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A QUESTION OF CONSCIENCE: BRITISHE AND CANADIAN
QUAKERS AND THEIR SOCIALIST AND PARLIAMENTARY
ALLIES FACE THE GREAT WAR

Abstract

A study of Quakerism in Britain and Canada during
the Great War mvealed that service for others prompted the
actions of the majority of Quakers in both countries. British
Quakers worked among enemy aliens in Britain and some Quakers
went overseas to perform ambulance work both in the firing zone
and behind the Allied lines. When the battle moved on, Quakers
helped the civilian population by rebuilding shattered homes
and by supplying agricultural necessities.

| When conscription was introduced into Britain in
1916, many Quakers still put service for others before a total
withdrawal from any contact with war. They worked on mine-
sweeping operations or with army medical corps. Others accepted
agricultural of forestry work and other work designated as
alternate service. Some Quakers decided to enlist and
abandoned the Quaker peace testimony altogether.

It was argued in this study that Quaker participation
in the international peace movement of the nineteenth century
and in the political life of the nation were signs that the
guietist pefiod of the Society of Friends was at an end and that
this had been brought about by the influence of evangelicalism
and by the growth of Quaker business interests. Quakers began
to send out missionaries and to send aid to war-torn areas of
the world. This led to a different Quaker aporoach to war for
Quakers became more involved in activities which took them

towards closer contact with arms and fighting. Many Quakers



still maintained that war was wrong in all circumstances, but by
1914 the association with aid for stricken areas had become so
much a part of Quaker life that it seemed natural for many young
Quakers to take their place as ambulance workers at the Front.

Yet for other Quakers the peace testimony of the
Society of Friends was something which they could not violate.
When conscription came, they refused to perform any work under
the military or civil authorities, for they argued that doing
such work forced others into the war zone. Further, they argued
that the Government had made provision for absolute exemption
for conscientious objectors, but that many objectors had been
refused this exemption.

Quakers were a minority among the absolutist objectors
in Britain, for most absolutists were socialists. Many socialists
objected to the war because of a belief in the brotherhood of man.
Others were out to embarrass the Government by refusing to perform
military or civilian service. All these socialists believed that
the war was the product of capitalism; and for capitalism they
would not fight. The only work in which they said they could
engage was work for peace.

Amont the Quaker absolutists were many who held both
Quaker and Socialist views. These men were members of the
Socialist-Quaker Society, a society which sought to acquaint
Quakers with the doctrine of socialism. This was not an easy
task, for many Quakers were industrialists or businessmen who
could not be expected to welcome socialism. By frugal living

and inter-marriage, Quaker families had built up large business




concerns and although there were profit sharing and welfare schemes
in many Quaker factories, it was not the intention of the Quaker
employer to give control of his business to his employees.

An examination of The Ploughshare, the Socialist—-Quakerxr

monthly, showed that Socialist~Quakers linked war with capitalism.
They felt that unless economic reform was instituted which would
remove the inequality between man and man and between nationa

and nation, then the germs of war would always be present in the
world. Guild socialism, they believed, would remove the cause of
friction between employer and employee and thus remove one of the
basic causes of strife within society.

Socialist-Quakers claimed that they had something
significant to say about war and peace which other purely religious
pacifists were incapable of saying. They wanted to change Society
by social reconstruction. To attribute war to vague terms such as
greed of lust was not sufficient for them. They felt that war
could be examined rationally and they tried to convince other
Quakers that this should be done. Economic inequality was the
root cause for most of the world's ailments, argued the Socialist-
Quakers, and they never failed to express this forcibly in their
writings.

Within the Society of Friends, the Socialist-Quakers
acted as a left-wing minority. Yet despite the smallness of their
number, they exerted a great influence in the peace movement during
the war. They se¥ved on the Friends Service Committee and on the
national executive of the No-conscription Fellowship. The lives
and wartime activities of some of these men were examined in this

study. In the life of Corder Catchpool was seen the transition of
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a Quaker from the alternativist to the absolutist position and
the life of Stephen Hobhouse showed the conversion of a man to
Quakerism and his part in the Quaker movement during the war.
Both men were active in social work before the war and it
was the belief that socialism could remove social ills which
attracted them to the socialist movement. They rejected the
fatalistic tendencies of many religious beiievers and sought to
change society rathexr than to prepare for the next world.
Conscienticus objection would not have been an important
issue in Britain if conscription had ﬁot been introduced in 1916,
Tt was found that opposition to conscription was provided‘by a
mixture of Liberals, I.L.P. members and some other Labour
representatives. Numerically, Liberals were the stronger of the
component parts of the anti-war group. Before the advent of
conscription there were signs that conscription would be strongly
opposed, for Britain had a fear of a standing Army datinglack

to the seventeenth century. |
However, the opposition to cOnscription dwindled away as ;-
first the Irish wmationalists witndrew their support and then labour
members became almost equally divided for and against the measure.
Ufficially the Labour Party supported a defensive war and many Labour
members expressed a concern for voluntarism while accepting conscrip~

tion as a necessary evil in the cause of victory. many Liberals,

incluaing some in the Cabinet, were not happy about tae introduction
ot conscription, but the majority of these did not vote against
conscription. This Left a hard core of just under 40 members who
conslstentiy oppossa conscription. These 4 were too rew to block

conscription, but some or the Liberal M.P.s who were also uakers, did



secure a wider conscience clause for conscientious obgectdrs. The
samended clause allowea tripunals to grant exemptions on the under-
standing that the exempted ovjector periormed some work of national
importance.

After conscription became a tfact, the M.Pes who haa
opposed conscription interested tnemseives in the treatment of
conscientious objectors by tribunals; and as obpjectors were tazken
into the Army questions concerning iheir whereanouts and treatment
were raised in Parliament. Again, the anti-war group was too smail
to etfect a great deal, put by continually raising such questions
they ensured that the problems of cqnscientious objectors wsre kept
before the country. Yet the Government was able to bring in
extensions to the original mMilitary Service 5111 and was able
to disfranchise many consclentious objectors.

in Canada, it was found that Quakers showed the same
concern for service to chers as did British Quakers. However,
Canadian Quakers made their greatest céntribution to the British
and American wueker ambulance and rsconstruction units by sending
money and clothing to murope. Some men did go tco Burope with these
units, but there do not appesr to have been many Yuakers of military
age in Canada wno had to decide whether to give service or remain in
Canada.

Only two cases of Quekers belng sent to jall because
of a conscientious objection to war were found by the author.

Both of these men came from Ontario. The experiences of one of
these objectors, George Mabley, was examined in this study. It is

possible that there were others in western Canada.
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The lack of a substantial body of socialists in Canada allowed
the Canadian Government to institute into its 1917 Militery Service 8ill
a conscience clause which stipulated that exemptions on grounds of a
conscientious objection to war would only be given to the members of
religious groups whose tenets contained an objection to war. In
practise the Government decided which of these groups had such tenets.

Most of Canada's Quakers were attached To agriculture in
some way and hence there do not appear to have been strong advocates
of Ploughshare poblitics in Canada. For industrialization, which had
brought many of the problems British Socialist-Quakers sought to solve,

was not at an advanced stage in Cansada.
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" Introduction

Socialists, with occasional temporary aberraticns
always have something special to say .about war
and peace, something which differs from what mere
Pacifists have to say. The latter deplore the
outbreak of war but do not always understand it.
Socialists also deplore war, but they understand
its prime causes,

The Quaker is not primarily concerned with the
question whether war pays or does not pay for the
people engaged in it; whether it succeeds im its
aim or does not succeed. The Quaker flatly
ingsists that it is absolutely and eternally wrong
morally, that Christianity and war dre utterly
incompatible--—-(because)~--there is something of
God in every person---man and God belong together,
are meant for each other and that beings like us
are potential sons of God.

A conscientious objection to war was held by some members of
every known religious group in Britain during the Great War. Quakers,
Christadelphians, Unitarians, Plymouth Brethren, Comgregationalists,
International Bible Studénts, Adventists all provided some members of
the conscientious objectors movement. There were also objectors who
belonged to the Church of England and the Roman Catholic Church, while
others called themselves Tolstoyans and others Theosophists., With the
multitude of religious groups in Britain it will be apparemt that this
is not an exhaustive list., However, it is of sufficient length to show
the variety of religious opinion which could produce a conscientious

objection to war.

1. The Ploughshare, Vol.2,No. 7 (New Series), August, 1917.p.193.

' 2. Rufus M. Jones, "The Quaker Peace Position," Survey, April
1915’ pp- 22’230
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Yet despite this wealth of religious opinion, the majority of Britain's
conscientious objectors at this period were socidlists. David Boulton
argues that 'roughly three-quarters' of the conscientious objectors of
the Great War fall into this category. 3

Being a socialist did not, of course, bar a man from holding
a religious position also; and although there were many atheists and
agnestics in the British socialist movement, there were also many who
held strong Christian views. fThe ties between nonconformity and

soclalism were strong. A glance at Philip Snowden's Autobiography is

sufficient to show this. He maintains that the early socialist movement

in Britain 'derived its inspiration far more from the Sermon on_ the
Mount than on the teachings of the economists.' S$powden uses
religious language to describe Ben 'Tillet and Tom Man, 'and other

fiery evaigelists of the new gospel.' *#

3. Boulton, bavid. Objection Overruled. Lotidon: MacGibbon
and Key. 1967, p. 12. However, he gives no source here for this
assertion. The only statistical survey of comscientious objectors
available for the present study appears in Ersham, John. Conscription
i gnd Conscience. Lohdon: George Allem and Unwin, 1922. p. 352. This shows
that out of & total of 6,261 objectors who wers known to suffer
z imprisonment, 1,191 wete socialists and 279 were Quakers. Grgham is
quoting from the No-Conscription Fellowship's ‘Bouvenier, 1919. Further
statistics used by Boulton and Grasham are those compiled hy the
Conscientious Ohjectors Informatiom Bureau in 1921, These show that
there were probably 16,100 'genuine conscientious objectors who faced
the Tribupals or otherwise refused to join in the war.' Graham, p. 348.

4. Two labour leaders who came to prominence is the Trade
Union movement in the last quarter of the mineteenth century
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He also pointed out that many 'Nonconformist local preachers were
attracted to the movement by the ethical appeal of socialism.'
And, in a less serious vein, Snowden tells of a WOrkmg 'man, Johnny
Coe, who told Fred Bramley, & future Secretary of the Trades Union
Congress, that at the end of his speeches he must 'put a bit of "Come
to Jesus" in like Philip does.! @

The maiﬁ. body of this study is concerned with a group which
was formed for the specific purpose of Bringing socialism and
Christianity together, Within the Christian world a certain form
of Chﬁstiaﬁity was‘ advocated and correspondingly amongst the
differing shades of socialist opinion, a particular type of socialism
was favoured. The formetr was .Quakerism-, the latter, guild-socialism.
Calling itself the Socialist Quaker Soclety, this body sought to bring
socialism to the Society of Friends. 6 It was not necessary to be a

Quaker to be a member of S5.Q.8., but a statement issued in Ihe Ploughshare,

the Society's jourmal, réferred to its mepbers as acknowledging 'the

light which lighteth every man that cometh into the world. /

3. Philip Snowden, An Autohiopraphy. Vol. 1:(1864-1919). (London:
Ivor Nicholson .and Watson, 1934),pp..63-94. Hereafter referred to as
Snowden. For a fuller treatment of this subject VIDE. Stephen Mayor,
The Churches and the Labour Movement. (London: Independent Press, 1967).

6. Hereafter referred 'to‘ as the 8.0Q.8..

7. V_ide; Bection three of this study. Mrs. Nellie Best was
one socialist member of the 5.Q.S., who was not a Quaker. The
Ploughshare, Vol. 1., No.2 (March, 1916). p.65.
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While there are works dealing with the socialist objector
and the Quaker objector during the Great War, it will he argued in
the preseit work that there is a need for a study which examines a
group of people who were compected with both soeialism and Quakerism,
In Graham's work ob the subject of conscientious cbjection, socialists
play a little part in the movement, although numerically they were
stronger than the Quakers. This does not constitute a criticism of
this book, for it was his intention to deal with the Quaker position,
a position with which he was personally invelved. Boulton, on the
other hand, conceiitrates largely upon the socialists in the movement.
I1f a Socialist~Quaker appears in the former work he is referred to as
a Quaker; if in the latter it is probalily as a christian-pacifist. In
his introdugtion, for example, Boulton refers to Alfred Salter as
expressing the 'uncompromising Christian faith' on comscientious
objection. He follows this by sayinp that some men held both the
 socialist and the Christiam faiths. In Salter he had a perfect
example of this type of conscientious objector, yet nowhere is it
mentioned that Salter was a Quaker nor that he had heen a founder
tiember of the Bermondsey Independent Labour Party. o

Neither of the two works cited above used The Plouphshare

and to the author's knowledge this journal has not been used im any

published work upon conscientious ohjection. Yet it will be maintained

8. Hereafter referred to as the I.L.P.
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that Socialist-Quakers held many opiniens not shared by large
sections of the Quaker movement and that this was also true for their
goclalist opinions amongst other socialists. This study, then, will
largely concern itself with the opinions of, those who held to both
the socialist and duaker tenets in a time of war and haw these
opinions agreed or clashed with the Quaker movement, the socialist
movepent, or both. For although they were part of both movements,

o oceasions Socialist-Quakers deserve to stand alone.

The first chapter of Part One deals briefly with the peace
testimony held by the Society of Friends and an examination of some
of the historical backgroumd of this testiniony. 9 1cis hoped that
this will show the gradual change in Quakerism frem its position as
3 non-political, quietist movement, to a hody which was represented
in British politics and also in international affairs; to a body, in
fact, which had lost much of its distinctiveness in manper, dress and
language. It was possible to pass a Quaker in the street in 1914
and not knvw him for a member of that hody. A continpation of this
argument leads to the theory that for many members of the Society of
friends this new 'worldliness' led to compromises wi-h the ancient
Quaker peace testimony. Chapter twe seeks to show in which direction
compropise took some members of the Society. Specific instances are

given of the actions of a birthright Quaker and socialist cenvert,

9. The term Quaker or member of the Soclety of Friends is -
used without distinction in this study. Quaker has perhaps received
more ns4ge in Britain than in North America, although the Cgnadian
Society still calls itself The Religious Society of Friemds (Buakers).
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Corder Catchpool and théudecision waking which the war brought
te a Socialist-Quaker objector: his aceeptance and finally his
rejection of ambulance work.
In Chapter three some of the copnections between Quakerism
and secialism are examined prior to the formatiop of the S.Q.’s; ‘This
is follawed by a glance at the problems of bringing sdcialism to the

Society of Friends. A Society, which as The Ploughshiare argued, was

largely composed of wealthy people. By showing the 8.Q.5. theory of
war causation, it is believed that some. insight will be gained into
problems aroused by an attempted union of soclalism and Quakerism.
After this, the study‘deals, in Chaptér four, mainly with the

position adopted by the S.Q.S. towards comscriptiem, a measure
introduced into Britain in 1916; Soclalist-Quakers, it will be noted,
took a very strict line upon conscription and were 'absolutist® in
ou,tl&iik. This was ‘in agreement with the Friends Service Committee ,‘
a-bovdy“:of youhg *Quakell.:s to which i‘eference will be mpade latet; Some.
indication of the varieties of conscientiougi objection is shown in
the following lengthy, though important quotation from a speech made
by Lord Sydemham in the Lords om 4 May, 1936, It shows quite clearly
the wide spectrum of objection and of the place in this spectrum of
the absolutist or 'those who would do nothing which they thought would
release other men for combatant service.'

The{,e'x"tretae abjector would consent to serwe in

a c¢ivil hospital, but if three or four soldiers

were put into it he would decline to do anything...
Some would work at munitions, whilst others thought
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the making of muhitions equivalent to combatant
work. Even members of the Society of Friends

did not see eye tp eye. Again some ohjectors would
do most things provided the work was not under
military authority. Others, a quite comsiderable
class, would do no work ofi Saturday, unless it

was work of mercy, and they would not do work of
mercy under orders. There were also many who

would do nothing they thought would release

other men for combatant service. In some cases

the objectors were much more political than religious.
it was untiecessary to say that in some cases the
conscientious objection arese after the wary indeed,
there have heen cases of men who voluntarily
attested and subsequently developed conscientiocus
objections, 1

The experiences of nwb absolutigt conscientious objectors
are then examined. One Stephen Hobhouse was 2 Quaker convert and
also a socialist, the affiliations of the other, Corder Catchpool
have already been noted. This part of the study shows the lives of
two literate men confined in jail becagse of a ceﬁécientious objection
towar. It also shows their different upbringings in relation to
their conscientious objection; their attitudes to war, the army and
prison. |

In Chapter five a look is taken at the attitudes expressed

in The Ploughshare comcerning the problem of ohtaining a negotiated

peace and of maintailhing peace once it was established. These thoughts,
it will be seen, were intricately connected with Sacialist-Quaker
- econofiic theory. The intention here is to show once again a section
of the Soclety of Friends involving itself in the practical aspects
of national and international life,
10. The G;ﬂ.'s,Eausard, Vol. 1(Retraspective Series,No.5),
October, 1916. This was a weekly reprint of the offical parliameritary

reports on matters concerning the comscientious objector. It was
published by the No~Conscription Fellowship.
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Chapter Six deals with the activities of the'Sogialisth
quakers in a wider organization: the No-Conscription Fellowship.ll
This body contairied all types of conscientious objector, but it was
largely composed of members of the I.L.P. Some membérs of the 5.Q.8. '
had seats on t.:he,'ezf:ect;t:;ifvé of the N=C.¥., but "ras will be indicdted,
the opinions of s‘éciali"ét”s and Socialist~Quakers did not always
coineide. o |

Cens¢riptionhéﬁd the pasSage of the Milité:y'SérViea Bill
through peﬂ:tamenéﬁfqtﬁgé the basis of Chapter ome of Part Two.
From an examination of published works on this subject, it seems
that there is sope confusion as to which M.P.'s ‘supportad or
did not support conscripéion. It is ﬁpized thhat this chapter will
in some way help to elarify this situatiom. Again, the attitudes of
socialists apd Quakers have béen pointed out on eonscription and
atid cons¢ientions objéction, for the latter would not have been
3 major igssue in Britain, but for the introduction of the former.
‘Particulatky'impart%ﬁt in this sec¢tion are the attitudes of the
Quakers who sat as Liberal K;P."s in the Hous¢ of Coymons.

Folldwing closely the pattern set in Chapter one, the
second fhapter of Part Twe centres on parliament after the passing
of the Military Serwice Bill. It seeks to show gsome of the proklems
presented by the introduction of cmgxiption; including tligse

presentéd hy its extgngion shortly after the first Bill became law,

11. Hereafter referred to as the N-C.F.
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Also dealt with are the outcries against the vagaries of the tribumals
get up to grant or yefuse exemptions and the ill-treatment of
eonscientidus objectors. Questions concerning ingividual objectors
formed 4 large part of the aﬁti*-war' party's involvement in parlia-
meptary aspects of conscientidos ob jgétim, but many of these cases
have beett ignored by this study, for it is felt that they are
adequately covered in published works. However, one important case
of ill-treatment has received attention, for it was ofie of the very -
few cases it which the goveriment did admit that ill-treatment of
att pbjector Had taken placé. This section also dttempts to. follow
the controversy 'p*ver the disftanchisememt of conscientious ¢bjectors.
Finally, the performances of some prospective pacifist parlimentary
candidates are examined aud also the ‘fate of some M.P.'s who formed

part of the anti~war group.

Part three is an attempt to view conscientious objection in
a Canadian setting and it deals specifically with Canadian Quakers,
although some referénce is made to hop~Quaker groups and to
gocialists. fThere has heen work dome on the conscientious movement
in Quebee, but aﬁart from a valuable chapter in Dorland's book on
Czanadian Quakgrs; the author has found little else which considers
the rest of Camada. 12 This section of the study is very much of
an exploratory nature apd does mot claim to be anything more.
However, emough information has been uneovered to show that there

is material for an examidation of the suhject of tonsciertious -

thut G. Dorlsnd, A History of the ’Sogiety of Friends
(Quakers) :&u anada. (Toronto; MacMillan Co. of Camada, 1927),




10.
ohjection in Canada and that this could include other religious groups
pesides the Quakers and some of Canada's early socifalists. It is

hoped that someone will explore this material.




PART ONE
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CHAPTER T
THE QUAKER PEACE TESTIMONY IN TRANSITION

Quakerism was a 'small though significant element in British
goclety during the Great War. Of all the pacifist groups in Britain,
the Quakers ware those most closely linked with anti-war testimony
in the minds of the British public. Peace and peaceful ways had béen
associated with the Sdc:[kty of Friends since the seventeenth century.
George Fox, the founder of the movement, récorded in his journal for

1651 that he was jfailed for refusing to become 3 soldier. He wrote:

So Worcester figlit came on and Justice Bemnet
gent the constables to press me for a soldier,
seeing I would tot accept of a command. I told
then T was brought off from outward wats...After
a while at night the constashles fetched me up
again and brought me before the Commissioners, and
told them I was dead to it. '

(whiich was) presented to the king in 1680 (January, 1661) demonstrated
the early beliefs of Quakers towards peace atid the basis upon which
later Quakers huilt their peace testimony: 14

Our principle is, anud owr practices have always
been, to s¢ek peace and ensuee it and to follaw
after righteousness and the knowledge of God,
seeking the pood and welfdre and doing that which
terds to the peace of all. We kaow that wars

and fightings proceed from the lusts of men

13. Johw L. Nickalls, ed., (Cambridge: Bniversity Press,
1952} The Journal of George Fox p. 6&7.

14. New calendar date, 1661
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All blgody principles and practices, we, as to our
own particulars, do utterly demy, with all outward
wars and strife and fightings with outward weapons,
for any end ot under amy pretence whatsoever. And
this is our testimomy to the world...And as for the
kingdoms of this world, we cannot caovet thenm much,
less can we fight for them. 1

The Declaration explained why (juakers adopted their particular

attitudes towards wars and fighting. They were hased upon the New

Testament:

And he that hath commanded us that we shall not
swear at all{Mate.v.34), hath also conmanded

us that we shall not kill{Matt.v.21), so that
we can neither kill meh, nor swear for nor
against them. And this is both our principle
and practice and hath been from the beginning,
so that if weé suffer, as suspected to tske up
arns or make war against any, it is without

aity ground from us. 17

The Declaration was written specifically to outline the

Quaker position in an Fnpland torn by civil strife, but the statements

contained in it provided guidance for many generstioms of Quakers.

While anxious to show by example theivr pacific principles,

English Quakers, except for a hrief period in which ’William Penn

was prominent, took little part in the affairg of State nor sought

to spread their opinions by political means. The eighteenth and early

nineteenth tentury was a period of quietism when Quakers shopned

participation in English or foreign politics. However, in the second

half of the nineteenth century, peace deputations were sent out from

le.
17.

Thid. p. 399-400
Ihid. p. 401
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England carrying the message of peace. In 1856 such deputations

carried & Plea on behalf of liberty of comseience. And while in

Berlin, a Qusker deputation tried to allewiate the sufferings of
those put into prison because of their objection to conscription.
Two years earlier, a mission had beest sent to St. Petersburg. in
ap attempt to prevent the outbreak of the Crimean War. The mission
obtained an audience with the CGzar and the Empréss, But did not pre-
vertt the war. Quaker delegations appear to have had marked success
in securing meetings with heads of state. In 1854 2 peace mission
on its way through Europe had spoken with nine smch men.

When the Boer War began Euglish Quakers addiessed themselves
to the Marquis of Salisbury in an effort to mpve him to comclude a
peaceful settlement. They were humble in approach, peinting out
that they recognized

| tite many difficulties which have beset the Queen's.
Goverpment and which still tend to hinder a satis-
factory settléemant; but they recall with gratitude
the successful efforts of the Marquis of Salisbuty
and His colleagues to secure the blessings of peace
on former occasisns, when the ohstacles have seemed
no legs formidable, 18 '

Greater idemtification with the problews of domestic and
interpational politics led English Quakers to gseek practical ways
in which to express their peace testimomy. As well as the peace
missions sent throughout Hurope, Quakérs also came to advocate

arbitration in international disputes and also to give much thomght

18. Robert Q. Byrd, Quaker Ways in Foteign Policy (Toronto:
University of Toxents Press, 1960), p. 141.
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to the possibility of disa’rmamen't.‘ Another practical measure to
spring out of this new attitude to world affairs was the relief
work undertaken by English Quakers after the Crimean and Framco-
Prusgian wars., After the latter war, personmel as well as
material were sent for the first time to war-torm areas. Relief
work became an integral part of Quaker peace work im the second
half of the nineteenth centuiy. Eventually the work spread to
other trovbled areas, particularly eastern Eurape, South Africa
and India,

The nineteenth century produced a wealth of interpational
organizatioefis, and organizations for peace wara not licking. In
America, a peace saiety was formed fn 1814. This wag quickly
followed by the formation of a similar body in Britalp a year
later. Religion formed the basis of this dbody; an adherence to
Christianity being required of 41l members. Quakers played an

important part in the British Society, for they were the wain
suppliers of its funds and its chief propagandists.
: It was in Lendon, in 1843, that the first iaternmational
Peace Longress gathered. This meeting was followed by others in
| Brussels, Paris and Framkfurt. From 1851 to 1889 no conferences
were held; but when they did resume, in 1889, they continmued unbroken
wntil 1914. Quaker interest in arbitration has already been noted
and the Workmen's Peace Association, which afterwards became the
International Arbitration League (1870), and the International
Arbitration and Peace Association (1888) were largely organized and

financed by Quakera.
In contrest to the British pacifist movement which had a

strong religions basis, the Continental peace bodies were, for the
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most part, political and juridicial in character. One of the main
reasons for this situation was the lack of Qudkers in the Continental
movement and their predoginance in the British movement. For
Quakerism was essentially 4n Auglo-Saxon doctrine and had few
followers on the Continent. However, with the n;aw interest taken
in politics by Quakers in’'‘the nineteenth century and the less of
many adherents to orgénized religion in Bxicain;"éaéifise eleménts
in Britsin wepe veakened somewhat. It was believed that if peace
was to be attgined, it would be attained through min;iétx{at:z‘t.onal
political agreemants . | o

It is clear fmm this brief oﬂt:mae of Quaker parmcigation
m the pe#ce mwements of ‘the niseteenth century that: Quaketism was -
no longer caatéut ta remaia aloof from the practical issu&s invelved
in securing pe.a.ce at aa intemanimal level. ‘the main reasdn for
this change in at:cituae was perhaps due to evangﬁlicalism. This
movemertt fiad & marke»d influeme upon the Guaker movemanc, not only
{h Britain, but also in Notth Aperica. ¥ f1r freed Qnakerism from
its parochialism and allowed Quakers to send f:heir m’ssage aBroad.
Quaker missio:iar:tes appeared for the first tﬁne. Th&sra Was, then,
an increased awamness dﬁ the world at larg,e, whieh l&d Quakei‘s
te think of t:herr z:et&ets in international terms. The g)ea.ce crusades
to the governing Iieads of ‘Furope was a “pract:ical Way of spreading

the Quaker peace message,_ It is true that this was not the first

19. Vide. Part 3, Chapter I
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time that Quakers had t:hought 'about peace in international terms.
William Penn had suggested a "League of Nations'y Hut in the
nineteenth century, theorizing was turned into action. Increased
commynications between various parts of the world also helped to
sharpen Quiker awareness of the wider world;

One important step for Quakers was théir entry into
Parliament. This had been precluded by a literal interpretation of
a passage from the New Testament: "But I sdy wnte you, Swear not
at all." 20 :

| fthen after the Beform Bill of i832, it became possible for
Quakers to make an affitma’tiou of loyalty to thé crown, instead
of gswearXing Iayalty; as had been required of all M.P.'s hefore this |
date, Quakers began to take part in the parliamentary life of
Britain. Joseph Pease was .t:he first Quaker t6 take his place in
: 'ﬁ_:;é;ﬁewly reformed parliament (1832-3). He was followed by ethey
Quakers, hat&bly by that most fameus of all nineteenth céntury Quaker
M.P. "s\: John Bright. During the conseription crisis in Britain in
1916, there were feuf@uaker M.P.'s in the House of Commons, all
attached to the Liberdl Party. '

Although the main body .of Quaker members did mot object to
the increased activity of Quakers in the life of me nation, it dmust
be pointed out that some Quakers did not like thisg treﬁ& and fought

it wherever possible., John Bright, for example, itet opposition from

26. M@,tt. V. 340

,,,,,,
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his own family when it was known that he was to enter pelitics. And
apolitical feelings were not confined to the nineteenth century,
Certain Quakers during the Gredt War thoiight that the movement should
not involve itself with political matters.

By 1914, howeyer, Quakers had nearly a century of contact
with local, national and international politics and this contact
could not be iguored when war broke dut. The old {Quaker philosephy
of withdrawval from all things comnected with war could not stand,
except amonmgst a minority, for it had been eroded by war relief work
and 4 greater involvement in 3o¢ietf. When war came in 1914 these
two factors called for further compromise. Many Quakers wished to
ke involved with the war as long as any service they performed was
in accord with their cqn,scimces.. Withdrawal from the conflict was

only for the few.
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CHAPTER II
FROM AMBULANCE WOEKER 70 ABSOLUTIST

In August, 1914, Quakers in Britain were faced with war.
They had played a major part in the intetnational peace movement
which had failed to prevent war and how they had to decide the
position they would adopt towsrds the war. For some Quakers the
decision was not too difficult. Relief wark had, during the nine~
teenth century, hecome an aécept:ed' form of Quaker service in war-time.
Although it was unthiopkdble for the majority of Quakers of military
aga to enlist, it was not unthinkable that they should setve on
relief or on ambulanpe work. Such sérvice meant having some cofitact
with the military, but 1t did dot involve fight:‘:_’n_g; Other Quakers
Bélieve& that aﬂ:y involvement Wltﬁ a military machine was wrong.
They poiated out that agbulance &ozo*rkers wight not be required to fire
a rifle, but that they had to gwear an &ath, wear a uniform and work
in cloése éo-voperatioﬁ with the military authorities. 21 1 wag also
stressed that they money saved by the use of ‘&bium:ary helpetrs cbuld
be used for other wilitary purpoges. So-pewetful was the opposition
to ambulance sork in the early 'seages of the war that the Friends
Ambulance Unit, a Unit founded by Quakers, Bu;: whose membership was
not confined to Mers of that group, was not officlally recognized

by the Seciety of Friends. 22

, 21. Vide.Part 3, Chapter 4, for information on another voluntary
agbulance unit which ¢ontained some (uakers: The First British Ambulance
nit for Italy. :

22, This unit is hereafter referred to as the F.A.U.
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Yet, the‘F.A.U. was closé€ly associated with the Society of Friendé
and in the public mingd the Unit was considered to he an organ of that
' Society. This caused many probkemsbfor Quakers as the war progressed.

For this study, an impertant member of the ¥.A.U. was Thomas
Corder-Peﬁtifof Catchpool. He was born into a family which had
many generations of centact with the Society of Friends. His birth-
place was Léicester in 1883. (Catchpool received his early educatien
at Guernsey High School uittil at fifteem years of age he went to
the Quaker Co~educational Schéblvat Sidcot. The fimal two years
of his sthooling were spent at Bpotham School (1900-1902), the famous
- Qua&gﬁ-séhool in York. When his school~days énded, Gatchpool became
an apprentice ehgineer at the Great Eastern Railway Works at
Str&tférﬂ in Leadon. Iﬁ was during this period that he became
intére$ted in social questioms. He fead the works of Robert
Blatéhford‘aﬁd helped in the formation of ap Adult School at the
Bedford Institute in East London. Politics interested Gatchpool
greatly and in}19iﬂ he supported the gandidature of C.F.G. Masterman
and other Liberals. Shertly after this he became attracted to the
policies &f the I.L.P. and decided to join the party. After this
decision he voted socialist fot‘éhe Yest of his life.

At asbout the satie time as his conversion to soclalism,
Caféhpobl helped his brother at Balliol House hostel for men, a Hostel
attached to Toynbee Hall Settlement at Whitechapel. A friend and
fellow Quaker, T.E. Harvey, was the néw warden of the Hall. Service
for othérs played an important part ia Catchpool's life and after

much thought he made up his mind to become a doctor. Unfortunately,
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he had a nervous bredkdown, in 1911, which prevented him from
continuing with his studies. bn his recgvery he returned to engin-
eering work at a cottop mill in Darwen, Lancashire.

Catchpaol was on holiday in Switzerland when war broke out,
but after some delay he gradually made his way back to a Chanrtel
port and eventually arrived baék in Britain. On his way through France
he saw the troop movements towards the battle front. . The British
Army passed him on its way to Mo&s. He saw all this activity
caused by war and he wanted to help. As his earlier life indicates
he had a deep concern for others and he felt that he must do
something to aid his fellow menain the great conflict they faced,

- In 1916 he wrote to a friend cancerning his feelings upon the

outhreak of wars
When the present war broke out;:fhe horror of it
seemed at times more than I could bear. Believlng
that war is contrary to the will of God, as revealed
in the life and teachiaps of Jesus Christ and that
it is possible to live ih a spirit of love that
takes away the occasion of all war, I was unable:
to enlist or bear arms, either for offence or defence.
Within a few days, however, 1 had experienced a call
to tagke up ambulance work, should the way open.
There was a cry for volnntary helpers; I believed
there might b¢ great opportunities for serviee,
rendered in the spirit of the Prince of Peace, in
tending the woundeéd and dying, amongst whom I saw
moving the figure of Him I strive to follow. 23

There is here perhaps a strong ¢onnection between Catchpool's
desire to become a doctor and the new work he was about to undertake

with the F.A.U. It was to sexve others that he had earlier sought

23. Corder Catchpool, Oh Two Fronts (Letters of a Corscient-
ious Objeetor) 3rd ed.; London: George Allen and Unwin, 1940, p. 20.
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to change his profession. Now he felt that he had a call to serve
in a medical unit.

Neither his lettérs nor ihe woxk of his biographer show in
any detail that at this period Catchpool gquastioned the close
connection hetwees the F.A.U. and the military authorities. 24
However, his letters are édite,d,n which may account for the lack of
information on this point. Being a man given to thought, as his
letters clearly show, it is difficult to imagine that Latchpool
A£d not spend time considering the important step he was takﬁng'and
how it affected the Quaker principles of peace which he had known
since childhood. If he did weigh heavily the step he was taking,
once resolved om his course of action, he appears to have entered
into some aspects of contact with the army in a sense of adventure
ahd high spirits. In one of his letters from the Front he tells of
the last minute preparations beﬁOre‘leaviag for France. He wrote:

Finally to the §utfitt¢¢rs in Regent Street, to
pack my person intp khaki! Theén paraded and
marched thirty strong to ﬂharing gross, Chauting
the inevitahle "Tipperary".

In the same letter Catchpool remarks without comment that

the ship on which they sailed to France was “erammed with cordite

gnd 12-in shells for the monitors," 23

24, W. R. Hughes Indomitahle Friend (Life of &prdex
Catchpool 1883-1952). {London: kusmans, 1964).

25. Catchpool, op. cit. pp. 22-23 lLetter dated 9 November
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On arrival in France, the F.A.U. was faced with a vast
number of men who needed immediate aid. Catchpool threw bimself
whole-heartedly into the work, although he was conscious that he
was far from being an expert dresser. His knowledge of Freach
séems to have heen better than most in the Unit and when the flow
of wounded became less this allowed him to make coimtacts with the
local population; for Catehpool often went on shopping expeditions
for the Unit. He indicates in his letters that he used these visits

to spread the message of peace. But he did not confine himself to
civilians:
Both amongst civilians and soldiers (wounded and
otherwise) I find very large opportumity for spreading
pedace primciples; I tell them how I hate war. This
is a new idea to most of them, except the mothers
who have boys at the Front. They generally agree
in word if not in fact.

Later in the letter he wrote of his feelings when seeing
a wounded German seldier being taunted by other soldiers. He told
them:

I don't reckon a max as any enemy any longer when
he is wounded. It is tiot poor devils (sic:™pauvres
diables")like you and me and the wounded Germans
youder who make wars: it is the diplomats, the war
lords, the rulers.

He felt that most of those he spoke to took his point, but
he was ayare that what he was saying was danperous in the extreme
and it surprised him that he should be able to express his Quakeér
principlés so near to the Front. Bat he even discussed peace with

the French officers with whom he came in contact telling them that

26, Ibid. p. 29. Letter dated 15 November, 1914



24,
Il v a beaucoup de monde en Angleterre qui me
feraient volontiérs fussille pour ce que de vous

These officers iistened,'but Catchpool was not always
convinced that they took him seriously. He felt that they listened
with the ears of men who thought his_poaitiou curious, noble
perhaps, but none-the-less somewhat odd:

"You are Utopiste, very beautiful, but quite
impossible," say the Fremch.

Even in the midst’of great elation, Catchpool often felt
that the people around him did not understand his views. He wrote:
"And do you know, I sometimes feel as though I'wgre on the bripk of
copverting all this Hospital staff to Buakerism." But he added
shortly afterwards: "Whether I aﬁ gonsidered 3 harmless maniac or
not, no doubt that I get on well with the doctors." 29

| It is difficult to be;ieve that Catchpoql expected a

different reaction from the French officers he came into contact with,
some of whom were no doubt professional soldiers. To them Catch-
pool dreamed beautiful dreams, bnt they had a terrible war before
them.which;‘if it produced dreamS‘ét all, produced nightmares.

Elation and daspondency show themselves throughout the
letters Catchpool wrote while ia the F.A.U. He did not give way to
despondency easily, for mamy of the letters show a man with a simple,
warnm, goqﬁ-hearced fmmour. However, overwork amid the carnage of

war proved stropger than this humour at certain periods of his service

27. Ibid. p. 64, 23 March, 1915.
28. Ibid. p. 57 Letter dated 8th March 1915.
29. Ibid. p. 60 Letter dated 21 March.1915.
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overseas. Catclipopl was an adventurous man and it seems clear
that his adventurous spirit played some part in his acceiptaﬁcg of
ambulance. work. 3¢ In part, he seems to have had romantic illusions
about such work, for from his poélition at the Frént, shortly before
Christias, 1914, he wrote:
All the giamour, if ever there were any; all the
romance, if war has romance; almest all the
- interest - has wom off long ago, We are just
grimly working out a purpose. s
A month earlier he had been auxious to get to the Front.
On 15 November he had written:
I was given to understand yesterday that I should
probably be required to gp to the front today.
But I warched the motor go off at 5 A.M.; and had
received no.definite instructions. It took me all

ratioy down the resentful lump of dis-
appointment: that would keep rising.

Catchpool, thén, was 4 man of action. He wanted to be
where the danger was. His strong attachment to Quaker beliefs
would not allow him to Bécom.e‘ a soldier, but he‘ was moved to
share the sufferings of t’&oée’ téholdid fight and thus he felt the
need to he wh‘ere the danger was grevatesst, both for himself and for
the fightiag men; for where the figh,t:mg was thickest, there he
cauld be of the most ﬁelp to the wounded and dying.

'Qccaﬁianaliy his adventurousness led h,im into conflict with
his beliefs. He recalled that one day while standing by a geoixaite

Quinze which was firing at the German lines:

30. Catclipool remained adventurous to the end of his life.
He was killed in a climbing accident in the Alps whep in his sixty-
pinth year (1952)

31. Catchpeol og. ¢it. p. 49, December 1914..
32. Ibid. p. 31 15 November, 1914
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The officer in charge invited me to pull this cord
and it was only the second impulse of thought that
stagyed the first impulse 6f interest and excitement.
The horror of what I came near to deing haunted me.
In, 1916, €atchpool decided te leave,the F.A.U. Thgré seems
to have been- three main reasons why he took this step. Firstly, there
wds his promotion to adjutant of theé Unit which took him, to a large
degree, out of actual ambulance work and made him a bureaycrat. He
did not accept the change easily and chafed at the paper work which
kept him from Activé-service; He lamented on 3 December, 1915:
The whole war is organlzed like a huge bu51ness now,
and even if movements occured to upset the
regularity and system of our present ex1stence, T
should be hopelessly fixed administratively in the H.
Q. offices, and not executively labouring close
in the wake of the combatants.
Catchpool added'later,'
What ecan one say abqut eternal interviews with
officials, settlings of dlsputes, payments of
tills? Talk of sacrifice! I made mine whem 1
put these stripes on my arm, and took a seat in
the central office - not when I drove my ambulance
under shell and rifle fire up to the trenches.
' His mind turped to.the possibility of service elsewhere.
: Serbia was on his mind. He felt that there, the need for an
‘ambulance wunit similar te the F.A.U. must be great and that he
could once more work close to the stricken pepulation. Another
thought which pushed itself into his mind was that he should return

to England and make a stand against consg¢ription.

33. Ibid. p. 58. 8 March, 1915
34. Ibid. p. 82. 3 December, 1915
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.The sécond reason for Catdhpeoi‘é decision to leave tﬁe
F.A.U. was becéusé of andther decision: the Friends‘Sefvice Committee
retiounced the F, A‘U. Thls Commlttee had been formed inh 1915 with
the object of strengthening oppesition to coﬁscriptlon and to
sypply information to those likely to he affected by ccmpulsory
military service. All those on the commlttee were of mllitary
age and it adopted an absolutist attitude to the Military Service
Bill. Catchpool put great store by the decision of these young
men tq eppose’c¢nscriptioh., fLater he became a member of the
Committée himself.

Cafchpool's.thir& teason for leaving the Unit andvreturning
'to Britain was, in manY'ways, connéCtéa With‘thg first; Gone were
the days of &isorganization which had marked tha.first yeér,of the
war, Withip this disorgamization, the F.A.U. could still feel that
it was ﬁorking"alohé. Contacg with the Army (Frénéh OrABritisﬁ)
could hét be avoided, for some co-operation was necessary if amy
useful work was to be done. But, during this peried, thé F.A.U.
did not feel that it was beihg led by a miiitafy authority. As
the"armies'sétﬁied down to the nactiés of trefich warfare all this
changed.’ Ihére was time to orgapize. The méﬂi¢al units of the
atmies became more efficient and although the F.A.U, was still needed,
it was not as” free to frame its own poliC& és in the early period of
the war, Army dis¢iplime crept into the Unit. Conscription_ensﬁre&J
that this trend was'ihcfeased. anZ& March 1916 Catchpeol wrote

that parades were to be made two mortings ﬂer week at ‘6 A.M. He
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noted that this had cgused a great deal of discussion as "to
whether such things are not 'pure militariness' without any adequate
ulterior end." 33

Although Catéhpooi felt keehily the changes énd sympa:hised
with others in the F.A.U. Wio talked of resignation, he was mot
quick to aet, for as the ddjutant of the Unit he had a pdaitioﬁ of
,respéhsibility which was not to he throim lightly aside. His position
was a difficult one to maintain. The members of the F;A.U. whao
resented the inéreased military connections were oftem fprced:into
the poSitiOQ of 'rebels' by those whe believed that théﬁUﬁit éodid
still operate in good- falth with Quaker prinCIPles. There wére also
vnon~Quaker members within the Unit who were satisfied with service
 ’wh1ch did fiot require them'tQAuSe weapons. It was, th¢refore, very
trying_for Catchpool to remain ome of the chief officers of the Unit
while'his‘sympathieé lay with. those who were cqnsidereﬁ.'rabelsﬁby
the majqrity'of ité meﬁbexs. Carefukly considering ﬁisvaSitiqn,
‘Catchpool dec;ded that his way was the rebel way. In Maé, 1916 he
wrote: | -

Rather dadly ... It has been dawning on me
gradually that the cointinuance of our work
does im fact depend upen the sinking of our
freedom of expression. The Comscription Act
has meant-a gradual tightening of the screw

of military diseipline, and I cannet help
feeling nov that we are in effect a.conscript-
unit - with a more sympathetic control
immediately above, to be sure, byt the iren
hand 1uring in the background. 36

35. Ibid. p. 91 26 March 1916
36. Ibid. p. 95 14 May, 1916
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Before ertlng this, Catchpool had written another letter,
a letter whléh centaxned his res1gnation as adjutant of the Unit. He
then returned to England. His 'ahsalute' exemption, granted by the
Wat Office after the introducﬁioﬂ of coﬁseription, ‘wag withdrawn.
While waiting for officialdom to call him before a trlbunal Catch~-
pool wbrkea as the chairman of a group studying lnternational relations
and reconstryction at Woodbrooke Settlement, Birmingham. |

The.resig&atiaﬁ of Oofder Catchpool from the F.A.U. caused
much cbmﬁéﬁtlim the Quaker press, for he had been an important
member qf'that Uﬁit. Especiall§ televant to this study wére the

comfignts made by The Ploughshare, a publication 9f the Quaker-

socfalist éoci‘ety; Tﬁejmmal a,greed with Catchpqod that copscrip-
tion had campleteiy aitere& the position of the F.A.U. within the
Qhaker mdvement.‘ It pointed‘ouu that many tribunals set Up to
determine those who could obtain exemption frcm military service
had decided that the only ob;ectioﬁ whlch Quakers had te war was
that they would net kill. This ied song tribunal members to assert
‘that the men, in the F.A.U. represente& the genuine chjectors within

the Society of Friends. rhe Plogghshare.wemt on to say that some

members, aware of the confusion iﬂ'the minds of tribunal members

and the geﬁaral public concerning the purpose ofztﬁe F.A.U., had

ptoduced a mémorial which stated thae the Unit sought 'to relieve

hnmau syffering and.té realize human fellowship. It did nof'

represent 'a sbandard of assaciétion with the military system." 37

However, publication of the memorial proved impossible, for while
37. [The Ploughshare Yol. 1 (New Series) No. 7 (August, -1916)

p. 227. Hereafter referred to as The Ploughshare - it beipg under-~
stood that all volupes used in this study are of the new series.
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they remained members of the F.A,U., men wére not able to make such
statements. This led to the resignation of some members.

Hexe,'thgn;”ﬁasfthe nain argument produced by those who
held the absplutist gositim against co__nsciegtinus objectors
serving in the F.A.U. If-menﬁacqubed-this se;viée it tended to
weaken the position of those who sought ;ﬁe aﬁéolutg exemption
x,;h,:.da could he obtained under the Militdry -SerVice. Act. For most
objeetors, :hough, the possibiliry of absolute exemption was very
remote, for the s@ox:dmg of the exemption c;laﬁse allowed for a wide

interpretation by tribumals. The P;baghshare was ¢allﬁng,for,

solidarity aﬂoﬁéét dbjectors. If all rejeetéd such service as that
represented hy‘ﬁhe F.A.U., then there was a.better chance of
¢btaining dbsolyte exemption, Lf some’ objectors served with the
F.A.U. and some refused such service, there was division and hence

weakgess.



31.
CHAPTER III
QUAKERS AND SOCIALIST-QUAKERS
As the first section of this study sought to show, Quakers
_were the cornerstone of the pacifist movement im Britain during the
nineteenth cemtury. But during the.greét War socialist objectors
sutnumbered those of the Society of Friends. Socialist opposition
to war was expressed in many ways. There were socialists whe
certainly did not object te all war. iOZtheﬁ life itself was a
war, a class struggle which they would resolve by revolutiopary
methods 1f necessary. Their appositioi was based upon’ the solidarity
of worker against cdpitalist. War, then, for these men could not
be taken to be wrong in all cases.. They considered, hewevér; that
the Great War was a capitalist war amd fefused to fight in 1t.
From: this extreme position there wére intermediate stages tntil the
officjial attitude of the Labour Party was reached; a defensive war
was. being fought Which shquid-beV'supported. They were ﬁilling to
do this and even to support the intreduction of conscription. 38
It is clear that given tﬁe traditional Quakér attitude of

ohjection to all wars and the objection of socialists to certain
wars, there were certaifs to be differences of opinion between -the
tvo main groups which objected to military service during the War.
This: being so, an examinatiod. of the‘S.Q.S,'proves‘rewafding, for

it shows the differences and agreements between Quakers and.socia1ists.

38. Vide. Part 2, Chapter 1
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And it also reveals that the Quaker body itself was far from being
in complete agreement about the war and about n\ilitary service,

The Ploughshare, the journal prodiced by the Socialist-

Quakers, has already been mentioned. Im volume one the hasis of
the Society was set but im lafiguage which sought to unite the
rgligibué and marxist elements within the Sogiety. It stated that:

THE SOCIALIST QUAKER SOCIETY consists of

menbers of the Soclety of Friepds and of othexs

clesely conmected therewith, Its members, acknow-

ledging “the light which lighteth every man that

cometh into the wotld" as an {mmediate guide im

- each individual, feel that this implies a

Universal Brotherhood, such as canmet in any true

sense beé realised under the presept competitive

system of industry. They therefore hold that

the means of productiom, distribution, and

efchange should be collectively owned, 3

After this inﬁraductioﬁ the aims of the Soeiety were given.
These were to explain te the Society of Friends what was meant by
gocialism; how socialism could selve the problems of society;
and,finally,‘the important part which Quakers could play in spread=
ing the sociélist doctrine.
- When the Socialist-Quakers spoke of socialism they meant

Guild socialism. This iS'cléar.from their programme of reconstruct-
jon. Guild socialism was not new in the twentieth century, its
germs had been present in the Owenism of the 1830's. Basically
this type of-sociaxism.wanconcerned‘with':he‘control of industry
. by the workers engaged in that industry. Its implications went

much further tham this, for from this basis was preduced a theory

39, The Ploughshare Vols 1, No. 1 (February, 1916) p. 35.
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of government on a natienal scale. Democracy was the prop of this
theory; a democracy which, with certain reservations was to’ operate
at all levala and in all situations. Unlike revolutionary or
parliamentary édcialists, guild socialists feared the power of the
state and far from wanting to add to its pQWers, they félt,éhat
there should be checks on this pewer. The machinery of Goversmment,
considered by the guildsmen to be the State was, in effect, to6 be
" one among severa.]. large guilds which mmld operate in a society
commztted to guild socialism.

It WAS, in many ways, natﬁral that Quakers should show an
interesf in g&ild'socialism.‘.At maiy polats in Quaker history,
wenbers of the Seciety of Friends had shown interest in the worth

6f labour és oppésad‘to capital, The Pl@qghshare pointed to

these connections in a series of. pen portraits of men who had
influeneéd Quaker thigking in this direccibn. In an afticle
c¢n¢erning Gérard Wihstan1ey, thie seventeenth century ﬁigger,
L.H. Wedmore claimed that Winstanley "was destined .... to strike
his share deeper and make his furrow longer than the Fenny Drayton
shoemaker Fox." He explained this by saying. that

Gedﬁg; Fox's slender éampetency,waé a bar

- to his understanding that econemic problem

of life the pressure of which Winstanley was

compelled ‘to feel. Had it been otherwise,

the present 'Ploughshare' need net have
seen the light. 40

40. The Ployghshare Vol. 1 No. 2 (March 1916) p. 52
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Winstanley's basic idea,was_that there should be a common
shariag of the land 6f Engiand and with this i&ea before him, he
began 'digglng the cemmon land in Surrey so that all men might-
share the land which was the _property of all. 41
Another man who raeelved attentlon from the Socialist-
Quaker journal was John Bellers, a Quaker, who had lived in the
1atter half of the seVentegnth century aand the early elghteenth
century. Bellers appears to have been a merchant of small mears,
a lord of the mamor and a Fbllcw of the Royal Society. Despite
his wealth, Bellers showed an interest fin the welfare of the poor,
claimed M. 0'Brian Har;is, who wrote a short»article-on-him in
The Ploﬁghsha:e. The'éuthor asserted: -
' Like the Socialist~Quakers of today, he felt
it his duty to rouse Friends to their respon-
sibility ‘for the poor of the nation, the state .
of the poor belng his chief pre~occupation. 42
ﬁ Beller's thoughts on Labour 1nfluenced Robert Owen, for the
former wished to make MLahour and not Mopey the standard tq value
all Necessaries." Bellers also had thoughts upon educitiop which =
tended in the same direction as Owens and pre-dated them. - In

his work’ Quakers in COmmercg, Paul H. Emden asserts that-Fraqcis

Place told Owen that'Bellers had 9roduced~0wea'svsocial.programme

a hundred yeais before Qwén., 43 Emden also clains that-0wen,a1ways

41. Winstanley was riot strictly a Quaker, although ‘he shared -

their views on religious -life, believing 1in "the Indwelling Light of
Reasen. .. the one needful guide of human conduct " From Winstanley's

"Truth Lifting up its Head above Scandals’ Quoted in The" Ploughshare,

Ibid. . 54.
42. The Ploughshare, Voel. 1. No. 9 (October, 1916), B. 272,

43. Paul H. Emden, ; uakers in Commerce: A Record. .of Business

Achievement. (lLiondon: Sampson Luw, Mar%tpn ‘and Co. Ltd., 1939).
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recoghized his debt to Bellers. Marx alse read Beiier'S-work calling
'him “a veritahle phengmenquin«the history of political economy”.
there is, then, a comnection betweén the Soeidlist-Quakers of the
tweritieth century and theix~6ﬁild Socialism (ih”effect a.ﬁixtnre
of co-operatism and Uitionish) t‘:hrotfgﬂﬂwen«and Bellers,

Despite the gndbubiéd connections heé&eéw-Quakeriém\éﬁ&
concern for the poor, thé $ocialist-Qu§kef Society héd set'itself
no medn téSR'ﬁhan it attémpted to en1ist the aid of ﬁhe Sogiety of
Friends in SPreading'the Sociéliét doetrine. Many of the Society
were actively engagad i caﬁitalism and were hot to be expected to
welcome a movément which SOught to attack the basis of society as
they knew it. Qudkers had avteputation for being philanthropic.
They took an active xnterest in social questions but nany of them
wers very mitch a part of the Establishment and did not wish to sée
society changed‘in accordante with socialist priuclples.

Daring the eightegnth century, denied access to politics
a@ﬂ to a ugiversity~eéucationebyftheaTestAAct (1673)) Quakexs had
turned théi? enétéies to the quiet pursuits of tradé. Maﬁy had amassed
great fortunesxthroggh $hipping, ﬁankiné-éﬂd-in.other areas of trade
as both merchants and manufacturers. By frugal liVing‘and by haid
work these Quaker husiness men built up fortunes which they kept
within their fagﬁlies and within a close Quaker circle by inter-
marriage with other Quaker families.

S.teph.e.ﬁ Hob:house haé recorded his iﬁéfeséiDns of some
wealthy Quakér families which he visited at the beginning of the

twentieth cehtury. ﬁé'was-disturbeﬂ by some of the things he saw:
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One expected more simplé living and self-sacrifice
among folk who professed the idea of Quaker -
Christianity and équality befere God. Thus in the
great mansion built for himself by Sir George
Reekitt (of the familiar Reckitt's Blue advertise-
ment for the weekly wash) the visitor had a marble
bathroom to himself, and servants abounded. Yet
he and Liady Beckitt were natuyrally simple and A'
pious people, attending de_votedﬂ the dingy Quaker
Meéting House in a Hull slym, '

There wete many other wealthy Quaker families, the Frys,
Cadbury's, Rowntrees, and the Clarks provide good examples. All
warevVery detive in social alleviatiqﬂ, but all nevertheless tied
to the capitalist system.

In the minds of the Socialist=Quakens capitalism was ‘closely
linked with war. Howe#er.' as W. L. Hare, oné of the joint editors
of The Ploughshare sought to shew, it was one of séven wars being
waged in the world. 43 He dealt firstly with the Primal War of the
species which he defined a§ the claim of some ta live at the expense
of others and pointed to this aspect of life in mach~of~§he-anima1" :
kingdom. Man also 'pafticipatéd in this war, but there were those
- whe could look cloéely at the forces driving néh to these ends and
who-spught;to-eradicaée them, Facifists, he was saying, wished .to
raise map above the 4nimal kingdom, ta examiné why certain actions
were m&e,énq to di»éia‘ense with them if they were irrational. Man
mu‘stv- not fight man because men had minds which if properly used
allowed them to escape from the law of the juigle.

Hare wem:'cm tp discuss the Class war which, he maintained,

was largely res;iorisible for the Sex War and the Commercial War.

44. Stephen Bobhouse, Forty Yea¥s and an Epilopue (London:

James Clark, 1951), p. 132,

45. The Ploughshare, Vol. 1 (February, 1916) pp. 1-3.
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The hasis of the Class war was the urge to possess, said Hare, and .
had heen a marked featyre of man's exisvteva,ce' sinée pre~historic
times. He felt thdt the Sex wédr was an economic bhattle betweeiz male
and female. It was being inereased by the grbwing humbers of
womeil who were tdking the -industria‘l pésitiens vacated by nen
who had joined the army. When these men rei:umed to civilian life,
he predicted, there would take place a fierce conflict between
men ih need of work and women with new privileges who would use every
means to safegudrd these privileges. Whep women: e;\(éntual;ly received
tlie vote they would possess anbthér weépon 'wiﬁh which to wage the
séx war.

It is not clear frem this short discussion of the Sex war
how this economic cenflict was to be réselVed. Were women to be
excluded from industry, or was industry to be rum in suech a way
that there were to be equal oppertunities and renuﬁeration for
both men and women? Have did not sgay. Quakeré made no distinction
between men and women in the Meeting house, but pérhaps this
Socialist-Quaker thought that wémen: ha& no place in .fact.ories., or
it seems, in politviés. '

Hare saw the Commercial War as an outcome of the conflict
between wage-eafuers and capitalists. The result, he clained, was
that employers in Britain banded together o prbﬁect *British Trade'.
Hare went straight from this point to link 'British Tradé; 'Ge::;_nan
Trade' and 'French Trade' with the Great War, although he did say

that Commercial War had preceded the War. He wrote:
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Every day of blood and fire proves to us that this
ml’itary War of today is based upen and waged for -
no fineé phrases - victories of a very mate¥ial kind.
In our future isstes we shall brimg farward facts
ag Will leave the sceptics dumb.

Hare did not guide. his readers carefully fhmugh the varieus
steps of his argument, but ‘presumably what he meant was that in
Britain empleoyers upited to protegt themselves agginst the workers.
After this the Employérs of one nation felt that théy had ﬁq group
" together against thé employers of another nation or natid‘né and
' that it tras from the resulting conflict that wars oecured. Pro-
tection, then, was one of the evils which caused wars. _In a
ionger article he might have gone on to say that tﬁe'worke":é were
the dupes who actually fought the employer's battles. Without
employers ‘and without protectien thiere would be no wars, foz; what
had the workers to fear from each ather and wﬁere was the need
of protection with a united proletariat. Couﬁtri;_es and natior.laltismv
would diéappegr. | |

The Great War was t:xe#bd by Hare as the fifth of his seven
wamﬁ.. He limked military war with the primal war, saying that

The Ploughshare stood against dll war "as an outworn instryment of

“ barbarism". It was possiblé for men to lve in peace with ope-
anothier if they would live "justly". Christ's message was more

mqutant than British Trade or British Rrestige, I_iam eagtmued,

and because of this the magaziné would not corcern itself with

' in:etéry or ways ‘of obtaining it. Ingtead Socialist~Quakérs would

play their part in-the sixth war, the war against war.

46, Ibid. p. 2.
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Harée described the seventh war as the Real Armageddon.
Its aims were the "complete regenerationt apnd unification of humanity".
This war was not fought “betwéen the Kingdoims of the earth but
against them all". Hare insisted that the battle was becoming clear
to many and that for those who saw the issues clearly there could
be no hesitation about the part they must pldy "in lesser wars
here below".

In the first issue of The Ploughshare the editérs had pro-

mised to substantiate the statements they had made concerning the
war with "facts as will leave the sceptics dumb". Sceptics there
certainly were within the Society of Friends as-well as outside

it. ?1bugh$hare opinion had heen expressed at the 1915 Yearly -
Meeting and this opihion Had caused dissemsiop. It was decided

cé fon a ;dmmittée, to be called the War and Seeial Order

Commi ttee, whosg purpose was to examiné,t&e relétibnship between

ﬁar and the social orﬂen. Sub-comnittees were formed to dinvestigate
specific problems; armaments, trade struggle, regulation and control
of industry. A glance at the names associated with these  ¢ommittées
shows that they were ?loﬁgﬁshate inspired. W. L. Bare, Robert O. |
:Mguneli and H. L. Wils#n all subseribhed to tﬁe QuaEEr-socialist
viewpoint. vIn,addi§i0§ to these three committees there was a
gegvice Committee which was composed of representatives from the
Men's Sé;vicg Committee and the Women's Service Committee, the
Central Education Committee and the Young Friend's Cémmi'ttée. The
ground to be broken hy this latter committee ﬁas fraught with danger,

for its sub-cammi;tgés were set to discover how Quakers should live
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and what they should do with their momey. Firstly, there was a
committee on ipvestment which was to seardh.éut tﬁevpoSéibilities
of 5 permane#t boafd to collect statistics uﬁom "non-military"
or more positively‘"$ociolngica1 investment'. ‘Using these stat-
istics, the baaré»wvuld giVQ advice upqn'inVesgment1for'the"hes:
moral purposaﬁ. Secondly, there was a simplification sub~committee
which was to advige those who felt that their lives were tod .
ostentatious aﬁ& wished to chanfe this state of affairs. Thirdly,
:here‘wﬁs an expeiima&talvsub-cémmittéa tovinves:igate whether .
it w;s advisable for the Society of Friends to secure a simpler
and fichgx lifefthrough aésaciatibn with similar groups to themselves.
| At a conference held at Jordan's Hostel, April 7, 1916, the
work of éll the committaes was discussed. .The'resulfs waera ffhcon-
clusive.‘ From the 6rigiﬁs of War Committee cameé reports om Racial
VAntagonism; Wér and Prope%ﬂy;’the Clags war;.Modern Industrialism
aud;the ﬁausétion of Wars; and Illustrations of Trade Rivalry
leading to war. After a'discussiqn of thé problem of war aind &ocial
orde:;'the-ancenaus of opinion was: |
| We could not show that the present social order
lias its ineyitdble outcome in war, yet the
cogverse seems true, at least of modern wars,
that they have their origim in the social
system in which we all too readily aquiesce. 47
The Control: Sub~Committee advocated that the worker needed Qi,
"y 1aréer shﬁre in‘the control of his work and lifa". Guild -
seclalism was &iscuésed; It wds argued that Quaker employers could

set an exémple to other enployérs, but that "a poeling of Quaker

47. The Ploughshare Vol. 1, No. 4 (May 1916) p. 128.
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industrial interegts did not seem exactly practicable at the present
moment™, 48 .

There was W6 report from the committee on competition.
It was stated that thers was some disagreement about the attitude
to be taken towamds cempetitiOQ.“AlthQQgh SOmé members thought
thaﬁ,competition wds, in itself, evil, othe£s felt that this was
noé s0. Disagreemgnt was also a?pareﬁt in the findings of the
gimplification Sub-Committee. The Committee being unab;e tg arrive
at a standgrd scale of living for evéryoue. It was suggested that
young people should be brought up to 1ea& a simple life bBefore
they became imbued with ideas of increasiné expenditure as their
incomes increased; for the contgntion was that:

the foot qf the War Spirit lies veiy near the

determinatioi to retain for our ownp disposal

such things as wé have in excess of our fellows., 49

Community }iving was reported upon b& the Experimeirt
Suh-Committe¢. The Deykhdbor way of 1ife was examined, it being
guggested that conscientious objectors migh@zbe b?bughtltogether
in a 11&& manner, . _
From this examination of the Qu@ker~§ocialist Sociéty;

its aims awbitions amd impact upon other Quakers, certain comclusions
present ;@emselvas. The Society of Friends, as a whdle, did not
welcome these ideas, for most of its mepbers ﬁere, as The Plough-
share pointed out 'wealthy people'. Quakers were often charged with

accuitulating wealth for their own usé andbin many instances these

48‘ _Lb‘ii. p L] 12 8.

49. Ibid. p. 129.
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charges were justified. Problems comnected with Quaker acquisition
of wealth did not emerge with the Quaker-socialists. Balked by the
Test Act which closed pnlitics aﬁd'a university education to
Quakers and by their own tenet which forbade them to sweaf an oath,
Quakers had early be;oﬁe associated with businpess. There grew up
amohg these early Quakers the belief that it was not a sid to
acquire and that, in fact, theéy had a duty to be'successfui.
Idleness and a lagk of initiative were.ﬁot to be lauded; hapd work
was. But money had to be earned in the right way and_spent in the
right way. This meant that prices ware to be fair-and that mohey
earned was to be put to good use. The former, led to Quakér use
of 'the fair price', the latter to the philanthropic activities
of the Quakers.

In the industries wiﬁh'which'they were connected, Quaker
employers sought to share with their employees some of the profits
made by the industry. Reckitts of Hull had a prnsperity sharing
scheme an& so did Rowntrees of Yotrk. ‘Pensions, Weifare schemes,
old age pension amd acci&ent,schemes were in Qperation in many -
Quaker facto:ies;‘ Yet uhis-wés'not taking things as far as the
Socialist-Quakers wished to go. They wgnced.controi of an industry
by its_workers,'not merely theif participation in profit sharing
schemes. It is cleadr thenm, that as'éhilanthropic as Quaker
employers were, they did not WlSh to see their industries taken away
from them, Soclalist-Quakers could expect little help from this
section of the British Quaker movemept in their des;re to have

Quakexs spread the doetrine of socialism.
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CHAPTER IV

CONSCRIPTION FORCES DECISION

I

From August 1914 wumtil the introduction of comscription in
the Spring of 1916, British Quakers and others who objected to war
had, if they wished, plenty of opportunities to involve themselves
in relief work. Fer those who did not consider that ambulance work
was wéfk of a military nature the F.A.U. provided one outlet. There
was'also work of recomstruction in France. With money collected by
the War Victims Relief Fﬁnd, Friends had set up a centre for this
work at Vitry-le-Francois from where tﬁey essayed to build wooden
houses for the victims of the shellingysf bhoth armiés; As more

funds became available the range of Quaker activities grew.

",,Agricuiiﬁral‘machiuery was supplied together with some livestock,

| so that the war torn countryside might yield a little food.
Qwakers also rant the maternity wing of a hospital. But,‘again,
asiin the case of Corder Catchpool they occasionally pined for work

:‘of a more dangerous nature, In an article for the Ccntemporary

geview, ‘Netta R. Nicholson alluded to this when she wrote:

Now and again, Mr. X tald me, they (Quakers) get

a little tired of the absence of danger;: they
cannot fight, but they understood on coming out
that they were to be nearer the shells than the
Gavernment allows them to be; yet they do what

has fallen ‘to them with as many jests as the .
men in theé trenches aud with as much efficiency. S0

50. The Contemporary Review, September, 1915, p. 369.
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Amongst awbulance workers and recomstruction workers, it
seems, there were men with a sense of adventure and a willingness
to help telieve th;a sufferings of those nearsst the battle zope.
These two factors made them chafe at ressonahily'safe' work hehind
the lines. They camld net fight, but they were anxious te show
that they were not cowards and that they eould perform useful work
" cldser to the battle fields.

For those Friends who did not crosé ovér to the Continent
there was other useful work te be done in Britain itself. The
Emrgggcy Committee for Relief of Gerwans, Austrians, Hurgarians
and Turks in ﬁis-ﬁ:a:ﬁss- workeéd ta alleviate the prablems of aliens
in Britain. @ften f"amilieé in need of help had a Brigish ﬁather
and an alien father. - When the father waé internad by the British
authorities, he could not provide the pecessary fumié fm: the needs
of his fam%;y;. In such cases Quakers supplied what help they could.
Some British families ;émployed alien d’omeéti@s priar o the outbreak
of wax, huk when wa;f came they thought it patrietie to dispense with
these seryants without .pa:yi_ng thet their due wages. Inteyned aliens
wesre given tools and working materials hy the ﬁmerge#ey Commi. tteg.
In so doing, it Helped tltese'peaple to hive a wért:hwhile interest
while they were bebind barbed wire.

Comscription quickly changed tﬁe attitude of many Quakers
to these relief 'measures. In the F.A‘.»H.’ all the membérs were not
conscientions ebjectzérs and some were not members of the Soeiety of

Friends, But many who had been conteit to serve in the Unit
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refused to serve under the new conditions, partially brought about
by comscription. They felt t&at the ipcreased power of the Army
in the affairvs of the Unit together with the tendency of the
Goverfiment and the general public to consider Uit members as true
conscientions objectors while they dismissed those in Britain who
ﬁent to ?risaa for eonsdieﬁce sake, as rebels, placed tﬁam in a
pbsitionvwhich necegsitated resignatiop from the Umit. For non-
Quakers in the F.A.U., conscriptioa d@mandad t;xat t;hey anlist,
perhaps in an army medical wnit, or teznrn home and face the con-
sequences .of refusal. After eénScription was introduced, Quakers
conld secure exemption to enable them to serve in the F.A.U. In.
other branches of i)}aak‘er‘ relief work exemptiony*as;gsually obtained
if the conscientious objector was willing to go before a tribunal
and st#ce his case. Some Quakers would not dq thié;’nsteghen
Hobhbﬁs.g,' who had Béen Chairmau of the Emergency Commitiee dealing
Qith;aliens, refhsed‘to continue this work undé: the fhiéat of
conseription. He felt that it was wrong for a couseientious
6’bjector to aacepifétxy wark or alterpative service from a tribunal.
The argumeht he used; was t:hat: to do such work, hovzever hamless it
might seem, would releage some other mdn for the army.

| IT
The position adopted by Hobhouse was termed shsolutist, while
that held by those who accapted gxemptian.fxom ceﬁbatant service,
in order to petfqtm.work of - 'national importentes', was: known as the

alternativist position.’ These two opposing viewpoints caused much -
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‘confusion,inmthg,ranks of conscientiops ohjectors throughout the
War. Within the ranks of the Society of Fiiends there were many
_supporters of aitemative service. Indead it wés e Quaker
M.P.'s who had framed the part of the exemption clamse which
dealt with the widening of the clause to inglude work of nationmal
tgportance. 1 From its inception tie Friends Service Committee
was shsolutist in outlook. 72 While it always maintained that
Quakers had the right tb alterpative sexvice,. it squght to hold them
to a strict interpretation of the Quaker peace testimony: nen-
participation in agy activity which might aild the war effart in any
way. This was a difficult policy to uphold and was, pethaps of
necessity, a minerity viewpoint. Where did Quakers hold the line
in what did or did not constitute involvement in the war! In a
létter to The Timgs, the secretary of the F.§.0. chose mninesweeping
'to illustrate the Committee's opposition to non~combative serxrice,.‘
Tt was pointed ont:» that:
A A minesweeper who undertook such service inm the
inteyests of humanity would start operations on
his native ecoast and be shot on sight...for his
pains. It must be gbvious...nine sweeping and
mine laying ia vertain areas are but parts of a single
scheme gnd serve equally the purposes and ends of war, 73
The secretary of the F.8.C. was correct im his asgsertion

that midesweeping was an obvious example of mon-combatant work com—

tributing to the war effort, but there were many other positions

51. Vide Part 2, Chapter V.
a2. Hereafter referred to as the F.S.C.

53, The Times, Janmary, 12, 1916. p. 9
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whiere the comnection between the war and work of national import-
ance copld not be pointed te with such certainty. Opponents of
the abpsolutist standpoint often confronted absolutists with the
argument that while Britain wds at war, no work was completely
free of some contribution to the war effort, but that thete were
areas which allowed ceonscientious objectors to give service
without compromising the Quaker peacs testimony. Absolutists
used the same argument while reversing the conglusion. ‘Since no
work except peace work was 'clean and wntainted' conscientious
objectors should refuse to gerforﬁ ahy work under é system geared
to the military machine.

Socialist Quakers advocated the absolutist pesition. They
saw the introductiop of alternative service as an attempt to
'divide}and conquer'., Aad further, they Believed that to accept
" such service released somaoae‘else to perfqtm combatant service.

From Parliament itself, The Ploughshare praduced*evidence to support

the Socialist-Quaker allegation. Sir J. Walton had asked whether
conscientious ohjeetors would be allowed to place barbed wire between
the trenches; an action, he felt, which would save life, mot take
it. In reply, Mr. Tesnant, the Under-Secretary of State for War,
saids ,

Mesbeys of this corps (N.€.C.) would be organized

in udits to relieve combatant soidiers for gevvice
at the frogt. 54

54. H.C. Debates, 3th Series, Val. LXXX, Col. 1862 {14 March
1916). N.G.C. refers to the Nen~Cembatant Corps formed shortly after
the introduction of conscripiion. Men id this body could be ordered
to work with munitions, but were uot required to fire a rifle. It
was am oatlet for ment whose cbjection was to killing only. '
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The May 1916 edition of The Plouglshare contained an article

on Altetnative Service by Clifford Allem, the Chairman snd a founder
memper of the NeC.F. ¥5 Allen was not a Quaker, but he was early
converted to the gbgolutist position of the F.$.C. and wag one of
its chief supporters iw the N-C.F. He began his argugent by
attacking the Tribumals set up by the Government to deal with ezemp-
tions uader the Military Setvice Act.- Allen referred to those
consgieniticus objeqtors who had been unable to secure the sympathy
of the Tribunals. For such men there could bé no alternative
service even if they were willing to und’eruake, work of this nature.
He regretted that 'friends' had: put fom&r& the idea of altermative
setvice, 4 service which divided the €.0. movement while at the same
time convincifig the public that the Covernment was granting fo 'trug'
chjectors the exemptions they required. Pyrsying the same point

of division, Allen mypintained that the clause co:icerixix;g alternate
service removed for practically all ohjectors thé opportunity of
securing absolute exesption. Alled did not give examples of the
confused thinking, whether sincere or deliberate, of Etitiéh
Tribugals when faced with the vagaries of me'mn@m .Serv‘ice _
Act's éxemption clause. The Tribunal, d publication of the N-C.F.

provided examples in plenty.
In conclusion, Allen contended that conscientious objectoxs
vere already engagéd in national servicd. They were working for

peace. He asked whether those involved in pronouncefments upon

55. Vice. Chapter VI of Part One
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national service would édm.it peace agitation as national service.
1f wot, it became clear that the gervice to be executed was to
aid the military maghine.

Clifford Allen's article brought forth a letter from A.
Stewart of Glasgow, who felt that although Allen's attitude iwas the
logical ofte for a conscientious objector to adept, it was not an
attitude which he could support at the moment. He thought that
the Government should alliow chjectors to leave the country if they
would not perform work of national importasee. This would remove
the argument agalnst some objectors that they accepted the security
and privileges of Britain without Fighting for them. The writer
ingicated that ke was an accoimtant, a professien, he stated, which
aided the war effort. If he could obtaly alternate service as a
cletk it wonld be a “small step", but a Step which would save his
fawily from having to accept charity. Stewart showsd an affinity
‘with Ploughshate &copomies when he wrote that interest and profits
were the real enemies:
Military Setvice as such, though short of the
Christian ideal, 1s po sin, the takiug of
interests and profits is, 98¢
Socialist-Quakers belieaved that' capitalist competition was
one of the prime factors which produged trars, byt they would aot
have agreed with Stewart concexning alternative service or that
military service was not g sin. Stewart, in Fact, dppears to have

been in a confused state whed he wrote his letter, for although he

36. Ihe Ploughshare, Vol. 1 Ne. § (June 1916). p. 151.
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scorned "interests and profits™, he maintained that "he
was engaged in assisting the rich to rob the poor" and that he was
not prepared, at that time, to abandon his work.

The Ploughshare allowed Stewart's letter to pass without

cominent, but the letter of another corraspendent did not receive
the sympathetic answer it was supposed to exact. It was from the
wanaging cletk of a building firm who stated that he had accepted
alternative service on a fruit farm. His wife was to take up his
old occupation. He asked whethgr this constituted a gain for the
pational economy. In curt laég;age the editor replied “A fruit
grower has gome to the trenches - a builder's clerk and his wife
have gone under military and industrial comtrol." 37

Ploughshare writers were not backward in peinting the
finger at those they considered'ﬁﬁﬁﬁbnsible.fdr suggesting
.altérnative service to the Government. REdith J. Wilson, the
Assistant Clerk of the London Yearly Meeting, séid‘:ha: it was those
"gho because of age, Séx or hoth have not o mmke-the'aecision
between the trenches or prison.” 78

Older Friends, she continued, thought of jail, conflicts
in guard rooms, beatings and the possibility of the desth penalty
and they decided that thgy‘muﬁtgprotect younger Friends from such
suffering. She mpintained, it was “the tragedy of advancing years
that wealth, and honours and position énﬁ comfort, gain such a hold

upon us." Older Quakers failed to realize that “"young mem are

37. The Ploughshare, Vol. 1. No. 7 (August, 1916) p. 203
58. Ibid., p. 205 |
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willifig to sacrifice all these things 'a”ﬁd life itself in the pure
joy of & guest for truth." 3I?

Edith Wilson saw alternative setvice as a compromise hetween
older Quakers and the Government, it was the price of non~
interference with the military machine. The resuylt was that many
valuable men had beeén lost to the fight for peace and shev regreef:ted-

thac this loss meant that déthewrs had to take up the cause ami

praclaim our particular message',

& However;, alternative service was defended by a laxge bedy
of Quakers both young and old. In a letter to The Times, some
ngk_ets gave the reason for theiy support. Firstly they shaowed
that they were patr;btic by poisting out t:h#t ahm three humdred
young Quakers were serwving in the army while a farther four or
five hutidred were ogcupied ift gwhbulince nr resonstruction work.

By giving these figures, the altermativists sought to show t;hat the
absolutist pdlicy of the F. s.c. was not the puliey of all Quakers.
Q:l,;g}.gjpciety of Friands believed in "freedom of conscience and the

; 1<i.bérty of imdividual sctioh”, they said, and they felt that the
'conscience clause' of the Military Seryice Act provided for these.
the writers deplorpd the attitude of thase who refused alternative

service, clainlug that many vho did so ware net Quakers.

59. Ibid; p. 205
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For,
The acknowledgment by the Government of the
possibility ¢f a bigher claim than its own
on the allegiance of British subjects is surely
an indication that this war bas been undertaken
in a different spirit from apy previous war, and
that the righteousness and justice are pringiples

uaderlying cgs action that has been forced upon
our country.

" Sikteen rHames, culled frum a large area of Britain, vere
attaehed to the letter, althm:gh it was claimed that the group
spoke for "a large body of ‘opinion". It is clear that these men
were not only alternativists, but that they belleved Britain to be
fighting a defensive wer and that it was a ju$t war, Britain had
beea fbrced to take action, it had played no part in the cauSes of
the war. These ideas were far xemaved from the outrightﬂdenial of
all war which otheriQuakers proudly ¢laimed had been the policy -0f
the Society of Friends for hundreds of years.

One of the interesting aspects of this 1etter, fﬁough, is
that it shows clearly the wide spectrum of Opinion present in the
Society.- There were men who enlisted, men who accepted non-coshatant
service, alternate service,.ambulance or reconsttuction wdrk' nen
who would aot. fight “but whe supported a: ‘Just war° and men who held
strictly to the: letter of the Quaker peace testimany, facing prison
rather than compromise this testimony.
| Most of the absolutist conscientious objectors were goclalists,

 although the absolutist was to be found amongst both religious

60. The Tiwes, 3 March, 1916. p.9.
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and non-religios groups. An article which appeared in The Ploughshare
after the cessation of hostilities, pointed out that the absolutist
element could be divided into three gropps. The divisions were pot

to be considered in.rigidvterms, however, for there was movement betweeh
the groups which transcended the boundaries deyicted in the article.

Tha 1argest graup was the. Centre group whxch felt that those who
attacked freedom should be challengsd; that labour aund denjocracy should
féceive juéc treatment; and that violenée should be ouama, for

it was "nElther rational, nor effective, for (according at least to

a good pnnpos;ion of the group) moral™. To the right lay those who

the author called "good-yill-ites". They balieved that one shauld

love ones enemies~as-we11 aS'qne's friends. chiety could he

improw.d they asserted, if all its cowanem groups were énjoined

to help. It was necessary to bu:.ld u;pon the good basis axist:.ng

in society rather than destray the bad. On the 1eft were the 1
revolutionaries. They wera out to attack the injustices of the
prevailing econofic structure, by argument if possible, huc by revolution
if necessary. J - _"

Despite the obvicus Qifferences betwéen’che*graups there was
;'ffmity between t&ém in jail. All chcsé_ to remain"‘ ?_I-tx' f;i'is.an rather
than accept military or altemative service. With tiﬁe, the
-mingling of different groups caused them to. influance each bther.

'The author noted a movement towards the left. Bhurch of England
couscieatious objectors SWung towards the Quaker viechxnt while
Quakers “¢eased to look with any marked diaapproval on such’

agnostics as were at the same time humaaitarian;" 61

1. The Ploughsharet Vol. 4, No. 6 Guly, 1919). p. 173.
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He noted also a left-ward swing in political :hinkiqg. A feeling
that violénee was necessary if the violence of capital against.
labour was to he terminated. But the writer did not subscriﬁe to
the necessity of violence. His faith rested with "intellect, work
and sympathy which achieve - for QOod or ewil."™ Eﬁlitarism must he
fought, however, and he ddvorated an alliance with those who preached
violence f0£ this hattle; Por he was convinced that unless anti-
wmilitarists remained united, a further war would break out™ within
‘seven or eight years."62
This article, written by Leonard Simaus;*étaﬁéd his position
| as a-centﬁriét. 1t produced a response from R.M. Fox, who wrote
that he was a lefrist and that he Had been a Spartaeus repxesentative
in Wandsworth prison. He agreed with Simems that revolution was the
watchword of the 'left', but that it did sot find the idea of
revolution a plessant one. Am uny1§asaht one, :An'ﬁnplééséat'in&ustfial
~system had driven thg‘revolutioharieé to their cqqglusioﬁs. They.
 Mé§ui¢ niot: promise- that they would pot use. srms ifva paréicular
situation demanded arms. Fox echoed the pleg of Siman's for waity
betweeﬁ absolutists pledging thiat those on the 1eft'were moved by
b"iutense desire to gholish Militarism av&xywhere.“, qu nilitarism,
hé centipued, was the "sciemtifically organised brain crushing
department of the capitalisn-systam."63
Unity should be emphasised in order that capitalism pould
be defeated, Hxszory would decide which 'faction' should triumph.

62. Ibid., p. 173.
63. The Ploughshare. Vol. 4, No. 8 {September, 1919). p. 220.



33.

It will be clear that The Ploughshare embraced views contained

in both the first and second of these two groupipgs. Socialist~-
Quakers wanted ecopotrie changes just as mach as the revolutionary
group, hut they wanted to secure these by non-violent means. It

. wag poted .earlier that within the Quaker body itdelf there were
many people who could be called capitalists, but this did uot lead
to violent antagoniem befween these pesple and Sbelalist-Quakers.
The latfer Sought to canvert mot tu destroy. Guild socialism,
which the Socialist~Quakers advocated, wds essentizlly a method

of compromise and was to be erected upon the existing structures
of co~operatism and trade uniopism. 'These: two movements, had,
during the late niketeenth cemtury, cpmcerned themselves with
adapting to the sociéty in which ttmy- fownd themselves rather than
pursuing a revolutionary peiicy. Aftarvtha Bolshevik revolution
in Russia, The Ploughshare did actually receive letters which

called for violesice, but its editorial cowment remained strictly
pacifist in tcne.
It
By usittg the examples of Coxder Catchpooel and &tephen Hob-
house it is possible .tm obtain an insight fate the ppimions and
- experiences o£ two absolutfsts whose atticﬁdﬁs towards comseientious

objection and Seciety were in m‘my.waya similar to these of The

by comversion. They were also socialists, having been mpmbers of

the Independent Lahour Party for a number of years before the oute.
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break of war. The early lives of these two men were vastly different,
but gradually theirﬂ j;p:a.‘l}hs converged until war and the conscription
issue campleted the journey

The work of Corder Catthpoolin the F.A.U. has already heen
obgerved. He was born into a Quaker family whose coamections with.
the Society of Friemds could be traced to. the middle of the
seveateenth century. His father trained as a solicitor, but he
never established a practice, the family belng sufficiently endowed
to make this step unnacessary. 4fter a venture inte the hosiery :
business, which proved unsuccessfuly, the fathey spent most of his
days qaletly reading his Bible.

Stephen Hobhouse's hackground was completely different.
He was surrowpded by wealth 4nd privilege from hirth. A large part
of the Hobliouse fortune had been made out of the slave trade ip the
eighteenth centu¥y. This wealth helped ‘ta‘purcﬁase, a cousttry house
which Stephen's father inherited and which Stephen himself was
expected to imherit one day. The father, as the local squire, was .
yery active in local politics and frnm'this 'base he eventually
entered national palitics, serving as M.P. far East Somerset in
the period 1885-1906. Stephen's mother also had an ancestiy which
inciuded men of business dnd Mewbers of Parliament. o4 Hohhouse,
thew, was born inte 4 famlly of wealth with 2 traditiom of public
sexvice; a family of influefice. Even from his birth he wag surrounded
by this influence. 6

64. Her grandfather Richard Rotter (1778~1443) was M.P.

(Ragical) for Wigan, Lancs. Together with his brother Sir Thomas
Potter e was one of the founders of the Manchester Guardian.

§5. Lord Milner was a god-father and Beatrice Webb (his
auit) a godemother dt his Anglican christening.
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ﬁobhouse was educated in keeping with his elevated social
position; Eton and Ralliol Gdileg’e:,'kﬁxior&. mmg his years aﬁ
Eten smd in his early Oxford days there was no sign that otte day he
would become a Quaker, 4 Socialist and an absolutist cbjector. He
was o menber.of the Eton Rifle Voltmteers and later he joined the
oxford Rifle Voluateers. As a bay at Etop he had read Blatchford's
Merrie Bugland and visited certain slum areas of London where old
Ftonians had founded a 'school mission'. 66 There was nothing
unusual about this, for, at that tiwe, it was gquite common for
such yousg mem to visit sium areas and take part in a@acati(mal
work amongst the pvor. Settlements, such as Toymhee Hall, which
Hobhouse visited while at Dxford, were founded by maiversity men.

Hobhouse ciaims that it was a sixpenny book, picked wp
hapazardly at a rallway station book sto¥e which changefl his life,
The ook was A Confession by Leo Tolstey. 7 After reading the book

Hobhouse made cettain resolutiohs which ave pertinent to this study:
he would mot kill a fellow map "whatever the provocatioff or -
compulsion”; nor would he give his support for wars, however "just"
or defensive they might sesh; ke would nvt live as a wealthy _Md- .
lord, but would seek employment which pro!m&ed wages more akin ta
those of the working man; and he would refrain from participation
~ia the services of the Anglican Chuyrch.

66. Ro’ﬁert'zlatchford; Merrié Fugland (Londom, Clasian
Press (L 1894).

67. This work appears in cﬁe"ééqﬁenfaty‘ﬁgi_ﬁou ‘of Tolsray's
Works, ed A. Maude, .tragslation mainly by A. and L. Maude (21 Vols,
1928~37). Oxford University Press, London, H. Milford, Vide. Vol. IX
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In practice, it was difficult to follow these decisions to
the letter. Military training he did renoutxce.;'ﬁut the scorning of
 a few luxuries sufficed, at that period, to fulfil the gsecond
resplution. He conmtinued te visit the Anglican Church octasionally,
although mere and more he found himgelf azs the membier of a» non-
conformist congregation. His rejection of military pursuits iled hin
to read various pileces of Qualer n.ugfatam; buk he soon fouhd that
in terms of acquiring property, the {nakers wete “far from being
Tolstoyansl" 68 Through Joan Fry, the nember of a local Somerset
Quaker family, Hobhouse was introduced to Maurice Rowntree. 69
in tumn, f{auripe introduced Steéphen to his first Quaker Mgeting.,
But ﬁobhonse Was uniwpreéssed with the Oxford Meatmg; It was aot
uitil he took a position at the Board of Education that Hobhouse
became a regulyr Quaker attepder. At the Hampstead Meeting House
he foumd the Meeting He was searching for. For twe and thrée
quarter years he scarcely migsed a first day maeting; Buring this
period he worked for the Govergment, bat e found that he could not
contifue his employment as a Goversmept worker and deyote himself
to the spiritual and social work in his neighbonrhood. This work
‘.haﬁ gradually taken up most of his non-working hours. Béing of a
delicate ccggstituztefx;' Wéve:,'"it became impogsible for him to |

continye to work the long hours which were demanded of him. He

68. Hobhoyse, op. cit. p. 64

69. Son of Joshua Rowntree, M.P. and lLord Mayor of
$carborough, Yorks.
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decided, therefore, to leave the Goversment's employ. When he
resigned on 1 April, 1912, he héd worked fa the field $f educational
admistrgtion for seven years.

Following his res:f.gnatim; Hobhouse paid a visit to the
United States. The object of the visit was to try and heal the
breach in North American Quakerism; a breach which had beem partly
caused by earlier evaigelical British visitors in the niheteenth
century. This journey, Hobhouse followed with another. He went
to Constantinople to perform relisf work amgngst armeniams in that
city and Mdslem refugggs' fleeing there before the Bulgarians, Greeks
and Serhs. After eleven months of :tﬁi‘s woxk he returned to London.

Hobhouse looked askance at the social conditiens of the
poor then Qﬁsting in Lcmdon.. He had seen these conditions before,
but this time he decided that he mits!; give up his c@fprtahle
ezistencs and live amengst the poor, taking as the model for his
new way of life t&e‘y two~pound per week isbourer. His mimd made up,
Hobhousé secured for himself 4 flat it a slum tenement and did
what he could to aid those aroumd hi_m;

This work was interrupted by the ¥ar and Hobhouse began
his work for the alleviation of distregsed alienms and thedir familes.
With falk of comscription Ggcdming mera common, his o family became
anxiops shout the pacifist attitudes expragsed by their son. This
anxiety led them to try add pull strings is high places so that
Hobhouse twould be ignpred by the Anthoritias'v'.- These tactiecs only
strengthened his resolve. He was mare than qver determined to take
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his place with other conscientious objectors and puﬁli.c.ty declare
his chjection to war. Im August, 1916, Hobhouse was refused absolute
exemption mader the Military Service Act. A appeal was allowed
him, but he did not take ‘advantage of thisc‘pruvisioa; feeling that
only harm could come to the conscientious objection movemsnt if he,
with his backgrouud of wealth and comnections, remained freée while .
others were persecuted. |

At his local Tribumal, witich he descrj.bed as beipg made mp
ngly of local shopkeepers and tradesmen, he stated the grounds
for his objeetion. They were deteritined by lis being “a disciple
of Jesus Christ and ... an advocate of Intemational Socialism."
ge records that hig religious opiniouns wére patiently received,
hut that he was interrupted by'the Pyibunal menbers when ke suggested
that

_capitalism produced results, for emple in
Hoxton slums, @s terrible in thelr way as
those of war amd that the British ,Emiée
had been built up by aggressive war. 7

Hobhouse was offered exeuption if he would serve in the
F.A.U. He refuséd to do this. Shortly afterwards he received his
notice of callwup, whith he igauréﬁd'. fhen he faiieé to appear at
his Unit, he was brought before a ‘magistra!:e as an absentee, fined
five pounds and> handed over to the Aray.

For moat conscientious objectars, life in the Army con-
‘gigted of confinement in the 'guard room; a monotohous existence

only broken by occasional exercise. Hobhouse dxperienced none of

70; E@bm&, OE' c; .'po 155
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the brutal treatmeit handed out to earlier objectors, for the War
office had strongly denownced this treatment by September, 1916. 71
Most of the constientious objectors had a little extra cash and if
:his”found°its way into the handa of those soldiers in charge of
the guard room and exercise area, small favours could be ekacted
which made life more bearable for those"deemedjto be éoidiars';

HQBhQﬁse foind that,:by this time, the Army hadlgstablisheé a
regular procé&ure.for objectors. Refusal to take a ﬁedical exatn-
ination or.wear a uniform constituted a breach of discipline which
warrented a court martial. But, whereas previoﬁsly men had often
been forced intu wmiforms, he found that how, a refusal to comply
with a milu:ary order was greeted without fuss by the Army A
charge was made out and a court martial followed.

Hobhouse received six months hard labour, to be served at
Wormwood Scrubs. The authorities shuttled consciéntious objectors
between the army and civil ‘prissm.' After a court;::i!éftiai cane
prison. When the senteuce was completed the man was sent back to
the army, court’ mam;ialled again aid retarned to prison. svma
censcientious objectors were subjected to this treatment'from the
Spring of 1916, to the Summer of 1919. Many cbjectors found the
return ta army life provided a welcome alternative te ﬁrisan Life
was aot exactly camfortable in the guard roows of His Majesty S
Army, but a senge of free&om preVailed which contrasted strongly

with prigon life,

71. I1ll treatmefit had not been . eomplgtély removed, however,
as is shown in Part 2, Perhgps Hobhouse's conmections saved him from

any hint of such‘treatmﬁnt.
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It was the silence rule which appears to have caused Hobhouse
the gieatest concern while he was in prison. His second court
martial over, he was semt to Exeter prison where he served for
eight months. Hpblhouse has given a simple though expressive pictuyre
of his cell and his life in prison. Pirst, Be lost his name and
becamne merely a nuwber to the prispn guards; a yellow badpe, pinned
t6fils coat proclaimed this number. His prisop cell measured seven
feet by thirteen. 7% For fumiture there was 4 wooden table, a
stool without a back »aﬁd-—arhedbaard; On entry teo the prism; 3
prisoner given ‘hard labour’ ‘'slept on a plank Bed for a two week
period. After this he was given his bed-heard and ahard mattress
which, together with somé blankets, had to be stacked agmég:
wall in the ,dayt:':tme.v The remaining effects of the cell consisted
of a shalf, wnich housad the few books a prisoner could retain:

a piat pot, a blunt knife, g spoon and a salt pot. During the day; o
some sunlight struggled through 2 barred window set high in one
wall. Certain rules which the prisoner had‘ta.obey or face the
petalty of solitary confinement, were printed on vards and 1e.ft in

~ the cell. | '

The food given.to the prisoners consisted largely of |
porridge made with water, dry bread and salt. Hobhouse wrote that
two aut of his three daily meals consisted of such fare. He
described a typical day in the following manner. A bell awoke him

‘ 72. Ttierevware ¢éxceptions. Rertrand Russ-éll's.bidgrapher
vecords that Frapk Russell (Earl Russell) byliied the authorities
into letting Bertrand have everything he wanted: “His cell was always
furnished comfortably with a desk, chair, bed and carpet...he was
always well supplied with books and ‘Flowers™. He had an extra large
cell "for which he had to pay 2 s 6 d a week™. A fellow conviet
cleanhed his cell. He was allowed to keep his light on until ten at .

night instead of eight. Quoted from Allan Wood, Bertrand Russell:
The Pagsiondte Sceptic (London: George Allen and Unwin 1357) p. 113
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at 6:30 A.M. Twenty minutes later he gmptied the previeus night's
slops. This procedure was followed by an hour's work, usually the
sewing of mail bags or coal sacks. Next came a breakfast of pcm&idge.
The day progressed thfcugh exercise peri.ed;' more sewing (for about
four hours), and fifteen to twenty minutes in cha‘pel.. Finally came
dinner (mostly potatees) at 4:30 P.M., after which the prisoner
was left alone in his ecell for fifteem hours. Much of this day was
spent under a warden's superv?ision and apart from the opportunity
to sing hywhs in the chapel, the prisomer had to remain silent.
Sunday was considéred by many prisoners to be the worst day of

the week, for being a day devoid of work, the prisoners had to
spend far more time alone i.n their cells..

Hobhouse rebelled against the silence rule, for he thought
it wrohg that prisoners should not be allowed to commmicate with.
each othier. 7? In a letter to his wife, he indicated to her and,

. of course, to the yiison authqritiegs who censored all mail, that

he had decided to spe;ak alond (to himself) #nd to commupicate with
the other éri_.-sWtﬁ. He was rewarded for his intended rehelliousness
by being pi’!.aced”in solitary cmfingm. Only through reading and
prayer, ke;reet;;ded, could he keep a grasp of his samity in such

a monatonous, silent existence. A monthly letter was all that was
allowed Rim from heome and similarily he _wa‘s only permitted to wri_tg.
one lettsr each month to his wife.

In his cell the only other writing partitted the prisoner

was upon a slate provided so that he might make aotes.

73. Many did find ways to communicate often whispering
while hymns were being sung in chapel or by singing messages to
the hymn tunes.. _
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In December, 1917, Hobhouse finished his term in prison., It
was terminated because of ill-health. His mother and some memhers of
the Commons and Lords were instrumental in obtaining his relédse and
the release of four other objectors. |
From the letters written by Corder Catchpool to his mother
dyring his days as an absolutist ohjector, it is possible to obtain
a more detailed picture of the life of an objettor both in the Army
and in prison. Egsentially, however, Catchpool's account is the same
as that pertrayed by Stephen Hobhomwse. Catchpool's story is much
longer, tkbugh, for he entered the Army in Jaguary, 1917 and was not
-, :gleaslad until April, 1919. During this two and é quarter year
period he was court martialed four times ahd was interned in three
prisons: Wormwood Scrubs, Ipswich and Eke.tef.
Catchpool wemt into prison with the séme sense of adventure
.that had marked his entry mto the F.A.U. He wrote-
It: (prison) is a big adventure a};&d we are k.een to
set out upon it. It s¢unds so funny to speak of
 prisow as being in any sense an advénture, but it
réally is wheti thought of in the light of that
challenge - smych more so than going out to the
front; for example, the dangers are so much subtler,
more insidious, incalcylab :}2 The equipment must
be so entirely spiritual.
Theé next day in higﬁ sbirits he wrote:

And now én ruute for Scrubs. H%gt&;p;! .
- now for the sustained tussle. ‘

e seeme:d able to a&jnst to his contact w:n.th the Army without

74, Catchpool, Op. Cit., p. 119, Letter dated 31 January, 1917.
75.  Ibid. p. 129, Letter dated lst February, 1917,
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too much difficulty. Perhaps the ambulance work had equipped him to
talk tg, and gix with soldiers. In the fimal part of Catchpool's On
Two Froputs he writes of his early reception .-by the Army, As Hobhouse,
“he found that refugal to obéy an order wasg t"féaiii:éii' as a mere formality
by this time. When asked to wear khaki he replied, "No Sir, I'm sorry .
‘" to givé.trbuble,.buﬁ I can't comply." Early memhers of the s§c1ety
of Friends would have been ghocked if they could have known that
eventually members of thé movement would respect ran;c, for oﬁe of the
ébjects-of the piaigvlauguage uged by Quakers wés thai all men should
‘be treated as equals. Indeed, Catchpool was not impressed by one of
his colleagues who, "‘om:lttéd‘me word ‘sir' from a coﬁceptio_h of
iarint:iple I supposé.-“ Hel éeeﬁed' to feel that conscieritions 'objector's,
just hecause they were n@t sold:l‘.ers, ghould ba smarter in manner than
soldiers. it filled him with regret that some ob jectors were not
more concilatery to the Army. Heé wrote: "Some slouch, walk out of
sf:ep and with hands in pockets.” In"the same letter he ventured the
rémérk that: "Frank_ly,ft i@ved’ the drilling Jm the U“n:‘tt:F.‘A.U.
preperation d ayg.',.*ri’?G‘-f And in another letter, hé commented: "I fascy
I., should have made a goéd" sf’oldier,‘but “for thié 't‘:ifeé;biixé conscience

of mine." 7

Catchpool {alwé.ys sought to be neat and tidy and was: proud of the
fact that in prison hevboaéfedgthe cleanest and:Best'kep; cell. His

attitude to other consciémtious objec'to,rs is irttéfest'ing'; for while

76.  Ibid., pp. 115-116. Letter dated 23 Januaty, 1917.

77. Gorder Catchpool, letters Qf a Prisbg_et.. For Consciende Sak.e.
(Lcndon. Gebrge Allen and Urwin, 1941), p. 35.
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they were obvieusly out to obstruct the Army, he was not. They "slouched
and walked out of step" with a purpose; to he as unlike soldiers as
possible. He, gerhaps, wanted to impress upen the Army that military
training was aot the only means of aguiring the 'smartness and discipline'
which the Army put so much stere by.

Catchpool's létters show the day to day life of a prisoner
who had an eye for detail and who expressed under the mést difficult
conditions thé feelings of a sensitive, literate man confined in jail.
Reading proved an outlet for Catchpool as it did for Hobhouse, His
book lists of wantéd material sent t6 his mother were long and included
works on the German language; History and Historical fiction; Theology;
and works in th_e French'langqage. Most of the letters he jrrote from
prison imcluded his thoughts on the hooks he was reading and he was
‘pérticulvarly inte::r;ésted“'in pointing _onthis‘ta:iégl_g?gg:g which
illustrated his thqug}_u;s, . But while much of what he wrote was, in a
iiterary v¥eip he did record many incidents im i)tison 1ife which
might have péss&d unnoticed by a less SQnsitive'nxincfan;f pen.
He thought that his life in prisom was in many ways similar

to that of a monk:’ ééﬁéciéntim‘ié‘ objectors became’ "temporary Carmelites".
of the ghsolutist objector he wrote, He was a ' |

mat to whom the sinfulness of war seems So

apipalling that he must struggle agaimst it,

wrestle to deliver the world bound by it, might

and maing struggle as never béfore for anything

in his life; hears 4 eall to it; feels that anything

less would be to him drifting with’the tide - not

stemming it. He has to breast it. ‘Exhausting, apparently

so useless; ceasTess temptdtion to give &P’ in weariness

and to drift into Some quiet backwater of Alternative

Service --gpod, useful, {nteresting, ' obvious service -

victims te be pulled ashore - Kut yet, for him ,s‘oggasthing
less than the utmest struggle against the flood. /8 |

78. Ibild., p. 101, Letter dated 16 Amgust, 1918,



In comparing the absolutist with the strictest order of monks,
Catchpool was. seeking, not only to draw attention to the simplicity
and, h@t&;hﬂﬁs of ptisnn life, but alsv that the absolutist serving in
prisen was making a pesitive and rot negative contribution tb‘peace.
Ji_xst as mottks removed »themselves from society te pray for the wotld,
so the absolutist was ensuring that somewhere in the world there was
8 poéket of men with peace in their hearts who wqﬁldfﬁgbéiaim this
peace undex whatevey circumstances they found themselves.

~ While he afforded all ébsal&tiats‘these paaceful intentions,
Catchpool must have knowm that there were some of that nunber Whose
objectiaﬁs to war*were fore: political than yeligious and who had
ot pegcg,~but ravalntion-in their hearts. Cercainly they objected
to the War, but prigarily thef objected to it as a capitalist war.
Gatcbpﬁol, however, was a member of the Society of Friends and of the
I.L.P, . and was therefore in a positioﬁ“co hring;sbme harmony irte the
cunscientipus objection movement, Hi&:aim; then, was to unify not
to disrupt. |

His allegiance to the movement, as a whole, was tested on
pumerous occasions. The period of his 1ife spent in the F.A.U.
was continéélly coming back to haupt him, Cat§hpoa1's personal
release, his mother informed'him=iq one of her letters, was the
subject of much discussion by people interested in securinggthe
freedopm of impfisoﬁed objectors. Inwfeply'he urged that he- did not
wish te be given spacial treatment, nor did he welcbﬁé questibns
'about his position being asked in parliament. He told her that
when it ﬁad:heen’sugggste& the Philip Snowden should ask such a
question on his behaif,‘he.haﬂ,ﬁrittennto'the M.P. asking him not to

do‘this.*'Parliamentarians‘suchuas Trevelyan, Ponsonby .and Snowden,

67.
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he felt, would be do better to continde agitation for a negotiated
peace or to expose secret treaties. Questions about eonscientious ob-
jectors he consideréd-illgtiméﬁ and ﬁe did not expect the majofity of
M.P"s to be-influeﬁceé by #he'few. The most that could be hoped for
- was that those M,P,'s unsymﬁathetic to the cpascieﬁcious objection
movement would admit that dbjectors were “honest fanatics" Th us he

concluded that more sympathy might be forthcoming if thase warking on
behalf of peace would concentrate an areas which might brlng the war
“to an end, For-Eatchpool-lnsisted'that;

"The one and:only thing I care sbout ig the
ending of this girful war," 79

When the Armistice tame on’ November 11,. 1918 Catchpool was
in Ipswich jail, He was elated by the ﬁ@axpected news. As soon as
the Assigtant Chaélaiﬁ visited him in hig cell Catchpool asked hm if
it would be pbsszble to hold . a servace of ﬁhauksglving. The service
was arrangad, but its content disappointed him. He wrote~

Thegéﬂhféﬁiéas‘returning thanks for the great
victory of the British Army and. Bmpire whilst my
thankfulness was for "Peace.on earth, goodwill
amengst the nations",

The thoughts of . absolutlsts naturally turned to release,
but Catchpool felt ‘that in comparison to the ending of the war, the
position of cansciengiqus ohjectors was,triv1al. ‘Also there was the
possibility that cnnscription might be continued;temporarily or even
made a permaneat aspect ‘of British life. It did“ngt do to raise hopes

concerning an- early relaaSe, for Catchpool recorded°

"Prussia, crushed on the battlefield in Elanders, ‘has
tridmphed here at the ballot box," 81

79. Ibid;,‘p. 72. letter dated 2. May,: 1918,
80, Ibid., p. 123. Letter dated 22 November, 1918,
81, Ibid.,:p. 136, Letter dated 3 January, 1919

enpph——
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However, by the end of January there was still mo gemeral
release for conscientious ohjectors and Catchpaol dnd others -iwecame
restless aboitt their future. Hé found it difficult to understand
why objectbrs were heing‘kapt in pxison, - The ‘only motive, he could
think of was ong of spite. Rot matil five m&xt&s éf;er the‘m‘misticg
did telease come. Op 19-April, lélﬂ. Ga;chpéol ’b@eame;. opce again,

a free pan,
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GHAPRTER V
SOCIALIST - QUAKERS AND WORLD PEACK
I .

From the very beginmning of the Great War there was talk of
prace. At first the words were spokem in a whisper by a few and
wete unheard by fien dashing off to war in patriotie Fervour.
However, as the war dragged on and on, soxe volces dewanding peace
were heard from fiany nations of the world, both belligerent and
neutral. BSohe of the pegee ovartures were treated with suspicion
i s‘agrmiﬁ quarters. Getrmap declarations were ngxaught by many
to be ¢lever manoeuvreés and mot overtures of peacs. From Rome
‘the Popé gave his fecipe for peace. Messages of peace began to
pou‘t;,inta Eurepe from the United States. Puvopean socislists
gathered togethet and talked of péace. After the 3@13&#%1:
xevolat;on, the neéw leaders of Russia 'suggastea& peac# for all.
There were backwstairs diplomatic eace moves in Some of which the
x:w?hility of Burope played a key rale. 'zm:, when these are mentioned

: ﬁxe list of peace dttempts is by ao mesms eﬁmm@ However, none
of ihﬁ attenpts proved fruitful. The war dxagge‘a o sntil Germpany,
sensing that it was tidke to retreat apd lick fts wounds, snatched

. at wilsgn's fbm:;e.aﬂ points.

Withixi the pages of The Plouphshare it is possible to see

the attitude i;f Quaker~socialists to some of these attempted: peaca
noves; the problems of peacemaking and the opimions they egpressed
upon the diplematic machisery invénted to prevent future wars.



71,
Arriving at a formula for peace was difficult, but gome idea
of Qnakerﬁsecialist thinking om the subject can he gathered from two
hook reviews which appeared in Fhe ?loggg@_a_me. 82 The first con~

cerned a baok. ay A. J. Toydhee mmtkaé Nationality And the War. In

yeviewing this werk, Joan Mary Fry took exception to the insinwation
made by the author that "only oné country is o blame for the whole
of this maduess." The countty implicated was Germaty, but following
H. ¥. Brailsford, she contended that: “Responsibility is far mora
Qidgspread, and as much connected with dividends és with Dreadnoughts." 83

In one respect she did agree with Teoynbee, when he said that
nationalism 'is at the heart of most difficulties'. The implication
behind this was that hefore a lasting paa.cé coukd be pade, a new
ingight inte the causes of the war must be obtained. To make Germany
so;e:iy' respénsibla for the authredk of war comld only lead to g
vmd:i.ctive ﬁeaa& which wodld have repercussions later. She ipdicated
that she felt capital was responsible for the war, the cdpital held
by pusinessuen everywhere.

Johnt Henry Barlew, in rewiewitg Towards a Lasting Setrlement,
a book edited by C. Roden Buxton, fouand more o his 1ikmg. The book

was a collegtion of short chaptets by prominent people in the peace

movement. Barlow did wot offer criticism or agreemgnt ot all the

chapters, often merely outlining the contents.

82. As this journal was mainly conceryed with reconstruction
and writings concerning peace hoves were scareas, it was necessary to
glean Ploughshare opinien from such sources #¢ book reviews.

'83. Ihe Ploughshare Vol. 1, Ne. 1, (Fahemary 1916) p. 31
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Howewver, from the introduction and coficlusion of his 'arﬁicle
it is clear that most of the opinions contained in the book agreed
with his own views, on the subjects discussed. With G. Lowes Dick-
inson, he agreed that the friction which led to wars ¢ould be
rgmved By '"human reason which is also human charity.' C. Roden
puxton's article on Nationality also fama favour, for it aimed at
proviag wrong the cdmmon asgertion thav pacificists were too 'cos-
mopplitan', disreparding the claims of 'iadividusl nations'. iIn
Roden Buxten's settlement proposals, ﬁacimaliﬁes wéré to receive
dve atfentim Barlow was not as hdppy with a chaeptey esibitled
Jhe Freedom of The §eas by H. aidgbai:tm. He commewted that in

"qoesimot provide altegethier pleasant reading for am Engliéhman“.
Sidebotiom asserted that British maval power was equivalent
to Prussiam wilitarism in the minds of the Neutrsle. Barlow did
not offer any opinians on this statement aud dodged the lssue by
saying, "c;earmy the qu#tim is one widch will have to be squarély
faced in the negotiatiods after tha war." 84
It would he thought that J. A. Hebsan's article on The Cpen
Door would have beeit worthy of compest by & Socialist<Quaker for
the author was a prominénc gﬁm gocialist and maintained that,
"here cart be B Security of durshis peace unless the chief economic
causes of discord among nations are regioved.™ 89 Yet Barlow recerded
this view, a Viéw~;-etpmssed eonsia#entlsfin The Plotighs hehare, without:
. commetit. Other argicles by H. K. ﬁrailsforé a8d - Pbﬂi@ Snoteden receive,d

84. thed in The ¥1ouﬂ§hare §Fehmary, 1416} p. 32.
85. Ihid. p. 32
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po comment from Barlow, although the former's advocaey of 'a permanent
international tribtmal, ‘ta be, if possible, elective, with an
omgmr'y years delay Heéfore war may be declared' was a suggestion
which would be welcome to Quakers, for there was & i’ang association
‘between 'qiuaketism- and arhitration. SeclalisteQugkers, with théir
.é@ﬁsasis on the need £or economic ce-operation between nations,
would also welgome arhitration, but would stress that ecoromic prob-
iems must be salweé first before ipternational tribunals were formed.
mey would havé “agreed vith Philip Suowden, ﬂmugﬁ; that "The
Destinies of Natiéns have been trusted to kifigs, nobles and plutocrats,
and they bave each failed. We fust now trust the people.” 59

‘From these two hedk reviews certain aspects of Socialist-
quaker thinking on matters of peac are discemsble. It is clear
:hai; they did net want & vindictive peace. No Hation, it was argued,
had the right to impose texms upon another, for no natioh was totaly
{m@gvolwﬁ in the #auées of the wdr. Further evidence of this

attitude is availdble in The ‘Ploughshare. The resolutions of the

National Peace Cbuncil, which spoke agajmst an anti-Germen fiscal
policy and agaiﬁst the suggestion that the Allies should annex
German territdry, received approval from the journal.

The comnection between economics and war was pounced ypon
by Miss Fry. 1t was a message which echoed throughout the pages of
The Ploughsharé, Looking through the agenfa for the twalfth session

of the National Peace Conference, the editor of the jomrnal regretted

86, Ibhid. p. 32.
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that he saw no mention of a propOSed‘- digcussion of ¢conomic proh-
lems and the causation of wars. #An organized world economy, it
was argued, would retove the necessity of war. Ploughshare
politicians, anpther article maintained, shonld think

how to lipk up the erganizations of national
industries with the ifikernational economic
praaass of the whale world. That will be a
'plot' which never nged feag to be uynmasked.
It will never lesad to war. -

Basic to smy discussion of peace terms by Socialist-Quakers
then, was the priority of ¢cofomic planaifie of a world seale. With-
out a clausd on this aspect of imternatiopal life 1t was felt thit
ro peace ﬁettleiuant could succeed. For if it was tyue that economle
prohlm were ofie of the root causes of war, then these problems had
" to be removed if there was to be lasting peace. With this in miad,

it is interesting ta note the attitudes expressed in The El@tgggaham

regarding some of the peace proposals made durlug the War.
Rloughshare reaction to the Pope's peace messages of July,

_\“"1915 and Decenber, 1913 were not entirely favaurahle, although it

wan hoped thar Mr. Asquith would pay attention tn seme of the points
contained in the proposals. Twe selectims were given from the
papal meséages:

| First the fumdamental point shall be that the

- woral force of right should replace the material
force of arms.

aad, |
The supremaey-of-'right' oneca estahlished... 58

The :Ploughshare - Vol. 2, Na. 1.,(Fahmaz:y 19173 ». 3

87.

88. Quoteﬂ in The Ploughshare -Vol. 2, No. 9 COccoher, 1917) p. 255
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Ihe Ploughshare interpreted the first quotatiod as meaning that
inen aré. asked to lay down their arms and cease
to enforce their will or resist the will of
others by the use of physical weapons.:

Examining this, the Sogidlist-Quakers said that, the Pope did
not really envisage the complete renunciation of armaments nor did he
give any details as to how the great moral conversion nécesSary for
s;ch action could take place. They claimed that he still thought in
ﬁerms of armies and navies. Although he wished for a reduction in
size of these, lte still saw a world ruled by 'potentates and autocrats’',

The Ploughshare asserted that moral force was not an alterhative

means of obtaining things that are normally obtained by physical
n 89

force.
Coming out égainst armed laﬁ in the form of a league to
enforce peace, the journal imsisted that this was "certainly not’
the moral forece of Right." Yet ‘the main argument against the
Pope's proposals.ttas. that they were imptractical. Theﬁrétically:
they were not without value, but many factors of peacemaking had

been overlooked. Spenifically and predictably, The Ploﬁggshare

@rew;attention to the omission of the world economic struggle. A
real peace needed two important ingrédients, it ventured: the
‘replacemeat of tvade vivalry by world economic co-operation and the
subjugation of ﬁersagal'nationalispic aims for the good of all.
Socialist-Quakers, then, were aiming_at the Pape the

critjcisms they leveled at many Quakers. It was fine to hold peacaful

89. 1Ibid. pp. 256257,
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| gsentiments, but tsxesé wvere not much use witkaﬁt' some practical plan
of ohtaining peace. Gm of the main objects of the Socialist~
Quaker Society, it was claimed, was to bridgé the gulf between spiritual
ideals and practical p@licy. Sveialist~Quakers were fot afraid' to get
their hands dirty.

president Wilsen's fourteen poimts did not produce a gxeat
déal of comment from Ploughshate writers, but a Few of the poiaté were
exaﬁiaady and fouwad wanting. The first ‘yomf'- ‘dealing with open
diglom;y was: thought to be of major importance and if 1t coyld be
fulfilled, then this would be é great step forward for humsnity.
However, The Ploughshare did anot feel that the day of 'xbpezi diplmﬁacy
had arrived:

With regret...we have to damp the ardour of
those who think the victory nearly wen...means
are always appropriate te ends, and that so
long as the ends are thase of commereial and 89
national rgoism the diplomacy caniot be honest. =
The commentator efuated the concern of ifiternational politics
and the wars they produced with 'iatematmnﬂ' gconomic carmpetitian' .
 Diplaomacy used . to-thes¢ ends. could wot be honest. When, he asked,
would the Union of Demecratic Coitrol put first things first. 20
Arthur Finch, in an article written after the Amistice, saw
diplomacy as the 'tool of capitalists‘.' Diplomacy was secret hecause

it wag the mély way capitalists could 'arrange'things for their own

89, Ihe Plouphshars Vol. 3, No. 2 (March, 1918) p. 50

9. Organization foymed shortly after the outbregk of war
mainly by Liberal and I.L.P. M.P.s. Important members were Charles
Trevelyan, Arthur Ponsonby, E.D. Morel and Ramsay MacDonald. The
U.B.C. was auti-conscriptionist and agitared for a megotiated peace,
Closely associsted with the U.DC. was the esposure of secret treaties
and the insistence upon open'diplomacy’.
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convenience. He did mot believe that Paris would provide a right-

eous peace:

The working of Exttanational Government will be
simply the execution of policies promoted by
the strongest commercio-military powers ‘
comprising it, just as has heep the case in the
past, ‘4 : o
Again, the poinxlccntinually hammered at by Ploughshare
writers was that ecohomic questions. should form the basis of any
peace talks. It was felt that open diplomacy was a fine sent-~
iment and one to be supported, but that it was impossible to have
such an open discussion of foreign policy unless economic differences
at hoth 3 local and international level were s¢lved.
Boint two of Wilsém's fourteen points was concerned with
~freetiom of the seay and it seemed to present difficulties for
- Ploughshare writers. It was argued that in timeg of pesce

Thte. British have never denied to any nation,
small or great, freedom of navigation. 32

The editorial writer stated that only im war time did block-
ades occur, for then the freedom ¢f thé seas was-impcssible. There
was a sense Here of the righﬁpess of British control of the seas'
highways. Britfsh fair play saw to it that all commerece passed freely
along the séa-lanes in time of peace. The article claiméd this even
though at the end of.ché discussion of his subject, the writer pointed
out that coaling stations, commercial and naval bases were specifically

"~ for the purposé of securipg trade rouges which were used to further

91. The Ploughshare Vel. 3, Ne. 2 (March, 1918} p. 50
92, The Rloughshare Vol. 3, No. 2 (March, 1918) p. 51
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ecmqmic compatition. When the Germans aék,ed for fméaam of the
seas they wanted it to increase their trading areas. What they really
meant by the term was

The sea is free to us only if we dominate it.

1f we do not dominate it, it cdn be one day

shut to ys. They want to he able to enjoy

freedom as in peace and domipation in war~

tige. They really think this is morally due

to them, 9 _ .‘
There certainly seems to be a clash of sentiment in this discussion
of the freedom of the seas. Econghle co-speration would solve the

problem of freedon of the seas, x:laiﬂieﬁ'm"fi@ghshare, ‘yet the

artic;e scemed. t:a"'att;ri&uta 4 Wisinterestedness on the part of the
szmisl;_gwigic:h vag opposed to the selfish ends of the Germans., This =

was far vemoved from the journal's. thesis that the capitalists of these

- gad other nations caused the inkernaticnal ‘..ﬁ:fictim which led to wars.
The removal of econentic harriers.,wa#' pa;nt three of W.,lfsea‘s

'points' and disewssion of this suliject agﬁ:in tumed_fabokt- the

aasertion that Gerfimy ﬁwld continue-eeononic war after the 'présenz

‘war had ended. 24 The ‘ukged that ecenotiie problens Be

solved before other peace problemy, for ecomamic war was part of the
past the present aud the future and shoisld not be thought of &3 some
glorious ideal to be realised at some far~off date. What was meeded
was not

a pétt:y affair of tariffs or barriers or
commereial treatied; (ford)...all moders wars

G4, With reference to 8ritain, The Ploughshare alluded to

8ir Edward Carson as expressing what mest wen think-especisally what

the Germans think'. (i)g%e advocated that the Alliés fight . for control

- of the world's raw meterials after the war. Yet the jowrnal seemed
‘to prafer to dwell upon Cermaw capitalism rather than Britisk at this

particular period of the War. (1) The Ploughshare (April, 1918), p. 58

93. Ibid., P. 51
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... (are)...concerned with economics, afidme-
arise from the perennial struggle which

the cagitalﬁ.sgs of all nations are unwilling
to lay dowr.

These three'points' were the only ohes discussed at any

length in The Bloughsharg, but it is cleat that the arguftents
used are the same as those propeunded againét the Pope's peace
pesgages: there was some valua to thet, but they di‘dnot reach down
to the root cauge ¢f war. To scratch the suyrface would not bring
peape. nor. prasa'rve it.

The pmposal that there should be a League to Enfopce Peate
met with many criticisms in- Tlre Ploughshare. F. W, i?&thick-—i.awreme

inﬂted out that there were fortye~eight sovereipgn states in the world,
eight of which were more powerful thad the others. 9% The ‘guestion
he posad was whenhﬁr tﬁ@sg powerﬁul ‘states, individually o¥ m'gccwd;
coyld he coerced by weaker staves. He contrasted the ability of the
State to restrain the individual snd the lack of any centfatized’
governmexntf' #:O'Qagﬁarﬁ»this task agaipst erripg nations. Indeed, the
deague supporters did got énv‘isag,a such a hody. They hoped that the
nations would band togethat ro put pruseure upin states whick
threatened to settle disputes by force, ?ethick—-Lawwme was dubious
about the ability of the international Body to determine which state
was the agpressor in m ¢vant of a sudden outbreak of wir. He felt
that skiliful diplomats would w:eak havor with such terws as “refusal
te submit the matter to arbitration” and "resort. to arss". Bid the

iatter mean.

85, Ibid. p. 59 :



the first act of hostility, a declaration of
war, ;(gﬁ;emara;l m{.ii&atim. or the dip;;t:b.
of gunboats te the sténe of actiom. v
As for the fdternatienal body which was te decide the action
o be taken in ipstances which threateéned the peace of the world,
Pathick~Lawrence éi:gued that only a ruly free ‘mter_aatimxal body
could pvéd{xce a just decision. The Body as proposed, would net
téach a unified decision. It would he the victim of préssare from
politicidans. Governments would 'instruct' delegates how to act. If
this was allowed to happen, thew, the powerful nations in the league
would use the league for thelr own advantage “to keep down the lib-
erty of subject races 4nd of peoples struggling to be free." This
might produce pesce for a time, Pbut the world would be in a state
of unstghle equilibrium for.vhich ultimatdly it would only free it-
sell by a fresh deva#katiag- conflict.” 48
* Having exposed what be consifered were the weak fpotnts in the
proposed Leagee to Gnforce Peace, Pathlck-Lawremce went of to make
sote suepgestions of his own on the syhject of peace preservation. He
defined real peace as "the fre.é co~“aperatién of the people expresaing
itself through free iﬁtemat;{.mal ifistitutions of all kinds." 22
fsing this definition, he axgued that sometiting move than an
iatemational lak coutt wes needed to preserve peace. The law
coutts of & country were just ome elemént in national life and an
‘internstional law court would ohly be efie element in jutersgrional
life. He put forward the exaiple of the Gemeral Postal Waion as the
97. fhe Ploushshare Vol. 2, No. 2 (March, 1947) p. 49.
9%, 1bid. p. 4%, |
99. Ibid. p. 49.
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othet type of institution which was needed in the world. Pethickw
Lawrence was convinced that the existéitce of tlhils body had made the
outhreak of war more difficult in 1914, Other aspects of inter-
national life should be made open and not be the sole concerd of diplo-
mats, ke wrote, and suggested

a public forum... in which genuvine. répresemtativ&s
of the peoples of the sovereigs states shall
assemble and give expression to their national
point of view. - '

- He believed thdt this would mske the pedple of ope comntry
aware of the problems of another. Such uaﬁerstandiﬂa woitld allow
problems te be settled before they reached a'caﬁbustihla sityation.
1f this Forum fatled to pro&uce a stlution to a g;?en problem then
recourse could be made to Courts of Arhitration and Coumcils of
Canciliatian. He was hopeful that states would abide.by thé decisions
of thesé bodies. If war did oceur, however, it would he the duty of
those Statds not involved to acquaint their populace with the facts
af' the case in dispute and to inform them which decision by 'some
interﬁatianal ihvesz;gationf. $hould there be a unanimous agreement
on which state was guilty, thed this shanimity would be a determining
factor in the dispute,,for it would produce twa'effaats.:vFirstly,
such an overwhelming verdict would héld grgag moral sway with the
belligereat population. And secomdly, the apgressor state would fiad
itself without friends amd without aid for the prosecution ¢f the
-war. Putting his faith in these two weasures, Pethicke~Lawrence
declared that force im the form of wilitary action against an aggressor

wéé unpecessary, for it only drove a stdte to more desperate resolve.

100. Ibid. p. 30
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1f states not involved in the conflict could not reach a unanimous
verdidt concerning the,aggreséor State, then these states should
remain neutral. Local issues should not be allowed to become world
issues.

Many of the points leveled at the League to Enforce Peace

could be leveled at the scheme.yrbposad,by Pethick-Lawrence., A

term such as "some internatienal‘investigation" was as vagie as
"refusal to submit the matter to arbitration'. How was the 'public
Forum' he advocated tp be gathered together? Who was to decide

who were to be the 'genuine representatives of the peoples_of the
sovereign states? How could a ttruly free international body he

set up which would be free from the influence of the states from
whieﬁ the members of the body came? Would this body, if formed,

be able to collect all the facts npcessary to waintain, without
equivocation, which was the aggresspr state, andqwculd states. pass
on such information tu their populations:withou; qualification? |
?ethick-Lawrénce did not investigate these_?aints in his article..
" He put all his faith in the 'voice of the péoplef in both belligerent

. and non-belligerent nations. The idea was based upop the Premise that
no-ene wanted war except armies, and certain cusning diplomat§,
statesnen and capitalists. If the 'voice of the,pecplg; could be
heard, then there would he no war, - |
The League of Nations caused divisfon within the Society of

Friends. A Friend's League of Nations Committee received eriticism

from The Ploughshare, for the committee was not an official Quaker

body, but merely the oxganigzation of a few Friends. In a letter to
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the Socialist-Quaker journal, Anna Barlow quoted from the manifesto
issued by these Friends:

We agree that goodwill apd moral influemce are
the essential bagés of g lLeague of Nations, but
we cannot exclide the possible need for the
exercise of aconoplic pressure, and even, in the
last resort, the use of such force as may become
necessary to restrain the evil doer, an,il to

uphold the authority of the League.
This, said the writer, was not Quakerism. She continued,

The League of Nations is a great step forward
for these who have hitherto believed in unlimited
armaments. But Friends...have g higher ethic to
hold before the worid, 102

The Ploughshate agreed with the writer, arguing that the
League might b.éve Hmited success with these methods, But that
wbrking through 'starvation and the killing of men', it would -
not receive full support from Quakerism. War was a maral evil
which was not measured By numbers "killed, or starved or towms
destroyed." It suggested ap alternative:
The only kind of league which Quakers oyght to
be interested in is one whose function is quite
otherwise, namely a positively pacific one of
removing occasions for war by adninistrating
to the economic needs of all pations beneficently,
scieatifically, universally. 103 |
Despite the Ploughshare's condemnatisn of the League, it
received endorsement from the majority of Quakers. A proposal mit
 forward by the minerity Ploughshare party that' equal distribution
of food and rav matérials should be the chief work of the League,
was not discussed at. the 191% Yearly Meeting. Instead, conplained

The Ploughshare, the Meeting helieved the Covenant to be 'a step

101. Quoted in The Ploughshare ¥ol. 4, No..1 (February 1919 p.10
102, Ibid., p. 10 -

103. Ibid., p. 11
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in the right direction'. In somewhat of a spiteful vein The

Ploughshare declared

We confess that apart from the possibility of
positive worid economic co-operation, the
draft Covenant and the discussion upon it have
no interest for us. 104
From the foregoimg, it is clear that the centrdl argument
used by Socialist-Quakers against the peace moves and the plans

to maintain peace once the War was gver, was one concerning local

and world economics. The subtitle of The Ploughshare was "an
Organ éf Reconstruction"and the basis of this reconstruction was
that there should be a greater sharing of the world's economic
reé&ﬁiéés and a fairer distributi9n of the wealth of the world.

To these ends The Ploughshave discussed agricultural, educatiopal,

political and economic reform. If Plsughshare reform did mot come,
then it did nmot really matter when peace came or what institutions

. any peace deliberations brought forth. Hence the aeamingly callous

treatment of the Leapue .of Nations by The Ploughshare. For as Ada
Salter wrote in May, 1916, _ |
When this great Eurppeau'cqnflict is.aver'the
world-old struggle betweeh slavery and freedom
will continue to be fought out on the hattle
© field of ipdustry. 109
To sum up Socialist-Quaker thinking upod“ﬁorld peace, note

must he taken of The Pleughshare's 'fourteen points'.

Point one insisted that indystry was necessary for humap

survival, so that it %écame a duty foi hen, andvcorrespondingly,

104. The Ploughshare vol. 4, No. § (June, 1919) p. 122,

103, JThe Ploughshare Vol. 1 No. % (ﬂaﬁ, 1§1&),p. 107.
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nations to be industrious. This led on to the second point which
declared that because of regional and clim&tic differences, there
were great digcrepenciés hetween individuals within a nation and
between nation and nation. True politics should redress these dis-
erepencies, said point three. Mem had previously put their faith
in commerce to perform this redistributios, it commerce had sought
te gain, advantages for itself, rather than to benefit mankind.
when comperce failed to secure what it desired, then it turned to
war. Tao bring world peace, then, it was mecessary. that each abtain
what was necessary for suyvival. This applied to both man and
nation. Only international co-gperation could. bring mankind psace,

Point four dealt witﬁ“'rﬁefyneedggaf'Land; Sea and Sky. It

wat maintained that 'iﬁi natﬂte 'a]il‘thvese wete normally free except for
'occasional outbursts!. 'iﬁaﬁ man through political institutions
piistructed freedom. Sométimes this was »vﬁebaessary,-the argument
continued, for 'né two can "occupy™ one place at the same time.' |
The problem could only be solved-by-acm@mic'plannmgvfar thg whole 1
world. If this was accomplished, laud seé afd - air were 'technically' o

free. The Plouphshare suggested land dutionalizatioh as a solution

to the problens concerping land. VYith gconéinic planning econemic
barriers would cease, concluded point five. Wnless nations refuse
to help others, econofiic barriers are unreasomahle.

Open diplomacy was ﬁisw‘sségx in point six. It was not the
imiquities of diplomats which was wreng with conventional diplomiacy.
Just like armies, nations involved in ‘comercio-political' cofu-
petition did not reveél their pla.n#. Diplomats wo“ﬁ‘:ﬁé honest when

they worked from the basis advocated by”l'&é'l’lau&shm. There was
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no need for diplemacy to 'he "open" in the sense of the wireless
dehates by which Bolshevism entertained the world.'

The sevénti point showed disagréement with Wilson's
¢hampionship of self-determimation. A warning was :gi\fe‘n against
decentralization. By self-determination, contemperaries_ meant the
removal of supreni’acy; it was argued, hut with world economic cor

operation "self-determination will appear a form of selfishness."

Undexr the title of‘Elanetaré"l?eéeration,-pomt eight main-
tained that it was mecessaty to raise the 'subject peanles' to
equality by économic planning. With the resultant equality, feder—
ated commonwealths 'could be éstablished and these would form a
laague of commonwealths' from which ng nation will be excluded except

under extraordinary circumgtances.' The Ploughshare gave no

indication as to what these circulstances misght be.
Liquidation of the monopolies commgcted with monstary exchange

hetween nations was the subjeect of point nine. When this was

-gccomplished, commercial freedoin wag imminent. As for the high level

of armaments in the wo-rld; point ten insisted that this would drop
dramatically when people saw the 'absurdity of arms' following the
adoption of 'world-welfare'. Autocratic govemnment must be destroyed
wherever it is found, said point eleven, but not by force. "Ce.rmany,'
Austria, Turkey may learn by the terribrle fate of Russia how not to
conduct their revolutions." For the plutecracies, Britain, France
Anmerica and Japan, there must be a peaceful change from capitaliszn to

socialism, stated point twelve.
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Within any nation, custom and convention divide people,

insisted peint thirteen, but as the basis of this division is economic,
economic planaing can remove the probles as well as the 'political
and military strife' which arises from it. Also the two classes
(capitalist and working) must be destroyed by briaging beth within
the framework of national industrial guilds. '.l’iu.s must be done
without violence.> 'No one Heed be killed'.

Point fourteen was merely an admission that The P;ggggsﬁare

pragrammg'would not be realized easily in 3 world which was wsed to
the existing pattermn. Yet fulfilment of the points was possible if
men wished and if they accompanied their efforts with 'inmer spir-

itual forces®.

the famous format wsed by President Wilson is ta be found not only

the Socialist-Quaker formuly for world peace, but also a resume'of

wot of their basic philesophy. There is the insistence upon
industriousness; the continual reyetitian'af.the,nEceasity of economic
pladuing; the stressing of iftternational co-operation. Again there

is the bhelief that capitalist competition preduces war, that sopialism
of the Guild-socialist variety would solve the class war; and that

all change was to be peaegﬁui and accompliahed‘w;;hqut killing. Missing
is the religious basis of the Seciety; apart £rom the refarence to
‘ister spiritual forees' which appears in the closing paragraph. Having
decided that reconatructicn was the unly means to secure world peace,

it is not surprisiug that The flouggghagg concerned itself more with
this reconstruction than 1t did upon the peace moves produced by what

it described as the world of 'sword politics’.
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| CHAPTER Vi
SOCIALIST ~ QUAKERS AND THE N.C.F,
1

In this study, Socialists atd Quakers have mainly been
linked together with the Soejalist-Quaker socieﬁy which, although it
wys designed to bring socialism to the Qudker movemént, was pre-
&omineutly Quaker inspired. Yet there was anather,uxganizatipn/which
brought Soeialists and Quakers together. This was the N.C.F. Ita
membership was largely composed of Socialists én& owved its formation

to the I.L.P, and particularly Fenner Brockwaw, to the editor of
106

this party's pwblication, The Labour Leader.

On 12 November, 1914, yhen comscription was an issue, but not

yet a fact, he addressed to himself a letter in the Laboﬁr Leader
;é~which he sugge$téd'that;men who were not Willing to serve as
cémbataﬁts might find it useful to Join together. Asvan opening
g;sture he asked fpr“thpﬁeqbetween the ages of i8i3#4i38ftp send
him;cheir names and,add:ggses. The response waé';mggdigzehand the
nurhers surprising: 300 replies came by return of post, Quickly a
Nétidnal.committeg.was formed with Eliffbrd-Allén’as,its president and
anﬁer Brockway as its honerary secratary.

| After its first National Conference, ehé'_’Fe‘noﬁship issued its
initial Statement of Faith. . This statement showed ;n?organization of
wide dimengibns~id"fé:ms‘ofﬁﬁéﬁbétship. For while I.L.P. gorialists

and Quakers were the two largest component groups within the N.C.F.,

106. Boultom, Op. Cit., P. 109, maintains that I.L.P. members
made up nearly two-thirds of a total membership of slightly
less: than 10,000, o

it opened its ranks to other speialists and to ﬁbn-quaket-religious
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groups of all types;miihé'Statemen; said,

The No-Conscription Fellowship is an organization

of men likely to he called upon to undertake

military service in the event of consecription, wha
will refuse from comscienticus Hotives to bear arms
hecause they consider human life to he sacred, and
cannot therefore, assume the résponsibility of
inflicting death. They deny the right of Governments
to say, 'You shall bear arme,' and will opposé every effort
to introduce tompulsery milftary setrvice into Britain.
Should such efforts be successful, they will, whatever
the conseduentes may be, obey their copscientioys
convictions tather than the commands of Governments.

In the ‘Autwm of 1915, this statement was made Hove
comprehensive by the addities of a tlauge QEaling Wit§_alternatiVé
service:

The mephers of the Fellowship refuse to engage in

aﬁ{ employment Whigh,&aee33£tatas takidg the

military oath. Whilst leaving the decisiont open

to the individual judgemént of each wewber, the

Fellowship will support menhers whe conscientiously

resist compylgory. alternatives to military service

involving a change of occupation. 107 |

Thése_étatemahtsﬁware,nat fnrmulated'witﬁ§ﬁt much discussion

and decisions were invariably voted in by a.singlé'vOtg; the
‘executive consisting of 13 members. Behind the policy adopted hy
the N-C.F. can be seen the influence of Clifford Allen and Fenner
Brockway. It is uoticgab@g that the original basis of the
?glldwship was ap opposition to comhatant serviceienly; but that
these two men eventually changed their opinidns to coincide with the
moreradical members of the Society of Friends.._A.meetihg between
Allen, Brockway and a group of yowng Quakers in May, 1915, resuited
iﬁ;@naker repraseniétion~&pen & committee whose function Wéswtq;hring
tégethe# diverse groupé bfﬁoﬁjectoré»ﬁhder the ﬂ#G;F.: for |

107. Quoted in Grahanm, Jahit, W. ‘Conscription and Conscience.
London: Gporge Allen and Unwig,
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it was*considefed that the N~C.F. was the most suitable organization
within which all groups could work together. This first act of
cbroperation led'to-thelpreseﬂﬂe on the national commtittee of
three Quakets. A Barratt Brown, J.P. Fletcher and*EHward'Crubb‘

Their iuclusion was part of move ta widen the bBasis of the Fellowship,.
following the successful work of the co-Qndiaation canmz,ittee.

Barratt Brown and J.P. Fletchet were ‘b«,Qgth of military age,
but Rdward Grubb was already too old to be considered for military
éervicg. He became the treasurer of the N-;C.F., a pedition hé held
for the rest of the E‘ellmhip‘s existe;ice. Other Qua&ik;grs who setrved,
at some iaeriod‘,. on the natienéllcmittée were Alfred and Ada Salter,
}Joan M, Fry, Iheadera Idilspn Wilson, Ai.axander C. Wllson and

: : 1(7‘8*
Hugh Gmbbons. '
While t‘here. many poz.nts of agreement- between' the compdnent

ggoups which: canst:istuted»vthe N—C.F;V, there were also ‘many. points of

disagreement. - Alternative :service wag an isgsue which caused
dissension from tﬁe_s-very...e%rly’ days of the Fellowship. ‘Allen and
‘Brockway were both of the absolutist persuasion, but while expounding
repeatedly the evi;:ié of al?:emativﬁ service, théy‘_ iméintained that
acceptance or '::efﬁgé_l_l__._pf such service was a "matt;ér; for brdividual

decision. In The ;T?iﬁunal,f the organ of tite N-~C.¥., appeare .‘_d,

on 21 Geptember, 1918, a ¢all for umity by Fégnér"gfaekqu, Also

108. Dr. Salter gud his wife were both Socialist-—Quakers as

was Barratt Brown, while Joan Fry, Theodora Wilson and
Edward ‘@rubb’ were contributers to The'Ploughshare.

The author has found ne evidence to Llink J. P. Fletcher,

Alexandér Wilson or %Iugh, Gibbows with the Soclalist-

Quakers. After Tribupal editor B.J. Boothroyd followed

‘the. first editor, W.J. Chamberlain to' jail, Lydia S. Smith,
Quaker and member of the F.8.C. became the editor.




91,

contained was a warning that any atieﬁpt to £orne'aaiformigy‘Woﬁld-be
an ddmigsien that absolutists had been congriered by the same spirit of
militarish yhich they weye out to defeat. ihis same edition carried
a meséage from Clifford Allen which was brbnght to N-C.F. heaéqﬁarter$
by a conscientious chjector recently released on temporary furloughj
for by this date Allen was a prisoner in Wotmweod Scrubs. The message
réad, |

I want National Servicemen to be treated with

the utmest care. I don't want them to feel

that they are oyt of it. Give them more

atteption thafl us mem who have refused ... I

am anxious to keep ahe ranks tegether ind

prevent division,

National Servicemed were those who had accepted work of
national service under the Homé Office Scheme mhi#h came into
operation in Augnst, 1916. This‘sdhema was not the first to
érousa the issue of alternative seprvice within the Felldehip,

f@r the N;C;C. had isﬁ disgent as also had the.ambulance work

¢f such bodies as the F,A.U. and the First British Ambulamce for
Italy. However, the Home foice Seheme, which took objecto;s ol
of prison and placed them in work camps where- they were employed
for ¢xample, on road building, proeved to have a wide appeal for
conscxeﬁtiqus objectors, Added status was given to the stheme
wheﬁ C.H. Ngrman, a founder méﬁibef of the N-C.P. and‘ a memher of

its pational executive, decided to accept this work. In a letter

to The ngbunal'he gave his reasons for acceptiﬁg; Firstly, he’

d&d not consider éuch work.to be an aliérﬁative,ta‘military service,

109. The Tribudal, 21 September, 1916. P 2.
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It was only an alternative to pr‘i‘s_on wotk and was part of his
punishment. If hé did not abject to heirg made to work in prisaon,
he did not see hQW‘he could object to this work. Normén addeé,
howéver, that there was some concern that the road in Sussex upon
which he wag working was being COnstrdéted for military purposes
and should thxs prpve ta be the case
delightful though it is to bé free after three
months of gross piltreatment in jail there will
be no surrender of principle ... should it be
necessary to go back to prisem, back one will
go, amd that is the fealing of most of those
here at présenk. 0
He expressed heve perhaps the feelings of mamy who had had
their first-canfroatécibn‘wigh prison 1ife. As the accounts of
catchpool and Hahhhméé shaw, there was a sense of release when
~ they -returned  to the csmparatively fregr atmosphere of the Army
For mien wha‘cemld=accépt thE*ﬁome Oﬁfice Schemg,'the sense oOf
f;eedggﬁmusthave'heen infini.taly~~grgater; Many of these en
bel‘ieved thazc~‘they= were working in penal ¢olenies and nhay were still
wefklng gut their prison sentences. Others had always been
11tng to accept alternative servica, but this had been réfused
themt. They had proceededvvia the Army to prison agd*ngéfound that
they could ohtain wprk outside the prison walls.
It will be remembered that it was the Quaker M.P.'s in the
beeral Party who had been the prime movers in the fight to extend
the wording of the ' ‘conscience clause' in the Military. Service Act to

inclpde work of national impartance. These QuakérS«and the section

éf the Society ofgfﬁféh&élfor which they spoke,fwélcome& any scheme

110. The Iribunal, 24 August, 1916. p. 3,
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which allowed more conscientious objectors to find an avenue hy.
which they could serve their country without violating conscience.

Within the pages of The Tribunal it is possible to sée the conflict

caused hy dxsagreement qve,r alternative service. hetween T. E. Hatrvey,
the chief spokesman of the Quakzers in the House of Commons, and the
abgam:::tsts on the N-G.F. executive.

-In July, 1216, when the proposals for thp Home Office Scheme
were ‘-Beiﬁg discussed, Harvey wrote a letter to the editor of The
Tribungl. Enclosed with this letter was & further lettet from Gilbert
Murray.lll The' two letters dontained a plea for cougselentious
chjettors to aceept work of national importance. Qhjectors had made
a protest against comgcription, Murray maintained, -and they wevre now
Free to ‘undertake such work. Alludmg to the abselutist cry that
the Goyernment was trying to divide the conscientious objection
movement, Harvey said that he was eonVimced that this was not the
| case. Men who could not fight should undertake the hymbler of
1ife's tasks. 112

A réply from acting editor, B. J. Boothroyd said that al-

though The Tribunal disagreed with Hatvey, it must 'be‘ stated that the
movement was very grateful for the work he had performed in parliament
for the benefit of conmsciéntious objectors. The word 'alternative'

was ofte which the editor held up for examination. He felt that

111. Vide Appendix.

112, Harvey was a member of the Pé¢lham Committee, a Board
of Trade Committee which sought to- bring objectors willing to accept
alternative service into contact with employers who were willing to
'supply work for these men.
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alternative service was forced dpon objectors. If they could not
find it or could not accept it, they were put into the Army. It
was clear from this that such service was part of the Military
Service Act. Gilbert Murray said a preteést had been made and this
was true, but this was no time to &top protesting. Not until the
evil of militarism was defeated would the dbjectér cease his
protestations, | | |

While ope section of the Quaker movement supported altern-
ative service, it was Seen that the Socialigt-Quakers and the F.§5.C.
were absolutist in outlook and therefore upheld the poliey of the
N~C.F. executive. On 6 July, 1916, the Fellowship of Reconcilliation,
the F.$.€. and the §-C.F. made a joiat deg;aratiou against alternative
service, 113 The Bignatories cf the F.§5.C. wers Robert O, Mennell,
the sécretary and Hupert Peet, the organizing secretary. ‘Both men
were connected with the Sqcialist-Quaker Society and PeetAwa$ one

of the Joint editors of The Ploughshare., +14

If there was agreement between the Socialist-Quakers and
:hé N~C.F. on the queéstion of alternative service, relationms between
the two groups were net withent friction on occdnions. A«Barratﬁ
Brown resigned from the natienal comuittee hecagse of disagreemedts
over policy and seo did amnother Quaker J. P. Fletcher. The latter

resigned in July, 1916 over a committde decision that the N~C.F.

113. The Fellowship of Reconciliation was an organization
which econsisted of Chrigtian pacifists. It brought tbgether a wide
variety of denominatidns. ,

114. Vide appendix.
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should seek to secyre for conscientious objectors the exemptions
which they could accept. The resolution te which he took exception
stated:

That while the Fellowship should contimue to

make it$ principie otrjept the exposure of

Militarism and the spread of Pacifist views,"

it should make eyery possible effort, hy

political and ether meams, to secare for

its mepbers and othet conscientious objectors

those forms of exempion allowed by the Act

which they appliagd for at the Tribungls,

ot can conscientiousiy agcept. 112

- Thi& resignation was refeérred to by Rarratt Brown when he

explained the reasons for his own resignation in a letter to The
Trib m‘al- on. 7 June, 1917. He wrote that he had been c&utemplating
ﬁhié»step for nearly a year, for he found himgelf becoming more
antd mpre at odds with the execiutive comiittes. In the Autemn of
1916, this committee had endorsed the policy Pegarding political
action fommulated im July, 1916 and had voted out by eight votes
to three a resolution, by Barrétt Bréwn opposing this poliay:

That this Pellowship make a practice of giviag

full publigity through Fress, Rarliameat, public

meetifngs and tribupaly to the witmess of ifs -

nembers, but make ne efforts, direct or ihdireet

to- alleviate their conditions, or obtain for them

exemptions of any kind, devoting its energies

solely t¢ arousing tha puplic conscience oti war

and conscription for war.

He was under Ao illusions that this was a finority view-

point, but he had some Supperters amongst absolutist objectors.
With Hdbert Peet he felt that the N-G.F. had becoms a "Yoeciety for

the Prevention of Cruelty to Cofiscientious Objectors". Too much

115. The Tribumal, 3 August, 1916.” P. &
116, Ihe Tribudal, 21 Jume, 1917. p. 4.
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of the Fellowship's time was taked wp with. fulminating against
prisoh condition¢ and the conditimms of work camps used in the
Home Office Scheme. Viié Stephen Hobhouse supported Barratt Brown
in a letter which appeared in The Trigunal in Mavrech, 1917;

I write as oie who has felt the burdens cast

by prison li{fe upon bbth body and gpirit

sufficiently te shrifik from any prelongation

of the experience, greatly as T ktiow I shall

profit from it...however, ¢ would most

earmestly plead that the N~C.F. and those

pacifists agsociatell with it should net

spend energy upon securing the release of

us absolutigts, 118

lobhotse conitinued by indicating the objects for which the
Fellowship should strive. Fitstly, it should aim to bring together
and support all types of conscientious objectors and their:
associates; and secondly, it should work towards a negotiated peace.
In the séme’issua,,Fﬂﬂner Brockway, writing from the Guyrd

Room at Ghas;ér, sald that there was only a va;y small nunbeyr of
conscientious abjectors in prison who did not. want reléase‘énd;ﬁhat
- most of these mdn exproted their friends on the outside to work
towards this end. However, Barratt Brown, in his letter of reslg~
nation, charged that the Fellewship had gone to strange lengths as
the resuylt of its decision to take political acti¢n on behalf aof

conscientious objectorg.  He alleged that the N-C.F. had involved

117. Yet one of the results of having literate wen in jail
wds that prisen conditions were exposed and that after rhe war
Hobhouse was very fmuch involved in prison raform. Vide Hobhouse,
op. cit., pp. 175-179.

118. ZIhe Tyibumal, 22, March, 1917, p. 4.
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;tself with Na: Office officials. Persbnally he could have no part
im actions which sought to undermine wholehearted regection of
conscription and which served to ease the working of the Milltary‘
Seerce Act.' , o )

The F.5.C. endorsed the opiﬁidﬁs expxeésed by Barrﬁft Bfown;
although it was admitted that some membefé qf iﬁs exécutive wanted
an foicial note to be ‘sent to. the Goveﬁnmeut requesting the release

139

of conscientious obJectors. In a declaration sent to The Ttibunal,

the ¥.S.C. gave. the main reasons for its attitude in opposing
pdliticgl action for the relgage of'cbjéctors. ‘It'felt that the
Saciety of»FriendS'and conscientious abjection weré*too=¢losely
connected in the public mind and the. Soétety did ngt wish to complain
"too loudly' about any suffering involved in helding to its peace
testlmuny. Apﬁeéls,'tharefore sHould come from non-Quakers., -

Fgrfher; the F.§5.C., believed tliat an ‘pfficial appeal for relief .

might result in the release of 'religious consclenﬁioas ‘obrjectors only.
The declaration contlnued by saying that it was no cancern of- the
Soc1ety of Friends to See that' the Military Service Act was 'justly
admiaistered " The Society stood againtst all war and conseripticu

and would not be satisfied uatil both were eliminated.. Nothing

less thai, the complete repeal of the Military Service Act was required,
for the F. S.C. wanted ‘all men relieved from eonscription, ot just
'consc1entioué objectors, Quotationsffxnm'a lettet hy‘J.?. Fletcher
were inserted here to make this point., He was'inf§ziéaﬁ as a copnscientious

objector, but he was still adamint that the F.S.C. should not issue

119, Barratt Brown, in fact, was one of the men who. signed
 this declaration. ' ’
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gn appeal for the ;:eleaée 0f ?xiscmef& - ¥inally, the declaration insisted
that everythiu'g should bé done to infménée pnﬁli:c aopin'ioxi towards a
better xméerstanéi;;.g of ‘t‘hg cmciencieusbéjeumr's -gasition. It was

ab eul,ighteﬁéd public cogsciente whigh should &maud the release

of consmentzwus o‘&jetzmxs.

The. positicn aéoptect by the F.S.C. was bitterly attacked by

T.H. Ferris in a 1etter to The Tribmal He saiﬂ thae the Society
of Frmnds C '

gtinw. éxmk ] tifeg&.otabié Lack of faith and moral

courage that T prust gou will allow me the ,

oppottahidty to hold them ug te tha gﬂndemnacian

they so tichly desexve.. 120 , .

‘Ha at_:gugd-thét tﬁe Sécia'i:y of Friends st-at_:ed that it must

not. ask‘ the Govemment to do right nor conm..-it for itsrmis.takes
aad that to:move phead of public opinion was wxang,'for it would
waraen the whalse pnsitwn of the conscientious 6bjector. ~ Ferris
v disagreed. with th:bs, saying that theve coum be no better way of
mflna:mmg public opin:&on than by halding up hefore the public
the Boveryment's wrongs. Was it true, he asked,”thathovernmeats of
evil inteat did mnre ta;chagge~¢&b1i¢ opinion f&r the better than
aid good Gavernuents? Everyome commected with- the éonécienticus_
objection movement shouldl ask for the release of prisomers. If
gnly Quakers were “freed them it would be that much harder for the

Governwent to continué to vefuse the release of nom-religious objectors.

120, fhe Teibual, 10 January, 1918. p. k.
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Agother letter, this time Erom a Quaker, A.R. Ectovd, who
was alsp a mer‘abeg«r. of the ¥-CG.F. and the F.0.R., endorsed the action
of the N-C.F, .mits use of politieal action to secure the release of
&‘jectar's. He enclosed a #eiorial to this effect which he had
proposed at the Hast Pevon Momthly Meeting and which had been |
ynanigously a,dqnted;by that Meeting. "l,';ae memorial was not printed
by The Tribunal. | ' |

Clearly, then, as Barratt Brown adwitted, the opinions which
ied to his resighation wate thése of a winority within the N«C.F. |
His views were shared By the F.3$.C., but this was a majority degigion
and not a uuaniﬁtﬁﬁa ohe, Ana; as the example of the East E&von
Marithly Meeting showed, there were ardas in which a \mmi&m&s Quaker
vote was given against the views pf the F.8.C. It is alse interes:tiﬁg
to note that when.ﬁaxnam Brouwn resighed, his place on the executive
ghonld have been taken by {heodorn Wilson Wilsos, hut she wafused to
tak.e ‘the va’canﬁy. 121 Yet the place was filled by Ada Salter, a
Socialist-Quaker on the Advisory Couticil of The.’mogggggﬁ; By this
action it would appear that she agreed with the aﬁhcial N~C.F. policy
tdWards camc:ientious ob jection,.

As this edquiry hag shown, the comifig toget;her of steialists
atd Qnakers wds not bmnght about withbut some disagr&emeacs. A
further example of this was when Clifford Allenm, in a open letter to
Lloyd Gaorge, advocatgd work strikes by absolutists. He felt thé{:-
coscientious objectors should not work while im prisom. 122 ii¢red

121. Barract Brown #id not vesign from the N~C.F., but only
frote its. Ratiotal egecutive., He gontinued as chairman

of the Midlmd iiiv‘:tsian antd of the E&rmmgham Btanch.
122. The Tribunal, 14 Jute, 1917, p. 2.
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Salter disagreed with Allen and indicated that there were one or two
others on the ggtional executive of the N~G.F. who felt as he did on
the subject. ! He warned that none of the Quaker absolutists ‘would
participate in such a movement. 1 A further line of argument he used
was that with absolutists confined in 3% different prisons they were
too widely separated to make such action effgective, Lastly, ‘he
claimed that men needed prison work’ to help thems keep their sanity.

Once again the dangeiy of putting forward a Quaker view on
consclentious ohjestion and vonscriptioh myust be stressed. - There
were the views of the Quaker M.P.'s and thd sectj.o;;z of the Quaker
movement for whick they spoke on such subjects azs alternativism,
abfsolutisﬁ-and political action for the relgage of conscientious
otaje‘ction.’ There were the radical members ‘of the F.S.C. and the
§.Q.8., who &}mi@d a great deal with the socialists in the N—C.f.,
put who disagreed with them on occasions, sometimes to the point
of resigpation from thé N-C.F. national exeécutive. In an organization
which spained the whale of the conscientious ebjection movement, the
Socialist Quakers appear to hm}e operated as ap extreme left—wing;
Yet individuals within the latter group had divergent opinions gbout
what the correct policies of thege organigzations shoyld be, Thig
(short) chapter has sought to.show some of the points of agreemsdt afid
disagreeniégit between Sogialist-Quakers and other groups withj,n the
¥-C.F. au& sopé of the work performed by members of the Piauggsh_are '
group in thds larger body.

123. IHid., Pe 2.

124, Salter quated from an F.§.(¢. pamphlet which claimed that
186 of the 23% absolutists whose religion was kiiown, were

Quikers. .
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TO THE PRO-SHIRKERS

You tHat in civilian lohbies,

While the battle-~thunder rolls,

Hug your little party lobhies,

S0 to save your little souls, :
Treating England's deadly peril Iike a topic for the polls;

Half of you - the raecord's written -

lately strode to Downing Street

and for love of ILittle Byitain

Wallowed at the PREMIER'S feet

Drging him to check the wanton waste of our suparflous Fleet,

Had your passionate prayer beap granted

And the Kaiser got his way

Teuton etrusheérs might be planted

On our Hollow tyms today

And a greatful foe be asking what you want for traitor's pay.

Disappointed with the Navy,

You in turn were keen gbout

Putting Thomas in the gravy,

Leaviag Thomas up the spout,

~Lest if adequately aided he should wipe the strafers out.

Well our memories may be rotten,

Yet they'll stick to you all right;

Not so soon shall be forgotten

Those whose hearts were fixed more tight

On the salvage of a fetish than the wioning of the fight.

When the Bosches hite the gutter

And we let our tongues 2o louse,

Framker words I hope to utter

In the way of free abuse,

But at present I am badly hampered hy the party truce.

0.§8.

Thirty-nine Members voted against the secofid reading of the Military
Service Bill. Punch 19 Japuary, 1916, p. 42.
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CHAPTER I
THE PASSING OF THE MILITARY SERVICE RILL (No. 2).
I

When the Military Service Bill(No. 2) was read for the first
time in the House of Commons on the 6 January, 1916, 105 mesbers
voted against the measure while 403 members voted with the Government.
Whén the Bill was read for a second time (12 January, 1916} the
Government votes increased to 431, but the anti-conscriptionist vote
fell dramatically to 39. By the third reading (24 January, 1916) a
meagre hand of 36 meﬁbers;went~iaco-the-divisions-oppesedvto con~
sciiptien. They were faced by a decrsased, though still dvermhelming
group of 383 govermment supporters, 123

The principal reason for the decline if opposition nutthers was
the loss of the Irish Natiomalist vote when the Government removed
Ireland from the scope of the Bill. A7 out of the 103 oppesition
votes recorded on the fipst veading had been cast by Irish Nationalist
menbers. However, on the second and third reading, the Irish
Nationalist vote fell to twp and ome respectively., 126

John Redmond, leader of the Irish Nationalists in the House
of Commons, stated the Irish position towards couscription during the
first reading of the Bill. After declaring that he and his supporters
were against compulsdry military service, he went on to say that:

125. The figureg given herg do mot include the two tellers
necessary when any vote is taken in. parliamest.

126. A. Byrne voted against comscription om the first and

second readings. L. Ginitell voted Against the measure on all three
readings.
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"With me it (conscription) is a question of necessity, and not of
principlé. It is a question of degree." 137

Redmond's argument, then, wds that Iraland did not need
conscription. He felt it had supplied an impressive number of vol-
unteer recruits already and that conscription would not provide &
greater number. At the same time, he implied that there might be
occasions when conée&ibﬁiah would be pecessary for Ireland. 1In
different circumstances conscription for Ireland would be brought in
~for irish defence and with Irish approval, but it should not he
forced upon Ireland by a British government.

The Irish Natienalist'lead;r showed clearly hy his attitude
to conscription in England that the principle of conscieﬁtious
objection played mo part in his amti-comscriptionist sentiments. He
pointed out during the second reading of the Bill that it was
apparent after the first reading that there was a najority support
for consecription amongst the English, Scottish and Welsh meshers.
Labour M.P.'s in epposition to the Bill had husbered less tham half
the mesbership of the parliamentary Labour Party Redmond maiytained,
and most of the Party's'responsible' leaders had voted for con#criptionizs

127. go of C. ﬁebatas, Fifth 3&1‘1&3, Yol. LXX.VII, coel., 1066’
3 January, 1916.

: - 128. Labour Party voting on the first readipg: for, ten; asgainst,
thirteen; non-voters, eight. It was convenient Ffor Redmangl to stress
that less than half the Labour memhers Had vaoted againgt the Bill and
to play down the fact that more voted againgt than for at this stape of
the Bill. Redmond could, of course, defime 'responsible' any way He
wattted to, but Henderson (Chairmap pf Labour Party) did mot vote on
the Eirst readimg, although it was well known that he supported the
measyre; neithey did W. Brace'&tuabvur member of the Goverpment.
Machomald (Tredsurer of Labour Party) voted sgainst.
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Further, most of the Liberal members who had supported the Lrish
cguse, said Redmond, had voted with the Government. For these reasons
he called a truce with the Government aud pronounced that:

Baving made our protest, both by speesh

and by vote in the lobby, we say now that

we have gigg@ our last wvote against this

measure, _

‘§ir Edward Carson, the Irish Unioprist leader, pressed Red-
mond to make the popularity of the Bill unanimous by voluntarily
bripginsg Ireland under the provisjons of the Bill, but Redmond was
unmoved by this proposal from his old adversary.

Redmond kuew that the introduction of~cans¢ription»in:o
Ireland would have heen‘ﬁet with defimice. the Irish Natiomalists
had chosen to suppairt ﬁhe voluhtary system early in t&élvtax and
for this support had leen rewarded with royal assent for a Home
Rule Bill whick had heen rushed through Farliament. No immediate
results came from this legislation, however, for Home Rule would
not be introduced until the end of the war. Redmond repeatedly
urged Irishmen to wolunteer for militéry service in the Rritiéh'
Army, although he asserted that these men thereby hecame members
of an Irish Azmy. In the imtroduction to a hook concerning the
exploits of Irish regiments daring the war he wrote: “They (the
Irish People} have, for the first time in their histoxy...put a

national army into the field," 130

129. H. of C. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXYIE, Col. 1472
11 J‘m‘o’ 19160 .

138. M. MacPonagh, The Irish at the Front (London: Hodder
and Stoughton, 1916¥ 5. 6.
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With Irish regiments under Irish officers it was perhaps
possibhle to arpue that this constituted an Irish army, but if con-
" scription had been introduced into Ireland the my;h of Irish
freedom would have been exposed. Irish Nationélists, then, were anti-
copscriptionist while Ireland was included in the propesed 'ﬁilitar_y
Service Bill, but their opposition ended when the Government decided
that Ireland was to be omitted from the measure. The Nationalists
had compitted: themselves to securing Home Rule through legislation
in Parliaﬁent and they did not want couseription to threaten the
progress they had already made thera. -

I 1918, Lloyd Ggorge, in an attempt to replenish the ranks
of the Army, axmaded the Military Serviee Act. The new provisioms .
- applied to Ireland as well as to the rest of the Empire. Immediately
opposition aroge in Ireland and dlssident ranks closed te fight
conscription. The Church, in particular, playad a prominent part in
this opposition. A voluntary Humd raised to counter tompulsory
military service reached a sum of & 250,000. Resistance was effective,
for as one author has written: "Conscriptios was carried in parlianent,
but was never put into application ig any parish of Ireland.® 131

Where Asquith had held back, Lloyd George plunged forward,
but without success. Redmond had been. correct wheit he said canscription

for Ireland would mean liss and not more troops for the British

131, Stephen Giynn, The History of Ireland (London:
Macwillan, 1923) pp. 518-19.
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Arny. 132 The extention of conseription to Ireland produced nothing
gut ill-feeling and perhaps helped to take power from the hands of the
moderate forces led hy Redmond and put it into the hands of more
extremist elements., v é;
1z

A small numbex of Labour M.R.'s who had voted against the
Bill on its first readings did not vote agaip on the second or third
readings, 133 Thege abstentions perhaps reflected the resigned
approval given to cemscription afteér the first reading by some
sections of Lahour. 3% jssquith falp, in August, 1915, that the
main opposition to conseription would come from organigzed labonr and
from the Irish Nationalists, although he was aware of the asti-
éanécxiytionist feelings of some mewmbers of the Liperal Party. 133
He resolved the problem of Irish opposition by excluding Ireland frah
the Bill, but‘Labour had to be wooed by a différent'methgd.

- 132, The Govérnment was well aware of the possible,ehjection
to conscription in Freland. The Chief Seeretary for Ireland, Edward
Short, read the fabinet a letter from the Head of the Royal Irish
Gonstabulary who reported that Ireland was united against conseription
and that there were not énough troops in Irelapd to force the measure
on the country. Cab. 23/6 Minutes of 16 April, 1918..

1333 Jo R. Clynes, W. Hudson, W. Thorte, €. J. Wardle.

134. TNeither Wardle hor Thorme voted against the meagure which
brought in general conseription in May, 1916. During the debates

on this measure the following converzation took place: . Goldstone (Lab): L

"I hope...{W. Thorne) will be as insistent...for the conscription of R
wealth as he is for the conscription of men." Thorne: "Gertainly, f
but the party would not support me." It seems clear from this that
Thorne had accepted conmséription. H. of €, Débates, Fifth Baries, Vol.
LXXXII, Col. 229, 4 May, 1916.

135. Views expressed in a letter written by Asquith to the
First Lord of the Admiralty, A. J. Balfour. Quoted in Ray Jerkinms,
Asquith (London: Collins, 1964) p. 374,
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At the annual Trades Unien Congress held at Brighton, in
September, 1915, a resolution was passed which condemped conscription,
The regolution was tempered by the insertion of a section which said
thai: to avoid comscription, the voluntary system must be.‘made to
provide more men. There was more gpace given to supporting voluntary
recruitnent thag there was to copdemiing conséription. The resolution
was a mild statement against conscriptien. Shortly after the Trades
Union Congress ended, a secret meeting took place betweep. Asquith,
Lord Kitchener and representatives of the T.U.C. and the Parliamentary
Labour Party. #y the close of the meeting Labour had agreed to help
the recruiting drive by holding recruitiﬂg meetings on Labout plate
forms. There was nothing new in Labour leaders speaking at
recruiting drives. As early as 29th- A_#gust, 19-3.4, the Lapour Party
had agreed to co-opevate in the recruiting campaign. Howewver, where
labour representatives had previously spoken on the platforms of other
organizations, they now agreed to recrpit through meetings sponsored
by their own orgamizations.

The Conference which included the meeting with Asquith and
Lord Kitchener also discussed what action should be taken over the
anti-conscriptionist resolution passed at the Trades Union CongrESs.
It was decided to form g committee. In Getober the 'Secialist
National Defence Committee' produced its finds in the form of a
magifesto which said that if the public

refuse to respond to their couatry's call,

the nation must and will claim them on other
tarms.

.....
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The manifesto also pointed out that:

Britain half-armed and using half her

strength capgnot cénquer Germany which

has mobilised the entire nation for

the struggle. Natiomal setvice is hot

only a duty but a right, 136

From the manifesto it is clear that the anti-conscriptionist
parts of the I.U.C. fesolution had been forsotten and that the call
for volunteers now came foremost in Labour policy towards the war.
The introduction of the Military Setvice Bill by Asquith

on the 3 Jahuary, 1916, howaver, prompted the calling of a conference
the following day which was attended by trade unionists and by
mewbers of the Parliamentary Labour Party. This conference passed
an anti-conscriptionist resolution, and decided to ap?ose gonscrip-
tion hy every possilile means. One recommendation of tha'resolnticn
was that the Parliamentary Labour Party should fight the Military
Service Bill at every stdge. The voting in- favour of the resolution
was impressive: 1,998,060 to 783,000; but many Labour M.P.'s were
against the resolution; At a meeting of the three lahour executives
prior to the conference,Henderson, a Labour member of the Coalition
Cabinet, had spoken in favour of some measure of cdnscribtion and his
arguents had been supported by other Labour M.P.'s and some of the
older Labour leaders. They tried to win others ﬁa agree to a limited
form of conseription by the argument that if Labour stood out against
conscription they would brimg a general election in which all the

Labour M.P.'s would loge their seats. 137

136. Quoted in Eoulton,‘cg. cit., p. 8

137. Beatrice Webb, Dlaries (1912-24)Vol. T (Londen: Lomgman
an.d Green, 1952)’ po 52. - . : )
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Henderson even told his listeters, "If this Confererce considers I mus t
oppose this Bill I shall refuse to accept their decisiom." 138
Despite Henderson's assertion that he would not be bound by
a conference decision which rap counter to his own opinions, he did
not feel that ha could continue in the Government whea the Parliamentary
Labour Party adopted the recommendation of the Conference. He wrote
to Asquith on 10 January, 1916;
In consequence of the decision of orgamized
Labour to oppose the Military Service Bili
I have no alterpative but to tender yon ny
resignation...I supported the...Bill in the
Cabinet, I shall continue to do sd in the
Howse #s the representative of my cthtituents
on the grounds of military necessity, 439
Heﬁdérson's'letter of resignation was followed by similar
égmhﬁﬁiéations from W. Brace amd G. H. Roberts, the other Labour
mewbers in the Goverament. 440
Faced with these resighations and labour oppositiéen to
conscription, the fabinet decided that Asquith should comsult the
Lahour M.P.'s and with the Labour Executive. During the course

of these talks Snowden records that the Prime Minister promised:

138. Snowden, op. city., p. 392
139. Jenkiws, op. éit., pp. 384-390

140. Brace and Henderson did not vote on the first reading
of the Bill, but Roberts did. Hendersom did Hot, in fact, vote on
either the first or third reading of the Bill, despite the Snowden's.
assertion that Hemderson, '...through all the stages of the Bill
voted in support of it.' Snowden, op. éit., p. 393
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‘That there would be no extension of compulsion
to married men; that the Bill was to operate
during the War only; that amendments would be
introduced obviating ahy possibility of
industrial compulsion; that the tribunals would
be civil and not military caourts; and that
opportunity would be afforded to Parliamesit

to strengthen the clause exempting codscientious
objectorg. - ' :

These prowises quelled the doubts of the majofity-of those
at the meeting, fbr at g further joint weeting it was decided to
advise the thrae Labeur members of the Government to withdraw their
resignations. The members involved followed this advice..

Difference of opinion over the war and cofiscription was much
in pvidence at the Amnual Labour Party Conference &eld'aa'aristal
late iun January while the Military Service Bill wap still before
Parliament. A resolution which proposed opposition to the Bill and
agitation if the Bill became law had to be separéted irto two parts
before a vote conld he takep. The Conference endorsed oppogition
to the measute by a vote of 1,714,000 to 360,000, but refused to
fight for repeal by 2 vote of 649,000 .to 614,000. 142 Snowden,
MacDopald and Anderson of the Independent Labour Party spoke
against the war, against conscription and against participation im
the recruiting campaiga, but apart from securipg the resolution to
oppose the Military Service Bill, they had no success with their
apti-war resolutions. Beatrice Webb recorded in her diary on the

31 January, 1916: "Three quarters of the delegates wanted no

141. Snowdeti, op. ¢it., pp. 393-394.
1&2. & id. ’ p. 394.
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trouble either with Mumitions or the Military Service Bill." 143

It is against this background of confusion and often hostile
difference of opinien among the ranks of Labour that the withering
away of the anti-comscriptionist vote in Parliament must be seen.
Conferences might pass resolutions agaimst the introduction of
conseripiion, but Labour had three members it the Government who
supported conscription. The Annual Conferance voted overvhelmingly
to keep these men in the Goverument ,v but va.t;e.d lagainst a feasure
endorsed by these same nén.' Despite the ati-war resolutions of
the British Labour Movement prior to the war,' the majority of labour
organigations had ra:ome to believe in 3 war of defence or that a
'just' war was ﬁoés:wle. These views led some LabOur-M;P. 's to support
conscription, for they helieved that the cause was just, thatefore,},
the cause must be won., *44 Many of these mexi ‘had supported thé_
voluntary- fecmiting sys_tem' before the Government declared that this
mithod could not provide the required rumber of men. The willingpess -
to increase thelr comnitment to recruiting during the latter part. -
of 1915 indicated that many Labour leaders prefered a voluntary army.
However, once the Covermment appealed for conscription on the grounds
of necessity and efficilency, it was difficult for those who had spokea
op recruiting platforms to oppose a measure which the Government -claimed

was mecessary if victory was to he achigved. Asquith's promises won

143. Webb, op. cit., p. 33

144, Sixteen Labour M.P.'s voted for the Bills €. N. Barnes,
€. W, Bowerywan, W. Brace, W. Crooks, C. Duncap, F. fiall, A. Henderson,
J. Hodge, J. 0'Grady, 6. H. Roberts, J. E. Sutton, J. W, Taylor, R.
Toothill, S. Walsh, A. Wilkie, W. T. Wilson.
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over some waverers and from this point Labour opposition in Parlisment

centered around the handful of I.L.P; members and one or two
145

members who supported the war, but objected to conseription.
All seven I.L.P. Members of Parliament voted against the

_ 146
Military Service Act at some stage of its passage through Parliament,

W.C. Anderson and Philip Snowden were the chief'éfbkééﬁén of the
I.L.P, duyring the conscription debates. No memﬁer‘of the I.L.P.
spoke;dﬁting the’first reading of the Bill,.ﬁut Anderson movéd the
rejectidn of the medsure on its second reading. He told the
cammqns tﬁai ﬁniversal cdﬁécription would followfif the Bill was
aiiqwedf%btpass ot to the statute book. Anderson said tﬁat the
B%iiﬁattaCRed many ahcient rights of Britain, and “aéér: from
its miliﬁary aspects éltOgécher I helieﬁe it empodies the
beginning of industriai'cbﬁscription."'1A7 EEA
To emphasise this Atgument ha quoted the Sepﬁémber edition
of Outlook: -

Trade Unionism - that shelter for slackers and shirkers -
is imperilling our existence and by its action a rot of

our national soul hag set in. 6ne remédy and one alone can
eradicate this state of rot. Martial law will cure it,

anderson warned his listeners that such an attitude to Labour
was dahgerous,

Yot are making for disaster if you try

to apply the rules of the Army to the men
in the workshops, factories and fhe mines,
They will not submit to that, +49

145, J.H, Thomas and F. Goldstone supported. the war, but were
particularly strong oppopetits of conscription and
consistently voted with the small majority which
opposed. conscription.

146. W.G, Anderson, J. Parker, P. Sdowden and T. Richardson
- voted against on all three readings: F.W, Jowett, and
Ramsay MacDonald om the first and second readings;
and J.R. Clynes on the first reading only,

147, of C, Debates, Fifth Saries, Vol LEXVIl, col.
© 7460, 1T January, 1916, | |
148, Ibid., cols, 1460 - 1461, 11 January, 1916.
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on the subject of ex¢mptions from the Bill, Anderson feared
that any man engagéd in Trade Union actiﬁity would be at the mercy
of his empioyef unless exemptions were made ghsolute. Temporary
éxémptious, he'ﬁelt,lmight lead to a"troubiescme' employee being
foynd exp&nda§1e~5y his employer and forced into the Army. Thys,
Auderson was not swayed by the promises concerping conscription
made to Labour by the Prime Minister shurtly after the first reading
of the Bill, He felt the measure before the House was just one more
step towards geweral conscription, a process ﬂhiCE.haévﬁEEﬁ set in
wotion by the Wational Register in 1915. Anderson was mainly concersed
with industrial comscription as his speeches in Paxliamaﬁt show.'
Despite the Governuent's ingistence that industrial conseription
wo#ld not ensue'from'the Bill, e still belieyed éhat industrialists
w§u1d mapipniate ;ﬁgvgct:for'théir oW uges. | : |
Philip Bmowden also gpoke during the seébﬁdffeading'ofAthe
Bill.  He maée his position ta the Goverment and its conscriptlonist
pallcy clear wiien he told the ccm«ms. .
i have never ‘begn a party to that pledge.l@
I have never been a party to the Coalition
Government. I have pever accepted the

political truce, and, therefére, the. Prime
Minister's ple&ge has no hinding effect upon me.

149. ésquith pledged in Novemwber, 1915, that a last attempt
wuulq be made (The Derby Scheme) to bring'in more single
men by voluntaxy recrpiting. A1l meﬁ’“f?military age
had“to” attest, married and single. Married men would

not be called out, however, mmtil the single men responded
to their cougtry s call. Alktertation fipgures showsd that
married men, secure in the knowledge that single men
would be called first, had attested in large numhérs,
but that many sifigle men had ot come forward. The
redemption of the Prime Mistister'spledge provided a-
wseful slogan for the conscriptionists; if the single
‘mef would'qog enlist they must be fe edwar the
promise to. the married men was broken. E
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Snowden spoke with contempt of the figures produced by
the Derby Scheme: "To present such a hotch-potch mass of contradictory
figures to th;sgiouge of Commons :LS aft insult to the intelligence of
Parliament.”
He cen'tihued by explain;ng~why he objected to the figures.
Thete was no indication of how many conscieutious‘objectars were
included in the %rby flgures and there were otlter gmups included
who would hever form part of the drmed forces. The  Governmeng said
that there were hundreds of thousands of single men of military age
who Were holding back, but nowhere gid the Government define the
limits of this ‘military age'. In Snowden's opinion, if fhe Government
wished to win the war by fighting, thenm it should coﬁcen'trate on
providing more munitions. 'More‘men.éeemed merely to lead the
Government to waste mardpower on suth'vaﬂtures as -Galipoli. The
Government insisted that conscription had thg general consént of the
country, said’Snowden,_but this was not so. At the ann@al Labpur
Party Conference a.;grgg-majority had coﬁdemned'coésctiﬁgiou. fe
ended by saying that tha real reason behind the movement towards
conscription was that the conScriptxoﬁistS*wished Parllamgnt to
"put 1nto their hands a strong weapon for enfarcing the chains of
slavery on the democracy. b
:mge,ther‘tl}ith W.C. EAnderSou and T, Riéhai'asbn, S-nbwcien
ﬁhintained an anti-war attitude throughout the wéf.“lgg‘

150, H. of C. Debsites, 5th Series, Vol. LXxvil, Cols. 1717-
| 1718, 12 January, 1916.

151. Ibids, Col. 1726, 12 January, 1916

152, ‘W.C: Andergeon elected after the wai had begun
(Attercllffg DiviSLon of Sheffleld 28 ﬁecember, 1914),
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These wen were against the entry of Britain into the war and against
any'invulvewant"with recruiting campaigns. Duriag the three readings
of the Military Service Bill they votad against the Government at
evdYy opportumity. é
The remaiming I.L.P. Members’of,Parliament, hio soék litrle

part in conscriptiop deébates in the House of Commens, bad a variety
of attitudes towards the war. BRoth Jawett and Ramsay MacDonald
ingisted that although the war had resulted from secxet diplomacy
of which they did not approve, once patered into, the war had to
be wop. Jowett, chairman of the I.L.P. held that Beitain was fighting
a dafansivé war. He refused to recruit for the Army because he was
copvinced that participation in recruiting could oﬁ1y lead ta labqur
apceptance of conscription.

“You have co-operated in the mational effert

to get valunteers" the Government would say,

"and share responsibility for the failure to

get sufficiefit men - you cahnot now oppose

| compulsion™, 153

The statement was propheti¢, for the Government did use this

argupent to win waverers to its side. Jowett, however, took no

part in the recruiting campaign. He wrote in the Bradford Pioneer

in June, 1915, that he deploved the methods used to. force men into the

Arty !

Under the threats of dismissal by employers

and by moral press - gang methods exercised

by people too oid to enlist or whe belong to
the sex who canngt enlist. 134 o

153. Fenaer Brockway, Sgcialism Over Sixty Years
(London: George Allen apd Unin, 1946), p. 140.

154, Quoted. in Bréckway, p. 141,
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Jowett was often asked by his critics how he could oppose
conscription and yet believe in national defepnce. He countered the
argument by saying that econscription was not n&cessary for the
dafgnce of Britain. Those who wanted conseription wanted it for
the defence of Britain. Those who wanted congcription wanted it
for the invasion of Europe. In Parliament Jowert vatéd.against
the Military Service Bill op its first two readings.

Ramsay MacDonald held complicated wiews on the war. He
was chairman of the Laliour Pdrty on the outbreak of war, but
resigned his chairmanship om 5th August, 1914, when it became elear
that the majority of the Labour Party, swayed by the sgme patriotic
fervour which held mostvof the cOuntry at this period, tere supporters
of the war. The actual resignation came whenr the Party vetoed
MacBonald's proposal that bhe, on behalf of the Party, should appose
the Goverument's war credit demand. MacDonald remained treagurer of
the Labour Party, but found that more and more, his anti-war views led
him to identify hiuself with the I.L.P., a section of the labour
movement with which e had had many differences of opition before the
war. He accepted the I.L.P. position against involvement in the
recruiting campaign, although he supblied his own definition of what

constituted recryiting. He could write in the leicedter Pioner

18 July, 1915: "Those who can enlist, ougﬁt to enlist, those wheo are

working in munition factories should do so whole-heartedly." 195

153. Quoted in Lord Eltop, The Lifp of James Ramsay Machonald
(1866-1919) (London: Cellins, 1939}, p. 263.
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But MacDonald refused to go onto a recruiting platform and
say this. The difference between views expressed in a hewspaper and
similar views‘g;ven from a recruiting hall may not have been very
- great, but MacDomald's boundary was the recruiting platform and he
maintained this attitude throtghout the war. Despite his non-
participation in recruiting, MacDonald felt that wrong as Britain
had been to emter the war, it should strive to win the war and
conclude a peace which would ensuyre that the folly of war would be
averted in the future. This opimion took him into the U.D.C., an
organization dominated by Liberals and one in which MacDonald felt
lmore comfortgble than with the extremists it the I.L.p,

ﬁacﬂbnald's 6hjections to conscription were thpse repeatedly
‘axpxesséd by other members of the I.L.P. in Parliament: that
noﬁscriptiaa was unnecessary and. that if the weasure became law,
industrial conscription would follow. He also prophesied thai if
copscription was introduced it would be continwed after the war.

In MacDonald's mind conscription was limked with the secret foreign
golicy which he insisted had caused the war. He was convinced that
conscription would ensure that the same kind of secret diplomacy
would operate after the war. If this were allowed to happen, then
Europe would once again be set on & war cparse. Macnéuald equated
comscription with militarien and felt thet if comscription was
brought into Britain, militarism would he stamped on the Country.

The remaining two I.L.P. Members of Parliament did not
agree with the official I.L.P. attitude to the war. Both .J. R.
Clynes and James Parker supported the war.} They adopted the

official Labour Party poliey tewards the war and époke at tecruiting
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meetings. Clynes, im a letter to the General Secretary of the I.L.P.
at the 1915 I.L.P. Gonfevence held at Norwich, a conference which
Clynes was imable to athend, wrote that although he agreed with the
T.L.P. concerning the evils of secrat diplomacy, war apd the arms race,
he dizagreed with its attitude towards Britain's entry ingo the war
and on the subject of recryiting. He believed that Germany's actions
in August, 1914, made British entry a necessity and that to secure
victory Labeur should he Wil.lling' to co~operate with other parties in
the recruiting campaign.

Clynes wroté.

These views are consistent with the Actions
of a Socialist when the choice is me longer
between peace and war, but between peaece and
submission to the war-maker, 136
In his Memoirs Clynes wrote that he was not cemsored for his
opinions, "I continued my membership of the I.L.P. with scarcely
another word of criticism from anybody." 157 -

Loxd Elton records in his biography of Ramsay Machonald,
however, that some delegates to the 1916 I.L.¥. Conference seriously
condidered moving a resplution to withdraw s¢pport from Clynes ang
Parker. Elton claims that MacDopald acted as a paacemaker and syecaesded
in Qnashing the proposal.

Clynes' autobiography contains few references to. censcription,
but it does say that he thought wealth should be conscripted,

He wrote:

136. J. R. Clydes, Memoirs Vol. I (London: Hutchinson & Co.,
1937), p. 186. '

157. Ibid., I, 187
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Men were to be forced, apainst their wills"
and conviectiohs, to go out and be slaughtered;
but the pockets of the finapciers who stayed
safely at home must be kept sacroganct. 15§

Clyne's asserted that: "In Rarliament we Labour Members
fought the Coenscription Bill ia all jits stages." 159 However, he
voted against on the first réading of the Bill, but did not vote
ot its second and third readings. Yet he did vots with the anti-
copscriptionists. on most of the divisiens at the Committee- stage.
Clyties was certainly in a delicate position within the L.L.P. Hig
support-of the war contrasted with the views of most 6thef I.L;E;
members, who were wmashamedly anti-var at this geriod. As Jewett
had predicted, the Labour members who took part in recruiting
campaigns found it difficult to oppese quemmént appeals for
comscription. Parker actually voted with the Government when a
Bill for general congcription tras introduend by dsquith on 3 May, -
1916. Clynes voted against the extention of cepscription, ﬁuc it
is perhaps not coincidence that Parker apd Llynes accepted Govern-

ment posts in 1917, 160

158. Clynes, vp, cit., p. 181.
159. Ibid., p. 199
160. Parker became a lLord Commissioner af the Tréa$nry €1917}.

Clynes accepted a position as ?arligmantary Secratary to the Minister
of Fapd (1917-1918). The I.L.P. removed its support from Parker in

1917.
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it is clear, however, that Clynes exXaggerated the strength
of Labour opposition to conscription when he claimed that Lapour
members had cotsistently voted against the measure. Just over half
the Labour M.P.s actually veted for couscription. The total
1abou.r opposition of 13 (seven I.L.P.) on the first reading fell
to 11 (six I.L.P. (‘,incltu‘iesi' e teller) on the séééﬁd vét:e and to
six (includes one Labour teller(four I.L.P.) on the third vote.
. Throughout the three readings of the Bill, fifteen Labour menbers
had voted against the Bill, But only six of them had recorded a
vote against on each of the three main divisions, 410+
IIL |
A group of Libexals consistently opposed the Military Service
Bill, of whom 23 voted against on all three readings. The leadet
of the group and by far the most distinguished éf them was Sir John
Simon. As Home Secretary, he had held an important Cabinet post, in
1913, when conscription was being considered by the Goverpment. He
indicated his ohjections to conscription during Cabinet meetings
and at _fhat peried he was not the only Cabinet Minister with ohj_ectinns
to comscription. Dr. Addison records 162 .. ;::z:.::r-:.ié..:i that faur members
of the Cabinet had certain objactions to eonscription: Lord Harcourt,
161. W. Abrsham, W. Adamson, W.C. Anderson*{teller on the
second vote), J.R. Clynes, F. Goldstone®, W. Hydsom, F.W. Jowett,
J.R. MacDonald, J. Parker®, T, Richards, T. Richardson®, P, Snowden%,
J.B. Thomas*(tellet on the third reading), W. Thorne and G.J. Wardle.
* M.P.'s who voted against om all three ‘readings of the Bili.

162.C. Addison, Polities From Within, Vol. I (London: Herbert
Jenking, 1924), p. 171
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Reginald McKenna, Sir Walter Runciman and Sir John Simon 183 Only
Simon left the Cabinet because of lis anti-conscriptionist views.

Runciman and McKenna did not object to conscription on principle;
The former argued that the 79 divisions which Kitchener demanded
would take too many men away ﬁrom‘armament production. McKenna
Believed that raising the divisions would cripple the country
financially and mean a reductfon in aid for Britain's allies. Howaver,
~ Runciman, McKenna and Harcourt found that they_éauld support congcrip~-
tion by the time Asquith imtroduced the Military Service Bill on §
Janyary, 1916, 164

§ir John Simon raised three main objections to conscription.
Firstly, he objected on principle. As he said on 5 January during the
firét reading of the Bili: “There are some of us who regard this
principle of voluntary enlistment as a real heritage of the British
peonle." 165 Secondly, he did not agree with the fipures provided
by Lord Derby which purported to show that 650,000 sifrgle men had not
volunteered. Simon said it was hot encugh to subtract the figures
given b& Lord Derby from these collected for the National Register. 166
The major prop of his afgument was that Clergymen, merchant seamen,
ment in other protected positioms and conscientious objectors, imeluded

163. The first Lommissicper of Works; the Chancellor of the
Exchequer; the President of the Board of Irade; and the Hame Secretary,

164, Jenkins, op. cit., p. 388 shows that Grey, McKenma,
Runciman and Simon submitted resignations over the comscription issue
and that Birrell had indicated that although he might with reluctance
support the measure, He did not feel he could remain with the Government

if the four résignations were accepted. .

165. H. of C. Dehates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXVII, col. 976, 5

166. Enacted im July, 1915, the National Registration Act -
was needed, saild the Government, te supply accurate figures of the
man-power resources of the country. ILts opponents said the Act was
the first stage to the introduction of conscription.
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in the Natiopal Register total, could not be counted as part of the
missing 630,000. Only by subtracting these clerics, seamen and others
from the National Register total asd then subtracting the Derby
figures from the resultant total could an estimate be given of the
gvdilable men for military service. Sigon's third objection to |
conscription was that he fesvred for the unity of the counﬁry if the
Bill was passed. He believed that the lahour wnions had showu
quite clearly that they Were opposed to the measure.

8imon was not ppposed to the war; for hg stated frequently
during the debates that he wanted the Country to be stromg. However,
he did not feel that conscription would provide'stréngth; "The‘
methods which this Bill Proposes to adopt are mot going to make our
country strongeér or mere united.” 167 muny M.P.'s who objected to
conscription echoed 8imon's fear that the measure wrmld gividetie
country. 8ir Williaw Byles, Lief Jones, H.G. Chancellor, and R.
D. Holt all indicated, during the first reading, that they believed
national disunity would follew the passing of the Bill,

During the second reading, Liheral& placed less emphasis
ou the threat posed by conscription to pational unity aud concentrated
mire on the possibility of industrial conscription following in the
wake of military compulsfon, Richard Lanbert, J.M. Hﬁgga ahd A.G.
Harvey all expressed the opinion that the Bill could form the basis

of industrial comseription. Simon also put forward this wiew when he

167. H. of €. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXViI, col. 1846
12 Jamuary, 1916, I -



124.

spoke on the second reading. However, A#quith promised an amendment
to emsure that there would be no possibility of industrial conscrip-
tion arising out of the Bill. W.M.R. Pringle séid that he, and other
Liberals for whom he spoke, wéme satisfied hy ihe'?rima Migister's
promise and that they would not vote against the Bill on its second

reading. 168

In Objection Overruled, D. Boulton places both Dr. Christopher
Addison and Barpet Kenyon among those indepepdent Liberals who gppoesed
the Bill. Both voted for the Bill on itg first two readifigs, however,
which hardly makes them opponents of conscription. From Addison's
autoblography it is possible to see that he had soMe xeservations
a‘&uﬂt conscriptignﬁ
Ihere are sote eleménts in the Rill which a
good many of ug do not Itke. As it stands,
it could certainly he used by an employer169
as an instrument of industrial pressure. ;
Addison wrote this on Januwary 17, 1916, after he had voted
for the Bill on 6 Japuary; but he had decided that some neasure of
conscription was necessary long before this date, On July 28, 1915
he told the House and more particularly, “those Members with whamn
I have worked for many vears", that they should keép an opent mind
on conscription. He went on to say that the views of the volunteers
at the Front should be canvassed. Addison was of the opinion that
they often asked 'When are those at home who have not come foyward
going to bear their fair share?' 170 ‘
168. The other members were probably Sir J. E. Barlow, J.M.
Hogge and G.C. Bees. These men together with W.¥M.R. Fringle yoted
agaidst conscription on the first reading, abstained on the second
and dissatisfjed with the amendments regarding industrial conscription

" voted against on the third.
169, Addison, op.cit., p. 243
i aTEnt o

‘ 179. fhe Parliam of - Got
{London"' Beorge Alled and Unwin, 1917, p. 21.
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It was on the grounds of efficiency, however, that Addison

endorsed comscription. He wrote:
The serious defect of the voluntary system
as we saw it then, and as it was being
operated wmder the Parby Scheme, was that
' @ great number of keen young men joined
‘up vio could be spared from vital
industries 4nd that many who copld have
gone and ought to have gone did not
enrol. 171

‘The Independent Liberals who voted against conseription wera:
Syduey Arnold, John Bums; §ir. W. E. Byles, H.G. Chancellor, W.
Clough, R.D. Denman, Sir ¥W. A. Gelder, B.J. Glanville,A.G.¢. Hazwvey,
J. M. Hogge, R.D. Holt, Edward T. Johu, Lief Jories, $ir. E. H. Lamb,
T. Lough, Sir Walter Luncinas (ﬁaxtlepaol), bB. M. Mason, Philip
Morrell.‘R. L. Outhwaite, Arthur Sherwell, H, B. Lees-Swith, J. H.

Whitehouse, Fenry Williams (Middleshore), L. Williams (Carmarthea}.lm

A further group of~Liberals'whO"voted"against‘consariptian
were those connected with the U.D.C.: Joseph King, Arthur Pomsonby,
‘Richard Lambert and Charles Trevelvan.

Also in the kiberal Party were foyr M.P.'s who were mesbers
of the Society of Friepts: J. Allen Baker, T.E. Harvey, Atrnold
Rowatrae and J.W. Wilson. The first three Friends voted against the
Bill on all of its three readings. But J.W. Wilson did not vote on
the main divisions, 173

Here, then, was the sum of the resistence to conscription in

the House of Commons. It was composed largely of Liberals with a

171. Addisen, op. eit., p. 170

172. H. B. le¢s-Smith came from the Front to cast his votes
against conscription and wore hig uniform ay he did sq.

173. Wilson only appears to have been in the House on one day,
18 January, 1916 while the Military Service Bill was being dehated.

All references to him during this period occur on this date. He spoke
and voted on amendments at this time.
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handful of I.L.P. mewbers and an even smaller number of other

Labour Party members. In the latter part of 1915, it had appeared

that the opposition to conseription was much more widespread than

this. It has Been shown that for varying reasons the Irish
Natiénalists, Labour and even mewbers of the Cabinet had opposed
copseription. Gradually, however, this apposxtion Was eroded away,

The Irish Nationalists were ‘Prépared to oppase con$cript10n for Ireland,
but were not willing to stapnd with other aui~conscriptionist elements
when ILrelaid &as omitted from tire Bill.

Lahour never formad a united front against conscription,
Throughont the passage of the Bill Labour M.P.'s were almost equally
divided numerically 1nto those who supported conscription and those
who - objected to it. Qutside Parliament, Laboyr Canfe;gnces passed
regolutions against corscription, but conferénce decisions-expressed
in the form of recommendations, did not bind M.P.'s. Other factors
had to be cansxdered espenxally the M.P.'s personal views and tﬁev
views of their constituents. Critics of the decisions of the T.U.C.
Canerance could also ~argue that because many Trade Unionists were at
the Frant, the Conference decisions did not reflect true Union
opinlan. The implicatlon wderlying this eriticism was that the
soldigrs wouldfhaﬁe voted unanimously for cohscription.  Whether or
not this would have been the case is open to dispute, but the important
point to be kept it mind is that conferencs decisions agéinst

cons¢tription werenignoréd by a large numbér of Labour M.P.'s.
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Even the Irish Nationalist and Labour Party vote combined could
not have defeated the Bill, although it could have been the deciding
factor if a substantial numbervof Liberals had also gpposed the
measure., Cabifiet dissension over conscription and the expressed opinions
of many Liberals before the introduction of the Military Service Bill
seemed to indicate that many Liberals would oppodse the Bill, but
in the event the majority of fiberals voted for conscription,

1v

Many M.P.'s who opposed the Military Service Bill were
called pacifists by theiy critics, although very few were. Those
who opposed the Bill generally did so because it meant a loss of
freegom and because the Bill would divide the Country. The
Quaker mewbers were against all war and some I. L.P. members were
against the particuldr war then being fuught, but most Labour M.P.'s
and non~Quaker leerals supported the war. Richard Lambert, a staunch
Liberal opponent qf conseription said during the “second reading of the
Bill:

I do not agree with the conscientious objector,

If I were of military age (He was 50) I would go

myself, but the conscientious objector is entitled

to his opinion. ’

J.H. Hogge during the same reading also said he would go
ta the Front if he were not too old. (He was é3). He added that
he felt a pride for the Scottish regiments and for the Empire.

H.B. Lees~Smith, as already indicated, came directly from the trenches

to oppose conscriptlon._ Mr. Lough told the House on the 11, Janpary:

174, H. of t. Debe tes, Fifth Series, Vol LXXV1l, col. 1469
11 January, 191@.
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I am opposed to compulsiop, but if I were
assured that compulsion was necassary to
win this war, I should, with reluctance
accept even that bad system. 175

E.T. John spoke for himself and other opponents of

conscription when he said, "I have voted twice against this Bill ...

(but) ... it does not follow that we have any doubt as to the
justice of the cauge for which we are fighting, " e Sir John
Simon showed that he objected to conscription but not to the wér
itself when he joined the Royal Air Force as a mﬁjdr in 1917.
Philip Snowden hecame the chief voice in support of the
conscientious objector im Parlisment, hut he himself was not a

pacifist. In his Autobjiography he wrote; "I have never taken up

the attitude of the ex;rema pacifist who obgects to war in all
ppssible circumstggceg.f.l77 He enmphasized his attitude to
ggtigmists when w;;@%?gs}a;er about the absolutist bbjéctor:‘"l
ﬁever agreed with ;he'atci;ude taken up by_thesévabsé;ﬁtists,A
although I had the greatest respect for what théY !egatded as the
right course, " l7§ éﬁdw&en objected to the warﬁndt as a pacifist,
but because he felt it had been started by captalists and the

secret diplomacy which arose out of capitalism.

Machonald and Joweét'thbught the war muét'be won. Neither

spoke at any Lenggh on the’ subject of the conscientxous objectars,

although Macbonald had a son in the F.A.¥. MacDonald ‘himself tried

175. Ihid., col. 1516, 11 January, 1916,

176. H. of of €. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXVlll col. 1028

24 Jgnuary, 1916.
178, Ibid., p. . 410.
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to joift an ambulance unit in December, 1914, but Lord Elton records
that the military authorities if Belgium considered that he was "too
' ‘ 179
dangerous a person to he allowed within reach of the Western Front.”
Despite his outhursts, in 1214, against the war and his determination
not to take part in recruiting catipaigns, MaéDonald was willing to
serve amnngst‘thevravages of war as apn awbulance worker. MacDonald
did  not consider'himself'a pacifist. He wrote in the Socialist
gggigg, in betobaﬁé 1914;_i |
For myself I cannot accept that _
doctrine (Tolstoyismd. It is emerging
from the moral evolution of the world,
I wait for it...But it has not yet
come....I pive it the homage of one
whe is working for its embodiment,
Beyond that I cannat go now. 130
Machonald's utterasces in Parliament during the war show
that he was more interested in the complaints of soldiers than those
of cqnscientious‘ohjeccexs. He raised points abogt%qidqw's pensions,
soldier's pensions and kindred problems put forward by soldiers or
their families, but ke rarely spoke on the subject of conscientious
objectors. ,
Jowett shared many of MacDonald's epinions during the war.
He too was very interested in the welfare of the soldiers dnd their
dependents and when he was not denouneing the secret foreign policy

which he claimed was responsible for the war, his parliamentsry speeches

rere sbout these people.

179. Elton, op. eit. p. 269.
180. ‘Ibid., p. 263.
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Jowett was not a pacifist as evidenced by his sﬁpport for a war of

national defence., He had sympathy for those who were pacifists,

however, and wrote in the Bradford Pioneer in Jutie, 1915:

No outside pdwer, 7o human authority, is

entitled to compel a man to do that against

which his soul revelts. A man had better

lose his life than his soul, and many men

in this sountry will, if they are forced

by the madness of their rulers to face the

alternative, clicosethe betper part. 181

It seems clear, then that mamy of those who spoke and voted
against comscription did so mainly because they were pro-voluntarists
and not because they had deep~rosted objections to war itself.
Notable exceptions were the M.P.'s who were metbers of the Society
of Friends. The other Liberals aud the bulk of the Labour members
who opposed cotiscription, supported the war; and although they
showed contcern for the conscientious objector, they did not share
his beliefs. To disentangle the views of the E.L.P. Members of
Parliament is no egsy task. Clynes and Parker cah in many ways be
ciaSsed with the non - i.L.P. sections of the Labour Party, for in
supporting the war they showed that they had little comnection with
pacifism. Joyrett and MacDonald took up a more central position
within the I.L.P. spectrum and the latter never identified himself
completely with pacifist elements either within or without the I.L.P.
Snowden, perhaps was closer to the ¥a¢ifistedoﬂihaééd ranks of the
I.L.P. Although he maintained that e did pot share the views of

the absolutist objectur, Snowden more than anyoﬁe éise é&ampioned

181. Quotedviﬂ'BréckWay, bp. cit. p. léi,
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their cause in Parliament. Many absolutists believed, as did Snowden,
that the war was a capitalist war and they would have no part in it.
If, them, it is allowed that this objectien ta 4 particular war
constitutes a conscientious objection, Showden cap be said to have been
a conscientious ohjector.  He did not embrace the pacifist which out-
lawed all war, but his objection to the Great War was unflinching,

v

During the passage of the Military Service Bill (No. 2),
conscientious objection was an issue raised principally on the second
reading and at the Committee stage., Sir Johp Simon referred to
consc¢ientious objectors on 11, January, 1916. He was the first
menber to speak of them at any length and he showed that he had
some sympathy for 'genuine' ohjectors, For shirkeys he had no
patience and wanted provisions ‘in the Bill hazsh enough to deter
them, though not too harsh to bring hardstiip te genuine cases. Simon
said that he was aware that the exclusiveness of th.a Q:;akers in
matters of conscientious ¢bjection was over amd that the problem
could not be solved A% it had been in the Mi‘litialliallq!‘: Act of
1802, when Quakers alone had been granted exemption from conbat,

He¢ assured the Govemment that it would have to make. the net wider
than ever before to include all those with ccnscientiqus objections,

On 12 January, 1916, Arnold Rowntree, a member of one of
Britain's leading Quaker families, gave the Quaker viewpoint on war
and conscieutlous abjectmn. Ee said that no-one shaould he made to

fight when his consci¢nce told fiim that this was morally wrong,.



132,

Further, he pointed out that to make every man a soldier was to
destroy individual freedom and to create a militaristic nation dependent
upon force to segure its ends. mhe’views he expressed, said Rewntree,
had been held by Quakers 'from the early days'. War, Quakers
maintained, was in direct contrast to the teachings of Christ. While
holding strictly to their pacifist principles, however, Rowntree went
onn, Quakers were willing to serve: "A large body of thesé conscilentious
objectors want to serve their country in a time of trial like this

~in the wmost effective way they can." He pointed out that whilst he
spoke many objectors to military service were performing valuable
service in the Friends Ambulanea'ﬁrigaée: “They have not had to beax
arms, but they have. done what they could." 182 Ambylance work was not

the only useful service that Quakers were pexforming, continued

Rowntree, reconstruyction work had been carried out in Belgium and

France as soon as the battle had moved on. He stressed that in

the later work Quakers had received valuable aid from Mr, Stanley,

Lord Derby and othe;s. | |
The message Rowntrge gavé the House was claar. As a body,

the Quakers wished to cause the Government as lirtle trouble as

possiblé, They had developéd their own ways of serving'their Country
without violating their pacifist‘principles and all they asked was to
be allowed to continue to give the service they felt able to give.
This position was summéd‘up very well by Rowntree when he said, "I an
oge of those who feél how much T owe this country." He felt that

182. H.'of_C. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXV11 Col. 1685
12th Januaty, 1916.
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most conscientious objectors felt this way and that they could not
do enough to pay back "what this country has done for them". They
regenbered those "who are dying for them in the trenches," 18

Despite his generalization that most conscientious objectors
felt as he did, Rowntyee was aware that there were some ﬁho did not.
These men would not accept amhtilance or reconstruction work; for they
felt that by accepting it fhey would evantuaily be dragged into the
military orhit. This view was alien to Rowntree: "I have been
trying to wmderstand it in the last few days because I have often
been in conflict with some of them." 104 Not only would these
extrémists not serve, he went on, but they were willing to be
persecuted for thelr'bellefs.

The men of whom Rowntree spoke were basically socialists who
would not fight because of their humanitarian beliefs or because they
refgsed to take part in what they described as a:capitalist war., But
within the Qﬁaker'bady itself there were socialists, making it
difficult to put socialists and Quakers into differemt compartments.
Attempts were madeftOfdb:this, however.,

During the Committee stage of the Military Service Bill,

W. Joynson~Hicks Sﬁgges;éd an amendment which would:ohiy have
granted exemption:

On the ground that the applicant was on

the fifteenth day of August, nineteen

~ hundred and fifteen, a nmegber of the

Spciety of Friends or of any other :

recognized relipious body one of whose

fundamental tenets is an objection to

all war. 185

183. ;g;g., col. 1686, 12 Janunawy, 1916.

184, Ibid., col. 1686, 12 January, 1916.

185. H. of C. Debates, Fifth Series, %1. LXXV11l, col. 422,
: 9 January; 1916.
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Joynson-Hicks called the Bill the 'slackers charter' and
élaimed that anyone could 'go before the tribuitals and state that he
had a conscient;ous objection to war. His object in bripging forward
his amendment, he said, was to narrow down the fumber of those who
could apply far'exembtioﬁ;#‘Everyoﬁe,\théught’igynsonhﬁieks, should
fight for the;State and:espeﬁially the socialists who‘gxaited the
State above eyerything, buc would'ndt fight for it.

Speaking frOmfa Quaker viewpoint and echoing much that
Rowntree had sald during the second reading, T.E; éér&ey cdme out
against the amendment. He said that although the sociaiists‘taok
a non-religious standpoint, he felt that they had a right tgq consideration.
They sincerely believed that they were working towards a greatér
understanding bgt&een nations.

The movement to confine the comscientious objection exemptions
to purely religiéus organizatipns failed in its obhjegtives, As the
Quaker;spakeshenyindicated, they were not in faveur of socialist
doctrine, but they felt bound to sustain liberty of eonscience. They
| could not subscribe to the view that a socialikt could not have a
conscience, The Government itself agreed that it was impossible
to separate re,]'.i’gious from humanitariap_ censtience. Boner Law
stated during the debate on fhe Joynsen-Hicks amendmént that it was
not possible to confine cofiscienptious objectien to religious groups
alon¢. There was, then, little anport for an exclusive religious
exemption and the'amendmeﬁt was defeated.

A Quaker amendment was passed and ireprporated into the
Military Service Bill., T.E. Harvey and A. Rowntree put down dn
apendment which was slightly reworded by the Gévérnmene, but which

gave the Quakers most of what they desired in the exemption clause.
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The clause which beeame part of the Bill read

Any certiflcate of exemption may be
absolute, conditional or temperary ...
and in the case of an application on
conscientious grounds, may take the form
of combatant duties only, or pay be
conditional on the applicant bhein
engaped in some work which in the

opinion of the local tribumal, is of

national importance. 186

The latter part of the Bill (umderlined by author) was secured

by the Quakers. Again this amendment pointed to the desire of the
Quakers to serve their Countty. They felt that 1f the positions
opé& to copscientions objectors were increassed, then many objectors
would be able to find work which would not tlash with tﬁeir pacifist
principles.'

Harvey suggested that there were many ways in which
consc;tentious objectors could sefve. The two occupatlons he érew
particular attentlon to were ambulance and fire—brigade work Later
the Government found less congenial work such as mine~SWgepiﬁg for
A.bbjectors who soﬁghthoyk of national ﬁmpo:tancé. ‘ |

At the time the amendment was passed there were many hopeg
attached to it, »éir”Herbéft Samzel, the Hphe Séé%éééry;qdid much to.-
spread optimisms among objectors when he said that wcrk of national
1mportance was to be 1nterpreted in the widest p0381b1e terms He
gave the example of a shoé-maker who was a canscientIOus objector.
If the man merely told ‘the' tribunal that he wanted to contlnue making

boots, the tribnnal would prabably send hlm to the Army. If, however

186. M;;itagz Service Act, 1916. 5 and 6, George 5, Ch. 104,

2. Certificates of Exeﬂptlon (3).
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he said that he was a conscientious objector and wanted to continye
makitg boots which he considered was work of mational importance,
then the tribunal might say

While this is not work of natiomal

importance, if you say you are a

conscientious objector, and object

to becoming a soldier, you will ohtain

your exemption (sic.) 187
When the tribumals began to opetate, however, it was soon
discoveréd that thé loocse wording of the éxemption élausa made it
easy for tribunale to interpret it in any way they chose. Herirert
Samuel's’ axylanatlon of the wide rapge of wprk .of mational importance
rgised hopes wh;ch were soon dashed, »

Other amenémgnts,rgiaed by the anti*conscriptionist group in
rgrliament were uﬁsucggssfal.- C.P. Trevelyan $ngges;ed that
gqﬁscientious objectors should he able to abtain exemption by
éffirmiag théir’oﬁjection in a documeut-designed for the puipose.
Anathex idea, presented by R.L. Outhwaite was that the consclentious
dbjector should swear before tivo justices of the peace that he was a
ggnuine objector. This oath, he claimed, would he as binding as
éﬁy other oath, 1é§éii?'accepted, which waSFmadé,in a like manner,
Béth these snggastionS’were unacceptable to the-GQvernment; In

reply to Mr. Trevelyan, Mr: Herbert $Sampel said that if they agreed

to the suggested amendment.

187. H. of C. Bebates, Fifth Series, LXXVlll
col. 44}, 19. January, 1916.
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There would be a very considerable

‘number of tmconscientious objectors, and it
might be regarded as a mere matter of

form, by men of a certain class to say,

"We do not want to serve, and all we

have to do is to call curselves

canselentions ohjectors, and there will

he no further trouble, but we shall he exempt". 188

Outhwaite's amenduent was refused on the grounds that, as
Walter Long (President of the Local Government Board) put it:

Nobody sho has been connected as long

as I have with the administration of

justice in our Petty Sessional Courts who

does not koow that there are circumstances

in which the taking of an oath is regarded

in certain circles with a vast amount of

levity, and to regard that as sufficient

proof of the existance of stroang.

conscientious feeling is proof which

must be forthcoming in other ways - is

wholly inadequate for the purpose. 189

Government opinion, then, was in favour ¢f the Quaker
amefidment which would require some service from the pbjector, but
refused to accept any measure which would have made exemption too
easy to obtain. The Government claimed that tnless exemption was
difficult to secure, the Bill would create a vast number of ohjectors.
in effect, the Government had begun with the assumption that relief
from combatant service would meet the needs of conscientious objectors,
but had found that this was not the easa. Non-combatants were
required to perform any military activity which did not demand that
éﬁgy fire a riflgi: Méﬁ& Q&akers could not acc&?f-sﬁéﬁ’éervice.
Their spokesmen in' Parliament, therefore, conéeﬁé%éiéd?uﬁon widening
iﬁe.exemption clause to iﬁéluda_work of nationai“iﬁﬁéftéﬁce.

188, Ibid., col. 449, 19 Jaiyary, 1914.

189. Ibid., col. 465, 19 January, 1916.
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'CHAPTER II

PARLIAMENTARY ACTION ON BEHALF OF THE
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR - :

I

As had been predicted by many of the oﬁponents of con-
scription, once the idea of conseription had beeﬁ accepted and
legislatién had heen enacted, there was a movement to extend the
Military Service Aet in order to bring in more men. oOn the 3 May,
a mere four months after he had moved the introduction of con-
scription in the House of Commons, Asquith moved an extension to
the first Act., He wished to bring in the married men aged 18-41;
to extend for the duration of the war men serving in the Army whose
terﬁswef service would normally have expired; to recall time expired
men whether married or single if they were under 41 when the Kill
was passed- to review medical and temporary certificates af~exemptian; -
to form & special reserve, composed of civilians, but who woulqihg“
available for immediate call-up when necéssary; and to be able‘top
trausfer territorials without their permission.

The number of men involved in the extension proposals was not
great and any chance of blocking conseription had passed after the
first reading of the original Bill, Yet, substantially the Same
group of men which had steadfastly opgosed the first Bill, fought
the extension preposals clause by clause. They did so knowing that
there was little they could do to alter parliamentary opinion on

conscription. Philip Snowden sumped up this feeling when he wrote in

his,Auto@iograggx.
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Once the principle and practice of conscription

had been accepted by Parliament, there was no

logical ground for opposition to its extemsion

to all classes of men within the age ‘limit.

Anpd in. widenmg the Act there was soms hope that:

The extension of copscription to all classes

was: likely to advance the movemefit for peace

by negotiations, which hy this time had

assumed considerable force in the country. 19¢

On the day the new proposals eame before the House, the problem

of the comscientious qbjector was discussed. Sir Frederick Banbury
wished that there had been a clause conceraing gbjectnrs for he felt
that these men had sadly abused the privilege which the Gavernment
had granted them and had shirked their respomsibility. A Labour
M.P., George Barnes, pledged support for the mew Bill, but said he
wanted the clause concerning conscieéntious objection in the principle
Bill extended, so that more men might come within its scope. He
differentiated between the 'real conscientious objector', who he
described as being a man "who through imward feeling takes his stand"
and an objector with "strong gocial or political feelings" who qbﬁained
his conscientious ohjection through exterdtal sources. However, he |
felt that the latter should receive "some exemption" although he gave
no indication of what form this eenptiop should take. 191 j.
Hogge chose this debate to draw attention to the tribunals established
to decide upon exemptions. He wapted separate tribunals for

copscientious objectors; for he thought the men who gat upont the tribunals

were not qualified to pronoumce on matters of conscience, Bysiness

190- Sﬁoﬁdeﬂ’ gE. Cit., p' ‘?QQ.

191. H. of L. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXXII, cols. 52~53,
3 May, 1916. ! '
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men, he maintained, were not the best people to enquire inté a man's
conscience, |

There was no division on the first reading for the mettbers
did not have the Bill's praposals hefore thé;n in writing. However, R,
D, Holt‘moved the rejection of the Bill on 4 May. In so doing, he
warned that he and @is frignds would fight in committee for an
extension of the ¢lause dealing with comscientious objectors. The
ﬁotion for rejection was seconided by H.B. Lees-Smith who felt that
the Bill would provide few extra men. It was just' another whittling
';way of men's freedom. Farther, he indicated the ecoponic folly
of takiﬁg_aﬁay.married, settled men of good means.

As in the debates upon the original Milifary Service Bill,
there was a proposal that only mepbers of the Soctety of Friends
should obtain exemption on grounds of conscience. On this occasion
ihe"sgggastion,was m%de by R. McNeil. This was a lost cause, deEVer,
for the Government had realized at the timg of the first Bill that
such a clause was inadequate and although Major Newnan resyrrected
the idea at the Committee stage, the awendment was removed after a
somewhat lettgthy de%ate. |

It was during the second reading of the Bill that Janmes Parker,
an I.L.P. mewber of the House, made it known that he wouid vote for
~ the Bill. He had been 3 comsistent oppenent of the earlier conscripe
tion BLill; voting aga_inst. on all the three main divisions. Yet he

now declared that ke was convinced i)y the Military authorities that
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the extension of the Act was 2 nmecessity. He was still anti-conscrip-
tionist, he maintgined, but necggsity overruled all else in the present
circumstances.

When the vote was taken, it showed a 328-36 division in Favour
of the proposed extension. For the anti-comscriptionists the bulk of
the votes were cast by those who had opposed the griginal Bill. One
important additia#f?ag J. ﬁ. Wilson, a Quaker and a Liberal M.P. who,
though be was a megher of the anti~war party, gave his first vote on
a major comscription division on this occasion. Three other Liberals;
H. J. Glanville, 8ir Walter Runcimen (The Hartlepools) and Liewelyn
Williams voted apaingt. They had voted the sale way on the first
reading of the original Biil, but had not veted oy its second and
third readings.

. At the Committee stage, the conscientious objector and his
treatment received more attemtion. Joseph King alleged that although
it was generally supposed that objectors were not liable to the death
penalty for disobeying Army orders, they were regularly told that
they could be shot for iuéubordination. He wanted a clause inserted
vhich would defimitely state that these men would not suffer the
death penalty or be given penal servitude. S§ir George Cave, the Home
Secretary, gave the Government's assurance that the former would not
be imposed mupon objectors and'that the latter was 'Highly unlikely’.
The clause was not proceeded with.

Once again, T. E. Harvey sought to extend the alternative

service availahle for tongcientious objectors. He moved the
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following amendment:
A certificate of exemption granted under
Section two, Sub-section (1), of the principal
Act on the ground of a coiscientious objection
to the undertaking of combatant service may be
elther absolute or conditional, but, where a
conditional certificate is granted, the
condition wpon which it is imposed shall be
the performance of some work of national
importanee that does not ingolve seyvice under
any military authority. 13

It was clear, maintained Harvey, that the N.C.C. had heen

an udfortunate mistake, However, most of the conscientious

objector's problems could be removed if his clause was accepted.

The clause received wide SUpport amengst the anti-war group: Lief

Jones, Philip Morrell, R, L. Duthwaite, Philip Snowden, J. H,

Whitehouse and J. W. Wilson all spoke in fayour of the proposal.

J. W. Wilson was concernéd about the economic waste of having

objectors in the Army: "In the interests af true economy it is

much better to find these men work they can do in England whare

labour is short than sending them abroad." The financial reward for

work performed by objectors should be no more than a soldier earned,

he continued, and they should be taken away from their homes and put

to work in tramsport or dock brigades; for he thought "a practical

test for conscience is whether a man is willing to make a sacrifice." 193

Walter Long, was the Prindipal speaker for the Government on
Harvey's amendment and upon the sgggestiansAput Forward by J.W. Wilson.
He raised objections to bogth, largely on the grounds of the difficulty

192.. H. of C. Debates, Fifth Series, Vol. LXXXII, Col. 1016,
11 May, 1916.

193. Ibid., col. 1029-1030, 11 May, 1915.
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of implementing suych schemes. Asked, Wilson how, without compulsion,
conscieatious objectors could be kept at their place of work whesn
they were perhaps being made to work at an occupation to which they
took exteption. Wilson did mot know, hut he thought that the Local
Governmént Board or the Board of Trade could take charge of objectors
as ably as a "prison warden or a military officer." Harvey withdrew
his amentdment after Walter Long had spoken on the difficulties
involved in putting such a scheme into operation.

It must be remembered that both Harvey dnd Wilsonm werye Quakers,
Theirx propesals show clearly the gulf existing hetween the gection of
the Quaker movément for which they spoke and the séction represented
by the 8.Q.3. or the F.S.C.

Philip Snowden again raised a proposal which he had put for-
ward in the originmal Bill: that exemptions on grounds 6f comscience
could be secured by a person swearing to his objection hefore two
justices of the peate, or in writing or orally before a tribimal
composed of dot less than two reputahle persons. The samé fate befell
this proposal as on the first occasion it was raised: it was not
proceeded with, Such an amendment, claimed the Gbvemmpent, made
exemption too easy and open to sbuse.

When the third and final reading ¢f the Bill was heard, the
vote in favour of the msasure fell to 230, but this was still a huge
majority over the 35 who wemt into the division against the Govern~
ment. The gnti-war group had fought the Bill clause by clapse, but
had accomplished little. Howeéver, the geoup hidd shown up many of the
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inadequacies of the tribunals and there were some M.P.'s upattached
to this hody who had alse shown concern about the conduct of certain
tribunals. It was at last admitted by many that something should he
dome to secure greater standardization of tribunal decisions. The
Covernment's contribution to the cause of clarity vas to insert a
fiew clause into the section dealing with conscientious objectors stat-
ing quite clearly that tribunals could grant absolute exemption to an
objectof.

II
After the passing of the Military Service Bill (No. 2},
parliamentary opponents of the Bill who were also sympathetic to
Britains conscientious chjectors, concentrated their attentions on
the décisious and conduct of the tribunals which had heen set up to

194 These tribumals,

dealrwith exemptions from military service.
it must be édmitted, had a difficult task: for to arrive at the
evaluation of a man's conscience was no easy undertaking., And the Aet
with which they had to work comntained a conscience clayse which was
far from bheing the acme of clarity, 195 tne of the main arguments
raised in Parliament against tribunals was that they were allowed to
interpret the clause without specific instructions from the Govern—
ment on matters of interpretation. Walter Long, who was President
of the Local Government Board, the Governmeént department responsihie
for tribunals, replied to the criticism by idsuing a series of

194. This was also the case outside Parliament. The Tribumal,

for éxample, carried page after page on the subject of the 1nadequac1es
of tribunals.

195. vVide. Part 2, Chapter 1.
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Government cireulars which he stressed were only recommeéndations;
tribunals were still free to interprat as they wished. In the
circﬁlars, Walter Long invited the tribunals to take a further look
at the exemption clause and to make their axaminations with tolerance
and impartiality. He reiterated the procedure concerning the holding
gflsgssiong in cameia. Some tribunals had decided that all hearings
should be held in this way. This Wag wrong. Certain parts of ap
examination could be held privately, but only in exceptional cir-
cumstances could the whole of the proceedings be treated in this way, 196
The latitude affofded tribunals in their interpretation of the
"conscience clause' led natyrally to differences of interpretation
amongst tribunals. A man exetipted in one part of the country ight
not Have received his exemption if he lived somewhere else. There
were exampleé'of similar cases being judged differently in towns only
a few miles apar;}and there were even examples of this amongst peaple
raSiding in the same town. To go 4 stage further, there were different
decisions for members of the same family.

Philip Snowden raised many questions in the Houge concerning
Ehe non—uniforﬁity of tribunal decisions and the way in which tribunals
had paid little attention to the wording of the 'comscience clause'.
Although tile Goverament had declared that absolute exemption was

possiblé, he argued on 29 February, 1916, his reseerches had wot "

196. This circular was issued on 23 March, 19216, others
followed as necessity arase.
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uncovered one case where Sucﬁ ar exetiption had been grantéd. 197 Be
gave the House a verbatum account of one ﬁarticular'tribunal pro~
ceedings which had appeared in The Times. Snowden considered that
this was a typical report of how some Tribunals sought to detérmine
a genuine objection to war on grounds of conscienmce. He felt that
the maf in question, a collier-lampman, had answered intelligently
in a maoper which should have satisfied the tribunal that his objection
was genuine. It is worth quoeting extenSively from this epigode as
it shows clearly the tybe of qﬁesticning'to which conscientious
objectors were subjected:

bid the man object to savisg life?

"no I would endeavour to gave lifé even at the risk of my own."
Would he ohjett to heing engaged in minesweeping? :
"No if I were allowed to sweep all mines - our own as well

as the enemies."

Did he object to service in the R.A.M.C.7

"Yes it would not be proper in accotdance with ty convictions
to heal the wound of ope man in order that he may infliet
wounds on another.

Did he feel that all men in the Arwy were heathens'

"I hold no brief for any other man's cotseience.™

If someone attempted to kill yaur mother what would you do?
“Stand loyal to my principles. I would place myself

between the aggressor and the object of the assaylt.™

What if the man had a revolver?

“I would not sacrifice my principles."

You enjoy a scrap?

"I do not think that peoint arises. It does not embrace the
taking of life,™ ,

If someone hit you would you turn the other cheek?

"We are talking now of taking life. If a man deserves a
thrashing, that is another matter, but I object to the taking
of life." 198

137. Yet shortly aftervards absolute exemptions appeared.
In the first issue of The Tribudal it was stated that on going to press,
18 cases of absolute exemption had been granted. The Tribunal, Vol.
1, No. 1, 8 March, 1916. p. 2,

198. The Times, 28 February, 1916, p. 5
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This testimony did not obtain an exemption.. While many of
the facts surrounding this case are not kpown, it would seem that the
tribunal could have thought the man was a 'political' as opposed to
a 'religicus' objector. The reference to the turning of the cheek
received an answer which showed that the man objected to killing, but
was not convinced that non-violence was a solution for every problem
where conflict arose. It may have been hanest of the man to speak of
someone deserving a 'thrashing', but it Wwds not a sentiment which
would appeal té a Tribunal in the early days of the Military Service
Act. At that period men thought of a pacifist in terms of what they
knew of the Society of Friends. This man did hot speak as a member
of that body would have answered. |

Yet, some of the questions asked by this tribunal, especially
the one concerning an attempt on the part of an aggressor to kill
some member of the plaintiff's family or the onme about soldiers being
heathens were questions which said little for the intelligence of the
tribunal menmbers. Regularly this type of question was asked, however,
and brought well-earned derision from The Tribunal.

It was the Government's cantention that although there were -
sompg discrepancies in the findings of local tribunals, provision had

beern made for appeals through the appedls tribunals; and if satis-

faction could not be obtained at this level, then thera wés a Cgntral
Appeal Tribunal which could be consulted. Snowden insisted that the
appeal tribunals were as arbitrary as the local opnes. He said that

Surrey Appeal Tribunal had decided: "That the Act does not permit
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exemption from non~combatant duties in the ecase of a-dpnscientious
objector." 199 spparently his ériticism was justified for Sir
Herhert Nield, a right-wing conservative M.P. gnd Chairman of the
Middlesex Appeal Tribunal, stated fmmediately afterwards in the
House that, in his opiniom, only a conditional certificate could
be granted to conscientious objectors. This was his contentism even,
though he had heard Walter Long admitting theg wrongness of gonme
trifiunals when deciding about the possibility of unconditiomal
exemptions. "It is their duty to deal with the Act a5 passed by
Parliameat." he said, <200

Another issue raised by the anti-war M.P.s was the lack of

ngbour'rapresentatiog upon certain tribunals. They pointed out that
the Govermment had recommended that there be adequate Labour

representation, but that this advice had not héen followed by certain
tribupals.  W. C. Anderson raised this prdhlénzwhen he asked whether
the Gowernment was aware that Dumbarton Tribunal Wwas composed of a
glue merchant, a builder, a factor and two lawyers. In reply T.
Mckinnon-Wood said that the Government was aware of this and that he
was in commupication with the towm council i# question.

Concerning the composition of tribunals, Lord Havergham, a
former Liberal M.P. gave the House of Lords his persomal recipe for
choosing members. He was the Prasident of @ tribunal, he said, and
he had heen told to choose as far as possible from "Hoth sides of

politics." He continued,

199. 'The €.0.'s Hansard, Vol. 1, 6 April, 1916, p. 44,

200. fhid., 21 March, 1916, p. 43.
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The first person I asked was the Conservative M.P.
for the division, who proved an excéllent member
of the tribunal, Mr. Barpest Gardeéner. I then
asked the agent of the largest proprietor, and he
came forward...And so on, 201
Perhaps a Labour representative oecuted Somewhete on his
list, but if he did he would be somewhere near 'éhe hottom on this
seale of vdlues., In reality, most tribunal seats went to local
dignitaries; men proposed by the local Conservative or Liberal
Association; and local tradesmen. Thére wers also men connected
with the l¢gal prefession. In fany cases, the lat-terv's legal training
helped to restrain the moxe extreme views of some of their féllaw
tribunal members, many of whow had been active in recrultment drives
and who still considereqd that they were efigaged in securing men for
the Army.
After the passing of the amending Military Service Act
and the Government circulars which followed it, there was g marked
decrease in pariiamentary questions concerning tribumal decisions.

And The Tribunal also gave legs space to lampoonisy tribunals. By

July, 1916, the floogd ¢eased. There wera other reasohs for the change
of emphasig by those concerned with the fata of the comscientious
objector. Some ’objectors had been sent to France early in May and in
the same month had come the decisien to coyrt-martial objectors who
réfused Army orders and to transfer them to civil prisohs. These
issues tended to foree ¢oncerh over tribunals into the backgrbmd.

201. The G.O.'s Hansard, Vol. 1 (Retrospective Series No. 5),
Octobex 1916. Speech made in the Lords &4 May, 1916. »
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However, there is no doubt that the Government circulars helped,
in somg degree, to standardise tribumal decisions. Philip $nowden,
who had repeatedly raised questions on thig subject in the Commons ,
paid a tribute to the work of Walter Long in his Autobiography.
Eé thought that the President of the Local Goverument Board had done
much. to see that objectors received a fair heéaring. If his |
instructions had been followed more closely, Snowden continued, then
many of the pr@blems asgociated with tribuitals could have been removed.
111

While keeping a watchful eye upon the workings of the local
and appeal tribunals and the decisions of the Central Appeal Tribunal,
anti-war M.P.'s were soont made aware of a new problem: Conscientious
ahjeétcrs who had not been granted absolute exemption and who had
refused non-conbatant or combatant service were being arrested by the
police as sbsentees, imprisoned, brought hefore courts, fined aud

then hatded over to the Army. The Tribunal first drew attemtion tp

this problem in its issue of 20 April, 1916. It reported that 30
N-C.F. members had been treated J;n &is way. |
From April, 1916, questions were regularly asked in Par-
liapémt concerning individual conscientious ochjectors. Was it true
aiked the anti-war M.P.'s that certain objectors were being kept in
military prisons, bound in irons and being fed upon bread and water?
On 9 May, Ainold Rowtitree raised thé question of whether any

cotscientious objectors in the Army's custody had been sent to France.
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The Government answered a8 it had replied to many other questions
concerning objectors: enquiries were being made. Yet the avalanche
of questions continued and Walter Long had, on more than one oceasion,
to ask that the number of such questipns be curbed as it involved a
large amount of work and involved Govermment employees mﬁking a
wealth of enquirias.

Some improvemgnt in the position of arrested objectors was
affected by the War Office in the form of a new Army Order (No. 10)
issued on 25 May, 1916. This stated that in the event of a breach
of discipline by someone who claimed at tiis court-martial that ke was
a cdnscientiaus objector, a term of imprisonment would follow ang
not a term of detention as previously. The prison sentence would be
served in the nearest civil prison and not in a military prison.

The question of whether men who ¢laimed to be conseientious
ohjectors had been sent to France was eventually resolved; they had.
Snowden followed up the questions askad by Armold Rowntree on 9 May
by asking the Prime Minister whether the refusal of these men to

obey orders in France would lead to the death sentence. Asquith
| rapliedntﬁat such an assurance was unsiecessary. A month later, however,
34 such men had the death penalty passed upon them in France., This
was announced by H. J. Tennant, the Under-Secretary for War, on 26
June, 1916. Four days earlier ha had told the House,

I can assure my right hon. Frieud...{Mr. Barmes)
«sothere is no intention of dealing with them
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(the men sent to France) in any way harshly,
and that there will be no quéestion of their
being sentenced to death. 2 o
This followed other assurances that men who profeéssed
conscientious objections to war would not he sent to France. In the
event all 34 cases were commuted to penal servitude by the Commander
in Chief in France and they were returned to Britain to undergo their
punishment. The news of this release from the death penalty did not
pleasé Colonel Griffiths who asked,
If these thirty-four men are sentenced to
death for disobeying the orders of their
supetior officers, why are they not shot
like other soldfers? 203
There were many cases of the ill-treatment of conscientious
objectors raised by Memhers of Parliament, not all of which were
asked by members of the anti-war group, Some enguiries cameé from
Membets interested in the fate of their constituents. Questions were
asked of both the civil and military authorities. Many of these
cases were either evaded or repudiated by the Government, but it had
to be agreed that some of the cases were genuine and that ill-treatment
had occured.
One such case was the treatment of conscientious objectors at
Prees Heath Camp, near Whifchurch, Shropghire. The matter was first
raised by Philip Morrell on 26 June, 1916. He asked whether a number

of objectors had been,

202, The 6.0.'s Hansard, Vol., 1 (Section 15 May, 13 July,
19168) p. 40.

203. Ibid., p. 40.
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Kept some time without food, were punched,
kicked down, and undressed and scrubbed with
a stiff sink brush till they were sore and
bleeding. 4
He also wished to know whether a certain Lance~Corporal
Barker gave this treatment asd if the men were refused a court-
martial by the commanding officer. The Government said it would
make enquiries,
After the necessary emquiries had been made, J. H. Tennant
was able to tell the House:
It is yndeniable that undue force wag used
by Lance-Corporal Barker, who was carried
away by excéss of 2eal in his efforts to
carry out the instructions of his superiér
officers. No garmanant injury was inflicted,
however,... 24
He continued by stating that Barker had crippled fingers and
it was doubtful whether he could Have struck 'severe hlows!. However,
Barker was to be disciplined for his actions and he would not be placed
in a position which involved contact with conscientious objectors.
Orders were to be issued that objectors would no longer he forced by
physical methods to obey Army orders. Insubordination would be followed
by court-martial.
Throughout the remainder of 1916 amd in the early months of
1917, many other cases of ill-treatment were raiged in the House. It
wonld seem that most of these were adequately answered by the Bovern-

ment, for the original questions were not ysually pursued by the anti-

204. Ikid., p. 41.

205. 1Ibid., p. 52.Mr. Temmant was quoting from a report issued
by the General Officer Commanding~in-Chief, Westarx Command,
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war group. However, on 4 July, 1917 began a series of questions which
were to reveal one of the most sensational cases of ill-treatment
involving conscientious objectors during the Great War. Mr. Needham
asked Mr. Macpherson, the Under-Secretary of State,'whéther extracts
from a letter written by a certain James Brightmore had been brought
to his attention. Charles Trevelyam also asked about Brightmare~who,
he said, had provad the gemuinettss of his conscientious objection to
war by suffering two terms of imprischument. Trevelyan alleged that
among other forms of ill~treatmant, the man was kept im a pit 20 feet
deep and 40 inches by 18 inches wide and full of water at the hottom.
It was also reported th&t Brightmore was to be sent to France.

Further questions followed by Whitshouse on the 5 July and by Captain
§. Guyn and Whitehouse again on the 11 July. Mr. Macpherson promised
a full repert, but on 16 July in reply to other enquiries by Whitehouse
apd T. E. Barvey, who ventured the information that the pit was 12
feat below ground level, he still had nothing ta report.

on 18 July, Mr. Mécphersou did give an answer to further
questiohs from Whitehouse and Harvey. The latter supplied further facts
concerning the case. He stated that Brightmore had been confined to
a pit 12 feet below ground lewvel for i1 days and nights and that on
four of these days he w#a made to stand ankle deep in pud and water.
The Under—éecretary of State for War had ko admit that the allegations
were "suhstantially correct". Brightmore had net been givén a court-
martial, but was dealt with by his commanding officer, who stipulated

detention. Unfortunately, he was not held in the detention Warracks
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as regulations demanded. Macpherson said that the matter was
comunicated to the authorities on 28 June and that staff officers
‘were sent that day to hear complaints from Brightmore and other
objectors at Cleethorpes Camp, Lincolnshire.

Tenaciously, the anti-war group pressed the Brightmore case
in the Commons. Harvey, Joseph King and Whitehouse continued their
questioning on 23 July. In reply Mr. Macpherson said that the
treatment of Brightmore stemmed from a fault in communications; for
the contents of a War Office letter dated 19 September, 1916 had not
been brought to. the attentiom of the officers at Cleethorpes Catp. 206
He reported thgtvthe officer responsible for the omission was
dangerously ill at the moment, so he did not wish to dwell on it.
Brightmore was;iSOLated from the rest of the ¢amp by about 150 yards.
A pit, a little over five feet deep, was given him to occupy, but no
force was used to make him do this. He was given his rations and fuel
for cooking:

He spentxvery little time in this pit apd
principally employed himgelf in cooking

his meals. He had a tent in which he was
informed he coald sleep, but refused. He

vas visited by the orderly officer and

asked whether e had any complaints and always
replied no. Strict imstructionsg were given
that he was nat to_be molested or in any

way ill-treated, 207

He ended by saying that the Army Coumeil in ﬁo way wished to
defend the "highly irregular action" which had taken place. Although

the Government were forced to adwit there were irregularities in the

206. Vide Appendix.. _
207. The £.0.'s Hansard, Vol. 2, p. 473.
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treatment of Brightmore at Cleethorpes Camp, it will be noted that
it was loath to admit that there had heen ill-treatment. Yet the
poor argument used that orders were given that there was to be no
ill4tkeatment of this man was really a plece of slight of hand.
That orders were given did not mean that they were carried out.
What, it must be asked, did Mr. Macphergon consider was ill-treatment,

In reply to questions that Brightmore be released and given
an absolute exemption, it was stated by the Under~Secretary for War
that the man had already appeared before the Central Tribupal which
deciged that he was ©iot a conscientious ohjector to military serwvice.
msmkamtma&m,msmmumh.BM,MmMmmemmby
saying that the officers respomsible for his treatpent had been
relieved of duty and would receive no further employment.

Yet the Brightmore case did not die. On 26 July, Needham
made a further enquiry about ﬁxigbtmore'smfutnre.and.onnl Angust,
he asked whether the result of Brightmore's court martial was known
and whether his health had been impaired by his treatment at
Cleethnfpgs. He was tolﬂ‘that the court martial had not taken place
and that as far as the Goverhment could agcertain, Brightmore was
in good health and did not appear to have guffered amy ill consequences
frow fls wilitary decencten.

1t was suggested by~Tf G. Tickler, the M.P. for Grimsby in which
constituency Cleethorpes Camp wias situated, that parhaps the officérs
implicated in the Brightmore incident might be reinstated unti] further

=¢nquiri¢s*w¢re'ﬁad§. The Government spokesman replied that the men



. 137.
had had ample opportunity to reply to the charges laid against them
and that no further enquiry was neceSSary. But Tickler returned to
this topic on 8 August when he asked for a public enquiry into the
cleetharpes affair; His ples was met'with a negative reé&y from the
Government. T. E. Harvey seems to have had'the'finalvwvrd on the
subject when on 23 October; 1917, he asked for the reinstatement of
the officers. He argued that the widespread puﬁlicity given to the
War Offices' condemmation éf the actions of these men had been
sufficient to put an end to many of the irregularities which had been
experienced by Brightmore and others. For the Government, Macphersan
saié that since an example had b«éen made of these men he was willing
to reconsider their reinstatetmeat.

In Objection Overruled, Boulton shows the Brightmore case

 £rom the polnt of view of Brightmore himself. He records that Bright-
nore was from Manchester and was-amgloyed as a solicitor's clerk
prior to his entry into the Army. Srightmore had served eight months
of a year's detention when he was given 28 days solitary confinement
for disobeying orders. It was berause there was no guardroom cell
available that he was ordered to be intarned in the pit, Bright-

more managed, with thé help of a goldier who supplied him with a
pencil and a cigarette packet, to scribble a note to his family to
inform them of his conditiorn. This letter was sent to the Manchester
Guardian. Boulton gives the letter inm full, but relevant details of

his confinement will suffice here,
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I...found the confinement was in a pit
which started at the surface at three
feet hy two and tapered off to two feet
six inches by 15 Inches. Water was struck,
but they continued until it was 10 feet
deep. The bottom is full of water and
I have to stand on twe strips of wood all
day long just above the water line. There
is no room to walk about, and sitting is
impossible. The sim beats dowa, and
through the lopg day there are only the
walls of clag to look at. Already I am
half mad, 208,

This statement of his position was given after Brightmore
had beent in the pit for a week. Four of these days were spent
standing in mud and water, until the pieces of wood were inserted.
Aﬁd after 24 hours, one of the strips of wood fell into the water
when the clay fell away from the side of the pit., His position
was made worse when he was told that his five fellow objectors at
the camp had been shipged to France and shot. He was told that a
similar fate would befall him if he continved to refuse orders. 1In
reality, the other conscientious ohjectors were still at the camp.

The parallel between the 1ife led by Brightmore in the pit
which was dug for him and the life led by the troops in the trenches
is in many ways an obvious one and perhaps this was the thought of
the men who put him in such a situation. In trenches men stood for
hours in mud and rested upon plapks shove mud and water. Yet, as the
authorities admitted, it was not for these officers to decide
personally the way in which Brightmore should be treated. A proced-

ure had been laid out im the event of a Ban failing to ecarry out

208. Boulton, op. ecit., p. 150
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orders because he claimed a conscientious ohjection to war. This
should have been followed, It was claimed that the mew regulations
were not Enown,.but it must be temembered that they had been formu-
latéd hine moﬁths before the Brightmora incident,

1Y
As early as 1 November, 1916, the subject of disfranchising
conscientious objectors was raised in the House of Commens by R.
McNeil and Golomel Yate. They wanted those who had obtained an
exemption from combatant service on grounds of cofiscience to be
excluded from the new voting registers then being compiled. The
spéaker-ruied that they could raise the matter Again at the committee
stage of the Representation of the Peoples' Bill.
McNeil did rais¢ the question again om 26 June, 1917, during
a debate on the represeptation Bill. He proposed the follaWing.
.amendﬁent: : g
A person shall not be entitled to be registered
or to vote at a Parliamentary or local government
election if he has been exempted on the ground
of consci¢ntious objection to military service
for which, but for such objection, he would have
been liable, 209
After presenting the amendment, McNeil gave his opinion of
épnscientious objectors and explained why he thought they should be
excluded from the vote. He felt that such men tended to hatm the

State, for they refused to come to its aid during a period of strife.

This, the burden of protehting the State fell upon others wha were

209. H. of Q. Bebates, Fifth derles, Vol. XCV, col. 308,
26 June, 1917. v
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prepared to make a sacrifice for the commort néed. Conscientious
objectors did not sacrifice or injure themselves, on the contrary,
they actually benefited from their non-involvement in their
gountry's fight, Having warmed to his sulyject, McNeil poured
scorn on objectors, claiming that althought Britain had been tolerant
with such mea, Lt was clear that it was a tolerace "tinged with
contempt”. The majority of the British people wanted the war won,
hut against this majerity view

We have a small handful of men setting up a
little circumscribed, ilgnorant, uninstructad
dogmatism of their owa, many of these nen being,
80 far as we can judge...almost half crazy. 21k
After this diatribe, McNeil concluded that fhoSe who did not
fight for the Staté should not enjoy its privileges.
The prineipni speaker againgt the amendment was Lord Hugh
Gecil. His speech was an impressive defence of the objector's
fregdom of opinion, although Gecil pointed out that he in no way
shared this opinion. His main argument was that the objector had
done nothing bhut avail himgelf of an exemption from military service
granted him by Parliament. It was unbelievable that when a man
f6110We¢fthe rulings of Parliament he was penalizad for his actions.
To Cecil, this seemed to "transgress all the principles of legislation,
and National justice". 21 eanrain Guyn, an Irisn Nationalist, said
that conscientious objectors had the conrage of the individpal to stand

against the crowd. It was this type of courage which produced freedom.

21Q. Ibid., cols, 312-313
211. Ibid., col. 316.
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The acting Chairman of the Labour Barty, Laboutr M.P., J. @. Wardle,
hoped that the amendment would not be uplield.

When Sir George Cave, the Home Secretary, spoke for the
Government, he argued in mich the same way as Lord Cecil had éoue.

He did not think the amendment should go throﬁgh. This was the
Government's position and it wag reflected in the voting: 141 against
the amendment and 71 for.

Yet this was only a temporary reprisve for the conscientious
objector. When the amendments came tp be considered in a later
stage of the Bill's passage through Parliament, Sir George Younger
brought forward:-a new amendment which was a combination of the one
proposed by McNeil and a previous amendment of his own. This sought
to take the Qote»from objectors who had joined the Army; had refused
to obey orders;-and had been court-martialled. The amendment in the
new form submitted by Younger would, if adopted, disfranchise more
mei. For theoretically, those objectors who had entered the Army were
soldiers, willingly or otherwise. If they were soldiers then éhey
had not received exemption and werg not provided for in McNeil's
proposal for franchise exclusion.

In seconding this amendment, Sir. C. Kinloch-Cooke ziLluded
to the rgcent rejection of McNeil's proposal. He said the amendment
had been rushed upon the House because other business had been
completad earlier than expected. Thus many supporters of the measyre

were not prepared for the vote. Also the Government had 'put on the
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waips'. Kinloch-Cooke continued his argument by referring to the
si:;eed with which Canada had brought in the disfranchisement of
conscientious objectors:

Canada has found no difficulty in disfranchising

cobgclentious objectors, and why should we? 7The

Ganadians did not take two ddys in coming to a

conclusion. The Canadian Legislature came to their

conclusion at once, and Canada approved 4t. 212

Bonar Law, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, sought to explain
the Covernment's use of the Whips. He indicated that the Government
had had to abide by the recomméndations of the Sppakxmgscanferance,
but that in the Extensian of the Muuicipal-Franchise for women it was
obyious that a=majorit# of the House were in favour of the extension.
A mere technicality could not stand agaimst the will of the mdjority.
Opce the precadent was set, the Government tould not hold such a
tigid line with the disfranchisement of conscientious objectors. He
concluded by saying that whips would not be used for the new
amendment, adding that absolutist objectors must be curbed or they
would increase dramatically.
Again, the priacipal speaker against the amenéﬁent was Lord

Ceeil. His arguments were virtually the same as he had used
previously. A. Rowntree also spoke against. He made it clear that
he had no sympathy with the absaqlutist, but he did not wish to see
the disfranchisement of those who had performed work of matiopal

212. H. of C. Debatas, Fifth Series, Vol. XCIX, cel. 1141,
20, November, 1917,
(1) Cahadian conscientious objectors were disfranchised
under The War-time Elections Act 20, Septesher, 1917 7 and & George v,
Disqualifications 67(1) (e and £).




163.
service. They had helped the Sﬁate as had members of ambulance and
medical wmits., |

When the vote was taken on 21 November, 1917, it showed that
the amendment had been approved,ﬂy 209-171, but there was a proviso
that the amenﬁggnt was open for recommittal on the third reading,

The Government stated thtrough Sir George Cave, on the third
reading, that it wished to make three points‘on the question of the
disfranchisement of objectors; they should be disqualified from voting
for seven years; and those who had given service to their cowntry
should not be disfranchised.

When the Bill finally received assent, the clause affecting
conécientious objec;ors was, to a large extent, in the form proposed
by the Government. A large body of men were to be disfranchised.
These included all éonscientious objectors in Home OQffice Catps 3
all those in prison; all those discharged from the Army on grounds
of i1l health; all those given ahsolute exemption by the tribunaiég
“and all these who had appliedl to tribunals on conscience and oth;f
grounds and who had been exempted on health or domestic grounds.
However, the disfranchisement did not apply to mewbers of the N.C.C.;
men who could prove they had joined the Army or the Navy; those who
joined the F.A.U., the British Red Cross or other munits of this type;
or those who had performed satisfactorily work of national importance
granted by tribunals. The wives of cbjectors were not to be dis-
franchised. A five year period of disfranchisement was substituted
for the seven year period previously suggested, This period was to
begin-after the close of the war. Men ware to be given 4 year aftef

the end of the war to prove to the Central Tribunal that they had
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performed work which would save them from disfranchisement.

One conscientious objector's reaction can be seen in the
letters of €order Catchpool. He had not heard all the detagils of
the provision when he made his comments, but he was greatly affected
by the principle involved. Most men affected to take the matter
lightly, be wrote, yet he could not do this. If conscieatrious
objectors were to be denied access to local politics, then an
important avenue for useful work by the Friends would be clpsed.
While some abjectarsmweré'unable to perform military service, he
continued, . they were anxious to perform Civil work after the war:

It seems almost to amount to disownlng us
as Englishmen...but it is because.we see
the true §reatness of England...that we
mind,

Local gbvexnmgggéwgs indeed an important element in the
Friend's plans for better social éonditibns and it must also be
pointed out thatrlocal government was of egual importance to
sotialists. rhey too had made much progress through local govern-
ment elections. 1nf11tratlon into local governmernt bodias was a
definite programme'fbf"gfadualist' spciali$ts.' |

J. W, Grahaﬁ;"in"Cbnscription and Conscience, felt that it

would be impossible for the Government to pursue the policy set out

in the disfrancnisénién't’iélause The war did not end technically

mtil 1 September, 1921, ‘'which meant that the Gentral Tribunal wauld

have to operate. for a further yvear in order ﬁhat obJectors might

213. Catchpgﬂl, Letters of a Prxsengr, PP, 45-46. Letter
dated 4 February, 1918.
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prove their right to the vote. This would he an inconvenience for
the Government. Further, a change of a conscipntious objector's
résidence would make it difficult for him to be denied the vote
ynless the Government wished to keep strict surveillagee over him. -
A further point, and one made ‘in the speech by Lord Cecil, was
that there were many other men who had heen court-martialled besidés
conseientious objectors:
There are algso those who have been insubordinate,
and deserters, and all those who have been
sentemced for various military crimes and for
crimes not merely military but civil, those guilty
of criminal vice of the worst and wost atrocious
kind - all these may have votes. All thoge who
have been sentenced by Civil Tribunals, such as
pickpockets, rebbers, all those concerned in
fraud, acts of violence, and those agimated by
the most odious lysts, the names of whose offences
mast not gass honest lips - all those may have
yotes. 214
1f the Governmeat was te disfranchise those who had been
disobedient, argued Cecil, it should include all those he listed.
This argument won sympathy for the conscientious objector and this,
together with the passage of time and the appearance of more pressing
prohlems for Britain and its Empire, helped to end the enforcement
of this vindictive measure.
v
There yere some éﬁiempts to increase the anti-war group in
the COMans by men who stood at war-time by-elections as Peace~by~
Negotiation candidates. Ome of these was Albert Taylor, a con-
«scientions objector, wito contested the Ressendale division of
24, H. Of C. Debates, Fifth Series, Vpl. XCLX, col. 1229,

21 Neovesber, 1917. And net in the House of Lords on 16 January, 1918
as maintained by Boulton, op. eit., p. 276 and p. 292 £, 4.
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Lancashire as an Independent Socialist and Peace~by-Negotiations

candidate in the winter of 1917. It was reported in The Tribumal

that he was the Secretary of the Shoes and Slipper Workers' ¥nion

iti Romsendale and a member of the British Socialist Party. 215
Hpwever, Taylor's cohnscientious objection to war was not recognized
by his local tribunal and he was arrested as an absentes on the day
he received his nomination to contest the by-election, Despite this,
the campaign continued. In Taylor's sbsence Charles Roden Buston
spent a great amount of time campaigning on his behalf.

The Iribunal gave some indication of Taylor's platform when

it printed extracts from a speech he made before his arrest. He
asked his listemers if it was not time the workets worked for them-
selves. Were they prepared to let the war go on when it meant the
loss of thousands of lives and of a vast amount of money? He

remined them that the lives and foney of thch he spoke were largely
.provided by the working class. And why were they making these
‘sacrificas? In order that Conetantiople could be_given to the
Russians "and a few other things". How many of those who had gone
into the Army to save Belgium thought today that this was why Britain
was still at war? ‘Thg wprkers of the world had no guarrel with each

other, strife arose bhetween the 'master-classes!. Yet, they did not

fight. They uﬁedjpha workefs 4§ pams to serve"their (master-class)
interests." 216

From prison, Taylor wrate a letter to the electorate:

215. The Tribumal, 25 January, 1917, p. 3.
216, Ibid., p. 3
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I do not look upon myself as a martyr.

I am pleased to defy the Huns at homa,

and consequently shall bear the punishment
with our faithful comrades who have gone
before. Workera, we ave fighting your
fight: won't you play your part for your
own freedom?...My only crime is tHat I
refuse to kill those with whom I have

no quarrel. They have been taupht to
hate us as we have been taught te hate them.
You are stroug: vise in vour strefgth and
demand ih your vote that this hellish war
shall cease, 217

At the election Taylor polled 1,800 votes, while hig apponent
Sir J. H. Maden, Liberal %} polied 6,000. The Tribunal commented

that the ventute had been uwseful for Propaganda purposes. A daily
pgper had been circulated in Rossendale which contained peace writings;
4rticles on the horrors to which soldiers were subjected; and reports
on the profits made omi of the war by a certain class of people,

If The Tribunal wéds not uaduly impressed with the 23 percent of the
vote gained By Taylor, Philip Saawden, in his Autobiography, thought

the performance of W. Bland, 2 Lahour and Peace candidate who gained

33 1/3 percent of the vote at a by-elaction held at Keighley inm April,

1918, was a vemarkable achievement. 219

In its dissue of the 22 March, 1917, The Tribunal referred to
a by-election at Stockton-on~-Tees which was being contested by
Edward Backhouse, a Quaker, who was standing as a Peace-hy-Negotiation

candidate. Backhouse, it was reported, was convineced that peace would

217. The Tribumal, 8 February, 1917, p. 2

218. The Times, 22 Pebruary, 1917. p. 8 Madet. succeeded
Vistount Horcéurt.

219. W. H. Sommerville (Lib.) 4,873.
W. Bland {(Peace) 2,349,



168.
come if negotiation attempts were made. The Allies should state
clearly that they were not waging an aggressive war; for peace
dictated by one side would contain the basis for a further war at
some time in the future. He also stood for the return of British
liberties lost during the war and for freedom of the Press. Other
points of his campaign were support for adult suffrage, reconciliation
in Ireland, greater bemefits for mother apmd ¢hild and a change in the
educational system as set out in a Bill receatly brought forward by
Fisher. He was opposed to any commercizl war after the war. 220

F. W. Pethick Lawrence, noted earlier a5 a Ploughshare
contributor ot the subject of an Enforced Peace and as a prominent
member of the U.D.C., also fought a by-election a5 a Peace candidate.
He stood for South Aberdeen in the Spring of 1917. Pethick-Lawrence
was a consclentious objector too, but he was not called before a
tribunal until the middle of 1918 when he was aged 46. He told his
tribunal that he did not object to all war, but he did ohject to the
one then being fought. The tribunal classed him as a political
objector, vet offered him exemption if he would accept work of national
importance. Yhis he accepted.

In his autobiography Pethick-Lawrence gives a sample of the
literature he ysed at the time of the South Aberdeen by-election. 221
He showed that there were two alternatives hefore tihe country: a
negotiated peace, or a period of war for months or perhaps years.

220. Result of the Stockton-on-Tees election; J.B. Watson
(C. Lib.) 7,641, E. Backhouse (Peace) 596

221. F.W. Pethick-Lawrence, Fate Has Been Kind (London:
Hutchinson, 1943).
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A negotiated peace did not mean capltulation to Germany, he continued.
Britain should insist .on.certain peace térms. It was in a position
to do so, for although Germany had made territorial advances,
Britain had maintained superiority at sea and had the blockade. He
felt that British terms should be the independence of Belpium; the
evacuation of Framce; Serbia; and other Balkan States. The Trentino
should go to Italy and Russia should be sllowed free passage through
the Dardonelles.

Pathick-Lawrence secured only 333 votes in the election, while
Professor J. R. Watson andIndependent Natiomal polled 1,507 and the
vigtorius Likeral Sir J, Flémm;ng; 3,283, This was a subs#antial defeat
for Pethick-Lawrence, for he only polled 6 percent of the total vote,

If it was impossible for men seeking to jbiu‘the anti-war
party in the Commons to get themselves elected, the stand which some
members of this party took in Parliamené caused them many difficulties
in their constituencies. E. T. John, A, A. W. H. Ponsonby and R.L.
OQuthwaite were expelled from the Liberal Party. C.P. Trevelyan was
asked to resign by his constituency association hut he refused and
Ramsay McDonald was disowned by the Liberal Party, 222

The real test, however, came when the Government called an
election in 1918 after the Armistice. Many of the anti-war party lost
their seats_at this election. OFf the Liberai; who were consistent
opponents of conscription and had showm some sympathy for Britain's
conscientious objectors by speaking or voting on their behalf in
Parliatent H. G. Chancellor, W. Clough, A.G.. Rarvey, T.E. Harvey,

222. MacDopald was a member of the I.L.P., but in the 1910
election the Lapour and Liberal Candidates in Leicester (a double

seat) had run together to defeat the tonservative candidate,



170,
E. T. John, Lief Jones, Joseph King, T. Lough, D.M. Mason, R.L. Outh—
walte, Arthur Ponsonby, W.M.R. Pringle, Arnold Rowmtree, §ir John A.
Simonr, H.B. Lees~Smith, C.P. Treveiyan, and J.H. Whitehouse all lost
their seats in 1918, 223

I.L.P. Members of Parliament who lost their seats in 1918
were W.D. Andersem, F.W. Jowett, J. Ramsay MacDonald, Philip Snowden,
and Thomas Richardson. 244 F.W. Goldstone, a member of the Labour
Party, also lost his seat.

It would be wrong to assume that the only reason for the defeat
of these men wés because they were members of the anti-war,party in
Parliament, forvsama menbers, who had voted against conscription and
against the Government on other issues connected with the war, were
elected, 223

Yet the rejection of some of the anti-war group by their local
constituency associations and the weli known anti-war pesition adopted
by the group effected the voting attitudes of an electorate f£lushed
with victory add fed with slogans of making Germany pay and of hanging
the Kaiser. E&en though C.P. Trevelyan wroﬁé in his election literature

223. ;wo Liberal membeys of the anti-war group died before
the election: J. A. Baker (Quaker), in July, 1918; W.P. Byles in
October, 1917. The following did not sgek re-election: R.D. Denman,
Richard Lambert, Philip Morrell, A.J. Sherwell.

224, James Parker, who left the anti-war group during the
course of the war was elected for the Canmack Division of Staffs in
1918." J.R. {lynes, who also took a Goverament post after opposing
conscription was elected for East Manchester.

223. J.H. Thomas (Lik.), elected at Perby. He was General
Secretary of the National Union of Railwaymen and Derby was a major

railway centre. J.M. Hogge (L1B.), elected for East Edinburgh,
Sydney Amold (Lib.), elected for Holmford Division of Yorkshire,
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of.Prussianuaggressioﬁvand praised the British troops, there must have
been maty who read his pamphlet who dwelt more on the passages which
demanded the repeal of the Military Service Act; the end of the
Defence of the Realm Act; and the fre¢ing of political prisoners.

His stand during the war w6u1d nat eaéily be forgotten so soon after
it ended.

One interesting outcome of the grouping together of Liberals

and Labour M.P.'s in oppositiog to tonscription was that some Liberals
joined the Laﬁour Party after the war. It would not be correct to
atribute this éhange.eutirely to thelr common actipn in opposing the
war and couscription; ‘B.L. Quthwaite, for example, left the Liberals
because he disagreed with their laud policy. Yet it cannot be denied
that the sharing of a common causé played some part in the leftward
movenent of these politiciams. It will be remenbered that one Plough-
share commentator detected a similar political movement amottp
conscientious objectors. 226 Among Liberal M.P.'s who entered the Labour
Party after the war were E.T. John, who stood mnsuccessfully as a Labour
candidate in 1918; A.A.W.H. Pensonby and C.P. Trevelyan who joined after
the 1913 election;hJoseph-Kiﬁg and H.B. Lees-Smith became members in 1919;
S. Arnold joined in 1922; and R.D. Depman was a Labour M.P. im 1929 227

226. Bertrand Russell alse provides an example of this. During
the war he came to believe that capitalism led to war. This was one
reason for his change from Liberalism to Soctalism. It is interesting
to note that at that period he, like the #ocialist-Quakers, advocated
Guild-soclalism. Wood, op. cit., p. 125

227. Richard Lambert joined the Labour Party during the war,




PART THREE



CHAPTER I
CANADIAN QUAKERS BEFORE THE GREAT WAR

I

The Society of Friends in Canada was not a unified body during
the Great War when conscription was introduced into Canada. Two import-
ant divisions had occured in the nineteenth century which left it ill-
prepared to meet this challenge to its longheld peace testimony.
Methodism, with its emphasis on evangelicalism, was the main cause of
the division of 1828. This new, dynamic force from England attacked
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century.quietism of the Society
and caused division. An orthodox group which had responded in a limited
way to evangelicalism formed one side of the division, while the

Hicksite (or Genesee) Friends, who had rejected evangelicalism, formed

the other. There was also an element of Anglo-American friction in
this separation, Hicksite Friends claiming that influential English
Friends had interfered too much in American Quakerism. It is significant

that the Hicksite Friends in Canada kept close ties with Quakerism in

the United States, while the orthodox group, although influenced in

many ways by American Friends, tended to lookAto England for guidance.

In 1881, division occured within the orthodox group. A surge of re-
vivalism swept through this body carrying most of the members with it.
Those who resisted formed a conservative group dedicated to maintaining

the simple vwgyship and way of life of earlier Friends. Those who accepted

some relaxation of the older Quaker tenets have been called progressives, 227

227. Terminology used here is as in A.CG. Dorland, A History of
the Society of Friends (Quakers) in Canada (Toronto: Macmillan Co. of
Canada, 1927). Hereafter referred to as 'Dorland’.

Conservatives have also been called Wilberite, while Progressives have
been called Gurneyite.
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#nd although many of those involved came to regret the rift, Friends
in Canada continued to be divided into three groups until long after
the Great War. Some unity was effected by the co-operation needed to
explain to the Govermment the views of Friends towards military
service; but although tentative steps towards unity were taken by
certain individuals between 1917 and 1919, it took the Orthodox and
Hicksite Friends until 1928 to agree to hold a joint Yearly Meeting.

After the divisions of the nineteenth century the Progressive
group emerged numerically stronger than the other two groups, Statistics
are scarce for the Comservative and Hicksite Friends, but statistics

are available for the Progressive group during the period of the Great

War. 228 Figures supplied for the Canada Yearly Meeting (1917) show

that there were 1014 members of the Progressive group living in Canada

in that year; the year of the introduction of conscription in Canada.

More than half, 579, lived in the area which was the responsibility of

the Yonge Street Quarterly Meeting, whose principal centres were

Newmarket, Pickering and Toronto. 229 Two other important Quarterly Meetings,

228. In 1890 there were 839 Hicksite Friends in the Canada and
Pelham Half Yearly Meetings (Although three preparatory meetings in
the Pelham Half Yearly Meeting were U.S.A. Meetings). Dorland, 158.
Dorland also shows in Appendix (c) that six of the Hicksite preparatory
meetings (including the three American meetings) were discontinued after
1890. This would seem to indicate that the number of Hicksite Friends
was less than 839 in 1914-19 period (Dorland's figures were taken from
1890 Genesee Yearly Meeting Statistical Report).

229. The small meetings of Manitoba (Hartney, Chain Lakes and
Dand) and Saskatchewan (Swarthmore Monthly Meeting) also came under the
jurisdiction of the Yonge Street Quarterly Meeting.
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West Lake and Pelham were also in Ontario and had 135 and 159 members
fespectively° The largest membership outside Ontario was the British
Columbia Quarterly Meeting. This Meeting included Victoria, Vancouver
and Calgary in its total membership of 141. From these figures it is
clear that most of the Progressive Friends living in Canada in 1917
were to be found in the province of Ontario. The majority of Hicksite
and Conservative Friends lived in this province, too. 230
The figure given for the membership of the Progressive Friends,
in 1917, probably represents as close an approximation to the actual
membership of this section of the Society of Friends in Canada as it is
possible to obtain. Friends counted in the Yearly Meeting Statistical
Survey were possibly those known personally to the clerks_of the pre-
paratory meetings. The'memberéhip of the Hicksite and Conservative
groups is more difficult to ascertain. Figures quoted for the Conservative
Friends were recorded in 1899, whilst those of the Hicksite Friends were
gathered in 1890. It would be erroneous to base conclusions about non-
Progressive membership in 1914-18 on these figures, but as the general
movement of the Society during the late nineteenth and early twentieth
century, in terms of membership, was one of decline, it is possible to
say, with certain reservations, that the combined membership of these
two groups was probably just under a thousand in 1914-1919. Thus, the

total actual membership of the Society of Friends in the period of the

Great War was less than two thousand, If tﬁis figure is contrasted with
the total population of Canada in 1911 (7,204,838), it is clear that,
numerically, Friends were of little significance in the total Canadian
population,

230. Norwich Quarter contained most of the Conservative Friends
in Canada. Dorland 257. All the Canadian Hicksite preparatory meetings

were in Ontario: Toromto, West Lake, Pelham, Yarmouth and Coldstream.
1 bid., Appendix (c)
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Further, it is apparent that women, children and men too old
to be called for military service are included in the approximate Quaker
membership total of 2,000. The number of men directly affected by the
introduction of compulsory military service, therefore, was very small,
Census returns for the period 1861-1921 can be used to clarify
the position of the Society of Friends at the time of its confrontation
with conscription. It would be inaccurate, however, to use these figures
without qualifying them in certain ways. The statistics supplied for
the Yearly Meetings probably show the actual number of members who
regularly attended the Meeting House, while the census returns show
all those who claimed membership of the Society. Regular attenders
were obviously included in these census returns, but there must have
been many claiming to be Friends whose membership was of a more tenuous
nature. Many of those claiming membership would be people whom Friends
called’attenders'. These were usually either people of other denominations
whé were in the process of becoming members of the Society or were people
who, for any reason, left an area where they had been able to worship
in the church of their choice and went to an area where there was a
Meeting House, but no church of their own denomination. If they found
that the ways of Quaker worship weremot too different from the ones they
had known previously, they went to the Meeting House as 'attenders'.

' attenders' were thought of locally as Friends and it is possible

Many
that some considered themselves as such. To Friends, however, they

were not strictly members of the Society. In many cases their allegiance

to Quakerism was not strong and they were an unstable group within the
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Society. A further group who would claim membership of the Society
when confronted with a census form,would be those who had been born
Friends, but who, for some reason, no longer went to the Meeting House.
This might have been because they no longer wished to attend; because they
had become ‘'attenders' but not actual members of some other church;
or because they lived in rural areas far from a Meeting House. This
last situation was common in Western Canada, where Quakerism failed
to establish itself to the degree it had done in Eastern Canada.

With these reservations in mind, an analysis of the relevant
census returns is revealing. In 1871, the census returns for Ontario
show that 7,106 people considered themselves Friends; this was out of
a total Canadian membership of 7,345. By 1911, however, the centre of
gravity of the 'theoretical’ membership had moved westward. Of the
total number of 4,027 Friends living in Canada, only 2,898 resided in
Ontario, whereas 1,194 lived in the Western provinces of British Columbia,
Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba. From the figures previously noted
for the 'actual! membership, as opposed to the ' theoretical' membership
figures given here, it is evident that the Society still had the
majority of its 'actual' membership living in Ontario in the period
of the Great War. The organizational centre of the Society therefore
remained in Ontario while many members moved into the West and outside
the pale of Quaker organization. A new Quarterly meeting was established
in British Columbia in 1912, which helped to strengthen the Society
in that province. However circumstances were more conducive to the
establishment of meetings in British Columbia than in the other

western provinces. The census returns for 1911 show that three-quarters




178,
of those claiming to be members of the Society of Friends lived within
seventy-£five miles of Vancouver. In Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba,
Friends did not live as close to each other and this made attempts to
organize Quakerism in these areas much more difficult., There was
little hope that these members would remain Friends unless a.new network
of meetings could be established in these provinces. In the event,
although some small meetings were established, lack of funds and people
to work as missionaries, when added to the problem of distance, determined
that these people were lost to the Society. The 1921 census returns
show that in that year'only 251 people in the West claimed membership
of the Society. This represents a decline of almost four-fifths when
compared with the 1911 figures,

A further point which stands out clearly from an examination of
the census returns for 1861-1921 is that the membership of the Society
of Friends was declining throughout the period. Iﬁ 1861, 7,504 people
claimed to be members of the Society, whereas, in 1921, the total figure-
for Canada was only 3,141,

From this statistical amnalysis of the membership and structure
of the Society of Friends it can be seen that at the period when the
Society was faced with the greatest challenge to its peace testimony
which the Society had known, it was also faced Wifh many other problems
which weakened it in the fight against conscription. With a three~fold
division within its own ranks, unity of action against the common enemy
was not easy. The continual movement of Friends into the West, usually
with the result that these members were 16st to the Society, sapped the
strength of Quakerism in Canada, leaving only a small body of Friends in

the East to form a bulwark against conscription.
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Despite the small membership of the Society of Friends in Canada
during the Great War, Friends as individuals and as members of the
Society, had to face many of the problems which confronted the larger
numbers and more powerful British Society. When war came, in August 1914,
Canadian Friends had to decide whether Lo maintain the peace policy of
their Society by refusing to help the war effort in anyway, however
trivial, or whether to seek some form of service which would enable
them to serve their country and humanity without viclating their
principles. Some had to decide whether for them the correct path
did not lie in enlistment and a place at the Front. Later, in 1917,
when the Canadian government introduced conscription, Friends, together
with other groups whose tenets precluded participation in war, were
only promised non-combatant service should they apply for exemption on
grounds of conscience. 231 zg most members of the Society were rural
dwellers, however, they found it relatively easy to secure exemption
through the exemptions afforded by the government to farmers and farm

231. This did not apply to Mennonites or Doukhabors who had been
granted exemption from military serve by Order in Council of August 13,
1873 and by Order in Council of December 6, 1898, respectively., These
sects had come to Canada on the understanding that they would not be
called upon to undertake military service. The pledge was honoured by
the government in 1917-19.
It is interesting to note the following, however, in the light of modern
events. Some Mennonites and Doukhabours had moved across the border
into the U.S.A. since their original emigration to Canada. The govern-
ment of Canada were informed ".. that some of these are now returning
in order to escape military service in the United States where they have
lived for years....". 1In view of this, legislation was passed which
stipulated that only members of the original emigrations or their
descendents, who resided permanently in Canada could claim exemption

under the above orders in council.

The Canada Gazette, 9 November, 1918, p. 1613.
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workers. When, in April, 1918, the government cancelled all exemptions
previously granted to men in the age group 20-22, Friends could no
longer obtain exemption on the strength of their importance as part of
the agricultural economy. Although the size of the problem was greater
in Britain, Canadian Friends of military and non-military age had major
decisions to make concerning the conflict between militarism and the
traditional Quaker peace testimony,

Friends in Canada had a long history of peace testimony to
guide them in the decisions they had to make. They could also call
upon the experience, in matters of peace, found in the history of
Quakerism in Britain and America. From the earliest periods of the
Society peace was a basic element in the Quaker way of life. Wherever
dispute arose peaceful means were offered as a solution. Arbitration
was prominent in dealings between Friends, and force of any kind was
frowned upon.

Stephen S----- of Norwich was disciplined "for striking when

232 Many Friends who came to Canada in the late eighteenth

struck’,
century came from the United States and these settlers had already
had to face the problems raised by the American revolution. During the
revolution, Friends had sought to remain neutral, but some members of
the Society had taken part in the war and they "were disowned by their
Monthly Meetings when in membership'. 233

As settlers, Friends appear‘to have been readily received in
Canada. Their peace testimony was made clear to the British authorities

in Canada and it seems that this testimony was provided for. Lord Simcoe

232. Quoted in Dorland, 14 and taken from "Advices' "Treating with
offenders", New York Discipline, 1810, pp. 37-39.

233. M.E. Hirst, The Quakers in Peace and War (London: Swarthmore
Press 1923) p. 389.
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wrote, "I have not hesitated to promise to the Quakers and other sects

the similar exemption from militia duties which they have always met

with under the British". 234 pyiends were expected to pay for such

exemption, however, and by the Militia Act (1793) they were required

to pay twenty shillings a year in peace time and five pounds a year in

time of war. Many Friends refused to pay this money, for they felt

that by paying such a fine, a direct contribution was being made to

the country's war funds. However those refusing to pay were finad by

the authorities, goods being seized by local J.P.'s te the value of the

annual exemption fee. Eight members of the Yonge Street Monthly Meeting were

imprisoned, in 1810, for one month because they refused to pay such fees, 235
Maintaining the Quaker peace policy was not easy; there were

social hardships. 1In his Statistical Summary (1817), Robert Gourlay

hinted that it was very profitable to have a peace policy during war-time.
He argued that the prosperity of Friends in Norwich was largely due to

"the advantages of remaining at peace on their farms
.during the invasion of the Province (the war of
1812~14). Quakers, Mennonites or Tunkers have all
this blessed privilege and are allowed to pay money
in lieu of military service. They had the further
advantage of the high price of produce occasioned by
the war which many others could reap no ggvantage
from while their Ffarms lay neglected"”. 2

234. Quoted in Dorland, 54 and taken from letter written by
Simcoe to Dundas, 1792, vol. I, p. 199 of E.A. Cruikshank, Simcoe
Papers, published by Ontario Historical Society, Toronto, 1923.

235. Quoted in Dorland, 312.

236. Robert Gourlay, Statistical Survey, Vol. I (London:
Simpkin and Marshall, 1822), p. 336.
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Such writings may have influenced those who resented the lack of martial
ardour shown by Friends and helped sow doubts among non-Quaker neighbours
concerning the sincerity of Friend's views on war.

Some Friends, either from social or financial pressure found
it difficult to maintain the peace testimony. The Society often found
it necessary to discipline members who gave way to, or threatened violence.
Lewis Powell was brought before a Quaker committee because " he had given
way to passion so far as to threaten a man with violence whé imprest
(sic.) his team, and also of using deception to the officers of the
Government to prevent the teams going", 237

From these examples it is evident that the peace policy of the
Society of Friends was essential to the Quaker mode of living., Peace
entered into the basic relationships between people and was a pblicy
to be followed im times of beace and waf. Although the British authorities
recognized fhis, they did not exempt Quakers from militia duties without
seeking to make them pay for the privilege. If the exemption fee was
not paid willingly then it was taken by force.. Friends reacted to this
in various ways. Some would not bend before this violation of their
peace policy and were willing to 80 to prison rather than compromise
their views. Others found it more difficult to stand firm. There were those
who, when faced with the forcible seizure of goods were willing to
attend militia training. Some, like Lewis Powell, resorted to threats
of violence in defence of their property. Wherever too close an affinitcy
with violence prevailed, however, the Society told the offenders that
the peace testimony must be maintained if the member wished to remain
within the ranks of the Society. It required constant prompting then,

237. Dorland, 313.
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by the elders of the Society, to ensure that some of the more adventur-
ous members of the Society did not subvert the Society's peace
policy. The troubled period of the early nineteenth century which
provided the examples used here, gave way to more peaceful times in
Canada and Friends were not faced with any great challenge to their
peace poliey until the Great War.

ITL
The outbreak of war, in 1914, was preceded by an uneasy
period when many arguments were raised against the growing quantities
of arms in the world. Canadian Friends were as concerned about this
problem as were their British counterparts and the pages of the

Canadian Friend provide many examples of this anxiety. The West

Lake Quarferly Meeting noteé with concern that the Canddiancwovernment
proposed to spend $35,000,000 upon war vessels. After discussing

this matter, the Meeting proposed that the Clerk of the Yearly

Meeting might summon a representative meeting to authorize a protest

to be sent to the Government about "wasting ... (money on)... warlike
breparations by a Christian nation"; 238 In an article reprinted

from the Messenger of Peace, 239 the myth of increased armaments

acting as a deterrent to a warlike nation was quashed by Mary D,

Hole. She argued that knowing the power of submarines to destfoy
battleships had not stopped the British navy from increasing its

number of battleships. If the U;S.A., Germany, France and Japan are
peaceful nations, she added, "Why are they arming at such a‘fast

rate and who will attack them'if they are all concentrating on defence?" 240

238. The Canadian Friend. Newmarket, January, 1913, p.3

239. A pacifist jodrnal published by the Peace Association of
Friends in America, Richmond, Indiana.

240. The Canadian Friend, May, 1913, p.13
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When the Canadian Yearly Meeting met at Newmarket (June 26-29, 1913),
it was decided to send a resolution to the Premier of Canada protesting
strongly against the Opposition’s suggestion of a Canadian Navy
and against the proposed increase in armaments. In the memorial,
Canadian Friends suggested that:

Our country should seek rather to actively

encourage both nationally and internationally,

by every means within its power, the adoption of

the Principles of Peace and Arbitration rather than

to continue an increasing activity and larger
expenditure in preparation for war.

The memorial said that all war was morally wrong and that despite
persecution, Friends had objected to it for 250 years. They asked
that attention be turned to the Canédian-American border which had
remained peaceful for almost a hundred years or to Canada itself
which proved that different nationalities could live together in
peace, The memorial ended with a suggestion that the money intended
for armaments would be better spent on' the formation of a Canadian
Peace Commission which could help to bring peace and understanding
between nations, |

Frequently it was asserted in the Canadian Friend that

Canada needed no defence forces. The real enemies, wrdte David

Starr Jorden, were "ignorance, violence, waste, injustice, disease

and vice", 242 More.money was needed to combat these problems, he
stated; it should not be wasted upon armaments. But to secure

this money for the eradication of the ills he had previously enumerated,
Jorden argued, it was necessary to combat the actions of international
ermament combines who saw the wealth of Canada and wished to control i,

241. The Canadian Friend, July, 1913. p. 5.

242, The Canadian Friend, December, 1913, p. 14.
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These combines promised safety for Canada by the defensive capabil-
ities of their arms, but such defence was illusory. The real aim of
these armament manufactures was to grow richer. Jorden named the
manufacturers as Krupp, Vickers-Afmstrbng, Brown,.and Schneider-
Crevsot, and pointed out that the Canadian Shipbuilding Cémpany of
Nova Scotia was just another name for John Brown, the Clydeside
Shipbuilding firm. Jorden's message wés clear and was one which was
also prevalent in British pacifist groups, both Quaker and socialist
~at this period: a group of European arms manufacturers (he had
mentioned examples from Germany, Britain and Francé)were responsible
for the stockpiling of arms. They temptedbnations with safety by
selling vast quantities of arms to one nation to defend itself against
the arms they were selling to another. If this murderous traffic
was not stopped then war with all its suffering would follow. 243

Friends were also concerned about the fostering of a
military spirit in Canada. A.G. Dorland in an article entitled

Militarism in Canada expressed the fears of many Friends. He used

Australia and New Zealand as examples of what happened when militarist
ideas gained prominence. There, he wrote,

everyone is required to become a member of

the militia, and on refusing to do so can be
tried and punished by court martial from which
there is no appeal to-a civil court.

243. In Britain, Philip Snowden, I.L.P. member of parliament
using material supplied by Walton Newbold, a Quaker-Socialist made
a speech in the House of Commons in which he exposed " the International
Armament Ring, and the financial, interests of M.P.s in the British
armament firms", Not one of Newbolds assertions was challenged
Snowden comments in his Autobiography, op. cit., p. 249,

244. The Canadian Friend, July 1913 p.15.
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Boys of eleven and a half were required to do military training,
he continued, and any principal whose school was unco-operative could
be dismissed by the military authorities. It was such a situation
as this, Dorland maintained, that the Minister of Militia, Colonel
Sam Hughes, wished to introduce into Canada. Dorland gave details
of the objects of the Canadian Defence League which, he said, were
to give all males military training; to give boys gymnastic and
military training in schools; and to provide a cadet corps or similar
organization for boys when they left school. This corps would give
training under canvas while manoeuvers would be an important aspect
of the corps,

Friends were appalled by the idea of boys receiving military
training in schools and at the 1914 Canada Yearly Meeting, they
drafted a letter to the Minister of Education and to the Premier of
the Province of Ontario objecting strongly to the growth of militarism
in schools, Militarists, they claimed, wished " by utilizing the
school connection to instill in the young mindsvthe military spirit,
and a false and pugnacious ideal of patriotism'. A horror of war
should be taught the young not the glorificatién of it, the note
continued, and the educator " should instill the higher patriotism
of social service and of international brotherhood which will make
all war between civilizedpeople impossible", 245

Very young Friends were also maée aware of the problem
of militarism., A message from the British Columbia Peace Committee
began, " Dear Children" and went on to make special note of the

drilling of boys in Australia and New Zealand. Drilling was not

245. The Canadian Friend July, 1914. p.8.
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‘required in Canada, it was pointed out, but if it were, many people
would, no doubt, consider this a violation of conscience and refuse
to drill. The children were told that boys in Australia had been
jailed for their refusal to undergo military training. Finally, the
message stressed that children were not too young to contribute to
establishing a peaceful world. Foreigners were to be treated with
kindness and not to be treated differently from Canadian people.
Such an extension of kindness would help to solve international
problems.

In the troubled vears which preceded the beginning of
hostilities in 1914, Friends in Canada were active in making their
views on arms, militarism and war known to the government. They
di& not have Members of Parliament through which to speak to the
Government as did British Friends, so that the memorial addressed to
the Prime Minister of Canada was perhaps the best, possibly the only
means of acquainting the Government with their vigws on armaments.
The influence of such a memorial would not be great, but nevertheless
Friends were raising a voice, however small, against what they
éonsidered a great wrong. Friends were anxious to point out that
their views were consistent with loyalty to the Empire: loyalty
could be shown in various ways. The way suggested by Canadian
Friends was to use the money intended to étrengthen the Canadian and
British fleets for the dissemination of peace literature. Canadian
Friends informed the government of their Oppoéition to increased arms
and pointed out their long association with problems resulting from
their peace testimony.

246. The Canadian Friend, June, 1914. p. 5.
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As with their protest against increased armaments, the
method the Friends adopted for showing concern about an increased

interest in military training for Canadians was to send a letter to

the Government.
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CHAPTER IT
THE COMING OF THE WAR AND CONSCRIPTION
I
When war came in August, 1914, Friends were at once faced
with the problem of the attitude they would adopt to the war. It
was from British Quakerism that Canadian Friends took their lead.

 In the September edition of the Canadian Friend appeared the message

sent out ' To Men and Women of Goodwill in the British Empire ' by
British Friends. It began with a statement of loyalty:
We recognize that our vaernment has made most

strenuous efforts to preserve peace, and has
entered into the war under a grave sense of

duty to a smaller State towards which we had

moral and treaty obligations. While as a

Society we stand firmly to the belief that

the method of force is no solution of any

question, we hold that the present moment is

not one of criticism, but for devoted service

to our nation, :
There was no mention here of the growth of arms leading to war or
the contributing factor of the growth of a militaristic impulse in
the Empire, arguments which had played such a prominent part in
Quaker ideas concerning the causes of wars. Britain had entered
the war to protect Belgium and there was an end to the matter at
this stage. There was no indication that Canadian Friends felt
the need to add anything to this British statement, for the message
was presented without comment. Criticism was temporarily abated.
Instead, the message to be considered was " let us not fail first to
blame ourselves", 247 From the beginning of the war Friends looked

246. The Canadian Friend, September, 1914, p. 14.

Compare with wording of editorial by Dorland, A.G. iv Canadian Friend,
May 1913. p.3. "War is always and under all circumstances wrong, not

primarily because of its evil consequences, but because it is itself
wrong and immorall'. o

247. The Canadian Friend, September, 1914, p. 14,
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to the future and not to the past. They asked themselves what service
' they could perform to help their country and humanity in the critical
days ahead.

British Friends suggested that the way to serve was to
help and pity the "suffering and stricken" at home and also to pray
for and love the enemy. 248 On October 11th, 1914, in Toronto,
however, Joseph Allen Baker, a Canadian who had lived for many years
in Britain and had become a British M.P,, suggested a very practical
way in which Friends could help serve humani ty. 249 He told his
listeners that few English Friends had énlisted but that a large
group of Friends had formed an ambulance unit which was in training
and would soon leave for France. He also told of the work of British
Friends among Austrian and German nationals who had been caught in
England by the outbreak of the war. Baker was a frequent speaker at
meetings held by Canadian Friends in iate 1914, Largely through his
influence, money contributions soon began to flow from Canada.

These funds were augmented later by parcels of clothing, which were
theproducts of numerous sewing groups which were set up all across
Canada by women Friends.

In the early period of the war, the Ambulance Corps was
not an official organization because some Friends did not feel that

248. Friends in Canada spoke of National service, We must
'~~~ help build national character , the shaping of righteous policy

at home and abroad, or the tasks of local or central govermment',
The Canadian Friend, November, 1914. p. 16,

249. Joseph Allen Baker, native of Ontario. Went to
London, England in 1870. Manufactuxer of Baking Machinery. Lib,
M.P. for East Finsbury, 1905-1918. Died 3 July, 1918,
Information from Who Was Who? 1916-18 p. 44 and from The Canadian
Friend, August 1918. p. 7. :
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such a close connection with the military authorities was in keeping
with the Quaker peace message. Baker, however, was not one of

those who believed this. He felt that ambulance work was acceptable

as a form of service for Friends in a time of war. In a letter

printed in the Canadian Friend, he pointed out that many of the

men in the Corps were men of importance; L.E. Harvey, M.P. and his
brothers, all Oxford men, he emphasized, were members, as also was
Lawrence Cadbury, the son - of George Cadbury of Bourneville. 250
The quality of the men in the Ambulance Corps was also noted by the

Toronto Star. An article reprinted from this newspaper appeared

together with Baker's in the December edition of The Canadian Friend.

The article stressed that Philip J. Baker (J. Allen Baker's son) was a
Cambridge graduate and that " othgr members of the cbrps are 1afge1y men
of the same class, men of trained intellects and bodies, idealists,
full of the spirit of duty and self sa;rifice". 251

Canadian Friends, then, were presented with a splendid
picture of the qualifications of the mén in the Ambulance Corps.
They were told that it contained the son of one of the wealthiest
and most respected British Quakér families, that there were M,P,s
and graduates of Oxford and Cambridge within it ranks. They were
not told of the arguments used by those opposed to ambulance work,
who felt that although members of the Corps did not carry weapons
or fight, they wore a uniform and worked in close Co~operation with
the military authorities, It secems that there were few doubts in
the minds of Canadian Friends about the cbmpatibility of ambulance
work and their peace testimony. Problems concerning the saving and

héalﬁlg of wounded soldiers, so that they might then be returned to
250. The Canadian Friend, December, 1914. P.7.
251. Ibid. p. 15.
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the Front were not raised in The Canadian Friend. Neither was the

argument that by taking up work as ambulance men, Friends were con~
demning other men to a place at the Front. These arguments may have
been put forward and discussed by some Friends in Canada, but such
arguments did not find their way into print. From the beginning
of the Friend's Ambulance Corps in Britain, Friends in Canadaappear
to have wholeheartedly supported ambulance work with funds, materials
and eventually with recruits., 252 The names attached to an appeal
for contributions for the Corps in December, 1914, show that in
Canada, at least, the Corps was considered 'official': Albert S,
Rogers, Clarence E. Picket, Walter D. Gregory, Joseph P. Rogers,
all very prominent members of the Progressive section of the Society
of Friends signed the appeal which asserted that the Corps gave
Friends a chance " to assist financially in relieving the suffering
and distress without in any way compromising Friend's principles of
peace".253

252. (i) Goldwyn Gregory, Toronto; Ewart Wright, Pickering;
Ellsworth Rogers and David Rogers, Toronto were all mentioned in
The Canadian Friend as being members of the First British Ambulance

Unit for Italy (Led by G.M. Trevelyan, the historian, it was not
a Quaker organization, but many Friends were members).

(ii) $3,276.99 had been sent to Britain since November 17, 1914,
reported The Canadian Friend on December, 1914, p,2.

(iii) The Canadian Friend, July 1915, Pp. 12-13, reported that
Toronto women under the leadership of Mrs. S.M. Busselle had sent
75 hospital shirts, 1,000 bandages, socks, scarfs and wristers

to F.A,.C,

253. The Canadian Friend, December, 1914, p.8.
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Conscription, which had been introduced into England,
Wales, and Scotland, in 1916, did not appear in Canada until August
1917. Friends in Canada had discussed the possibility of its intro-
duction, but this had been before the outbreak of the war. From
the outbreak of the war to the time when the government actually

introduced it little was written in The Canadian Friend to show

that Quakers were worried about the possibility of conscription
being brought into .Canada. This was despite the assertion, in
September, 1914, that: " we must offer strenuous opposition to the
establishment of compulsory militéry training in any part of the
Empire'. 254 Quakers apparently imagined that they would receive
exemption if conscription was introduced, so perhaps they were more
complacent about the issue than they might otherwise have been.

Even the announcement that the Government was to hold a census under
the auspices of a National Service Commission does not seem to have

ruffled contributors to The Canadian Friend. Such a step in Britain

had brought storms of protest, for it was asserted that a census
of this nature implied conscription. In Canada, the Friends appear
to have raised little protest. The only mention of the census to

appear in The Canadian Friend was contained in a report from the

Yonge Street Quarterly Meeting which indicated fhat the " general
feeling was that it is advisable to respond and not to iénore the
efforts of the Commission". 275 When answering the questions contained
in the census card, Friends were advised to answer in full and not
merely to state 'yes' or 'no'. Specific attention was drawn to two of

254. The Canadian Friend, September; 1914, p. 16.

255. The Canadian Friend, January, 1917, p.8.
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the questions: number twenty-three which asked " Would you be willing
to change your present work for other necessary work at the same pay
during the war?" and number twenty-four " Are you willing, if your
railway fare is paid, to leave where you now live and go to some other
place in Canada to do such work?" Friends, it was suggested, should
reply that they were not willing to change their occupations if it meant
"forcing someone else out of his present employment and into the fighting
ranks', 256

Alternative Service, which produced much argument in
Britain between sections of the conscientious objection movement, did

not become a major issue in Canada. Triends were advised that they

should not support such a measure, but The Canadian Friend went no

further with the problem; no discussion of the rights or wrongs of
alternative service appeared in its pages. As most Friends lived in
rural areas and many of them were farmers, it was perhaps natural that
there was little interest shown in alternative service. In the past
farmers had been allowed to continue upon their farms and there was
nothing to indicate that this would not obtain during this war. In

the event, alternative service was not introduced into Canada. After
the Government cancelled all exemptions, in April, 1918, however,
Friends became more interested in Alternative service. The minutes of
the 1918 Yearly Meeting show that a letter céncerning such service

was drafted and sent to the Prime Minister in Ottawa. In the letter
Friends requested that their members be allowed to take up service with
the F.A.U., the English W.V.R., Committee or the American Reconstruction
Units in France, but they also asked that a éimilar order to that issued

256. Ibid., p.8.
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by the U.S.A. (31.5.18) allowing alternative agricultural service,

be made in Canada. 257 Nothing came of this request, however, and

the government made no provision for alternative service in Canada.
There were no Quaker M.P.s in the Canadian Parliament

to raise a voice against conscription. 258 During the Summer

of 1917, while the Military Service Bill was being debated,

conscription and its possible effecté upon Friendé in Canada

did not receive any attention in The Canadian Friend. Friends

expressed their views to the Government in the usual wéy: by

sending it a resolution. It is apparent that despite the reticence

of Friends to discuss conscription publically in their journal, much
discussion had taken place privately on the subject. TFaced with a
problem which affected the whole of the Society, some unity was
effected. A joint .committee had been formed in May, 1917 representing
the three sections of Quaker opinion, and it was these representatives
who affixed their names to the resolution sent to Parliament in

May, 1917. They . were, Charles A, Zavitz (Hicksite), George Clark

257. Minutes of the Canada Yearly Meeting (1918), p. 24.

258. There was one M,P. who is reported to have been a
Quaker. This was Lieut.-Col. John, James Carrick, Conservative
M.P. for Thunder Bay and Rainy River. Born 17 September, 1873, Terre
Haute, Indiana, U.S.A. Mayor of Port Arthur, 1898, M.L.A. for Port
Arthur 1898-1911, Elected to the House of Commons at the 1911,
General Election. In January, 1915, he was appointed to act as a
Special Service Officer with the Canadian Expeditionary Force with
the rank of Lieut.-Colonel. Lieut.-Col. Ernest J. Chambers, ed.
The Canadian Parljamentary Guide, 1917. p. 109.

Carrick did not speak enthe House On conscription or conscientious
objection in 1917 and did not seek re-election in the election held
towards the end of 1917. He was not, therefore, an M.P. when Quakers
and other conscientious objectors were being taken into the Army after
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(Conservative) and Albert S. Rogers (Progressive). 1In the resolution,
the friends asked that the old exemptions which they had enjoyed be
included in the Bill, " but that they should be broadened to include
all those whose conscience forbade them to carry arms, regardless of
their membership in anyparticular church or society” 259 A letter
of acknowledgment was received from the Prime Minister in which he
stated that the resolution would be placed before the Minister who
was preparing the Bill. When the Military Service Bill emerged from
Parliament it was seen that the Government had not responded to the
appeal for a wider conscience clause. Exemption on grounds of
conscientious objection to military service was to be granted only

to members of a religious body. The so called conscience clause

which was contained in the military Service Bill stated that exemption

could be obtained if the applicant:

Conscientiously objects to the undertaking of
combatant service and is prohibited from so

doing by the tenets and articles of faith, in
effect on 6th July, 1917, of any organized
religious denomination existing and well
recognized at such date and to which in good faith
he belongs., 260

A further clause, however, dealing with conditional certificates

of exemption stipulated that a

certificate may be conditional as to time or

otherwise and if granted only on grounds of conscientious

objection shall state that such exemption is from com-
batant service only. 261 :

259. The Canadian Friend, October, 1917, p. 6.

260. Military Service Act, (1917) 7.&8 George V, Exemptions
IT (1) (£).

261. Military Service Act, 7&8 George V, Exemptions II (2) (a).
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Not only did the government refuse to widen the conscience
clause to include those who were not members of a religious society,
but it also refused to grant Friends absolute exemption, Non-
combatant service which the Government did offer was not acceptable to
many Friends, for such service demanded that Friends wear a military
uniform and take orders from the military. In some cases they might
even be asked to handle weapons, although they would not be required
to fire them. Because of their agricultural connection, however,
Friends were not at this stage required to decide whether to accept
or decline non-combatant service. Being farmers they could apply not
under the conscience clause but under the clause which provided exemption
if:

it is expedient in the national interest that the

man should instead of being employed in military ser-
vice be engaged in other work in which he is habitually
engaged, 262

‘Until the government cancelled exemptiohs under this category,
in April, 1918 it appears that Friends were often successful in
securing exemptions under the provisions of this clause. No evidence

has yet been discovered to show that any Friend was refused exemption

until after this date, 263

The decision as to who was eligible for exemption was in the
hands of local tribunals which were set up across Canada. Each
Tribunal consisted of two men, one chosen by a board of selection
designated by the Senate and House of Commons, the other by the legal
authorities in a province, by an appropriate judge or by the Minister

262. Ibid., II. (1) (a).

263. Non-Combatants were not called out until April, 1918,
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of Justice., 264 Provision was made for appeal against the decision of
a local tribunal and in the last instance appeal was available to the
Central Appeal Judge in Ottawa. Local tribunals began to sit on 8th
November, 1917.

Quaker attitudes to the Military Service Act and to local
tribunals were well represented by a report submitted to The

Canadian Friend by the British Columbia Quarterly Meeting. 265 In

the report, these Friends argued that since the Act was now law the
most helpful service which Friends could perform was to ensure that
all members of the Society affected by the Military Service Act were
made aware of the requirements of the Bill. In the October issue of

The Canadian Friend appeared extracts from a letter which had been

sent to all members of the peace committee, 266 In the letter it was
suggested that members look carefully at the exemption clauses, for

they might be able to claim exemption on grounds other than conscience,
Attention was also drawn to the closing date for applications.

Friends were told to apply early, to present themselves at their local
tribunal and to beprepared to state their case with evidence if required,
Clerks of the Monthly Meetings would provide those seeking exemption
with certificates showing that they were members of the Society. Also
printed at this time was an extract from the Military Service Bill in
which the classes of those required for service were given together with

264. The Canadian Gazette Vol. 51 (part 1) p. 811. (In an
emergency Minister of Justice could appoint both men.),

265, The Canadian Friend, December, 1917. P. 4.

266. The peace committee chairman was A.G. Dorland at this period,
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the possible forms of exemption. As soon as copies of the Act were
available, similar extracts were sent to all the Clerks of the Monthly
Meetings, so that those seeking exemption would be in no doubt as to the
contents of the Bill. When the calling up of Class One came, on 13th
October, 1917, Clerks of Meetings were asked to send a list of the |
members involved and their attitude to the war. It was further
suggested that each Monthly Meeting form a committee to help those
affected by the first calling-up of men. To protect Friends from the
vagaries of local tribunals, a declaration containing the peace views
of Friends was sent to the Central Appeal Judge in Ottawa. If the local
tribunal refused an exemption and an appeal was necessary, then the
appeal court had adequate information available concerning the long

association of Friends with pacifism,
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CHAPTER III
CONSCRIPTION AND CONSCIENCE
I

On 20 April 1918, by two Orders in Council, the Canadian
government strengthened the Military Service Act. All exemptions
previously granted to those in the age group 20-22 were cancelled and
the age of call-up was lowered from twenty to nineteen years, 267
No provision was made for conscientious objectors at thisg time except
that they were to be placed on non-combatant service and would not be
sent overseas. The urgent need for more men in the Canadian Expedition-
ary Force was so great, the Government insisted that:"time does not
permit of examination by exemption tribunals of the vélue in civil
life, or the position, of the individuals called up for duty™, 268
Later the government modified the two Orders in Council of April, 1918
and once again allowed exemption for members of certain religious
groups which the Government recognized as having tenets which forbade
their members to take part in war. 269 The groups to which the Govern-
ment drew specific attention as fulfilling the necessary requirements
under the new order were Mennonites, Dunkers (Tunkers), Christadelphians
and Seventh Day Adventists, In-a note attached to this list of religious
groups it was pointed out that the list was not exhaustive and that:
"The Society of Friends (Quakers) €.g. should be added though no

267. Canada Gazette, Vol. 51 Order in Council (962) and (919)
20 April, 1918. (Extra to Supplement)

268. Ibid., Order in Council (919) 20 April 1918,

269, Ibid., Order in Council P.C. (1567) 6 July 1918.



judgment has been rendered as yet concerning it', 270

Between the period of the Orders in Council of 20 April, 1918
and that of 6 July, 1918 however, some men previously exempted with
conscientious objections to war had been called to the colours and had
reported for duty at the appropriate military barracks. One member of
the Society of Friends who received orders to report for duty during

this period was Thomas George Mabley. 271
Mabley was born at Apsley Guise, Bedfordshire, England on 3

November, 1894. He became an orphan while still a small boy; and under
a scheme organized by Dr, Barnardo's Homes he was brought out to

Canada in 1904, On arrival in Canéda, Mabley went to work on the farm
of Howard Zavitz, a Quaker. Mabley was not a birthright Quaker, but
living and working with Quakers he came to admire them and when it

was suggested to him in November 1910 that he join the Socigty, he

did so. At the time of the introductién of conscription into Canada,
Mabley had acquired eighteen acres of land, and was employed on a farm
of 200 acres. By the provisions of the Military Service Act, therefore,
he could apply for exemption upon two grounds: his usefulness to the
country as a man engaged in agriculture and as a member of the Society
of Friends. Mabley applied for exemptions on both grounds and he was
served notice that his case would be heard before Bryanston Tribunal
No. 438 on 19 November 1917. He was informed that his presence was
allowed, but that it was not recommended unless there was some diffi-
culty in presenting his case in writing. Mabley attended the tribunal,
but has said that he trook little part in the proceedings. 272 Most of

270. Canadian'Expeditionary Force Routine Orders No. 830, p. 247,
22 July 1918.

271. Later, after his term in prisen as a conscientious objector,

he was adopted by his employer, Howard Zavitz, and took the surname Zavitz,

272. In conversation with the author 24 August, 1968,
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the questions centered about his farming activities. Mabley was
asked whether he considered himself a bonafide farmer, how much
stock he owned and the number of acres he farmed. He was not
questioned about his membership of the Society of Friends nor
about any conscientious objections to war which he might hold.
After hearing the evidence, the tribunal decided to grant Mabley
exemption from military service. Although the document informing
him of his exemption does not indicate the grounds of exemption,
it is clear that it was granted because of his connection with
agriculture and not because he was a member of the Society of Friends,

The changes made in the Military Service Act in April 1918
cancelled Mabley's exemption gained on 19 November 1917. As
there were to be no tribunals to decide who was or was not a
conscientious objector, it was evident that unless the Military
Service Act was subjected to further change, Mabley would be called
for military service. Ar this period he was not averse to working
with, if not for the military, for he applied to the American
Service Committee. A letter from this committee shows that on
29 May 1918, Mabley was accepted for service with " the America
Friends Reconstruction unit of the Red Cross to engage in relief
and reconstruction work in France, and is under orders of this
committee to sail for France at the earliest possible date™. 273
Mabley's discharge papers show, however, that on this date'he enlisted
as a private in the Ist Depot Battalian, Western Ontario Regiment
C.0.M.F., Canadian Expeditionafy Force at London, Ontario.

273. Letter from the American Friends Service Committee to

George Mabley signed Vincent D. Nicholson (Executive Secretary) and
countersigned by (illegible) Public Notary.
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At the army camp Mabley was treated as any other recruit. For
the first few days he slept under canvas, ate his meals and answered
the role-call without complaint. No-one in the tent he occupied
knew he was a conscientious objector, for he did not speak to
anyone concerning his opinions upon war. In these early days the
recruits were dressed in civilian clothes, but eventually they
were asked to present themselves for their military uniforms.
Mabley has stated that the first military order he refused was in
his tent just before he was to present himself for a uniform. He
was asked to pick up his blankets, but he would not do this. Next
he went with others to the outfitting store where he refused to
sign for his uniform. Tt was at this moment that Mabley was threatened
with ill-treatment. A sergeant drew his bayonet in a thréatening
manner, but after this gesture the bayonet was quickly replaced and
an officer was summoned. Mabley was asked whether he understood
what his refusal meant. He replied that he understood the seridusness
of his actions after which a superior officer was called and a note
was made of the charge to be made against Mabley. He was put on a
'ground charge' which meant that he could not leave the barracks.
The 'ground charge' lasted for two weeks until Mabley was brought
before a Court Martial on 17 June 1918. During this period Mabley
recalls that he received very.little attention from the military
who did not seem to know what to do with him., 274

At his Court Martial, Mabley was brought before six officers
and in the court room he was surrounded by soldiers. He pleaded

274. In conversation with the author 24 August, 1968,
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guilty to the charge of disobeying an order and stated that he had
done this knowing that for such a breach of army discipline he

could be sentenced to two years imprisonment. The court asked why
he adopted this attitude of non-compliance with military orders.
Mabley replied that he was a conscientious objector. He was not
asked to give any details about his beliefs, nor was he allowed a
counsel to speak for him. 275 After this brief period of questioning

his hearing ended. A verdict of guilty was brought in against

Mabley ( July 4). He was Sentenced to two years in Kingston Penitentiary.

The next day he was paraded before the regiment in which he would
not serve and his two year sentence was read out before the assembled
troops. This ceremony over, Mabley was transferred to the London
City jail where he was to serve a period of solitary confinement
before being transferred to Kingston Penitentiary. 1In the city
jail he was not placed in soiitary confinement, but was confined
with a group of men. None of these were conscientious objectors,
but men convicted of civil crimes., Mabley was confined at London
until 18 July. There he lived for two weeks on water and mush.
Toilet facilities consisted of a pail kept in the corner of the cell.
The jourmey to Kingston was made by train, Mabley being
handcuffed to another prisoner. 276 On arrival at the penitentiary
he collected his prison clothing and his prison number (G. 740).
After this, a number of forms of prison employment were offered to
him. From the list of carpenter, farm-worker or machine shop
275. Mabley to the authof in conversation 24 August 1968.
276. Mabley recalls that the man to whom he was handcuffed
was not a conscientious objector. He was a huge man who talked all

the time of escaping and told Mabley (a-small man) that if he
egcaped he was taking Mabley with him.
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operative, Mabley chose farm-work; the work he knew best. During
the whole time he was in jail, he had no complaints about his
treatment by the prison authorities or by the prison guards. He
worked from 8 a,m. to 12 noon and from 1 p.m. to 5 p.m. on the prison
farm and found that if he worked well and kept his cell clean and
tidy he was not punished in any way. One privilege granted to the
prisoners at Kingston was that they were allowed to walk in the
town during their lunch hour. This gave them some contact with the
world outside prison and made their Stay in prison less arduous.

Ministers of various churches came to see Mabley while he
was in prison. He has said that many of theée tried to persuade
him to abandon his position as a conscientious objector, but that
none of them succeeded in changing his mind, 277. Despite the attempts
of these men to change his views, Mabley did not refuse to see them
and talked with all those ministers who came to see him.

Mabley explains his conscientious objection in simple terms.
He believed in the Quaker peace testimony and " he would have nothing
at all to do with the military". 278 pe army did talk to him about

the possibility of his doing non-combatant service, but he refused

this. 279 Mabley was the only member of the Society of Friends in
277. In conversation with the author 24 August 1968,
278, Ibid.
279. There is some doubt as to whether Mabley was officially

offered non-combatant service, In a letter to Hugh Guthrie, the
Solicitor General dated 11 January, 1919, C.A. Zavitz mentions

18 May, 1918). 1It appears from this that even at this date Zavitz
was arguing that Mabley should also have been granted non-combatant

service,
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Kingston jail during his period of confinement, but there were other
objectors there at this time. He talked with some of them and
they informed him that they refused to fight in Europe, but they
would fight in Canada if they felt that this was necessary for the
defence of the country.

While Mabley was at Kingston another member of the Society
of Friends, Howard Toole, was in prison at Burwash Industrial Farm.
Hewas also imprisoned for his objection on conscientious grounds
to military service., Little is known to the author about Toole's
background other than the fact that he came from the Mount Albert
area of Ontario, 280 Like Mabley he was a member of the Hicksite
branch of the Society of Friends. Toole was court martialed on
31 May 1918,

II

The Canadian Friend has few references to the two men who

went to prison because of their observance of the Quéker peace
testimony. One article alone mentions both men by name and this

was written by A.G. Dorland after the War had ended. Dorland
visited Mabley at Kingston Penitentiary and recorded his impressions

in the April, 1919 edition of The Canadian Friend. He found Mabley

in the hospital wing recovering from a bout of influenza, 281 They

280. Information given by E.M, Starr, Newmarket, Ontario, in
letter to author 14 December 1968, No answer was received to corres-

281. Dorland maintained that Mabley, while cutting ice for
the Penitentiary, caught a cold which turned to influenza, Mabley
does not remember this, He says he was merely the victim of a
virulent 'flu virous which affected many people in 1918-19°7,
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talked freely and discussed Mabley's experiences and those of Howard
Toole. 282 Mabley had served eight months of his two year senfence
when Dorland visited him and his release had already been approved.
 As soon as he recovered from his influenza he was to be released.

It was in a thoughtful vein that Dorland closed his article on
Mabley. He questioned:
Whether we sufficiently honoured those who
had been willing to give up their personal
freedom and liberty in order that the sacred
principle of liberty of conscience might be

vindicated.

If The Canadian Friend be taken as a guide, then Dorland's

thoughts may be answered by saying that these men were certainly
not honoured for their personal sacrifice. Until the March 1920
edition there is no further mention of either man. Then, under
the heading " Young Friends Activites ", Margerie Moore of Newmarket
wrote that loyalty in battle was equalied by loyalty to comscience.
She mentioned Mabley as an example of the latter type of loyalty.
This, then, together with Dorland's article, was the extent of the
interest shown in the two men who had maintained the Quaker peace
testimony in the face of war. There were no articles concerning
their call-up, court martial or release. They and their actions
were virtually ignored. In the July, 1919 edition the fact of the
release of the two men was noted without details.

The reason for the lack of interest in thesé two men is
difficult to understand. It is true that both men were members
of the Hicksite branch of the Society of Friends, whereas The

282. Dorland thought that Toole céme from the same area as
Mabley (Coldstream), but, in fact, he came from Mount Albert, Ont.

283. The Canadian Friend, April, 1919, p. 10.
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Canadian Friend expressed the opinions of the Progressive section

of the Society. But faced by conscription, the three sections of
the Society had come together in a joint committee and there was
unity against conscription. The steadfastness of these two men
should have provided an example for other Friends in Canada, but

the editors of The Canadian Friend do not seem to have been aware

of the value t6 the Society of the experiences of these two men.
Unless the two men were known personally to Friends in other parts
of Canada or word was passed by private 1ettér concerning their
stand against conscription, there was little possibility that their
position would be known across the country.

It might be thought that The Canadian Friend faced proscription

if it had drawn attention to the Friends in prison because of
conscientious objection to war. Many publications of g religious
nature were proscribed by the government, particularly those of

the International Bible Students. The Canadian Friend, however,

did print articles concerning conscientious objectors in Britain and
it was not proscribed for doing this, 284 As the Order in Council
dealing with censorship stressed that opinions which tended to

weaken the war effort in Canada or Great Britain would be censored,

it does not seem that The Canadian Friend had much to fear from the

Censors.

284. (i) The Canadian Friend, May, 1917, printed statements
made at the Court Martial of Corder Catchpool. pp. 4-5.
(ii) The Canadian Friend, September, 1916, printed a report of the
trial of P, Southall of Birmingham. pp. 4-5.
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Perhaps the statement made by the Legislative Committee at

the 1919 Yearly Meeting gives a clue as to why The Canadian Friend

failed to draw attention to Mabley and Toole:
Considering the condition of war and the state
of public opinion during the period, the committee
feels that the Government authorities have shown
throughout much consideration and courtesy towards
our members, recognizing the sincerity of our
convictions as a religious body with regard to non-
participation in war.

It appears from this statement that the legislative committee
was satisfied with the original exemption granted by the Government
to members of religious groups whose tenets precluded participation
in war. This exemption only provided for non-combatant service,
however, and this was not acceptable to all members of the Society
of Friends. From the earlier examination of Friends in ambulance
and reconstruction work,‘it 1s clear that most of the members of
the Society in Canada wished to serve humanity in some way while
still maintaining an anti-war attitude. Ambulance work was
considered by the Society as fulfilling these conditions. The
main body of the Society, then, were not absolutist in outlook. By
this is meant that few members refused all work which brought them
into even the slightest contact with the military. It was seen
that Mabley himself had applied for work with the American Friends'
Service Committee. His objection to doing the same kind of work
under the army was that this made him, in effect, a soldier, for
he wouid be required to don a uniform and take orders from the army.
This he refused to do. While the Society had sympathy for Mabley's

position it is not clear that they wanted to draw attention to it

285. The Canadian Friend, July, 1919.
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publicly. The image which the Friends had created was one of
service and it was this image which they wished to keep before the
public and before the Government. 2066 This was probably the real
reason for the lack of identification between the Society of
Friends and its two known objectors who went to jail for their
beliefs: the two men represented views which, although consistent
with the Quaker peace testimony, were not the views of the main
body of the Society.

The experiences of Corder Catchpool help to show the conflict
between the 'service' and the 'absolutist' positions. In the
statement he made at his Court Martial after he had become an
‘absolutist' he said that when he had volunteered for the F.A,U.,
he had had to defend his actions against many Quakers who feared
that such service"might lead to a compromise of our Peace Testimony". 287
This did not deter him, however, and it was not until the voluntary
units became, in effect, absorbed into the medical units of the
army that he decided to leave the F.A.U. He left, he indicated,
because men who held the same convictions as he did were called
cowards in England while he was held up before the public as
genuine conscientious objector. Although this is a British Example of
'service' and 'absolutist' opinion within the Society, it can be
used in conjunction with what is known about the position of George
Mabley to show that there was the same divergence of opinion among

286. 'The only exemption the members of F.A.U. asked for

was not to be compelled to carry arms'. The Canadian Friend ,December
1914, p. 15. Reprint of article from The Toronto Star. (mo date supplied)

287. The Canadian Friend, May, 1917, p.4.




211,
Friends in Canada. Mabley was not an 'absolutist'., He would have
accepted work with the American Friends Service Committee if the
Canadian government had permitted him to do s0. In Canadian terms,
however, Mabley and Toole were considered to be 'rebels'. To the
public and to the Government, it was a thin line which divided
service with a volunteer unit attached to the army from ambulance
work within the army. It was a distinction which some Friends
found it difficult to make too. The example of the changed
circumstances of Corder Catchpool was used by the editor of The

Canadian Friend to provide for Friends " a clear statement for

those Who‘have been unable to understand.the position of the
conscientious objector in prison". 288 yhen Mabley and Toole
decided not to serveas non-combaﬁants, they alienated themselves

in some degree from the main body of opinion within the Society of
Friends.  The adoption of ambulance work by the Society blurred

the clarity of what the correct position of a Friend should be in a
time of war. It was no longer a question of whether it was right

or wrong to have connections with military pursuits, Many members
had decided that some connection could be maintained without harming
the Quaker Peace Testimony. Once this policy was adopted, those

who would not serve became extremists. Mabley and Toole were not
considered to be examples of what the Quaker position should be in
time of war. 1In the early nineteenth century they would have been
thought of as men dedicated to the Quaker peace testimony, and

those who had served the military in any way would have been censured,
In the early twentieth century, they were wvirtually forgotten by

288, Ibid., p. 5.
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The Canadian Friend and the opinion it represented, and no-one

was censured for participation in the war be they combatants,
non-combatants or volunteer ambulance workers.

Mabley and Toole were not completely forgotten by the
Society of Friends. while they were in jail. C.A. Zavitz, Clerk
of the Genesee Yearly Meeting, took a great interest in the welfare
of both men. 289 He, as a representative of the Genesee Yearly
Meeting, worked with Albert S. Rogers (Progressive) on a joint
committee of legislation 290 which was responsible for contacts
between the Society and Ottawa. This committee also informed
Friends of the contents of the Military Service Act, its amendments
and exemptions.

L.H. Toole was the first member of the Society to be court
martialled on 31 ﬁay 1918. C.A. Zavitz, on hearing of the intended
trial, sent two telegrams concerning Toole: one to Justice Duff,
the Central Appeal Judge, and the other tokMajor Wiiliam Keslick,
the Second Depot of the Ist Canadian Ordinance Regiment‘at Niagara
Camp, Ontario. These communications informed the recipients that
Toole was a member of the Society of Friends whose members had
held their peace testimony for two-hundred and sixty years. Two
days earlier William Harris, Clerk to the Canada Yearly Meetihg
(Progressive), and A.S. Rogers had visited Ottawa and secured a

289. Charles A. Zavitz, Professor of‘Field Husbandry in
the Agricultural College at Guelph, Ontario. Confered with D.

Sc. by U. of Toronto 1916 for attainments in Field Husbandry.
Dorland, A.G. op. cit. p. 171 andff.
290. The Capadian Friend, Oct. 1917 mentions that they were

to work with any representative appointed by the Conservative body
of Friends.
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copy of Routine Order 471 which they sent to C.A. Zavitz, 291
This order stipulated that conscientious objectors would not be
sent overseas but would serve within Canada in the Canadian
Engineers; the Army Service Corps; the Army Medical Corps; the
Canadian Ordinance Corps on clerical duties. Harris and Rogers wrote
that they had hoped to see the Minister of Militia, but that he was
not in Ottawa, 292
On 31 May 1918, when Mabley enlisted, C.A. Zavitz again

sent telegrams to the authorities informing them of Mabley's
membership of the Society of Friends and that he had been éccepted
for service in the American Friends Reconstruction Unit. Zavitz
hinted that Mabley might be able to give greater service to his
country at the farm upon which he had been employed for thirteen
years. However, Mabley was court martialled as Toole had been,
and was sent to jail. On the day of his court—martial (June 18),
the Genesee Yearly Meeting sent him a letter of sympathy:

We have been moved and drawn by our affection

for thee to write in tender sympathy of thee

at this time when thy life has been brought

into places of difficulty and danger in the

service into which thee has been led by thy
conscience .,.. 293

291. Routine Order 471 (22 April, 1918). Contents communi-
cated in letter A.S. Rogers to C.A. Zavitz 29 May 1918.

292. Friends appear to have been more successful later. It
was stated in The Canadian Friend, July, 1918 p.6. that C.A. Zavitz
and Albert Rogers met with the P.M. and other members of the
Federal Government in Ottawaand had an "interesting and satisfactory
interview',

293. Letter - Genesee Yearly Meeting to George Mabley
(18 June, 1918).
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It seems that apart from this simple letter Mabley had little con-
tact with other Friends while he was in prison. A member from
Mabley's district has said that Mabley did not encourage visitors.2%%
Mabley has said that he cannot recall adopting this attitude, for
he agreed to see all those who wished to visit him. He does admit,
however, that he had wished thatr Friends would not concern themselves
with trying to secure his release as he wished to 'stick it out'
until the end of the war. 295 Mabley and Toole did correspond
with each other while they were in jail, but these letters are no
longer available for examination,

In January, 1919, two months after the armistice C.A,
Zavitz wrote to the Solicitor General, Hugh Guthrie asking for the
release of Mabley and Tople. 296 He again made a brief statement of
Quaker peace views, giving historical examples to show that these
views had been held for over 250 years. Just over a month later,
a letter from Thomas Mulvey, the Undersecretary of State informed
Zavitz that:
I am commanded to inform you that his
Excellency the Governor General has been

pleased to order that these two young men
be released from close custody. 297

In a reply to this letter it was stated that Toole had been released

294. C. Harold Zavitz in conversation with the author,
Toronto, 17 April, 1968,

295. George Mabley in conversation with the author 24 August,
1968.

296. Letter ~ C.A. Zavitz to Hugh Guthrie 11 January, 1919.
The reply to this letter mentions a letter on behalf of Toole also
dated 11 January, 1919,

297. Letter to C.A., Zavitz from Thomas Mulvey 25 February 1919.
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and had arrived home 25 February 1919, but that Mabley was still
in prison suffering from influenza, 298 As his dishonourable
discharge shows, Mabley was eventually released 8 May, 1919 after
spending nearly nine and a half months at Kingston.

Although it has been found, then, that Friends worked for
freedom of conscience and sought to secure the release of those
who were of military age, but who refused to fight or undertake
non-combatant service, they seem to have been loath to draw public
attention to the problem of conscientious objection in Canada.

The pages of the Canadian Friend would not have reached a wide

reading public, but at least they could have informed members of
the Society itself about the men who wentto jail because of their
views concerning peace and military service. There can be no

doubt, from the few scraps of information provided by The Canadian

Friend regarding conscientious objectors in Canada, that conscientious
Objection was a problem for Friends all across Canada. The British
Columbia Quarterly Meeting had reported in the November 1917

edition of the Canadian Friend that they had few men of militarvy

age in the Meeting, but that if a further draft was called out

there would be some men involved. The March, 1919 edition, however,

carried a report that Friends in Vancouver had, for some time,

been visiting conscientious objectors in Okalla prison. " There are

others in the Penitentiary whom we should like to visit,'the report

continued, but the too rigorous regulations make it impossibld! 299
298. Letter to Thomas MulVey (unsigned) 13 March 1919."

299. The Canadian Friend March, 1919.p.7.
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Nothing indicates whether the conscientious objectors were Friends
or non-Friends, but the acr of visiting these men shows that Friends
in the West were as much involved in the problem of conscientious
objection as were those in the East. The position which Friends in
the West had adopted to the problem was not reported, however, nor
was any real discussion of the problem attempted through the pages

of The Canadian Friend.

Little material is available to assess the attitude of
Friends towards non-Quaker objectors. It will be remembered
that the resolution sent to Premier Borden in May 1917 had shown
concern not only for Friends but for all those who had conscientious
objection to carrying arms ' regardless of their membership in any
particular church or society'. 300 Mabley's testimony shows that
there were objectors other than religious ones, but there is no
indication that Friends worked on their behalf. 301 1In the East
no evidence has been discovered by the author to show that Friends
combined in any way with any other groups, religious or otherwise,

300. The Friend's Peace Committee recommended that
'l. The Religious Society extend moral support to those who though
not members of the Society hold genuine objection to war.'

301. Pelham Quarterly Meeting did discuss early release of
conscientious objectors from prison and decided to bring the matter
to the attention of the Joint Legislative Committee of Yearly
Meeting. Canadian Friend, March 1919, p. 2. ’

(By this date, Toole had been released and Mabley's release had

been ordered, only a bout of influenza was keeping him from his
freedom. Author's note)
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to protest against the imprisonment of conscientious objectors.302
The West, however, did produce a body which was open, "to all those

who on any grounds objected to comscription and which sought to

help those who objected". 303 This organization, formed in Victoria,
British Columbia, was called the Canadian Freedom League. Friends
in Victoria do not seem to have been too sure of the attitude to

adopt to this League. 304 1, 1y, Canadian Friend of November, 1917 it

was reported that:

While two or three Friends have attended some
of the League Meetings - as a congregation we
are anxious to keep in touch with Yearly
Meeting's actions in connection with the
Military Service Act., 305 '

It would seem, then, that Friends in Victoria were not prepared
to commit themselves too deeply to a league against conscription.
As individuals, some Friends were willing to have dealings with
non-Friends involved in the conscientious objection issue, but
the Society itself was more reticent. .

302. (i) Dorland mentions that a group of Hicksite Friends
formed ' The Peace and Arbitration Society ' shortly after the close
of the Boer War which was undenominational, but his references to
the Society end in 1906. Dorland, 322-323.

(ii) The Canadian Friend, February 1913, p. 10. made reference to
meeting of this Society. Discussed were the growth of armaments in
the world; Quaker loyalty to the Nation; the promotion of peace

in the world. Mr. Clark did not believe " that the task of promoting
a sentiment in favour of peace belonged entirely to the working
classes and socialists'.

303. Canadian Friend November 1917. p.3.

304. In reply to a letter sent to Victoria Public Library
requesting information on the Canadian Freedom League, the author
received a communication stating that an examination of relevant
local newspapers had revealed no trace of the League. The Library
had also contacted the Provincial Library and the Provincial
Archives, but no information concerning the League was found. Letter,
Victoria Public Library to author, 13 March, 1969,

305.Ibid. p.3.
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CONCLUSLONS

It seems clear from an examination of British and Canadian
Quakers in the Great War that the peace testimony of the Society in
both countries had undergone a marked change since the days of George
Fox. Corder Gatchpgol summed wp this change in attitude very well
when, in the midst of his rejection of ambulance work he wrote:

It may be illpgical my being here. I did

not come out at the end of a train of
reasoning exactly. I could not see Ggorge Fox
clearly in the war zome-but ... I never failed
to see Jesus Christ here...'Ah, you have gone
ouf to save life, not to kill,' said Sir W.P.
Byles to me the other day ...(he)... put into
words the thougiit that has so often been my
motive force.

These words contained the key to much Quaker thinking during
the war: a sinking of Quaker exclusivepess In order to give service
to others. There was nothing new in Quakers serving others., They
were well known philanthropists and their work towards prison reform
and the abolition of slavery provide noteable examples of Quaker
service. It can be argued that these activities helped in some way
to break dowti the barrier which existed between many Quakers and
political affairs; for such service imvolved contact with political
ipstitutions and political figures. Another important force which
effected change in the Society of Friends was é%angelicaliSm. It -
attacked many aspects of Quaker life and severed many Quakers from
traditional ties. Also to be included in the forces working towards
the greater involvement of Quakers in public affairs was the growth

of Quaker business interests. Trade widened the horizons for some

305. Catchpool, On TWo Fronts, p. 88. Letter dated
12 March, I%18. _
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members of the Society of Friends. And after 1832, GQuakers took
their place in Parliament, again confirming that the quietist period
was over.

The peace testimony of the Society experienced changes too,
Quakers took part in national and.international peace societies in
the nineteenth century and sent peace delegations throughout Europe,
Eventually aid and persomnel were dispatched to war-torn areas.
Quakers still maintaimed that war was wrong in all circumstances, but
they no longer remained aloof from war. Yet the F.A.U., formed after
the outbreak of hostilities in 1914, marked a further stage in the
evolveﬁent of the Quaker peace testimony; for Quakers actually went
into the firing zone to aid and rescue soldiers. Previously, although
Quakers had sent relief supplies during wartime, they had not sent

personnel into the war zone.

The figures supplied by Graham in Conscription and Conscience
show that ser&fce for others motivated the largest section of the
Society of Friends during the Great War. He recorded that 640 men were
involved in ambulance_work at the Front. N¢£ all of these were Quakeré
and some were not- conscientious objectors, but Quakers made up a large
part of this Unit. THere were also 440 men emrolled in the General
Section of the F.A.U. who served in Britain. Many of these men vere
Quakers. It was also estimated by Graham that 32 percent of Quakers of
military age enlistéd. These figures can be compared with the 279 Quakers
who went to jail for conscience sake of whom 142 were absolutists. _
Unfortunately, similar figures have not been gathered for Canada. 300

306. 1In April, 1919 A.G. Dorland made an appeal in The Canadian
Friend for such statistics. The author enquired for the result of his

appeal, but was told by the Assistant Secretary of the Canada Yearly Meeting
who contacted Dorl this 5
no statistical tabfgdegald gg gg&gf, that the response wags S0 small rhac




220.

However, the pages of the Canadian Friend show a predominance of

men who served in ambulance and recofistruction work over those who
went to jail. That some Canadian Quakers enlisted is beyond doubt.
The author was told by George Zavitz and Harold Zavitz that James

Stanton of the Goldstream Meeting enlisted and The Canadian Friend

mentions the memorial service of David Secord Muirkead, a birthright
member of the Pelham Meeting who had been killed in action at Coral

de Norde, F:ance on the 27 September, 1918. The note reported that
although Muirhead did not believe in war, he was not a conscientious
objector and had said, "Other boys must go and I am no'better than they."
Strangely for a Quaker Journal, the words of Muirhead's Commanding
Officer were piven: “He was as brave a soldier. as any officer could
wish." 307 Fron the Calgary Meeting came mews that all those who had -
served "with the military forces, and who are new living, have returned

and are again taking up the pursuits of peace.” 308 Thare are numberous

references in the Canadian Friend to people returning from service over-
seas, but the service they had rendered is not always given, Many of
these appear to have been members of the Quaker Adult Schopl an oxgan-
fzatiom active in Britain and Canada which provided evening classes in
many subjects. It was open to non-Quakers and Fred Haslam, who was a
prominent member of the Adult School movememt in Canada conpfirms that
many of its n&n-Quaker members of military age went into the Army.
Clearly then to deal with sbsolutist comscientious ohjectors within the

dociety of Friemds in either Britain or Camada is to deal with the few. 309

3Q7. The Canadian- Friend, January, 1919, p. 4.

308. The Caggd;an Friend November, 1919, p. 5.

309. A word of warning must always be inserted when quoting
statistics concerning religious groups, for many who claimed membership
Were not necessarily active members. '
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It was not inteaded that this study should be primarily a
comparative study of British and Capadian comscientious objection,
‘but some interesting comparisons cah be made and these have been made
wherever possible. The situation of Quakers in Britain and Canada
was different in many ways. In Canada, Quakerism was rooted in rural
areas, most of its adherents were farmers or farm workers., In the
cities there were Quakers pursuing a wide variety of occupations, but as
an examination of census returns show, very few Quakers were urban
dwellers. British Quakers, on the other hand, were to be found in all
types of pccupation, for business and industry had attracted many
Quakers inte urban areas. It can be concluded from this that the
}’Ebncept of service for others took different forms in an industrialized
Britain and-a partially industrialized Camada. As was seen by an
examination of the lives of Corder Catchpool and Stephen Hobhouse,
Quakers in Britain were very actiQa in soeial work among the industrial
poor. Thus, it is not surprising that some Quakers should shcw .an
1nt¢rest in socialism and helieve that a form of this dogtrine Wpuld g-;;
gsolve the ills they saw around them. Socialist-Quakers, then, were a |
product of the interest of a religious group in social welfare. Canadian
Quakers, because of their rural orientation were more concerned with
the socfal welfare of immigrants and in sending out missiomaries among the
new arrivals from Europg. Socialism was fiot an important element in Quaker
thinking in Canada nor was it an important elem¢nt in the thinking of

the majority of other Canadians.
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Yet it would be wrong to assume there were no socialists in
Canada at that period. Among Quakers the author has found ohe person

in Canada who foreibly expressed the need for Plogghshare polities, 510

This was George T. Sheward who, in a letter to The Ploughshare, regretted
that praspects for such politics in Canada were discouraging. He felt
Canadian Labour was only interested in maintaining conflict between
employeér and emplovee. 31 Neither was Sheward impressed»withbthe
Society of Friends in Canada. Quakers appeared to support British
participation in the war, he said, and,

have neither the courage to repudiate Friends

views re war mor to maintain them; in fact

their aim seeits to be to mathtain their oxgan~

1zed meetings, actuated by sentiments of the

past. 312

In Britain the position was differeut, Soeialist-Quakers
although a minority within the Roclety of Friends, were influential in
many aspects of jts 1ife. It was possible to show in this study the
concern shown by Quakers for the growth of atms prior to the war. This
was true in Britain and Canada. Canadian Quakers sent petitions to the
Government, but in Britain the combination of statistics suppiied by a
quaker-Socialist, Walton Newbold, and the oratory of Pilip Smowden
sisiired that the facts of armament production and profits reached a
wide audience. However, armament production did not cease and war came.
310. Readers of The Canadian Friend were recommended, to read

Ihe Ploughshare, but there was little to indicate that the British
journal had a marked effect om the Canadian publication,

31ll.Canadian labour was 4galnst conscription hefore it was
introduced, hut once a fart, it was accepted,

312. The Ploughshare, Vol. ILI, June, 1918, p. 166.
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As previously stated, the first reaction of Quakers to war
was conditioned by the service performed in the wars of the nine-
teenth and early twentieth centuries. In 1914, the idea of a Friends
Anbulance Unit was welcome to those who could not fight, but who
wished to serye others and at the same time show loyalty to their
nation. The personal reactions of two Socialist-Quakers have been noted.,
Catchpool, anxious to serve, was an @arly meiber of the F.A.U, Hoh-
house for his part, worked on behalf of enemy. aliens and their familes
in Pritain.  The attitude of these two men changed markedly when
conscriptibn was introduced in 1916. Hobhqnse had adﬁocated alternative
gervice before the war, but repudiated such service under thée threat
of cofipulsion. As Adjutant of the F.A.U., Catchpool's decision to
return to Bfitain and seek absolute exemption was not made without a
great amount of thought coticerning its effect ﬁpon ihe rest of the Unit,
Both men were refused absolute exemption and were drafted ipto éﬁe Army.
For these men, neither Army or prison life was marked by the ill-treatment
met by some absolutist objectors. Gatchpool and Hobhouse #id mot go on 3; 
hunger or work strikes and gave little trouwble in jail. However, Hoh-
house did object to the silence rule. Catchpool found that after a |
period of imprisonment a return to Army life was refreshing in some ways.
yet, as the case of Brightmore shows, the Army did not always effuse an
alr of freedom when compared with prison life, 413

313 One objector told the author that after wearing the
sate clothes for ten days, sleeping on a platform in the guardroom and
having nothing to do, he found the routine of prison life relatively
welcome. Fred Haslam, Secretary of Canada Yearly Meeting, who was an
objector in Britaim during the Great War. Later he can¢ to live in

Canada. Recounted in conversation with the author, Toronto, 22
August, 1968.
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Canadiaﬁ Quakers responded immediately to the idea of wartime
service. Money and supplies for the F.AU. were sent from Canada and
later Quakers went to serve in the first British Ambulahce Unit for
Italy and with American ambulance and reconstruction units. One of
the chief advocates of the F.A.U. in Canada was J., Allen Baker, a
Canadian born Quaker who was a member of the British House of Conmons .
He travelled extensively across Canada on behalf of the F.A.U.

Conscription did not occur in Canada until 1917 and very few
Quakers were affected by conscription in its early days because most
members of the Seciety were engaged in agriculture and were exempted
from military service because of the importance of their occupations.,
Many Quakers with whom the author has had conversatiens also ingist
that most young Quakers they knew at that time were either just too
young or too old for the draft. However, when the Governfient cancelled
all exemptions in April, 1918, some Quakers were claimed by the Army
and the story of ome of these men shows that he regeived much the same
treatment as ihe two 8oclalist-Quaker objectors whose Army and prison.vw
experiences were examined in this work. Mabley was not ill-treated and
the pattern of court-martial and them transference to civil prison was
the same system which had been evolved for British gbjectors who would
not perform alternative servite. Yet ip some ways Mabley's story and
treatment were differemt. He actually reported at the military
barracks whereas Catchpool apd Hobhouse were 'fetched' By the Army,
Mabley regretted this later and rold the author that if he could re-live

that section of his life he would still résist, but he would make the
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Army fetch him. Another difference between Mabley and the British
objectors examined here was that his sentence was heavier. Bfitish
absolutists usually received 112 days sentence, were then transferred
back to the Army and were re-court-martialled. This was not the case
in Canada. |

Mabley was ntot an absolutist, for he wonld have accepted work with
the American Reconstruction Unit if the Goversment had allowed him»tp take
it. Yet, he maintains that he refused non-coffatant service within the
Army. Inh prison Mabley was treated more ‘like British ebjectors who
acceptad the Home Office Schempe. He worked on the prigon farm and was
allowed to walk in Kings;bn during his lunch bresk., Fred Haglam, who
was engaged in Home 0ffice work at Wakefleld prisem in Britain, recalls
that prisomers were free between the hours of 3:30 and 9:30 P.M. and
that Satuyrday afterhoons and Sundays‘wate free. Spme prisomers went
home at weekends. Mabley could not g0 homé, hut he had more freedom
than the British absolutist.

It has yet to be established whether there were any aﬁsolutists

in Canada in the Great War. That there ware sotialist objectors in

Canada seems clear from two examples gathered from The Winnipeg Tribune.
One report;statedvthat Joseph Murray, a comscientious ohjector was
sentenced to two years in the peniteatiary for refusing to report for
service. He was alleged ta have said, "I am a copscientious objector

on account of being a member of the Socialist Party." 314

314. The Wimnipeg Tribune, 25 January, 1918, p. 1.
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Another article referred to Christopher Kinsell and Robert Oswald
Knaggs who were given fiwve years hard Isbour for refusing to don
uniforms. It was stated that Kpaggs refused on religious grounds,
"although he was not a conscientious objector." Kinsell did not
give a reason for not enlisting, but "a great deagl of I.W.W.
(International Workers of the World} literature was found in his
possession at the time of'hiS'arrést." 313

It was seen that Mabley was not ill-treated and no reports
of Ganadian Quakers being ill-treated have been found in the process
of this study. Yet Graham records that 25 Canadian conscientious
objectors, "after a particularly cryel incirceration in Canada were
shipped to England" where they received similar rough treatment. In
Wandsworth Military Prison they were subhjected to about 100 days of
caﬁfinement and fed for three days on bread and water and for three
days on a more substantial diet. This alternate feeding system was
continued for the 100 days. Graham asserts that Miss Joan Fry, a
vigiter to military camps, discovered that one of these men was a
Quaker, but she did not visit him. The name of this man is not given
in»Grdham's accoupt., 316 |

However, it would appear that Capada, like Britain, had men
who thought objectors should be taught a lesson. On 24 January, 1918,

the front page of the Winnipeg Tribune carried a pitotograph of nine

315." Ibid., p. 1l.

316. The Canadian Quaker was told that the Chaplain was there
to see him., He thought this was the usual Anglican visiter and he
refused to see him. The wvigitor was, in fact, Miss Fty. Graham,
op. ¢it., pp. 133-134.
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International Bible Students who were consefentious objectors, but
who had been taken into the Army. 317 Ope of the men, Robert Clegg,
signed an affidavit in St. Boniface Hospital stating that he had
received V;ruel and inhuman treatment;" Anothet.man. D.R. Naish,
was alleged to have received harsh treatment at. Minto Barracks. A
further objector, .Charles Matheson, who did not appear in the photo=-
graph, was said to have given way under torture and agreed to obey
orders.

Clegg's affidavit, signed befora F.J. Davidson, barrister,
sald he had been taken in charge on 18 January, 1916 (sic. should‘
read 1918) as an absentee and takem to Minto Barracks. . Tﬁere, he
refused to obey,ordefs énd was not issued with blankets and had to
sleep wpon bare boards. On 21 January, Clegg refused to move certain
pails which led to his being taken into deten;ion. The neit day a
major ordered him confined to barracks for two daye. When Clegg still
refused orders. after this detention, he was takenj to the ablutions,
forcibly undressed and given an ice-cold shower for 15 minutes. A “
non~commissioned Officer partially dried him, but asked Clegg to
finish the drying. Clegg refused and was laghed with the tows. until
he was. dry. Then, between two Military Policemen he was made to runm
up and down. In the aftemoon, Clegg alledged he was given the same
treatment exeept he was not lashed with a towel., Yet after his cold
shower, he was taken and laid on a cold, stome slab., He lay there

helpless.

317. The Winnipeg Tribune, 24 January, 1918, p. 1.
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A soldier at the barracks,_Private Paul Case, also issued a
statement which said that ome man had been given one fifteen minute
shower and another man two 15 minute showers with a 30 minute interval
between them. During the night one man's condition was so bad that he
was taken to hospital. Case said the soldiers at thé camp were amnnoyed
by the affair and reports were false that the goldiers and npt the
authorities were respongsible for the treatment of the Intemational
Biple Students,

On 25 January, The Winnipes Tribune reported that it was thought

a military court had exonerated the authorities at the camp who claimed
that the 'torture bath' was in reality a regulation bath. Yet, the
Commanding. Officer of the depot battalion apd his second in command were
charged by the I,B.§. with conspiring to commit an indictable offence.
Sargeant Simpson, thé provost sargeant, was charged with assault
occasioning bodily harm. Two days later, Magistrate Hugh John MacDonald
refused to hear the case against simpson, but agreed to a nilitary
request that -he tried by court-martial.

The report that the military authorities had beett exonerated
proved correct. However, it was anpounced op 31 Januwary that the I.B.S.
 lawyer had permissidn to Hring in a plea of mandanuss: the magistrate
had to try the case against Simpson. All this time Clepg was kept in
hospital, although it was mainﬁained that he had only been given a
‘regulation bath'. There was no further reference to the events at

Minto Barracks in The Winnipeg Tribune up to 4 February where the author

ended his search. A full examination of the lepal proceedings would be

interesting, but essentially the statement of Private Case and the
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length of Clegg's stay in hospital seems to indicate that there was a
case to answer. And in many cases of ill-treatment to conscientious
objectors in Britain, the 'regulation bath' seems to have played an
important part. After reading reports of such ill~-treatment, it is
understandable that the Legislative Committee of the Canada Yearly
Meeting indicated in a statement issued after the war that they had
received fair tregtment from the Governmenmt in the difficult
circumstances occasioned by the war.

When considering the influence of anti-war parliamentarians
on legislation dealing with conscientious objectors in Britain it
was seen that the Quaker M.P.s in the Liberal Party héd~some succéss
in widening the conscience clause. T.E. Harvey and Arnold Rowhtree
were greatly interested in alternative service and they consistently
worked to get more conscientious objectors within the scope of such
service. Few of the anti-war group had any sympathy for the absolutist
objector, although R.L. Outhwaite was am exception; for he thought
them the only true objectors. Philip Snowden was the greatest champion
of the objector in terms of parliamentary questioning, but he was not
| a‘ihoroughﬁgoing pacifist, In common with many socialists he did not
cbject to war in all circumstances. iIndeed, he was surpriged to be
sent hundreds of letters from cbjectors and fheir relatives which
sought to involve him in their‘prbblems. He assumed it was his stand
against comscription which had brought him this mail,

Boulton makes the point that many of the socialist leaders of
the N=C.F. had strong non-conformist backgrounds even though they might

not have been attached to amy church after their youth or early ntanhood.
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This also seems to be true of the anti-war group which contained
Quakers, Baptists, Congregationalists, Unitarians, Free Presbyterians
and Primitive and Weslyan Methodists.

In assessing the work of these men in Parliament, it seems
at first as though they had little success in opposing the war., They
were too few to Stop conscription onice the Irish Nationalists and
many Liberals and Labour members had failed to oppose conscription,
When an extension of comscription was introduced, opposition was again
too meagre- to substantially modify the amending Bill. However, by
continually questioning the Government on the war and on conscientious
objection as well as on many othervissues invelving comscientious
objectors, the anti-war group did help many objéctors to secure fairer
treatment. Some of this questioning has been shown in this study,
hut there were ot&er‘queStions~dealiﬁg with the Home Office Scheme,
tribunal decisions and concerning individual objectors whose whereabouts
were wnkpown to their relatives. And the group was just as vocal
outside the House. Anti-war M.P.s travelled all over the country spé%king
at peate meetings.

One of thé main differenices between Capadian and Britigh
legislation concerning conscientious objection was that exemptions on
grounds of comnscience could ontly be claimed in Canada ;f the clgimant
was a member of a religious group whose tenets contained a conscientious
objection to war., As the case of the I.B.S. in Winnipég shows, however,
the deernment reserved the right to determine which religious orgag-
~ization fulfilled tie necessary qualifications. It will be remembered

that attempts to secure a similar exemption clause in British
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legislation had failed. In 1916 it.was clear to. the British Govern-
ment that there were many wen withqut religious attachments. who would
resist conscription and although the Government provided, in some
measure, for these men, it soon became apparent that the Government
had underestimated their nuwber. Hence the need to clarify the
position of non-religious objectors for tribunals which insisted that
socialists could not have a conscientious objection to war. In
Canada there were so few so¢lalists that the Canadian Government could
bring in legislation granting exemptions only to religious ohjectors.
There were not enough socialists to challenge this decision.

In Britain there were certain men who held bath a religious
and a socialist objection to war. The Socialist-Quaker group examined
in this study was composed of people who held both views. It was found
that the group had agreements and disagreements with other Quakers and
also with other socialists. Within the Quaker movement, the S.Q;S. acted
as a left-wing mimority which sought to bring socialism into the Society
of Friends. Sacialist-Quakers wanted to change':he Society in many wéys,
but économic? reform was the basis for many of the changes they suggested.
When speaking of war, the Socialist-Quakers insisted that it was no
langer enough for Quakers to speak of wars being caused by lust or greed.

They argued that a thorough examination of war and its causes was needed.

context of social recopstruction. Without such reconstruction, they
claimed, there could be no permanent peace, Thus, as was clearly seen
there could be no permament peace. Thus, as was clearly seen when
Socialist-Quakers examined the peace proposals of the U.B.C., or of

any other orgaunization or individual, they always iunsisted that when
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peace came was not important unless the reconstruction advocated

in The Ploughshare took place. There would he no new beginning when

hostilities ceased. The forces wﬁich produced war had to be attacked
immediately or after the end of the fighting there might be a period
of peace, but it would be followed by war within a number of years,

For Socialist-Quakers, capitalism caused wars and the remedy
they suggested was Guild Socialism. Such socialism sought to
organize industry under worker-controel and suggested a similar way of
organizing other aspects of society. Guild socialism was not a
revolutionary form of socialism and Socialist-Quakers refused to
consider the possibility of seizimg control of the country by force
in order toa implewent the reforms they wanted. Reform was to be brought

about without bloodshed.
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: o CANADA. - - A Y
'MILITARY SERVICE ACT, 1917. '~ .
o
St. and No............ T
City or Town
‘l Serial No. . : v Consecutive No. on Schedule
N 2 =N
. (7\ /";(/j ~:_.~/: : //""\.— 2
: 1
You are notiﬁ/ed that the Claim for Exemption from Military Service made on behall of b

Local Tribunal No. << Z .'Q"under the

has been considered by7 7 4.t (2 tq. 2 Ao, !
Military Service Act, 1917, and that the decision of the Tribunal was that exemption be:—-

-~

,’\7/’ :
' Any communication on the subject of this notice is to be sent to . T /A LT 3

addressed to ‘“The Registrar under the Military Service Act, 1917.”

A copy or copies of this decision was or were

[Strike out) . (2) Handed to the Claimant personally; §°n the

\,‘}:fttﬁggd' J (b)Sent-tothe-Claimant. -by-registered mail _

P
// /@ .7'{/’1’

S et : 1917.

. .
z S ST s
s j% Z)// v:,/LAV‘/(%/,{C :

Member of Tribunal. ' Membe}oﬁfgib’uhal.

- N.B.—See other side of this sheet for instructions and explanations.
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M S A. 23,

Serial No, MILITARY SERVICE ACT, 19,7 . Consecuiive No. on Schedule

74938, 8. ’

Notice of Hearing of Application for Exemption

£

>
=S
<
®
[
Y]

Name..... . 4ﬁfm$b9m@§mﬁgmﬁﬁﬁl?ix ..............................
St. and No*“P”,“g-z ..................................................
City or Town.... . iiéerton, e

(St. and e
(City or Town)... R cysnston.fribunel 48, e S
on the............ 19%h. day of-mvemb@““ ........... 1917, at ten o’clock in

the morning, or such later hour of that day as the number of cases before the
tribunal may dictate.

Anything you desire to lay before the Tribunal should be put in writing
and sent immediately by post to “ The Local Exemption Tribunal under the
Military Service Act,” at the above address. You must be careful to note on
any communication you thus send, the serial number and consecutive number
on schedule which appear in the squares at the head of this notice and any facts
which you may state or any representations yoy may make in thig way will
receive due consideration by the Tribunal.

W. E, WISMER,

Deputy Registrar under Military Service Act, 1917,

LONDON, oNT,

NOTE.—The Military Service Act, 1917, section 11, subsection 4, provides
as foliows :— »

(4) Any person who, for the purpose of obtaining a certificate or a condition in a certificate
for himself or for any other person, or for the purpose of obtaining the renewal, variation or
withdrawal of 3 certificate, males any false statement or representation, shall be guilty of an
offence and liable on summary conviction to imprisonment for any term not exceeding twelve

months with or without hard labour,

e BNy

e !




INSTRUCTIONS TO TRIBUNAL.—One copy of this notice is to be delivered or sent by
registered mail to each applicant, and another is to be sent daily to the Registrar (or Deputy
Registrar) under the Military Service Act, in whose jurisdiction the local tribunal sits, attached
to any papers which may have been received by the tribunal in connection with the application
and a memorandum of any oral evidence heard before it.

If the man is not on the schedule, a forn, of claim for exemption MSA3 will be filled
out and the proper particulars will be entered in the schedule furnished by the Registrar to the
Tribunal. The serial number of the form of claim for exemption so filled out and the consecutive

INSTRUCTIONS TO CLAIMANT.—If the application for Exemption has been dismissed,
an order with regard to the time and place at which the man concerned is required tc report
himself to be placed on active service will be sent to him in due course, and he will be furnished
with transportation for his journey to his battalion.

. ?‘H the Claim for Exemption has been allowed a Certificate of Ixemption will be sent to the
- M4

within about six woels, This Certificate will be valid upon the conditions specified or for
the time limited by the decision or until the men in the medical category in which the man has
been placed arc required to again repert themselves,

If exemption has been granted until the services of the men of the Medical Category in
which the man has been placed are required, and the services of the men in that Medieal
Category are hereafter ealled for, an opportunity will then be given to put forward any ground
of exemption already urged, as well ag any that may arise in the interval. .

If you desire to appeal you must give notice in writing of the grounds upon which you base
your appeal to “The Registrar under the Military Service Act, 1917 at the place stated above.

This notice must be postmarked not later than the third day after the delivery by the Post
Office of this advice, or your appeal cannot be heard. It must also refer to the serjal number
and consecutive number on schedule which appear at the head.of this Notice.

If, by reason of any delay in the delivery of this Notice to you, it reaches you so late that
you cannot give notice of appeal within twenty (20) days from the date of the dispateh of the
notice, then you must, in addition to the grounds of your appeal, give the reasons for the delay
in the delivery, if you know them. If the delay in delivery was your f ault, your right of appeal
is gone, and it is on y if the delay in delivery was not due to you, that your appeal can he

considered. ¢
If ycu give a notice of appeal, vou will be advised by the Registrar in due course, as to the

time when it will come on for hearing before an Appeal Judge.

3
H
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RUFUS M. JONES, CHAIRMAN

ALFRED G. SCATTERGOOD, VICE-CHAIRMAN
CHARLES F. JENKINS, TREASURER

L. CLARKSON HINSHAW
EDGAR A. STRANAHAN

J. EDWIN JAY

ALBERT S. ROGERS
WALTER C. WOODWARD
ALLEN D. HOLE

JOHN R. CARY

WILLARD E. SWIFT

L. HOLLINGSWORTH WOOD
HOMER L. MORRIS
VINCENT D. NICHOLSON
WILLIAM W, COCKS
LUCY BIDDLE LEWIS
HANNAH CLOTHIER HULL
ARABELLA CARTER

T. JANNEY BROWN

J. BARNARD WALTON

J. HAROLD WATSON
ARTHUR C. JACKSON
WILLIAM C. BIDDLE
JESSE HOLMES

JOHN R. MAXWELL
ANNE G. WALTON
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HAROLD EVANS

HENRY J. CADBURY
MORRIS E. LEEDS

J. HENRY ‘SCATTERGOGD
WILLIAM W. COMFORT
ALVA J. SMITH

EDWARD F. STRATTON

happines

This 29th

Secretary,
knowledge,

‘Lines

Burope has been
bPart of the Obligaticen of
excerpt frem gz
Committee.

deep appreciation of the reccustructior work Proposed
8 that it ig ’
Red Cross which is already doing a great work
the heart of America. : )

'State s Pennsylvania
Csunty of Philadelphia

D. Nicholson 0 mae
that he Signed the
American Friends

TELEPHONE WALNUT 6473

- AMERICAN FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE

20 SOUTH TWELFTH STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA.

VINCENT D. NICHOLSON, EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

SAMUEL J.BUNTING. JR.
REBECCA CARTER
F. ALGERNON EVANS

PAUL J. FURNAS, FIELD SECRETARY

} ASSISTANT SECRETARIES

To Whom it May Cosmcern:

This is to certify that T. George Mabley
wWho resides at Ilderton, Onterio, Censada

has been duly appointed as g Member of the American
Friends Reconstrusticon Unit of the Red Crsss to engage
in relief and reconstructisn work in France, and is
under arfers of thnis Cormiittee to sail for Frarce at
the eariiest Possible date. *

Thais Unit will engage in France in the fellrwing
of relief work. 1. Medlecal, hespital and general
relief werk for the rafugee poruiaticn of France whe
are living under indescribable conditions, and whese
Physical and neral detecicrasion is ene ¢f the greatest
menaces Lo the'prosperity and merale of gur ally.
2+ Agricultural woid in the evaouaued'wurvzones:
an increasiog amsunt of land is
tion through a luck ot labor ani
3. Construciion and
devagtatesd regions
driven from tie
and piles

where

going out of cultiva-
the spread of weeds ,

erection ¢f portable houses in the

for whe People that were either

i1r homes, or have been living in cellars

af ruins. - ' '

The resteration of the devastated-regicns af
Tecoanized by the govermment at Washington as g
A T + 3 ' .

>+ owhe United Siates. The fellowing is an
letter addressed by President Wilson 4o eur

you will permit me to exXpress my
and my
ociation with the

: in France to express
Covdially yours, Woodrsw Wilson.#

"I am sure that

being carried out in ass

- AMERICAY FRIENDS SERVICE COMMITTEE.
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; May .
day of Maj there came before me Vincent

., 148
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¢ above vertiricate under the direction of the
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and that the 7 S stated 4nare -
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Guelph. Sixth Nonth, 18th, 1918.

To George Mabley,

From Genesee learly Leeting of Friends,

Deér George:
: | ﬁﬁe have beénumovéd and drawn Sy our affection
for thee to write in fendef.SympathJ'to.thee at this time
when thy life hss been brought 1nto places of dlfficulty
and danger, in the service to wnich thee has been 1ed by
thy consclence and in mhxch thee 1s now giv1ng thy whole
eff ort Our hope are ever “1th thee and we pray that N
God may grant thee nght and strength and courave to
bupport and pulae thee always, and in every need

‘"The Lord shall keep thee from 011 evil
he Shdil keen thJ soul.v

."The Lord shall keep thy going out and thy

coming in frcm this time forth and for evermore n

In deep and ebiding love from thy Friends.

eyl

Yo .- PSR

On behsalf 6f éhe Yearly HMeeting.
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 Ehizis te Geriifn that No....3.l.3.7;!.€).5............(Rank)_....:....PR_I.VA'I.‘E ........................................

Name (in full).......... JABLEY, Thomas George, ... e ..enlisted in

R lﬁﬁ;yﬂ?giuﬁéEEéQIQNh;weﬁﬁﬁxmmgnﬁarigmﬁggimsni&mg&o,M,Fs

| CANADIAN EXPERITIONARY FORCE at.. LONDON,. ONP AR Qo.on the.... DWIET Y= NI NTH .

HE served in..mmmssssssio— = CANADE, e

and is now discharged from the service by reason of

THE DESCRIPTION OF THIS SQLDIERi:‘(V)n' the DATE below is as follows:— : e

Agenn 8 XEATS . e Marks or Scars..... e S

/7 o
L 3
e
-

R R O T

I.-.

'§1gn'at'ur¢ of Soldie

Date of Discharge - Issuing Officer

§
H
i
|
Pl
i
I

i . C. DISCHARGE'SECHO%??“‘NO.'I.‘D_.:D'.
Date. BLCGHTH MAY............19..19

: N.B.—As no duplicate of this Certificate will be issued, any person finding same is requested to forward itin an - ] :
LE unstamped envelope to the Secretary, Militia Cauncil,,Ottawa, Canada, : . ]
F.W.30, - - 5 ‘ ‘ ‘
%nf—-z—ls. : IDD lQ""!i‘g 51 R oo : : s
H. Q. 1772—-39--882, ' ID 102-1=171 : : : C(®.T.0)
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War Office Letter alluded to in the Brightmore casge,
Xar virlce Letter alluded | £

War Offiee. S.W.
19th September, 1916.

8ir, - I am commanded by the Arhy‘Council_to inform you
that 1t appears from Teports which have been received in-
this Department that in certain instances attempts have

I am, therefore, to request that you will be good
enough to take steps to ensure that such a procedure, if it
is taking place, lmmediately ceases, end that Commanding
Officers be informed that acts of insubordination committed
by conscientious objectors should be dealt with strictly in
accordance with the law. The men concerned should immediately
be placed in arrest and remanded for trial by court-martial,
unless a minor punishment ls awarded, or the soldier concerned
“elects to accept the award of his Commanding Officer,.

soldiersconcerned the opportunity of excersising his right to
be tried by a court-martial under the provisions of Section
46(8) of the Army Act, If this should prove to have been the
case, the Army Council will seriously consider whether the
officer concerned, who has been guilty of a grave dereliction
of duty and disregard of the law, ean be permitted to retain
his command, =
It should be clearly pointed out to all concerned that

the treatment of the coscientious objector who is resisting
lawful military commands should be exactly similar to that
accorded to any other soldier who 18 guilty of acts of
insubordination, that 1f 18 entirely subversive of diseipline

" 1f a soldier who commits an act of insubordination is not

~imMediately placed in close confinement, that any special

j treatment in the way of coercion other than by the methods

1 of punishment laid down in the Army Act and King's Negulations

1s strictly prohibited, and that very serlous notice will be

taken of any irregularities in this respeoct which come to light.

1 am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
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“The rather terrifying originals . . . those closely

inscribed pages of microscopic handwriting.” [p. xvi.]




APPENDIX D

BEOWquALFREHEBABBATTyﬁm.Aw. Oxon; B,A., London; born 31
December, 1887; educated Bootham School: York; Merton College
Oxford. Lecturer, Woodbrooke Settlement,vBirmingham,,1912~21:
VIee-Prlncipal‘Buskln.Gbllege. Oxford 1921-26, Principal of
Ruskin 1926-44, Regional Welfare Officer,. Ministry of Labour
1940-47, Eduestional Advisor,, Commynity Education Tiust:(1948),
Member:-of The Seciety of Friends.. Served on the National
Executive of the N-C.#i. 1915 until his resignation in June,, 1917, .
One of five members of this executive Jjailed for refusing to
pay a fine in connection with the publication of a leaflet
1nt1tled'ﬁepeal;the Act.. Closely assoclated with The Ploughshare...
A" memberrof the F.S.C.; the Joint Advisory Counecil; and. the I.L.P,

GIBBINS,.HUGH, Graduate of Manchester University, Aective in
the Quaker Adult School Movement.,. Nember: of The Society of
Friends. Served on the National Executive of the N-C,F,.
Member of the I.L,P. .

i

HARE.,WILLIAMfLOFTHS,gAnthor, lecturer and editor. Born 30
April 1868,. Enggged»in,the:tngraving anfl printing trades
until the Great War,. Becameva.leeturer.1n,cbmparat1ve
Religion to the Theosophical Society.. His works are mainly
‘eoncerned with comparative religlous study.. He was joint
editor of The Ploughshare during the war and sole.editor
afterwards until 1920 when publication ceased,.

MENNELL,REEBEBT¢J9., London merchant., . Birthright Quaker of
‘Croydon.. He was taken in handeuffs through Croydon on his
way to jail as a C,0, in 1916,.. Served as Hon,.See,.of the
F.3.C. and was closely associated withuThemPloughshare.r

MURHAY,JGEORGE;;GILBEET.fAIMEm,M.A3, foord{{L.L.D., Glasgow;
B.Litt.,,Birminsham;-D.tht.,‘foord:'FiB&A.de.BhswL.s Trustee
of the British Museum,, 1914; Regius Professor of Greek,,Oxford
University since 1906,. Born Sydney, New South Wales, 2 January,
1886, Educated Merchant Taylors?! School: London; St.. John's
College,.Oxford,. Prominent member of the UdD.C.



PEET, HUBEBT,WILLIAH.ed&tor, The Friend, the Quaker wekly
since 1923; born 18 March, 1886, . Edueated.Bulwlch.College.,
Editorial‘Staff. TheHBystander,,1903,,Da11y.Sketeh, 1909, .
Daily News, 1909; editor Sell's World's Press, 1913-15;

during the war, jJoint editor, The Ploughshare,, the Socialist-
Quaker Nonthly, and Secretary, .F,S.C, Served 28 months hard
labour ag a C.0..in the war,. Became-secretary of the PFriends
Literature Committee, 1919-24; editor,, Far and Near Press
Bureau, 1924-37,

PETHICK-LAHBENCE. FREDERICK.fWILLIAM, born 1871; educated
Eton and Trinity College Cambridge.. 1899-1901, lived in
Mansfield Heuse-University Settlement.rCanning”Town:
selected asg D;U.,candidate. N,.. Lambeth; retired becauge of
his opposition to the Couth African War:1900, Imprisened nine
months, 1912 for eonspiracy connected with demonstration by
women suffragists,. Hon..Treasurer of the U.D.C., 1916,.
C.0, during Great War.. He accepted alternative service and
was employed as ag agrieultural worker,. Unsuccessfﬁlly
econtested South Aberdeen as g Peacepby-ﬂegottation candidate
in 1917,. Contributor to The Ploughshare,,

ROWNTBEE¢qMAURICE, L., theology student at:Oxford., He wag
lecturing at Swarth ore Settlement near Leeds when he wasg
arrested as a C,0, His lectures were addressed mainly oo
the working class and later he Joined the I.L.P, - .

SALTEB,;ALFBED.‘baeteriologist; born 1873, Greenwich, .died
August 24 1945, Parents were strong Wesleyan-ﬂéthodists, but
later became Plymouth Brethren.,. Alfred Joined The Band of Hope
(a temperance-movement) at age nine and addressed Salvation
Army meetings at the age of 16, Edueated»Boan'Schoolg

Guys Hospital Medical School,. Became a socialisgt and anm:
agnostie while at Guys. 1890 he Joined the Social Democratic
Federation, but leftithis to Join the Fabian Soclety a few
months-later,vonly to leave thisg organization shortly afterwards, .
Began settlement work in Bermondsey in 1898,. sir Cooper Perry
who interviewed him for this work said he was impressed with

views and Qgg extrene politicaluepinions'. While in Bermondsey
he was re-converted to Christianity and joined The Soclety
of.Friends.:Beeame poor man's doctor in Bermondsey glving up




propects of brilliant medical career as prophesied by winning
the Entrance Scholarship at Guys; the First Year Prize (1891);
the Sands Cox Scholarship for Physiology (1892); Triple first-
class honours when graduating as.an-M.gﬁ and was awarded the
gold medal, and. the Treasurer's prize (1895), 1In graduating
as an M.D,.he again won first place and galned the gold medal
(1896). A year later won the Golding-Bird gold medal and
exhibition in Publie Health,. Joined the Liberal Party and
became treasure of the Bermondsey Assoclation while in .
Bermondsey,. Elected to Bermondsey Borough Council (1903)

and to London County Council.. One of the founders of
Bermondsey ZgL.P. (1908). Unsuceessfully contested West
Bermondsey as an I.L.P. candidate, 1909 and 1918, Elected

as a Labour representative there in 1922,. Defeated in

1923, BRe-elected in 1924 and held seat until his death,

SPABKES,. MALCOLM, the founder of the Buillders' Parliament
and inventor of plan adopted by Whitley Council, Member of
The Society of Friends and a Guild Socialist, ‘
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