto and so accepts

|932 ANTI-WAR MANIFESTO the fact of war. During the hrst Great 'W'ar,

| Betrand Russell made a stand for conscience
Above we reproduce a photographic copy, same size, of an Anti-war Manifesto issued in and free Speech. He did not believe in letting

‘ : | Sty 1 . ““what will be ' reflections paralvse his power
1932. The reader will see that the Duke of Bed ford, then Marquess of Tavistock, name marked & : 2 3 l, ;
" - of protest. 'The first hm'] Russell, bhorn in

by us, 1s one of the signatories. It will be ob served that the other signatories are men and 1599 was the third son of the then Duke of
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women well-known in the Socialist and Pacifist movements or in the realm of radical literature. Bedford. His rebuke to Sir Francis Burdett,

' | ' te | X P aoted in Why Jesus Wept, shows - that
None are I‘ascist. Some have recanted their opposition to war. The Duke of Bedford ik dl I atdy ot ;

./ | « < Pinality Jack.,”" as he was nick-named, was
. mantains the position he upheld in 1932, on the ground that war rust be opposed not less in 5t moved by too great a respect for resig-

war-time than in peace-time._ _ | nation to the fates.




Militarist.

related

famous Dr.

remarked that he was not a Iepubhean

““What Will Be—Will Be,”” is the motto of
Lord Russell of Killowen; of Viscount
Ampthill; of Baron de Clifford; and of Sir
Alec Charles Russell, Bt. It is the motto of
the 12th Duke of Bedford.

Hastings, Duke of Bedford, is B.A. of
Balliol College, Oxford. At one time he was
a Lieutenant of the Duke of Cambridge’s Own
(Middlesex Regiment). For over twenty years
he has been an ardent Pacifist, because he
became convinced that a Christian ought to be
a Pacifist. He is not prepared 'to resign the
world to war without a protest, and so does not
accept, without challenge or queation the
family motto: *“ What Will Be, Will Be.”” He
thinks that a great deal of what will l‘)e, if
war continues, ought not to he. He considers
the wholesale slaughter that belongs to war is
immeral, an offence against God and man.

The Duke of Bedford has been denounced as
a Fascist because he opposes war. He deems

‘the charge mildly humorous, because a Fascist

is a militarist, and he is a definite Anti-
As a Pacifist he not only cannot
be a Fascist but he is an enemy of Fascism.
He is a Pacifist and an enemy of all hate
campaigns, no matter in what name they are
inaugurated, no matter against whom they are
directed. In order that we might make this
issue clear, he granted us the exclusive inter-
view which i1s summarised in this article.

The title, Duke of Bedford, was created In
1694. William, fifth Earl of Bedford, was

then made Marquess of Tavistock and Duke of

Bedford. 'The story of his son’s execution was
in The Word for November, 1940.
In that issue we told the story of how the
fourth Duke of Bedford, supported by the
Watson, Bishop of Llandatft,
opposed the French war. On that occasion Dr.
Watson added to the speech made by the Duke
of Bedford, an excellent one on his own
account, We recalled it when considering the
views placed before us by the present Duke of
Bedford. |

Ever ready to turn to good account the
opportunities which were offered him, W at%m{
AN
only welcomed the writings of Voltaire, Ros-
seau, Helvetius, and Diderot, beeauqe, by
attacking and destroying the lamentable cor-
ruptions of Christianity, they were preparing
the way for the founding of an higher and
truer form of the religion itself. On the other
hand, he was amused by those who asserted
that our war with Infidel France was both just
and necessary, since it showed how great was
the presumption of certain n'liserable mortals,
who imagined that the Almighty Creator and

(Conservator of the Universe needed the arm

of flesh to secure the reality of his existence
and the honour of his law.
Watson proceeded to warn those who were

unwilling to give a seasonable attention to

popular requisition, by a relaxation of the
reins of despotism, that opinions were not
subdued, but confirmed, by persecution; that,
if they imagined that war could impede the
progress of democratic principles, they were
mistaken, since an unsuccessful war only
accelerated them, and a successful one did not

stop them.

This is very much the attitude adopted by
the Duke of Bedford at the present time. Our
interview with him was severely practical and
the Duke made it clear that he would have
preferred to have issued a widespread curt
statement of his views, headed ‘“ A Personal
Statement.”” We explamed that this would
not have permitted so many points to be
covered as could be done in an interview. It
is true that the interviewer makes only a
digest of the conversation, but the digest, it
properlv arranged, can bring home vitally to
the reader a clear and snappy understanding
of the views held by the interviewed.

‘““THE ‘PRO-FASCIST’' DUKE.”

The Duke explained his attitude towards hate-
campaigns and repudiated the accusation that he
is a “ pro-Fascist.”

~criticism of,

THE WORD

“ Since the outbreak of war,” he declared,
“ persistent efforts have been made in political
circles and 1in the press, apart from subtly
behind the scenes, to represent me as ‘pro-
Fascist, or even as a man whose extreme
pacifism ‘has betrayed him into being ° pro-
Fascist —rather a curious result, one would
have thought, for extreme pacihism to produce,
for Fascism 1s essentially a mulitarist philosophy.
I am definitely an Anti-Militarist and am there-
fore opposed to Fascism.

“Many of my friends and colleagues have
been subjected to interference and even perse-
cution on account of their association with the
‘pro-Fascist’ Duke! A plain statement of my
position may be desirable in order to clear the
air. Such a statement will make no impression
upon those who are so enthused with war that
they are not concerned with the justice of the
‘pro-Fascist ’ label. They use it as a slogan of
abuse, without regard for sense or truth, as a
means ot creating prejudice against me for my
| and opposition to, war. As time
goes on, the foolish and disastrous consequences
of the appeal to arms to settle the disputes of
civilisation will become apparent not only to the
thinking, but also to the most unthinking ot
human beings. Not only as a Christian, but also
as a man, as a being who ought to be rational,
[ feel I must stand opposed to the horror and
disaster of war. [ cannot pay tribute to Mars.

“Apart from the wilful slanderer, there are
many who feel that certain principles of liberty

-and democracy are menaced, and so honestly are

puzzled or misled in regard to my opinions.
Even after they have read your report of your
interview with me, they may find it impossible to
endorse my stand for pacifism. But they may,
at last, and at least, realise where | stand. That

18 2all 1 ask.

“1 have not accepted, without question, all
the denunciations of Fascism published in the
newspapers, in Government publications, and in
the careerist speeches of interested politicians. |
have not done so because I do not believe always
publications and because | do not believe always
politicians. Long experience in the battle for
monetary retorm has taught me, | am sorry to
say, that the Press 1s completely unscrupulous
and unreliable, and that the great majority of
politicians are lacking in intelligence and some-
times, and oftentimes, also in honesty. I am
opposed to press and platform campaigns of hate
because they are usually at once ‘ fashionable’
and 1nsincere. Il am no more 1in favour of
Ifascism  to-day than | was 1n favour of
Bolshevism, when the entire press was attacking
the leaders of Soviet Russia, and I defended the
Soviets. I would like this fact to' be made
known, because 1t 1s a complete answer to the
accusation that I am a ‘ pro-Fascist.””

DEFENDED SOVIET RUSSIA.

The Duke handed over the article that we
publish on another page in defence of Soviet
Russia. In doing so, he said :—

“1 see from The Word that you are rather
interested in articles written many years ago.
You might perhaps care to have this one of
mine which [ wrote in 1924, 1 believe. At
that time, the Press and politicians were
engaged in running a hate campaign against
Soviet Russia, just as they now do it against
Fascist Germany. You will notice that the
arguments which 1 then used for sanity and
fair play were very like those I have used in
my later essays on ‘ Can we Trust Hitler,’ and
‘This Concentration Camp’ Business.”

THE EVILS OF FASCISM.

Returning to the question of Fascism, the
Duke said :

“The objectionable {eatures of Fascism
may be summarised as espionage and acts of
brutality by police agents; the imposition of
vindictive and excessive penalties on those
who have incurred the displeasure of the
State; 1mprisonment without fair trial;
absence of facilities for the democratic
election of a free Parliament and of demo-
cratic control of the Government after it has
been appointed; and a propensity to mili-

education, unemployment,

tarism. To all these evils of Fascism I am.

completely opposed.”
The Duke pointed out that his Anti-Militarism

was definite and well-known and accepted by the

Labour and Progressive movement. In support
of this statement he produced the leaflet, which
we reproduce exactly, by photographic method,
in another column. The Duke asked us to

consider the signatories to that manifesto. So

far as he knew there was not one Fascist sig-
nature to 1t. There were the names of Trades
Union leaders, some now very much pro-war;
Harry Pollitt, who had withdrawn so many
pamphlets and recanted so many statements of
policy and fact and called his activity “ Marxist
realism;” Saklatvala, at one time  Communist ”
and lLabour M.P.; David Kirkwood, Chalmers
Mitchell, the distinguished scientist and Anti-
Fascist; Chapman Cohen, the l‘reethinker and
Anti-Fascist; and so on. Not one “pro-Fascist”
signatory. The Duke at that time was the
Marquis of Tavistock and his signature was
there. Why had it been requested? Because
he was known to be a pacifist and an Anti-
Militarist.  This leaflet totally disproved the
charge made against him of being “pro-Fascist,”
which, used as a term of abuse, meant that he
was Anti-Labour, Anti-Progressive, and, above
all, an enemy of civic hberty and an upholder
of militarism.

WORLD ANTI-WAR CONGRESS.

Actually, we had reminded the Duke of the
Arnti-War Congress.
the Congress, he said :—

““I had forgotten about the World Anti-War
Congress. lLooking back, the supporters seem
a very mixed collection. A few of those who
signed are really fine people, others have since

abandoned the pacifist position.”

It is interesting to note that the obverse side

of this 1932 Congress Manifesto carried the
following warning :—
FACTS TO REMEMBER!

World War, 1914-1918.

Killed Wi A 9,743,914 |
Wounded 20,927,914
Missing ... 3,000,000
Expenditure

In 1931 the World was Spending £800,000,000 2 Year

(£2,000,000 a Day) on Armaments.
s

The leaflet proceeded to show that out of £1
of the British revenue, 12s. 11d. was spent on
war, and only 7s. 1d. on peace, that 1s, health,
and old age. The
leaflet quoted also from Hansard, May 30, 1935,

Vol. 26b, No. 100, to show what exports permits
had been issued by the DBritish Government

between February and May, for war materal
wmtended for Japan, to assist in the campaign ot
invasion against China.

The Duke defined his attitude towards the

denunciations of Hitler; the failure to consider
the evils of Versailles, reparations, and indem-
nities; the post-Armistice starvation blockade
which caused such terrible suffering to Austrian
women and children; the army of occupation;
conditions of ruthlessness out of which Hitler
and Nazism arose. He was prepared to consider
all this as an explanation of Nazism before com-
mitting himself to a further campaign of hate
that would but add violence to violence and so

aggravate the evil.

The Duke of Bedford has dealt very
thoroughly with this matter elsewhere and his
plea for sane approach need not be dwelt on at
oreat length in the present report. There is so
much ground to cover; for the Duke’s statement
was exhaustwe One very clear point he made.
The evils of Fascism, to which many politicians
had paid no attention until to do so sowed the
hatred propaganda which belongs to war, are
domestic and have no necessary relation to the
evils of war, which are the same whether those
who fight are Fascists or Democrats, Capitalists

or Socialists. War i a positive evil in itself,

Commenting generally on
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