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NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

The essential principle of modern socicty is to bring all political
action under the control of moral duty.—ComTE.

INTRODUCTION

‘T'His book—being an appeal to international morality
and a plea for social regeneration — develops the
principles laid down in two preceding works: the
first, on religious belief; the second, on philosophic
thought.

In The Creed of a Layman 1 traced the growth of
my own convictions from a theologic to a scientific
Faith. In The Philosophy of Common Sense 1 dealt
with the intellectual grounds on which a human
religion must be based. T'he natural complement
of these treatises is to show this system of philosophic
religion in action. Let us observe its practical effect
in moulding opinion on the great questions of Nations
and of Society: on patriotism, international justice,
government ; and again, on problems of Wealth, of
Labour, of Socialism.

Theology, absorbed in matters of Worship and
hopes of Heaven, has no call to meddle with earthly
politics, to offer counsel to secular rulers, or to

X
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propound any scheme for reorganising society. lts
kingdom is not of this world ; and it seldom intrudes
on worldly affairs without adding to the conflicts and
the perplexities it finds. A human religion, on the
other hand, is bound by its creed to preach a humane
standard in politics, to work for a new carth, if it
cannot promise a new heaven. It would belie its
name and betray its truth if its first duty were not
to show how the world of to-day might be made
better, how a happier future here might be secured
for our descendants ; how international strife should
be abated, and class wars merged in a moral and
religious Socialism.

Accordingly, at the close of a long and somewhat
active life,—a life entirely detached from any party
interest or personal ambition,—I collect and re-edit
a few of the essays which I wrote on various questions,
national or social. The lightning reviewer may perhaps
call them “ancient history ”; for they concern periods
before his own memory, of which he seldom reads
in books. But these topics are not “ancient history ”
except so far as they deal with great events, whereof
the consequences have to be faced still, for they form
the burning problems of statesmanship in our own
generation.

I do not hesitate to reissue studies that are thirty,
even forty years old; for the same forces are still
dominant and the same dilemmas are still unsolved.
Vital problems concerning France, Germany, and
Italy ; our own problems in Egypt, South Africa,
anu India are as much alive to-day as they were in
the ’sixtics, the ’seventies, or the ’eighties. The
errors, adventures, crimes of a previous generation
are more in evidence than ever, grow ever more
perplexing and dangerous.

The party politician who “has put his money
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on the wrong horse,” the journalist on the eve of
a division who has had to defend or to denounce a
minister, may well hesitate in after years tg print
the speech he made or the article he wrote on the spur
of the moment.

It is a test of solid principles, whether on national
or social questions, that they are not evanescent with
every temporary crisis, but serve to explain the past as
well as to guide the future. The lapse of a generation
only justifies a view of events which had behind it
principles and convictions maintained throughout a
long life. I have found almost nothing to qualify in
the judgment which I passed at the time on the great
events and the dominant personalities of the nineteenth
century.

The busy politician and the publicist of the hour
is concerned with nothing but the question of the
day ; and he is impatient of any reminder of the
controversies which took place when he was at school.
But he cannot understand the present—much less can
he settle its difficulties—unless he knows their origin
and the inheritance of evils which they bear. The
occupation of Egypt, the series of wars and of
adventures this involved, remain still urgent questions.
This goes to the root of the problem of Empire and
its consequences. So do the long series of wars,
annexations, and troubles in South Africa. So,, too,
the series of wars, annexations, imperial difficulties in
India. I am well aware of the vast improvement
effected in the material and administrative condition
of Egypt. I do justice to the recent efforts made to
heal the South African imbroglio. Nor am I blind to
the splendid services of many able and patriotic men,
at home and abroad, to grapple with the tremendous
tasks that India has imposed on its conquerors.

All this is plain ; and I am the last man to forget
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it or to dispute it. But I see that the real dilemma
of the Egyptian problem began with the occupation
of 1882 :—or rather long before, when governments
became entangled in the financial and administrative
enormities of the Egyptian tyrants. I trace the chaos
and desolation of South Africa to similar follies and
offences of imperialist demagogues. The blunders,
extravagances, and crimes of our Afghan expeditions
have been often repeated since, and raise the whole
question of imperial expansion and imperial domma-
tion. Empire, alas! is not “ancient history.” It is
the insoluble ever-present problem of to-day in all our
national affairs.  And, as Empire is the real subject ot
the first Part of this book, so I am forced to illustrate
my argument by rcferrlng to past events in Egypt,
South Africa, and India—just as I begin by tracing
the modern race after Empire to the sinister ambition
of a Napoleon, a Bismarck, a Beaconsfield.

It would be idle to consider the state of France
without tracing it to the evils of the second Empire, to
consider the state of modern Europe without tracing
it to the malign genius of Bismarck, to probe the evils
of our own imperial craze without ascribing them to
Disraeli and his pupils. A systematic analysis of
Empire is bound to_start with Bismarck, and to trace
back our present difficulties to our dedlmgs with South
Africa, India, and Egypt.

"T'hese pages were all in type when the very import-
ant work of Lord Cromer appeared. It isa record of
magnificent success in imperial administration and of
patient statesmanship. But it reveals to a thoughtful
reader the complex burdens which the occupation of
Egypt laid on our nation ; nor does it show that, in
twenty-five years of prolonged cffort, these burdens
have been abated; much less how they are to be
closed in the future.
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The essays in this book all deal with the year 1882
—before the occupation of Egypt began. Why was that
occupation a necessity to England, when France with-
drew from it, and even sacrif%ced her great statesman ?
Why was it necessary “to crush Arabi and his party ”?
Why was England to involve herself in international
dilemmas to enable speculators to secure their usurious
dividends? The entire adventure of bloodshed and
oppression falls back always on “financial interests.”

I believe that these papers will prove useful as histori-
cal documents. They are the record of revolutionary
and national upheavals in the light they appeared to a
contemporary observer, who was also an eye-witness
of tremendous events and in personal touch with some
of the chief actors therein. Many politicians and most
publicists are without any long memory of events and
persons. They know little of what was stirring the
world a generation or two ago, when they were at
school. History they know from books. But of that
intermediate period, a generation or two ago, they
know little either from literature, or from memory, or
from tradition. And yet the things which so keenly
moved their own fathers are the problems and dilemmas
which are left to them unsolved.

All this remains to them a blurred and often a dis-
torted sketch. I invite them now to look at a few
pictures painted at the time—in rather warm tonzs and
in sharp contrasts of light and shade, it may be—but
pictures which truly portrayed the alarms, the passions,
the hopes, the enthusiasms of the hour.

Nor do I think these papers, old as many of them are,
will be found by any serious reader to be stale reprints.
Many of them were pamphlets and manifestoes issued
by special societies, or circulated in quarters wholly
unknown to the public of to-day. The essays which
appeared in periodicals vere published so long ago that
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the present generation never saw them nor heard of
their existence. Practically the whole of this book is
new ma.ter ; and I should be surprised if the reader
should find any part of it familiar to him. It may
astonish him to notice opinions of mine for which he
may not have been prepared to give me credit.

I am neither a party politician nor a doctrinairc
dogmatist. I profess myself bound by no man’s dicta
nor by any party watchwords. Trained in the general
principles of Positivist sociology, I am ready to accept
the opportunist aims of practical statesmen, when not
in open conflict with moral principle. I have learned
much in politics from Carlyle; Francis Newman,
Bagehot, Michelet, Mazzini, Peel, John Bright, John
Morley, Gladstone; and in economics from Mill)
Cobden, Spencer, Ruskin, Henry George, and William
Morris ; but I profess myselt bound by no man’s
school. Nor can I accept the current labels which it
is the fashion to assume as party badges or to bandy
about as party nicknames.

A Republican by conviction in the abstract, I am
the reverse of a hidebound Democrat. With a deep
loathing for mere Militarism, I could never join any
kind of Peace Society. Ardent patriot as I am, I re-
pudiate the tinsel Imperialism of blatant demagogues.
With a hatred of all forms of race oppression, I stand
clear uf the Quixotic humanitarianism which clamours
to rush into every case of national wrong-doing. I can-
not call myself Radical, Whig, or Tory ; nor do I find
s'ich essential differences in the acts of any one of the
recognised parties in the State. I have sometimes been
called a Conservative revolutionist ; but I must give
my own interpretation to any such term before I
could accept it.

Nor on the social problems could I accept any
one of the familiar labels. I im no Plutonomist, no
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Individualist, no stickler for rights of Property and
personal freedom from State interference. If a Socialist
is one who looks forward to a reorganisation ¢.” society
in the interest of the masses—what Comte calls « the
incorporation of the proletariat into the social organism
—one who fervently desires such an end and labours
to bring it about—then I am so far a Socialist. If
socialism means the abolition of personal appropriation
of capital by force of law, then I look on such a dream
as the era of social chaos, and moral and material ruin.

If this seems to be a paradox, I hold it to be
reconciled by the combination of Comte’s two correla-
tive laws.

(x) Wealth is the product of society, and must be devoted
to the interest of the social whole.

(2) Moral evils can be cured only by moral, and not by
material agencies.

This book, then, must be taken as a whole, and as a
continuation of my previous works on religion and on
philosophy. It is the mature and systematic belief of
one who has taken the keenest interest in the political
and social problems of the last fifty years, from no
party or sectarian point of view, but with profound
conviction in a general philosophy of society under the
inspiration of a human religion. The key of all
national and social problems lies in a human, moral, and
scientific Creed. Their solution must justify the truth
of that philosophy and the regenerating power of that
faith.
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PART 1

The book, as the title indicates, is divided into two
sections, distinct although in mutual reaction. The
first Part deals with international problems; war, and
imperialism. It inevitably opens with a criticism of
German militarism and imperialism, begun more than
forty years ago by the powerful statesman who, in two
generations, has so deeply transformed the German
people and so potently recast the politics of Europe.
Modern imperialism and the militarising of nations
dates from the accession of Prince Bismarck to power
in 1862 ; and, as he was the founder, so he isto East
and West, from Japan to the United States, the great
exemplar of imperial expansion and the nation in arms.

That is the key, the crux, the type of all the inmost
problems of our age.  All serious political studies must
start from the central movement of all—German
militarism—which the Kaiser and his statesmen regard
as a precious inheritance from the mighty founder of
their Empire. Prince Billow said in the Prussian House
of Lords in a most memorable speech (February 26,
19o8)— the successors of Prince Bismarck owe it to
the great Chancellor to continue the policy which they
had inherited from him.” There is the centre of
European disturbance.

Thirty-eight years ago I warned our people and
ministers that the Bismarckian triumph implied an
entire recasting of international relations, and an era
of military imperialism. I even pointed out as an
inevitablc consequence of this, the Pan-German
ambition to found a new sea-power and to dispute with
us our supremacy at sea. I do not pretend to discuss
questions of fleets and of armaments ; and I join in no
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scare about our maritime defences or in promoting the
race to build rival Dreadnoughts. But I hold no one fit
to argue any political problem who fails to see _hat the
rulers and the people of Germany are bent on being
able to meet Great Britain at sea on equal terms—not
immediately, but within a decade or two of years at
most.

This is an inevitable issue for German ascendency :
from the point of view of German patriotism, a
perfectly legitimate ambition. But the case of our
two nations is not parallel. To Germany, with a
small and most defensible coast but no colonies, a great
fleet is a costly luxury, which can be used only for
offence. To Britain, with its possessions scattered
over the globe, its food and prosperity depending on
transmarine trade, a mighty fleet—even a predominant
fleet—is a necessity of existence as a nation whilst we
hold a dispersed Empire. Our unwieldy Empire is
bound up with our naval supremacy. Ruin thatand you
ruin their Empire is the deep conviction of German
patriotism : and a very natural ambition it is.

It is not enough to be assured that the British fleet
is equal to that of three powers, and overmatches that
of Germany three or four times over. To-day that is
true.  But ten or twenty years hence things will
be changed indeed. The whole German fleet is, or
may be, concentrated in one of the most defe:sible
positions in Europe—the mouth of the Elbe and the
south coast of the Baltic—if not the mouths of the
Rhine and the Scheldt.  One-half—possibly two-third-
—of the British fleet must be elsewhere in East or
West when there is prospect of a great war. Who
can guarantee that, in the year 1920, a German fleet,
concentrated in the Baltic and the German Ocean,
and possibly with an ally, may not be able to overpower
that portion of the Brit’sh fleet which can be safely
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withdrawn from guarding the Empire and protecting
our supplies of food ?

To work for that grand achievement in the future
is the inheritance of Bismarck to modern Germany—
to modern Europe. Bismarckian imperialism, which
his successors acknowledge as a duty, implies the
attempt. Not to-day—not to-morrow—not perhaps
alone—and certainly not whilst Germany is isolated—
isolated as a result of Bismarckism—and whilst Britain
is rich in alliances and ententes. But alliances come and
go like sunshine and storm-clouds. And our children
may live to see llack tempests gathering up in East
and West, and the scattered Empire threatened within
and without from many sides at once. Then will be
the hour to challenge the naval supremacy of Britain.

For these reasons, the key of international problems
lies in the organisation, the power, the ambition of
German imperialism. And a serious study of Euro-
pean complications must start from that which I treat
in the first essay—the Bismarckism which is what it
was more than forty years ago—the menace and the
trouble of European peace and progress :—a far greater
menace to the very existence of our country than it
was when Whig statesmen with tranquillity saw France
overwhelmed in 1870.

It is idle to repeat to us that neither Germany nor
any “uropean Power has the least idea of attacking
our country —now, or within the next five —it
may be the next ten years. Nor could Germany or
any other power dream of success, if they did. But
politics are not a matter of to-day, nor of to-morrow
—but of hereafter. When Kaiser Wilhelm started
his navil programme on January 1, 1900, he said :—
[ shall reorganise my navy, so that it shall stand on the
same level as my army, and with its help the German
Empire shall attain to a plc-e which it has not yet
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reached” When those words were spoken the
German army was acknowledged to hold a supremacy
in Europe. When the Kaiser’s very natural, wholly
patriotic, ambition is realised, and his navy has the
same level of predominance as his army, the very
existence of the British Empire will await his signal
to break it up, and the independence of Britain will
hang on the resources of our home defence.

Need I say that no man has a deeper admiration
for the intellectual eminence of the German people,
their great qualities, and their splendid achievements
in science, in art, in literature, in_municipal govern-
ment—I will even add in military organisation and,
training. I know Germany from end to end. I
have lived in Germany for long spells at different
periods. I have watched her wonderful growth in
many visits, from 1851 to the present time. I have
German friends, and have the heartiest sympathy with
all that is noble, intellectual, sociable in the German
heart and the homes of the Fatherland. By educa-
tion, by sympathy, by personal tastes, I am a strong
pro-German still. But I cannot shut my eyes to the
inner meaning of the imperial autocracy.

With the efforts of the day to secure an entente
between our countries I can heartily join. By all
means let us encourage good feeling between the two
great types of the Teutonic race. Blood is thicker
than water ; and every Teuton feels the kinship in
spite of political differences or rivalries. But the
exuberant good-fellowship of journalists and savants
is a passing mood—an artificial, shallow, and on one
side a purely official movement. It has nothing to do
with serious politics, with international policy, with
the future of Britain or of Europe. Let us all cheer
the genial and ubiquitous Kaiser. Let us embrace
the savant, the artist, the poct of the Fatherland. But



xx NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

let us keep our powder dry—and study the birth, the
growth, and the future of Bismarckism.

Do I by this encourage any imitation of militar-
ism; am I justifying imperialism for ourselves ; am I
playing into the hands of the Union Jack enthusiasts ?
Humanity forbid! My whole purpose is to point
out the dangers, the evils, the tremendous responsi-
bilities with which the Empire burdens our people
and our generation. This monstrous, abnormal, poly-
glot, incoherent Empire is our white man’s burden—
our statesmen’s dilemma, our cancer; and our curse.
In the last essay of the first Part I explain what this
means ; and I show the grounds of political foresight,

.of moral principle, of religious feeling, wherein this
conviction is based.

My memory, which goes back over the whole reign
of the late Queen, forces on my mind the momentous
change which during that period came over our country.
From the time of Waterloo, and for a generation after
it, England was foremost amongst the great Powers of
Europe. At the opening of the twentieth century
England was swallowed up in Empire. From being
the dominant nation in the State system of Europe,
it was translated into a nondescript World-Power.
From a solid impregnable island, it had become
an aggregate of unstable and disparate fragments.
Engiand-plus-her-colonies had ceased as a homo-
geneous State. We are now an Asiatic, African,
American, Australasian hybrid. As an Englishman,
I view with shame the effacement of Old England.
As a patriot, I foresee the calamities in which its
inevitable dissolution may involve us. As a reformer,
I deplore the wasted opportunities, the protracted mis-
rule, the social chaos it inflicts.

I am no “little Englander.” I am an English-
man of the English, with Lritishy Welch, and Irish
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ancestors. And, for one, I am intensely proud of
England with its thousand years of glorious traditions,
down from the incomparable Alfred—the Fngland
which they now have smothered in cosmopolitan
dependencies. I belong to a political school intensely
patriotic, for on the walls of Newton Hall we inscribed
as a sacred watchword the name of *“Country.” To
those who taunt us with “the craven fear of being
great,” we retort with the finger of scorn at the low-
bred pride of being big.

It is not merely the sinking of heart I feel when I
find our ancient England besmirched into a mongrel
Empire, when I listen to the blasphemous swagger of
the imperialism of the canteen, when I think of all
the waste in wealth, force, good men, engulfed in
precarious adventures over the globe :—it is not merely
a matter of degraded feeling and demoralised policy that
stirs me. It 1s the bitter conviction that this parvenu
Empire is doomed to early dissolution—is incapable of
being made permanent or stable—and in the meantime
is turning our political progress backwards, and may
possibly lead us down into cruel ruin.

Nothing can ever make a nation out of a congeries
of provinces, with every skin, creed, and type of man
to be found on earth. And nothing can ever make
the red patches tossed over the map of the planet a
coherent State or even a colossal Empire. It is not a
colossal Empire, but a patchwork bundle of conquests
—not even strung together with a common civil and
military system, but detached and as far apart as Nortb
Pole from the South Pole, as Central Africa from the
Pacific.

Common sense tells us that units so hetercgeneous
and isolated can be held only by a nation which is
“mistress of the seas”’—i.e. by a people whose navy
can overpower two or *hree navies combined. For
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the moment that is the case. We have hitherto had
but two possible rivals. We are now about to have
two, if not three, more. Is the British navy for all
time prepared to meet at once five or six nations at
sea! I trow not.

It is true that at present there is no danger of any
such combination, nor of any combination that Britain
need fear. But who can predict the possible combina-
tions of the next twenty years—even of ten years ?
Now, it is the inevitable effect of warlike supremacy
by any one power to provoke an irrepressible rivalry
to challenge it.  Modern civilisation will not tolerate
the hegemony of any one Power. All the jealousies,
all the alarms, all the evils bred by the modern hege-
mony of the new Bismarckian Empire are being slowly
but inevitably nursed against the maritime hegemony
of Britain. It is childish to brag about overcoming
this rivalry by sheer force; as if we could go on
launching fifty Dreadnoughts, and could indefinitely
maintain a ‘“three-power standard,” when the day
comes that Germany and the United States, if not the
yellow races, and the Muscovite races, have each
developed a sea-power equal to our own to-day.

It is quite true—-and I have just argued this very
point—that supremacy at sea is necessary to our actual
safety in our own shores at home, because with a
home army of but 100,000 regulars at most, we could
not sleep in peace within a few hours of the continental
millions were it not for our invincible fleet. But
that is no answer to our rivals. They say, “ We have
each of us to protect our own countries, and you
might protect yours if you did not aim at being the
predominant world-power. And we will tolerate no
longer any predominant world-power.”

The entire balance of power—the whole European
State system—has been entirely revolutionised during
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the reign of the late Queen. It is a material, intellec-
tual, and moral change that has come over our kingdom.
The home interests of England, Scotland, and Ireland
have become secondary.  Cosmopolitan adventures,
interests, ideals, have become primary.  Napoleon III.,
Bismarck, Disraeli, founded empires—of which one
is extinct and the others are less than forty years old.
Of all empires on earth, or even recorded in history,
the British Empire, the youngest of all; is the most
disjointed, incoherent, and disparate ever devised by
man. All races, every skin, religion, manners, language,
climate, ideal, people it—Negroes, Hottentots, Kaffirs,
Arabs, Malays, Chinese, Hindoos, Greeks, Italians,
Spaniards, Dutch, French—with their own languages,
history, and law. The Court of Appeal administers
thirty-two different legal systems or codes. All
religions exist in it from Ultramontane Catholicism to
the worst Negro-Fetichism—if not Devil-worship and
cannibalism, or human sacrifices. All languages are
spoken from the tongue of Shakespeare to the gibbering
of Bushmen.

Is citizenship possible in such a horde? Is patriot-
ism conceivable? s settled government practicable ?
Can a crowd of scattered conquests be welded into a
permanent state ? Are these three hundred and fifty
millions our fellow-citizens? Can a restless and
divided democracy look to hold them down together
for ever as mere alien tributaries? This kingdom
has a history of one thousand years—the conquered
dependencics hardly more than a century, On how
many years more can we venture to count’?—now
that dominion has been substituted for citizenship—no
that in place of a loyal union of free citizens we have
a string of huge provinces held to tribute by armies
shipped out and back in relays ?

And the ballads thev bawl out in the canteen tell
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us how “big ” itis ! Is a man who weighs twenty-four
stones a better man in private life than one of twelve ?
Is Russia, which reaches in a straight line for some
5000 miles, a match for an island of 500 miles? Isa
man whose income is five millions a year as happy as
one who lives on five thousand? Of all the coarse
crazes of this age of “bounders,” the pride in a “big”
Empire is the worst invention of our cheap-jack
literature. When Xerxes led his millions to Salamis,
when Philip II. blessed his Armada, when Napoleon
set forth to Moscow, their empires looked mighty
till they ended in ignominy and ruin.

It is an inheritance of cvil omen—a damnosa
hereditas—incapable of being permanently held or yet
of being suddenly quitted—rather a tremendous task to
be gradually, fearlessly, wisely faced and reduced in
time. T'o go on blindly increasing it, or maintaining
it unchanged and unreformed, is the road to national
ruin. "L'oo long has Empire torn away our thoughts
from all the evils and sufferings we have at home, trom
sympathy with all that is best and most progressive in
our European neighbours, from ideals of a civilisation
of peace and reform. It has plunged us into many a
miserable war, and burdened us with a load of cruel
and needless debt. Imperial pride is a sordid exchange
for national patriotism. The imperial ideal is the
vulgarising of our social life, the stifling of our national
development, and the distortion of our political energy.
Whilst we are pretending to Christianise the barbarous
East and the South, we are leaving moral and social

arbarism to breed at home. To add ever new
%rovinccs to the red map of Empire is to pile fresh
turdens and dangers on these islands of our forefathers,
To find careers for a hundred thousand well-born
youths is to close our ears to the just demands of the
forty millions we neglect.
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PART II

Just as the tremendous responsibilities of our
amorphous Empire are the crux of our National
Problems, so the upheaval of the Industrial order is the
most urgent of our Social Problems. It is a question
wheiein, for some forty years, I have had a keen
interest and have taken some slight part. For sixty
years at least the claims of Labour to have a larger
share in the control of the State and in the proceeds of
their toil have been continually shaking the world of
politics and also of economics. And now both worlds
are confronted with the far-reaching; indeterminate,
elusive social revolution known as Socialism.

With the deep and ever-growing uprising of all
civilised workmen—and indeed of all men of clear
thought and generous feeling—against the injustice
and the abominations rife in our industrial system,
I have been through life in complete sympathy. And
in the attacks upon our vicious economic world I find
little to dispute—Dbe these in the critical side of books
by Henry George, Karl Marx, the Fabians, or the
Social Democrats. I wholly and ardently agree with
them that this earth will not be a home worthy of
civilised man until there has been a root-and-branch
social revolution to reform the daily lot of the vast
working majority of our fellow-citizens.

But when we pass to their reconstructive schemes
I can see little but sophisms and passionate dogmatism
in the random crudities which pass as Socialism. These
vague Utopias swallow up each other ; and if applied
in practice would swallow up society and civilisation
together.

T'here are eight main grounds whereon the shifting
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phantasmagoria called Socialism would be disastrous
and futile :—

(1) Social regeneration could only be sound and lasting
if it took account of all the sides of man’s social
life—intellectual, moral, domestic, artistic, and
religious.

(2) A panacea of society which took account of
nothing but Labour could be nothing but a
sordid kind of materialism.

(3) Modern Industry could not be maintained—much
less developed—without rare individual genius
and no less rare personal energy.

(4) Such special genius and rare energy can only
be secured by personal freedom and the un-
trammelled initiative of gifted individuals.

(5) To suppose that industrial genius and personal
energy can be hired by the mass of the manual
labourers is an ignorant delusion.

(6) Democratic government is at best a poor make-
shift for ruling the State; to apply it to Industry
could end in nothing but material ruin.

(7) The personal control of capital is not only the
very condition indispensable to Literature,
Art, to all Improvement, physical, moral, and
@sthetic, but it is also the essential field of some
of man’s noblest and most generous qualities.

(8) Tec subject industrial life as a whole to the demo-
cratic rule of the manual workers would be a
tyranny which would crush improvement, art,
thought, and freedom, and would speedily bring
this island first to collapse, then to starvation, and
ultimately to subjection to a foreign conqueror.

(1) In the essay on The Limits of Political Economy
I sought to expose the essential narrowness of the
orthodox Plutonomy in fashior in the ’fifties and the
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sixties by showing that the pretended science was
usually hypothetical reasoning from quite narrow data.
I believe the essay to be one of the earliest svstematic
attempts to shake the mischievous fallacies of the
orthodox economists. The “dismal science” has now
lost its vogue ; but I reissue my criticism of its hollow
dogmatism because most of the argument applies
mutatis mutandis to the current fallacies of Socialism.
The “orthodox” economists of a former generation
constructed a spurious code of industrial axioms on the
cynical assumption that all men acted on the instiga-
tion of their material interests.

The Socialism of to-day, however much its advocates
differ in method, starts with a similar false assumption,
viz. that all the men should be forced to live in the
ways their neighbours shall direct as most useful to
the convenience of the masses. This cognate fallacy
has no immoral basis, it is true. It even exaggerates an
eminently social desire. But, as it rests on the crude
doctrine of material democracy, and neglects all the
nobler sides of social life, it would result in paralysing
society and in the end bring about an industrial chaos.

In the first essay of Part II. I have analysed the
human motives and ideals of life which Plutonomy
neglected as useless and inoperative in social life.
Almost every word of that argument may be applied
to most of the current types of Socialism which have
nothing to say or to teach about all the nobler and purer
forms of human energy, which destine society to the
mechanical task of working up raw materials, and
satisfying the common bodily wants of mankind.
Loose generalities which some Socialists fling, as crumbs
from the laden tables of Labour, to Art, Philosophy,
Religion, moral and scientific Education—to all that
makes up complex civilisation—these empty phrases
count for nothing ir their Utopias. A true ana
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sincere Socialism must reorganise Society from top to
bottom in all the manifold and subtle phases of man’s
Social life, as ever was seen in the varied Past or as
ever is imagined in the T'ime to come.

(2) That miners, spinners, and masons should be
fascinated by such childish sophisms as that “all wealth
is produced by the manual workers” ; “that the entire
product of Labour should be handed over day by day
to the labourers ” ; “ that wealth is criminal in itself ”—
that such nonsense should be listened to eagerly by men
bowed down by the cruel conditions of modern toil,
is not so strange. But that men who pretend to speak
with culture of mind and authority to teach should
preach such wild stuff is a sign of the mental chaos of
our age in the break-up of all systematic convictions.

The whole of the second Part, and especially the
essays on Co-operation, on Social Remedies, and the
last, on Moral and Religious Socialism, discuss these
fallacies. Manual Labour, left to itself, could pro-
duce nothing ; and, but for scientific leading and the
resources of Capital, would only waste its labour and
destroy good material.  If the whole product of Labour
were paid out to the labourers there would be no
accumulation, no capital to start fresh work, and soon
no means of working atall. “Wealth” is no more a
crime than Labour ; for human society can only exist
by the co-operation of both.

(3) The crudest of the fallacies which mislead
unfortunate toilers for wage is the dream that great
industries could be managed by popular elections,
committees, and officials chosen by the votes of the
mass. A great factory, a railway, a bank, could no
more be rvn in such ways than Raphael’s Transfigura-
tion could be produced by a gang of house-painters,
or Hamlet have been composed by the printers of The
Limes. All industry rests on irdividual concentration,
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personal genius, stores of accumulation, and then on
masterly rapidity in action. Napoleon’s victories
“were won by half-an-hour.”  Industrial victories—
even industrial success—are likewise the prize of
rapidity, secrecy, inspiration, command of large reserved
capital-——and above all of freedom. Battles are not
won by councils of war—much less by the shouts of
whole battalions of Tommy Atkins.

All this has been elaborately worked out in the
essays of Part II. on Cs-operation and Social Remedies,
and need not be discussed any further. I merely now
state my conviction that the larxian scheme of
economic revolution, rigidly enforced in Europe, could
result in nothing but such desolation as fell on it when
the Roman Empire was broken up by the Northern
tribes.  And, if enforced in our own country, would
end in a few months in general starvation, owing to
the stoppage of our foreign food-supplies, through
the destruction of credit, of mercantile skill, and
of efficient management of the material necessities of
life.

(4)-(8) The other inevitable results of real
Socialism are discussed in the second Part of this
book ; and in the essays on Social Remedies, in par-
ticular, some evidence is given of the incalculable
services to society which large capitals continually
afford, but which could not be replaced by any
administrative or democratic machinery. If Demo-
cracy ever did get into its hands the collective Capital
of the community, it would soon prove itself to be the
most close-fisted, cruel, and grasping Capitalist of all.

This book does not undertake to expound in detail
the social reorganisation which it would substitute tor
the existing economic tyranny. This is sketched in
the leading ideas to be found in the concluding essay
on Moral and Religi.us Socialism. It is,in fact, the
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subject of the whole of the volumes of which this
book is the continuation, as it is indeed the real
subject of almost everything I have written since I
accepted the social and religious scheme of regenera-
tion that the ninetecenth century owed to Auguste
Comte. We also are Socialists—but Socialists with a
difference—that whilst working for an entire reorgan-
isation of industrial life; we will not cease to work for
the far more vital reorganisation of moral, intellectual,
religious life. Without this, the pretended reorgan-
isation of industrial life, by the violent confiscation of
personal capital (fcr “compensation” is an idle and
mendacious phrase—) this is a suicidal, and most im-
moral, delusion.

There will be found here no attempt to discuss,
what are so often mistaken for real Socialism, the
current schemes for the State acquisition of railways,
of mines, of ports and docks, of large tracts of land,
or of banks; for the State control of all academies and
schools ; for the feeding of school pupils ; for old age
pensions ; for the support of the poor and helpless ;
for an Eight-hour Day—or a Seven-hour Day; for
a minimum wage ; for a revision of the Suffrage; for
a reduction of armaments; or for the reorganisation
of local government; and generally of the whole
parliamentary and imperial system.

It i3 a mistake to call these schemes Socialism.
Many of them are now begun or advocated by
reformers of all schools. The present writer would
be heartily in favour of gradually introducing any or
all of them with due consideration of the practical
advantage of each scheme in its detailed form. Each
proposal has to be considered by practical statesmen
on its merits and on its proven eficiency. It would
be a mischievous dogmatism to resist them as mere
Socialism ; as it is a fallacy to 1:gard them as real and



INTRODUCTION XXXI

cffective Socialism. The Socialism which was brought
over here from France and Germany, which was
propounded by Proudhon, Lassalle, and Marx, is a
very different thing. It is a form of Communism,
essentially based on the annihilation of personal
ownership of Capital in any form—the annihilation
in the early future of the Family, and ultimately
of Civilisation—because it applies a rigid and domi-
nant democracy to material life alone, blind to all life,
domestic, moral, intellectual; and religious.

T'o that we oppose a Socialism, economic, moral,
and religious, whereby the reorgaaisation of Society
as a whole will be secured by a new ethical and
religious education, entirely reforming the spirit in
which Capital) the product of society, shall be used,
enjoyed, and controlled for the good of Society alone.
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BISMARCKISM : THE POLICY OF
BLOOD AND IRON

(November 15, 1870)

The following Essay was written during the great Franco-
German War in the middle of November 1870,
after the surrender of Metz and the armies of Napoleon
111, and of Bazaine. Trochu, with 400,000 men in
arms, was still holding out in Paris, and the Republican
Government was still at Tours with several armies in
the field. At that time English sympathy, at lJeast in
the Army, in the Conservative press, and in the working
classes, was bewng turned in _favour of the French defence.
The writer, who had been strongly opposed to Napoleon's
mad invasion of German territory, was full of indignation
at the mode in which the war was being carried on by
Bismarck. He had been on the Continent and through
Germany during August, Seprember, and October. And
be foresaw the consequences to England and to Europe
of submitting to Prussia becoming the dominant power on
the Continent. Tte Essay must be read as the passionate
protest of ome who was then labouring to rouse English
opinion to give some assistance to France. It is reprinted
without modification as it stood in the Fortnightly
Review, December 1870, vol. wviii., then conducted by
Mr. John Morley. The writer reproduces it because
it is as true in essen.ial principle as it was at the time,

3
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because the evils them evident, and the comsequences then
Joreseen, are again in some degree imminent to-day. The
writer never was a doctrinaire “pacificist,”’ as it is
the fashion to call those who deprecate the huge war
preparations of our age.  But he bas ever been a
convinced opponent of Militarism. With all kis admira-
tion for the genius and emergy of the German people, be
still believes that the real cause of the unrest of Europe
is to be found in the system of ascendancy by armaments,
Sounded by Bismarck and continued by his successors

(7908).

«“ It is desirable and mecessary to improve the social and
political condition of Germany ; this, however, cannot be
brought about by resolutions and wotes of majorities, or

»r”

speeches of individuals, but ‘BY BLOOD AND IRON.”—
Count Bismarck.

‘TREMENDOUS as is the drama which we have been
watching breathless in Europe, we have seen as yet
but its opening scenes. The crash of the most
gigantic battles known to history has deafened our
senses to the political movement. We have been
brought, as it were, in the flesh, close to these
onslaughts of two nations. We have almost heard
with our ears the cries of triumph and despair. We
have almost seen with our eyes the grappling of the
combatants. We hold our breath in the crisis, feeling
passionately, some with one, some with the other,
fighter—as if we were watching gladiators in an arena.

It would be well to look at it more as politicians,
and less as spectators. 'This great struggle concerns
the welfare of Europe and of England ; it is our own
future and peace that are at stake. Let us consider
what may be the consequences to civilisation, and not
regard it merely as a grand study of national character
or some stupendous experimeat in modern science.
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It is, after all, not entirely a matter of sympathy with
this or that type of race. Nor does it turn altogether
on this or that quality or institution in one people or
the other. Our mere sympathies have their place ;
but it is high time to face the political issues fore-
shadowed. And whilst the crowd of the amphitheatre,
ever siding with force and success, turn down their
thumbs, and cry < Habet! Habet !” let us ask, What
may this contest be preparing for Europe ?

It is pitiful to hear the grounds on which the
issues at stake are so often decided. An anecdote
about a landwehrman, or the tone of a proclamation,
seems to some people sufficient to determine the right
and wrong in the greatest of modern struggles.
Frenchmen have given utterance to much unwarrant-
able language about the “sacredness of French soil,”
“Paris the city of the world”; the peculiar and
special sanctity of a republic, and the enormity of
assaulting the Capital. Count Bismarck never said
a truer word than this, that the honour of France is
of precisely the same quality as the honour of other
nations. T'o besiege Paris is what it would be to
besiege Berlin, if it were fortified. To bombard Paris
is no greater outrage than it would be to bombard
London. The laws of war certainly do give the right
to shell a fortified city. And the annexation of two
provinces is not to be counted as a crime merely since
it is done at the expense of a republic.

Nor is the nonsense wanting on the other side.
The familiar picture of the German soldier, with the
inevitable three children at home, writing letters to
his wife between the pauses of each battle, and
studying his pocket copy of the Vedas on the
outposts, is striking ; but it is not decisive on a
question of boundaries. , Pious ejaculations to extirpate
the immorality of France sound strangely from ren
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recking from the gambling hells of Baden and
Homburg, and the stews of Hamburg, Berlin, and
Vienna. The fact that the educated classes are
serving in the German ranks is not incompatible
with the opinion that the nation is disordered with
military ambition. 'The German troops may be
learned in every modern and ancient tongue. Does
that lessen the danger of a vast military f:mplreP
The German armies may be the “nation in arms.
But have invaders in any age—did Tilly or Attila him-
self strip a people more utterly to the bone than they
have stripped the east of France? These fathers of
families and model husbands can burn down villages on
system, set fire to farmhouses with petroleum, massacre
civilians in cold blood by superior order, and use sub-
stantial citizens as buffers on their railway trains.

There is so much of the overgrown schoolboy
in the English world, that great political movements
are judged by the childish rules of the playground.
People need to be reminded that there is something
in politics more profound than the motto of a “fair
field and no favour.” “They would fight, and they
must fight it out,” says one. “The weaker is beaten,
and must pay the stakes,” says another. “France
began it,” says one. “Germany drove her to it,”
says another. “The French are a nation of liars,”
cries one, ‘““The Germans are such brutes,” replies
his neighbour. All this is the schoolboy view of
the war, just as thousands of people took the side
ot slavery in the American civil war, because they
said the Yankees bragged and the Southerners were
descended from gentlemen.

Now what we want is a political view of this war.
A question like this is not a law-suit, nor is it a personal
quarrel. It concerns the future well-being of Europe.
Speculations into the real origin of the war are worse
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than useless. They are like discussions on the origin
of evil. At the same time some short account of the
basis, as it were, on which the present argument
rests, may be almost indispensable.

It is quite plain that for generations, throughout
the political and literary classes of France, loud and
arrogant voices had been continually raised for the.
frontier of the Rhine. There is no proof whatever
that these disgraceful appeals could ever have moved
the body of the French nation to an aggressive
war for its possession. But the aggrandisement of
Germany, and the formation of a vast military power
by her side, undoubtedly filled France with a fever of
jealousy and fear, The jealousy of German unity
was both insolent and foolish, and deeply disgraces
the French name. The fear of the German military
organisation, if hardly worthy of a great nation, was
not unnatural ; and if we look at the professional
cravings of the German chiefs, quite excusable.
There happened to France what would happen to
England if France by a war of aggrandisement had
seized Belgium and Holland, had doubled her naval
strength, possessed a chain of great arsenals along
the northern coasts, and had acquired a fleet of
ironclads in the Channel far superior to that of
England, with the avowed purpose of disputing her
maritime supremacy. ‘There can be no doubt that
England would have seized the first opportunity of
bringing the struggle to an issue ; and every second
Englishman would have been saying, ¢ Better to fight
it out at once.” This is precisely what France felt
towards Germany.

But although the professional classes in botn nations
were equally prepared for war, in both they were kept
in restraint by the good sense of the peaceable mass of
the people. And there is not the smallest reason to
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suppose that either the French or the German people
would deliberately have chosen a war of conquest. It
is this which makes the war peculiarly the crime of
Napoleon and his civil and military abettors. Large
classes of French society wantonly supported him, and
before the opinion of France could make itself heard,
she was hurled into war. The French people as a
whole had no voice or part in the matter. And all
the efforts of the préfets could not wring a show of
assent. It is utterly untrue that either they or the
citizens of Paris advocated war. The writer saw a
letter written by a very able observer from Paris (one
who is now at his place on the ramparts) during those
days when Pietri’s hirelings were shouting through
the streets, “a4 Berlin!”  “Paris,” wrote he, “est
morne et silencieux.” And even the Government
never pretended to make, and never dreamed of
making, this a war for the Rhine frontier. A
victory, the shadow of a success, and a plausible
ground for peace, was all that they dreamt of. An
atrocious project in itself ; one in which the French
people suffered itself to be involved, and one for which
the French people have paid a terrible price.

In this state of things the war began, and no one
desired more earnestly than the present writer that the
Germans might repel the iniquitous invasion, and
destroy the military power and prestige of the Empire.
No one rejoiced more than he did over the crushing
completeness with which this was done. The gain to
civilisation in the extinction of Napoleonism, and of
the wretched impostor in whom it has ended for ever,
in the disgrace which has covered the corrupt army he
had creaced, is almost a sufficient compensation to
France and to Europe for all the sufferings of this war.
It is therefore with no blind partiality for France that
this question is here discussed®
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But the matter for us is this—What does all this
portend to Europe? It is of little use to weigh out
the relative measure of guilt in either Government, or
the degree in which their people participated in it.
The German leaders have passed from the task of
defence into a career of conquest. They have now
thrown off the mask, and no longer contend that they
are continuing the national defence. They no longer
even pretend that they are fighting for territory.
They are fighting now (November 15) solely for the
military point of honour—the taking of Paris. As
the Times correspondent at Versailles told us, the King
would grant no armistice ; for every Prussian soldier
had but one fixed idea—to enter Paris. That is to
say, the Germans are now fighting for military glory.
It is for this they are desolating France and distracting
Europe.

We have protested so fiercely against the military
ambition of France, that we have come to forget there
is such a thing as military ambition outside France at
all. But what is Prussia! The Prussian monarchy
is the creation of war. Its history, its traditions, its
ideal are simply those of war. It is the sole European
kingdom which has been built up, province by
province, on the battlefield, cemented stone by stone
in blood. Its kings have been soldiers: sometimes
generals, sometimes, as now, drill-sergeants ; but ever
soldiers. The whole state organisation from top to
bottom is military. Its people are a drilled nation of
soldiers on furlough: its sovereign is simply com-
mander-in-chief ; its aristocracy are simply officers of
the staff ; its capital is a camp. .

Nowhere in Europe—not even in Russif—has the
military tradition and ideal been sustained in so un-
broken a chain. Prussia Proper has been the only
European State organi®d on a military basis as cem-
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pletely as any State of antiquity. In the words of the
Edinburgh Review, “ No nation since the Roman has
ever devoted itself so wholly to the development of the
military side of the national life.” And this is true.
Let it be distinctly understood that this is said of
Prussia only in its political, or rather its international
aspect. The writer is the last person to forget the
splendid intellectual, artistic, and moral achievements
of Germany ; the high culture, and noble qualities of
individual Germans ; their industry, energy, and devo-
tion to education. All that is not here in question.
What is meant is that in her international relations
Prussia is a nation resting on a military basis. Prussia
in a distorted way is the Rome of modern Europe—a
brave and energetic race giving their whole national
force to war, and steadily conquering their neighbours
step by step. ‘The notion of the Prussian army being
simply a militia of citizens fighting for self-defence is
an idle figment. Let one test suffice. Prussia, or
rather Prussianised Germany, has suddenly thrown
into the field at least 800,000 men, possibly 1,000,000.

Grant that these are mostly armed citizens. If
there is one thing in this war certain, it is that this
vast host, the largest which has ever been gathered
under one head in Europe, has been led by highly
trained professional officers, equipped with an adequate
commissariat, provided with gigantic siege and train
appliances, aided with the most scientific engineers,
and directed by the most accomplished staff that has
ever taken part in war. Now what does this imply ?
It is this—that highly trained leaders for 800,000
men in every branch of the scientific uses of war are
not the creation of a militia, are not nmade in a day,
but in themselves prove a devotion of the national
power to war as a profession far greater than exists in
any* people in the world—far greater than ever has
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been regularly organised since the palmy days of the
Roman Republic.

We hear much of the Chauvinism of the French
army and military class. No language can be too
strong for it. It is odious; and France, even in
passing through the fire, is well freed from the curse
of France—its own army. But that Chauvinism—
the mere insolence of the soldier—which is the curse
and shame of France, has not tainted the mass of the
people. The French peasant, and still more, the
French workman—that is to say, nineteen out of
twenty Frenchmen—look on the soldier’s professional
arrogance with loathing. To the peasant the army
represents the blood-tax, to the workman the instru-
ment of the tyrant. And thus Chauvinism in France,
with all its shameful attributes, is a cancer in French
society, but is not its bone and sinew.

We never hear of the Chauvinism of Prussia.
What may be the reason? Perhaps that the whole
nation is so penetrated with a faith in military qualities
—Chauvinism, in fact—that it finds no distinct type.
In Prussia the professional soldier makes less noise—
not because the professional soldier is so alien to the
rest of society, but because he is so much akin to it.
Every Prussian, in one sense, is a professional soldier ;
and as a matter of course adopts the soldier’s creed,
ideal, and morality. No one can doubt that the
German is a brave, strong, self-reliant, acute, and
calm man. It is in all the individual virtues a grand
and large type of human nature. The German
soldier is conspicuously, and even nobly, free from
gasconading. He very, very rarely brags. A fine
quality ; but there are others necessary to a social
being. And a man may disdain to boast, be brave
and self-possessed, and yet be overweeningly proud of
his brute force, and determined to exert his force
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without—from the social point of view— mercy,
shame, or conscience. And such 2 man is the pro-
fessional Prussian soldier.

What, for the last generation, has been the history
of the monarchy of Frederick in its international
relations ? T'wo wars of conquest against Denmark ;
a war of conquest against Southern Germany ; bully-
ing Switzerland ; bullying Holland ; oppression in
Schleswig ; oppression in Posen ; oppression in Han-
over, Saxony, Frankfort, Hamburg. We quite forget
that that history of the destruction of the old German
Confederation 1s a perfect tissue of violence and fraud.
Spoliation more arrogant, and chicanery more shame-
less, have never been seen in Europe in ‘modern times.
The Prussian deals with the weak in Europe, as
Russia deals with the Turk, as Europeans deal with
Asiatics, but as no other people in Europe deal with a
Christian neighbour. In Prussian politics alone the
very germ of international morality is wanting.

Unhappily this gospel of the sword has sunk deeper
into the entire Prussian people than any other in
Europe. The social system being that of an army,
and each citizen drilled man by man, there is (out of
the working class) no sign of national conscience in
this matter. And the servile temper begotten by this
eternal drill inclines a whole nation to repeat, as by
word of command, and perhaps to believe, the con-
venient sophisms which the chiefs of its staff put into
their mouths, [ purposely here and elsewhere speak
of Prussia, and not of Germany ; for it is Prussia
alone which is regularly organised on a military basis.

We hear much of the Napoleonic legend. But
there is such a thing as the Hohenzollern legend ;
and one of the sophisms which Germany repeats is
the worship, as of a great modern ruler, of a king
wlio, even in his own eyes, is a sort of imitation
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Czar, One of the most laughable of these sophisms
is the notion that the German is a mild, peaceable, and
stay-at-home creature, utterly inoffensive, and never
resorting to arms except in urgent self-defence.
Really the “mild German” reminds one of the
“mild Hindoo.,” It is entirely forgotten that indi-
vidual is a very different thing from national character.
And the quiet or jovial Hans of his own fireside,
under a complex set of national institutions, becomes,
as the unit of a nation, one of a conquering people.
Nothing can get over these facts: that the history of
Prussia consists of military annals ; 'that the present
generation of Prussians have three times threatened,
and have four times engaged in, a foreign war ; and
that scarcely an acre of the broad fields of Germany
but has been soaked in the blood of one or other
variety of the “mild German.” The lanzknecht is
transformed ; but he stalks still beneath the pickel-
haube.

Prussia, and even Germany under the Prussian
drilly is, in truth, a nation far more military than
France. French opinion, had it had time to speak,
would have held back Napoleon from his iniquitous
career. But the Prussian rank and file (such a thing
as public opinion does not exist) have neither the
desire nor the power, as we saw in ’66, to question
the commands of their chiefs. And one of the most
ludicrous examples of this slavish condition of things
is seen in the way in which the entire German race
re-echoes the language of its mere soldiers, and all the
time that it wages a war of conquest, continues to
repeat the formula, “we are the most peaceful of
men,” as if it were Von Moltke’s own pass-word.

There is ground for thinking that many of them
actually believe it. One of the most repulsive features
of this war is the way in which a spirit of Pharisaism
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has entered into the very soul of the German. Phari-
saism—hypocrisy—cant was ever the Teutonic vice.
But in the history of human folly, it never has been
carried to such a point as in this late war. A nation
crazed with revenge and ambition, keeps on thanking
God for his mercy by platoons, the God which nine
out of ten of their educated men openly or secretly
ignore. A people who burn villages wholesale, and
massacre peasants on system, swear that they are the
most inoffensive of men. They heap on France every
insult, and threaten every evil which hatred can invent,
whilst whining through Europe that they are only
seeking a safer line of frontier. They are never weary
of calling Heaven to witness the immorality of France,
whilst themselves waging the most savage of all modern
wars, with inhuman cruelty and relentless hate. They
for ever cry out over the falseness of France, whilst
their own chosen mouthpiece, Bismarck, is perhaps the
most accomplished master of fraud in modern times ;
whilst the official and literary utterances of the country
form one system of organised falsehood ; and the whole
people gives itself up to mere stereotyped cant.!

‘This falsehood on one side or the other is no true
test of right or wrong in this quarrel, but it is just as
well to clear away misconceptions. No language can
adequately stamp the untruth of French officialism and
journalism through this war. It is simply repulsive.
And few things in the frenzy of France have been
more melancholy than the proneness to utter and to
adopt fabrications. It is a sorry task to trace all the
ravings of a distracted people in the hour of their death-
struggle. But the falsehood of Germans throughout
the wau, if less wild, has been more systematic. German
officials conceal the truth with at least as much skill as

1 We now know the whole story from the cynical Memoirs of Prince
RBismarck and the other official revelacions (January 1908).
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French distort it. In fraud, Bismarck has found no
French match or even rival. One impudent cry
succeeds another. Now it is to save their Holstein,
now their Alsatian brothers; now it is the rescuing
France from her corrupt rulers, purging Europe from
French immorality, putting down military ambition,
denouncing English partiality ; now it is the guaran-
teeing their own frontier. One after another these
shameless pretexts are taken up by word of command ;
and throughout Germany they are repeated by man,
woman, and child with ridiculous monotony. French
generals, and officials, and journals I#e ; but the French
nation has not given itself up to organised cant at the
bidding of its officers.

I have spoken plainly my opinion about German
cruelty. I say it most deliberately that Germans are
now carrying on war with inhuman cruelty, War so
savage, torture so steadily inflicted on a civil com-
munity, has never been seen within two generations
in Europe—save once. That once was the Russian
war of extermination in Poland. It rests on the
German race, with their pretended culture, to have
carried into the heart of Western Europe the horrible
traditions of Eastern barbarism. I do not intend to
argue any isolated case. Bazeilles, Strasburg, Ablis,
may perchance all have been burnt by the strictest of
military codes. I do not charge the German leaders
with having (exceptions excepted) exceeded in acts of
blood what are called the laws of war. I do not deny
that many of them may be proved to be what are
called military necessities. Still less do I charge
Germans individually with any love of cruelty as
such. But, like all people of Teutonic race, the
Germans, though they do not love cruelty, are per-
fectly capable of it to meet their ends; and indeed
take to it with a cal.n inward satisfaction, and a



16 NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

business-like completeness, which is more horrible
even than the excesses of passion.

What has come over the English mind that it
acquiesces so calmly in the sanguinary acts of this
war? The Germans have not exactly pillaged.
“The wise ‘require’ it call.” But they have
stripped one-third of France utterly to the bone.
‘The ransacking the villager’s home, seizing his cattle,
and “requiring” his daily bread and the seed of his
land, may be strictly according to the rules of war;
but it 1s still inhuman cruelty. It deliberately
reduces him to starvation. The bombarding the
civil portion of cities may be a right of war,
but it is still inhuman cruelty. The burning of
towns and villages wholesale—twenty we were glibly
told of in one telegram from Berlin—may be a mili-
tary necessity, but it is inhuman cruelty. Plundering
citizens by threat of instant death, the placing them
on the engines, the massacre in cold blood of irregular
troops, and still more of villagers suspected of aiding
them, may be a mere measure of self-defence ; but I
call it inhuman cruelty., It is the murder of non-
combatants or prisoners—and therefore terrorism.

Why tell us that Napoleon did it? Napoleon was
a monster ; and generations have passed since that day.
To murder and burn alive civil populations—men,
women, and children—to burn down whole districts,
to massacre prisoners in cold blood, and to starve a
civil population, may be war ; but it is not the less
inhuman. The fact remains—Ilaws of war or not—
that no nation has ventured on this bloody path in
Europe for generations, except, as said before, the
Russians in Poland. Military necessity forsooth !
So said the Russians; so says every invader in a
war of extermination. But what necessity compels
the Germans still to carry o a war that must be so
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carried on at all? What compels them, with France
prostrate before them, still to continue this horrible
course! Nothing but their own lust for conquest
and glory. Not all the glozing of their truculent
hypocrites — professors or journalists — who exhort
them to these outrages as to acts of duty, can cloak
this under the plea of self-protection. Deliberately,
with a lie on their lips, they choose to continue a
war of annihilation ; a war in which every step is but
a step into a deeper sea of blood and horror. Military
necessity was ever the plea of pitiless ambition. If all
this blood and horror, over and above all modern wars,
is a military necessity of this war—then, in the name
of civilisation, it is a social necessity to stop this war.
The fact remains that, in mere pursuit now of military
glory, the Germans are carrying on war as no foreign
war in Europe has in this age been carried on, as it is
an outrage to humanity to carry on war at all. On
them, and on their children, will remain the curse of
reviving in modern Europe the most bloody and bar-
barous traditions of the past—the wholesale wasting of
an enemy’s country, and the systematic massacre of
civilians.1

Of all the horrible evils of this war, none perhaps
is more sinister than this: the debauchery of public
opinion by the taint of blood, the sinking back of
European morality to the worst of the old level.
Wars there have been in Europe, bloody and horrible
enough, but for generations now they have been wars
between regular armies. We had hoped and believed
that what wars there were to be, were to be fought
out as duels between set forces, and not waged like
the wars of extermination of two Indian tribes. This

1 Alas! in the last thirty-five years we have often seen this barbarous
example followed—though not in Europe. The curse of Bismarckism is
that it has torn up the old Law of Nations (1908).

C
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hope has been crushed by Germany; and we have
seen a war, not only the most gigantic in history, but
one marked with almost every phase of antique bar-
barity—the wholesale massacre of non-combatants, the
pillaging of civil property on system, the tyranny of a
hateful conquest, the ferocity of martial law. And we
listen to it all calmly ; and feel reassured to know that
it is all done strictly according to the books. Desola-
tion and murder, sown broadcast, come upon us natu-
rally enough, if nothing be done but what has the
sanction of Tilly, or Marlborough, or Napoleon.

It is small plea to tell us that France would have
done the same to Germany. If so, then on her would
have lighted the curse. But as Germany has done it,
on her it rests,  When Russia in annihilating Poland
told us that the fury of the Poles was such that it
could not be broken down unless by these horrible
extremities—what was the answer of Europe?! Europe
answered to her :—by what compulsion must you break
down Poland ?  And so hereafter will rest on Germany
the ban of civilised Europe.

The continuance of this horrible conflict is fast
inuring us to the vile code of blood. For months the
journals have filled our minds with the loathsome cant
of the camp. Bloody battles are sketched off for us
daily with a jaunty gusto which is sickening. Women
and children are well tutored in all the hideous slang
of the trooper ; they read of “beautiful ” charges, and
“superb” shell-practice, and of “lively” fusillades.
Not a brutality of the man-at-arms is spared us.
The ghastly delights of the battlefield; the dreadful
indifference to life, the foul professional jargon are
served up to us with much patchwork word-painting,
and much artificial joviality, This ape-like glee in
mimicking the tone of war is degrading the moral sense.
And the most horrible of Laman passions—the love
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of destruction in its most settled and professional form
—is nursed, and adorned, and stimulated, until it is
growing to form a sort of standard of opinion.

It seems necessary now again to repeat old truisms
—that the slaughter of mankind is horrible in itself]
that the trade of slaughtering mankind is a horrible
one, that the morality of the slaughterer of mankind
is necessarily a low one. For two generations the
military type of life had been sinking into just odium.
But now, forsoothy war is to be rehabilitated. The
military becomes the normal form of life. Our civil
life is to be recast. Every citizen Is to be a soldier.
Every civilian talks of guns,and shells, and formations,
and apes the jargon of the lowest form of fighting
animal. Moltke and Bismarck are the great men of
our age. Prussia is our model state of an armed and
drilled nation. The one great public question is the
recasting of our military system. QOur amusement is
to chatter over the incidents of these vast butcheries.
Our literature is the picturesque recounting of the
battle or the siege. And thus we are falling back in
public morality a century. The military becomes the
true type of human society ; some pitiless strategist is
a hero ; some unscrupulous conspirator is a statesman ;
and the nation which is the best drilled and the best
armed in Europe is to go to the van of modern civil-
isation. Brutalising and senseless creed! And this
we owe to Prussia.

It is this evil which is the most to be dreaded for
the future—the destruction of international morality
in Europe, and the restoration of the old military
standard. To substitute Bismarckism for Napoleon-
ism would be a very small gain to civilisation. And
the Prussian army is vaster, more anti-popular, more

1 And I have lived to see all this forecast too truly verified—and by
our own countrymen in Asia and in Africa (1908).
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thoroughly professional and retrograde in its tone even
than the French. The French military régime—
Napoleonism itself—always rested on a revolutionary
basis, and existed in a revolutionary medium. It was
always felt that an upheaving of the people could
shake it to its foundations, and it was obliged to
respect and sometimes to adopt popular principles.
But the Prussian army rests on a feudal and mon-
archic basis exclusively. Patriotism in Prussia means
obedience to the commander-in-chief. ‘The ranks of
society mean grades in the army. Thorough dis-
cipline reigns throughout it. And this, however
valuable in a military point of view, in the political
implies the stagnation of all civil life. Thus the
Prussian army (and for all international purposes the
Prussian army is the Prussian government) represents
the most retrograde spirit in modern society, and is
the natural foe of every element of progress. What
are we to gain, therefore, by substituting the Prussian
for the Napoleonic régime in Europe ?

We are told to trust to Germany at the close of
her victory assuming a liberal form. What are the
grounds for any such hope? Bismarck may promise
to “crown the edifice,” as Napoleon did every Spring,
and with as great result. We have seen the Prussian
government engaging in one war of conquest after
another ; but we never heard that the people could
exert the smallest influence on its government. Wh
will they do so when Bismarck and Moltke have
riveted the chains of Germany —for it is for
Germany, not France, that they are forging chains?
What single political principle in Europe is due to
Prussia? Politically, Prussia is a camp, and the
Prussian is a conscript. With all the wonderful
intelligence, industry, culture, and energy, for which
individual Prussians cannot pe too highly rated, the
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nation, as a political whole, has been ground down by
drill and bureaucracy, of which their very state educa-
tion is a part, to political nonentity, There is more
true public life in Russia itself. { do not forget the
strong language used by deputies and journalists.
But neither exert the smallest influence over the
action of the Monarchy and its Bureaucracy.

Now the elevation of a spirit like this (a spirit the
better side of which is seen in the antiquated pride of
the old martinet-king, and its worst in the “blood
and iron” of his crafty minister) must tell on the
public opinion of Europe. Let®us suppose that
Germany returns, having added to her frontiers
Lorraine and Alsace, in the whole of her vast
strength, and with the immense prestige of her
unparalleled successes. The position of France,
Germany holding Metz and Strasburg, is simply that
of Piedmont whilst Austria held the Quadrilateral.
Germany would hold an armed hand pointed at the
heart of France. With her capital and her richest
provinces almost under the guns of these great
fortresses, France would be in every question at the
mercy of her great neighbour. She must be the
centre of a restless agitation, looking for allies every-
where, and seeking her opportunity anywhere. We
well remember what it was for European peace to
have had an Italian and a Polish question—what
would it be to have a French question, France suffer-
ing a standing humiliation and danger?! Europe
would not enjoy a day of repose or peace.

There are those who look to see Prussia actually
dominating Europe in arms. We need look for na
such danger. Undoubtedly there are the germs of
many a sinister combination. Denmark, no doubt,
will fall one day a prey to her old despoiler. A
struggle for the German subjects of Austria is inevit-
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able. Holland and Belgium both have reason to fear.
Russia, in spite of dynastic sympathies, must be the
enemy of aggrandised Prussia. Prussia already coquets
with the Pope and threatens Italy, no doubt as succeed-
ing to the Holy Roman Empire. Patriotic murmurs
will soon be raised to recall their erring German
brothers in Switzerland. The theory of a German
Rhine (some filibustering professor will explain to
us) requires that it flows through dominions of the
Emperor of Germany from the glaciers to the sea.
They even now are calling out for the rescue of their
lost brothers in Heligoland.! There are quarrels
enough and to spare; causes and “races” enough to
embroil Europe for a century. There is the unburied
Holstein question, the Polish question, Panslavism,
Czeckism, Pan-Germanism, the Rhine question, the
Belgian question, the Heligoland question, the Papal
question ; why not the Burgundian question, and the
restoration of the empire of Charlemagne? If Europe
is to be recast to fit the crazy pedantry of German
professors, the Prussian spread-eagle will give us all a
pleasant time of it.

Now it is not necessary to suppose that Prussia is
about to overrun Europe with her troops as she is
overrunning France. That is not the danger., We
have not come to that point of weakness—we non-
German people of Europe, and perhaps even German
docility would have a limit somewhere. But what is
to be feared is the passing of the undisputed supremacy
of force to such a power as Prussia—organised ex-
clusively for war, retrograde, feudal, despotic,—more
unscrupulous and ambitious than Napoleonism itself.
If Prussia returns home triumphant, and mistress of
the greatest fortresses of France, Europe is handed

1 Brothers so judiciously rescued in 1390, and so happily restored by
our Imperialists (1908).
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over to a generation of arming for war ; and civilisa-
tion is thrown back incalculably. The military and
reactionary powers will have their own black reign
again as they did from the treaty of Vienna. All the
life of Southern Germany will be crushed out of her.
In Northern Germany there is not, and never was,
any political life. Germany at this moment is under
the rule of the sword as completely as the conquered
provinces of France. The mild German may hope
and protest, but he is mild enough in his own country.
He has waited, with the patience of a sentinel, for
some civic life to be given him By his “good and
pious” king and his clever, wise Bismarck—but he
may wait for a century. Germany is really under
martial law at this moment, and likely so to remain.
The democratic leaders are in prison for protesting
against a policy of annexation. Public opinion is
stifled by police and soldiery. And the leaders of
the people who raise a voice against militarism have
something to put up with far more serious than the
amenities of a journal.

Do the English people seriously consider what
even from their insular point of view this portends to
them ! ‘The capitulation of Sedan tore up the treaties
of 1856. The blood and sacrifices of the Crimean
war are thrown away, or must be repeated. Which
alternative will England choose? Russia is free, she
is actually preparing to carry out her schemes of con-
quest in the East. Prussia is openly threatening this
country. She repeats, and her drilled press and litera-
ture reiterate impudent charges against our neutrality,
There is an ominous courting of the friendship of
America, with what end every one can see. Prussia
openly aims at maritime power, the command of the
Baltic, and the recovery of Heligoland. Denmark
may be swallowed up, as the first step in this career.
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Holland may be the next leaf in the northern arti-
choke. Belgium, by the force of events, may be com-
pelled to throw herself into the arms of France. Ina
word, there is hardly a country left without embroil-
ment and danger. Europe is thrown into the cauldron
to be re-cast, and a new Holy Alliance is forming on
the principle of “Blood and Iron” which England
must meet absolutely alone.

What should be our policy? I do not hesitate to
say—to check the progress of Prussian ambition. To
check it by diplomacy if possible; but by arms if
necessary. It is not in the name of France, nor of
the French Republic; but in the highest interests
of European peace and progress that it is the duty of
England to withstand the domination of a new empire
of the sword. It is time to raise the retrograde and
military weight of Prussia off Europe, and to force her
back to her true place. How is this to be done, even
if we wished it, men ask aghast, and what can- resist
Prussia? As if statesmanship, energy, and power had
left this country for ever. Is this nation Holland,
Belgium, Denmark, that it is to count for nothing in
European politics ?

In the first place it is to be done by statesmanship.
If England threw her whole heart into it, and it was
known that she had pledged herself to it, she could
form a great coalition of neutral states. She should
put herself at the head of a federation of the weak,
which in itself would be a strong federation. She
should bind Sweden, Denmark, Holland, Belgium, and
Switzerland first in offensive and defensive alliances,
in which each member of the union guaranteed the
inviolability of each of the others with their whole
force. She should put herself right by restoring all
her foreign possessions in Europe. She might hold
Heligoland for the new Federation or for Denmark,
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to whom it seems to belong. She might restore
Gibraltar to Spain, and Malta, if required, to Italy.
Then if statesmanship be a real thing at all, Spain,
[taly, Austria, all already sympathising with France,
could be brought into the alliance.! They would be
feeble hands who, using such a force, and with the
weight of all Western Europe in one, could not by a
moral demonstration alone cause the German to pause,
and to conclude a reasonable peace.

And failing this, for one, I would shrink from
no consequences. If Germany, in her headstrong
ambition, insisted on the destruction®of France, and no
joint effort of neutrals were possible, let England
throw herself into the rescue of France with her whole
forces, moral and material, naval and military. If the
task be hopelessly beyond her strength, then England
has ceased to be a great power, and must have sunk
back indeed since the days of Pitt or Chatham or
Marlborough. It is a heavy task, doubtless, and one
not to be done in a day. But it is not hopeless. Let
money, guns, and supplies be poured into France, with
the aid of the English fleet, and it may be well believed
that France could turn the tide. She has a million of
men in arms. What she needs is time and every
material of war. And if that did not suffice—let
100,000 men in red, equipped with every munition of
war, be planted in some spot in Brittany or Normandy
where, supplied and covered by the fleet, they might
take up a new Torres Vedras.

Then, let Paris fall or not, with the incalculable
moral support and inexhaustible material supplies of
England, France would not fall. She would rise more
desperate after every defeat, and more resolved after
every calamity. She might be driven back to Brittany

1 Something like such a pa ific alliance or entente has been at last
secured, mainly by the King (1908).



26 NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

or the Pyrenees. She might endure every agony
that a nation could suffer. It might be years
before the struggle ended. But once let it be
known that the whole heart and power of England
was on her side, English gold, stores, and arms
pouring in at every port, and an English entrenched
camp as a reserve, and the tenacity of France would
do the rest; slowly the grip of the eagle would
grow feebler, slowly the exhausted conquerors would
withdraw, and at length the armies of the two
western nations, brother leaders of the van of civilisa-
tion, would force back the German invader to his
own border. Such would be the policy of Chatham,
of William, or of Cromwell.

It is a great task. But great nations have great
tasks to do, and statesmanship is the doing great
tasks ; but it is a task worth every sacrifice. With
France prostrate under the armed heel of Germany,
with Germany in possession of Alsace and Lorraine,
with that retrograde military power the acknowledged
arbiter ot Europe, Europe can know no disarming, no
progress for a generation. I disdain to answer the
canting plea that these provinces can add to the safety
of Germany or the peace of Europe. It is obviously
the real object of this annexation, to enable Prussia to
maintain a vast military establishment and vantage-
ground, from which to take Southern Germany in
flank, and coerce her in the great struggle which is
about to commence there. ‘The régime of war, of
conquest, of subjugation begins again ; and civilisation
is arrested for generations.

What still remains for France? Simply to fight
on. France cannot be conquered. No great nation
can. The cession of Alsace and Lorraine is not
merely the surrender of two provinces. It is the
deiivering up the country, its capital, and its independ-
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ence, bound hand and foot, to a ruthless neighbour.
It is what no Frenchman worthy of the name, could
assent to. “ Better burn France to ashes rather,” as
Danton said. Let us take a parallel case. France
(we will suppose), in a sudden and unprovoked war, has
seized Belgium, Holland, and Denmark, and formed
along the whole northern coast of Europe a network
of arsenals, which sheltered a combined fleet far larger
and stronger than any possible British fleet. For
years she equips this fleet with the avowed purpose
of wresting from England the supremacy of the sea.
England rings with indignation, jealousy, and fear.
In an evil hour an English ministry, without con-
sulting the nation, hurls the country into war, and
attacks the French fleet in its moorings. Through
flagrant incapacity of the English Admiralty (a not
incredible assumption) the entire navy of England is
annihilated. The French forces invade this country.
Everything goes down before them. They take the
arsenals, and hold one-third of England, wasting it
with fire and sword. The dynasty (perhaps an im-
possible supposition) is swept away for ever. London
still holds out, and throughout England vast forces are
being organised for defence. The only terms that the
conqueror will accept are the permanent possession of
Portsmouth and Plymouth, their harbours, docks, and
forts, with Dorsetshire, Devonshire, and Cornwall, to
be incorporated with France, on the plea that they
were once possessions of the Dukes of Normandy, or
were once inhabited by Bretons. These are the con-
querors’ terms. England is still not exhausted in men,
money, arms, or material. London contains an army
twice as numerous as its besiegers. The north of
England swarms with armies. = What Englishman
will say (with his name, not with his initials) that he
would call on his countrymen to sign such a peace?
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The man who could do it, or talk of it, must have the
heart of a slave.

And yet there are men quite filled with moral
indignation that Frenchmen can refuse such a peace.
They talk quite grandly of the guilt of refusing such
terms. How many a lost cause have Englishmen
applauded — the Polish, the Circassian, the Arab
defences, the defence of Hungary and Rome in 1849,
of the Danes in 1864, of the Confederates in 1866,
were heroic in the eyes of most of those who are insult-
ing the defiance of France. And now these hypocrites
—who hate France—call on her to yield in the name
of peace and good sense. In the meantime the case
of France is not hopeless. Every day her spirit seems
to grow more resolute. Paris may fall—may have
fallen before these pages are published—but that is not
the end. It may be that this is but the beginning of
the war, and not its end, The wealth of France is
boundless, her population is unexhausted, her natural
resources infinite. She has nearly a million of men
under arms ; she has six or seven armies in the field,
and all her seaboard and ports untouched. It is the
fashion to sneer at her efforts, to deny her courage,
and to undervalue her resources. For my part, in
spite of wild speeches and divided counsels, I call the
resolute front of her actual rulers heroic. I will not
be curious to note their faults or their follies. I will
forgive them and honour them for carrying on the
traditions of the great Danton, and for uttering
defiance in the midst of unparalleled disasters. I call
the rush to arms of all able-bodied Frenchmen heroic,
and in the main I accept that as a fact. I call the
willingness of Frenchmen to bear every extremity
rather than a dishonourable peace heroic. And above
ally I call the defence of Paris, the unity of its multi-
form population, and the resolve of its attitude heroic.
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All this is much out of fashion now. It is easy to
make sport of the ravings of a distracted people in such
a crisis, to repeat the murmurs of the cravens, and
to paint pictures of panic here, bombast there; of
suspicion in one place, delusion in other, and dis-
sensions everywhere. We all forget how France
now lives as under a microscope, and thousands of
unfriendly eyes are watching every spasm. We all
forget too how stupidly a Teutonic people mistakes
the excitement of a Keltic people for weakness.
Their ways are not our ways; but it does not
follow that big words go always with little deeds.
It is easy for the victors to be dignified and calm ;
easier especially for a people of such admirable self-
possession and so perfectly drilled as the Germans.
But where is the nation in the agony of such
mortal strife that would escape confusion, divided
counsels, and wild talk? The energy, unity, and
patriotism of France in the first shock are far
greater than was shown either by Prussian, German,
or Austrian after Austerlitz, Jena, and Wagram,
greater than was shown by the great American people
in the first months after Bull’s Run. Let us only
trust that if so horrible a catastrophe ever should befall
this nation, all civil strife and parties may be unknown,
that all administrators may act with dignity and judg-
ment, that talse hopes and wild speech may be as little
heard as ungenerous suspicions ; that upon the annihi-
lation of the whole regular force and the loss of the
whole material of war in the country, a million of
citizens may be gathered in arms in two months ;
that seven armies may be organised, equipped, and
armed ; that bloodshed, fire, famine, and pillage may
not break the spirit of our people; that our citizens
may calmly submit to starvation and bombardment,
and that throughout the length and breadth of the
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island there may rise up only one cry—War to the
knife, rather than dishonourable peace.!

But come what may —if France drive out the
invader, or sink under his weight—certain considera-
tions remain for the statesman’s attention. This war
involves social changes greater than any since 1789.
The war has been caused by social movements, and it
must issue in still greater. Bismarck and Napoleon
were each driven to divert the energy of their respec-
tive nations to foreign war by the upheaving of the
popular spirit at home. The imminent danger to his
own throne at last drove Napoleon into war. The very
disasters of France are due to the same cause. France
(we must never forget) is still heaving with internal
revolution. There the great social struggle between
capital and labour, that prolonged struggle on which
England is entering, and to which Germany is approach-
ing, is already far advanced. The real cause of the war,
of the disasters, of the powerlessness of France, is one
and the same :—that France is in the convulsion of a
social revolution. She is divided against herself. Work-
man and employer, rich and poor, stand apart in two
camps, distrusting each other, counter-working each
other ; and thus a prey to political adventurers. France
is thus for a time weak ; and falls in war an easy victim to
the unity of Germany, in which, from its more back-
ward social condition, all this crisis is yet to come. It
is very probable also that the gradual disintegration of
France into smaller political aggregates, a process which
awaits the larger states of Europe, has already begun.
There are now three or four French political units.2

1 As we know, within two months after this was written, Paris was
starved into surrender ; the treachery of Bazaine sacrificed the last regular
army of France; social enmity and the selfish apathy of the South ruined
the defence ; and Peace was made, (1908).

2 The disintegrating process and ‘he cause of Anti-militarism have
now reached an ominous degree (1908).
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But the moment France has weathered the storm,
the impulse given to her social movement will be
enormous. The Republic has been established ; and
the Republic itself is the only institution in France
which has not been discredited. France, too, has
been happily relieved of that incubus which has
hitherto rested on progress—her army. Those
350,000 pretorians — those marshals, generals, and
staff ; guns, standards, material, and eagles — the
whole Chauvinist camp, from Emperor to drummer-
boy, have been swept into space and into ignominy.
The professional soldier in France is morally dead.
Her army, the curse of Europe and of civilisation, has
gone out with an ill savour. It was not the déchéance
of Napoleon that was proclaimed in Paris on the 4th of
September, but the déchéance of militarism. The soldier
is become an anachronism ; the symbol of national
degradation. ‘The only sort of honour has been won
by workmen and peasant volunteers—a true citizen-
army of national guard. For the first time in French
history, the workmen of the great towns are armed
and organised, and the whole of the new army from top
to bottom is essentially democratic. In a military
sense, this may as yet be a weakness; but, in a
political sense, it means the emancipation of the
people.

Even after the fall of Paris, the war may be in-
definitely prolonged. But it must end some day.
And then, with France exhausted, stripped of every-
thing, wealth and the means of wealth annihilated, she
will be in the position of a new country ; capital will
be in search of labour, and labour will be master of
the situation. However long the war continue, and
however great the sufferings of France, it is the rich
who really suffer. The poor, so long as they keep
their own skins whole and are not actually starving,
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do not lose much, for the simple reason that they have
nothing to lose. A Prussian invasion to them in-
volves no greater personal loss than individual distress,
hard times, or a lock-out—indeed, far less, for they
are the most indispensable part of the public, and must
be fed.

On the conclusion of peace, therefore, the people,
socially and politically, will be masters of the destinies
of France, and ultimately of Europe. All that France
loses in material ascendancy in Europe, she will gain
in moral ascendancy. Peace cannot be made in such
a way but that relatively labour shall be left in the
ascendant. It was so after the hurly-burly of 1793,
and it will be so again after 1870. And the workmen
are the only people who have upheld the honour of
France. Thus, however France may be materially
crippled, the cause of the Republic and of labour will
come to the front. Even if the Republic itselt
collapse in the strife, for France is still divided into
two camps—the rich and the poor—the republican
element will be strong. And France will retain and
increase her moral influence. Not only Napoleonism
and militarism are déchus henceforth in France; but
something else ; and that is, the indolent extravagance
of the rich. The degraded and selfish pomp of the
second Empire is a thing of the past. For once since
1793 liberty and equality have begun to be realities.

But the people in France will not stand alone.
Round them will gather the people and the re-
publicanism of Europe. In all the sufferings and
humiliations of France, this cause will gain a new
impulse.  From henceforward the French people
alone, even in the eyes of German democrats, will be
felt to bear the standard of progress. The dangerous
designs of Prussia, her retrograde ambition, will be the
great enemies of the people all over the world. Round
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the workmen of France those of England have long
gathered ; those of Switzerland, Spain, Italy, and
Germany herself are gathering. 'The issue is so
critical for the future, and the dangers from the re-
actionary power are so serious, that they override all
national and local questions. Now it will neither be
England, France, nor Germany ; but Republic against
Monarchy. Round the Prussian throne gather all the
retrograde principles ; round the French people all
the progressive. In this great issue, national and
party questions dwindle.  All governments will hence-
forward be alike to us. Whig or Tory, and the rest
are but vestry-room cries. ‘The one cause in which
every other is merged, is the cause of the People.

Not that this great struggle need be one of arms
and of bloodshed. It is essentially a moral struggle ;
one of principles. The needle-gun has beaten down
the army of Napoleon, but it cannot beat back French
ideas ; of all others, not the social ideas of the French
people. Purged in the fire of this crisis, these ideas
will regain new purity and life. 'They are swaying
and heaving English society. Germany itself is
honeycombed with them. And long and fierce ere
long will be the struggle in Germany itself between
Bismarckism and Industrialism — between blood and
iron and the German people. But whatever else may
be the issue, we may be sure that the real spirit that
is ultimately to triumph after this frightful catastrophe
will not be a military one. Inspite of all the fighting,
in spite of the deadly hatred of race begotten by this
contest, and the undying spirit of revenge and pride it
will leave behind, the industrial 7égime is antagonistic
to the military ; and the increased ascendency of the
people must be fatal in the long run to militarism.

There is much in this, too, very worthy of thought
by our own governing classes. ‘The attitude of the

D
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French Republic and people under the German yoke
has sent a thrill through the English workmen greater
than anything which has happened since 1848. They
are watching their own rulers with ill-restrained im-
patience and indignation. To them the cause of
labour and the Republic is one and the same all over
the world. The interests of English landlords, of
British merchants and shopkeepers, of Whig and Tory
governments, of Liberal or Conservative cabals, to
them are dust in the balance. They are loudly and
distinctly calling on their rulers to save the French
Republic from extinction by German invaders. For
that they are ready for sacrifices in blood and money.
One thing they will not suffer. They will not
see their governing classes shrinking from any real
action in Europe, and timidly reducing this country
to a nullity, whilst feebly patching up our own rotten
military system at home by resorting to the device of
tyranny abroad. A real reorganisation of the army in
a national sense is yet far off. Really to make it such
an army as the Prussian is simply impossible. This
English nation, at any rate, will never be drilled into
Bismarckism. And any feeble attempts to Prussianise
this country, to raise a conscription, in fact—to force
the working people into the ranks, will be met and
resisted by all and every means. The attempt forcibly
to enrol English citizens will be stopped by every
resource known to a people defending their personal
liberty — the wltima ratio populi not even excepted.
There are men enough in this country quite capable
of seeing what is meant, and of organising the national
resistance. ‘To attempt such a plot against all the
traditions of English liberty would be the end of
governing class, monarchy, and constitution. No
blood-tax will ever be levied in English homes.

November 15, 1870.



II

THE DUTY OF ENGLAND
(Fannary 17, 1871)

The following Essay was written during the Franco-German
War in the middle of Fanuary, and was the first article
in the Fortnightly Review of February 1871 (vol. ix.).
At the time of writing Paris was on the eve of capitulat-
ing through famine, and Gambetta was calling on the
country to continue the struggle. The writer was still
sanguine that England would be roused to take a part.
He and his friends had organised a great meeting of
Trades Unionists in St. Fames's Hall in support of the
French Republic (Fanunary 10); and many influential
sections of English society joined that cause. The govern-
ment of Mr. Gladstone declined to interfere in any way,
as may be read in vol. ii. of the Life. Now that we have
the Memoirs of all the chief politicians concerned, English,
German, and French, the writer sees no reason to modify
the language he used in 1871, nor can he admit that the
policy he advocated was either impracticable or unwise

(7908).

THE true question which this war presents for
Englishmen to answer, is not whether France or
Germany have done most to provoke each other; nor
whether France or Germany have the larger sum of
wrongs to avenge, nor -vhether it is desirable for
Germany to be one and to be powerful, nor yet

35
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whether much that is vicious be not mingled in
French policy and the French character. The real
question is none of these; and it is sophistry only
which can lead us off upon these issues. The true
question is a very plain one. It is this. Is it for the
interest of civilisation, or of England, that France should
be trampled on and dismembered by Germany ?

I say the former are all false issues, and have little
to do with the matter before us. Let us grant that
the larger share in provoking this long-preparing
struggle must be laid at the door of France; as I
certainly shall grant she wantonly commenced it. Is
it enough for a nation to have wrongfully entered
upon war, to make us rejoice at seeing it torn in
pieces ; rejoice over a policy which must hand over
Europe to discord and hate ! T'o sum up the historical
wrongs of Germany may exercise the ingenuity of
biographers ; but are politicians ready to make retalia-
tion the new key of international relations? A man
may devoutly desire the unity of Germany, without
finding it precisely in the smoking ruins of Paris. It
may be the best guarantee of peace that Germany
should be powerful. It is a bold leap from that to
welcoming six months of pillage, fire, and slaughter.
We may wish to see Germany both safe and strong,
without caring to see France mangled and frantic
with despair.  We never deny that the French temper
has many a blot, and French history many a foul
page. We may even hate French folly and vice.
What nation has not its own follies and its own vices ?
What puling Judas is he who would sneer away the
life of a nation by these hypocrite’s laments? We
have never yet admitted that the vices of national
character entitled one race to come forward as the
executioner of another, to wreak its hate and fill its
greed in the name of national morality. We have
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ceased to regard a conquering horde as the chosen
avenger of God, or national disaster as the same with
national guilt.

We may admit all these propositions of the apolo-
gists of Prussian invasion, and yet the case is not
answered, nor even touched. Suppose France wrong
at first, to have been wrong in the past, to have been
and to be, as a nation, foolish and guilty. Suppose
that the unity of Germany is the greatest of human
goods, and its supremacy the best hope of mankind ;
what has all this to do with the long-drawn torture of
France, with the firing of her citizens, and the tramp-
ling on her provinces and her children ? The great-
ness of Germany is not secured, the guilt of France is
not cured, by dragging out a brutalising and fiendish
war, until agony itself seems to sustain life and to
inspire defiance. All the specious grounds on which
some still try to justify all this, no more justify this
war than they justify Pandemonium. There is but
one true question. What good end requires all this
fire and this blood ?  Is it for the interest of civilisation
that France should be trodden down and dismembered by
Germany?

To say that France is being trampled on and dis-
membered, is to use words far short of the truth.
For six months one-third of France has been given up
to fire and sword. For 300 or 400 miles vast armies
have poured on. Every village they have passed
through has been the victim of what is only organised
pillage. Every city has been practically sacked,
ransacked on system ; its citizens plundered, its civil
officials terrorised, imprisoned, outraged, or killed.
The civil population has been, contrary to tne usage
of modern warfare, forced to serve the invading
armies, brutally put to death, reduced to wholesale
starvation and desolation. Vast tracts of the richest
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and most industrious districts of Europe have been
deliberately stripped and plunged into famine, solely
in order that the invaders might make war cheaply.
Irregular troops, contrary to all the practices of war,
have been systematically murdered, and civil popu-
lations indiscriminately massacred, solely to spread
terror. A regular system of ingenious terrorism has
been directed against civilians, as horrible as anything
in the history of civil or religious wars. Large and
populous cities have been, not once, but twenty,
thirty, forty times bombarded and burnt, and the
women and children in them wantonly slaughtered,
with the sole object of inflicting suffering. All this
has been done, not in licence or passion, but by the
calculating ferocity of scientific soldiers. And, lastly,
when the last chance of saving Paris was gone, and it
became a matter of a few weeks of famine, they must
needs fire and shatter a city of 2,000,000 of souls.

Let us remember that all this was done and carried
on for five months after France had sued for peace in
the dust ; and had offered what was practically every-
thing except her national independence, and the honour
and self-respect of every Frenchman. It is well known
that there were no serious terms which France would
have rejected short of dismemberment. To give up
2,000,000 of the best citizens of France, and make
them permanent prisoners to Germany, is what no
nation in Europe would do whilst its powers remained.
Let Englishmen quietly contemplate surrendering
Sussex and Hampshire to an invader, to be per-
manently annexed to France. This is what French-
men are coolly exhorted to do. But it was much
more than this. To give the possession of Metz and
Strasburg, the Moselle and the Vosges, to united
Germany, is simply to make France her prisoner, to
mrake France what Piedmonc was with Austria in the
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Quadrilateral, what England would be if the whole
coast from Dover to the Isle of Wight were made
permanently French soil.

And because Frenchmen rejected these terms, terms
which the vilest of Englishmen would, in their own
case, turn from with scorn, Prussia has poured on,
revelling in this orgy of blood. In politics there are
no abstract rights. All matters between nations are a
balance of advantages. And even if there were, on the
side of Germany, some decent claim for what they
sought, humanity will brand the people that insisted
on that claim through all the hideous cost which it
involved. A gambler (to pursue their favourite
metaphor) may have a fair claim to the stakes he has
won ; but we still call him a murderer who deliberately
kills the loser that he may seize them. The language-
boundary may seem such an obvious arrangement to a
pedant at his desk ; and the strategic frontier may run
glibly off the journalist’s pen. One nation may be
most moderate in its demand ; and the other may be
most blind in its resistance. But if] in the hard proof
of facts, this natural boundary or this moderate claim
can be won solely by desolating a million homes, and
by turning provinces into one vast charnel-house, it is
only the tyrant with the heart of steel who secks that
end at such a cost.

But I had forgotten “the security ” and “the per-
manent peace” of Germany! ‘The security of
Germany which, unapt for war, with only a few poor
fortresses on the Rhine, and but a million of mere
armed citizens, will never be able to rest for fear of
France, without a new line of French fortresses,
strongholds, and mountain passes. She will never be
really safe till she has 2,000,000 of Frenchmen writhing
under her grasp on her French border. The poor
wolves must have a fola to protect them from the
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greedy sheep. And how can the great German and
the great French nations ever dwell, side by side, in
unity and peace hereafter, until every French field has
been trampled by the Uhlan, till every French home
has given up its one or two dead, or at least smelt the
petroleum of our highly cultivated troopers? Once
plant in every French heart a feeling that a German is
a Red Indian savage on a scalping-party ; sow a blood
feud which the very infants may suck in with their
mothers’ milk, and we shall have ample security and a
permanent peace evermore |

Can we doubt that the real object of Germany is
the dismemberment of France? I know that the
apologists of Prussia here, straining out the last dregs
of captious objection, ask us sometimes, with an air of
honest doubt, how we know that Bismarck insists on
the dismemberment of France; and one of these
advocates has told us, almost indignantly, that if he
thought the Prussian had taken Metz (for instance)
with any intention of appropriating it for himself, he
for one would be the last, etc., etc. To this point is
the case of Prussia reduced! How do we know, for-
sooth, that Germany insists on incorporating all Alsace
and at least half Lorraine, the Vosges, the Moselle,
Strasburg, Metz, and a string of French fortresses, the
whole “language-boundary,” as the cant runs, and
something more, to be settled by Count Moltke? We
know it because, whatever journalists here may find it
convenient to say, every utterance in Germany, official
and semi-official, combines to tell us so. We all know
now how completely Count Bismarck controls and
inspires the whole well-affected press of Germany, and
muzzles the ill-affected ; how officials and aspirants to
office watch his every look ; how journalists and pro-
fessors truckle to his nod. With one consent they all
tell us that Germany must have at least all this, and
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an indefinite something more. If the words of official
journals and publicists in high favour are worth any-
thing when they assure us that Count Bismarck wants
nothing but a united and peaceful Germany, we may
trust them not to misrepresent him when they tell us
he wants Alsace and Lorraine. To such a length has
the belief of this run, that Count Bismarck cannot
afford to disappoint it. And yet, seeing the set of
this current, and the concurrence of all who were
supposed to represent him, he has never directly or
indirectly attempted to check it. Whether Count
Bismarck demands Alsace and Lorraine or not, it is
plain that Germany does, and believes them to be hers
as completely as if peace were signed. Men of sense
judge matters of politics by what seems reasonable on
a balance of probabilities, and cannot be stopped to
answer every wild suggestion of an advocate whose case
is desperate.

Whatever Count Bismarck may find it at present
convenient to say, or not to say, it is plain to any one
of common sense that Germany most undoubtedly does
demand large provinces of France, several of her chief
fortresses, and a long line of strongholds. If not, if
Germany is continuing the war for only some small
object, even let us say for Strasburg, the invasion
assumes a still more wanton character. Practical
politicians will not strain the excited words of M.
Jules Favre quite literally, pronounced as they were in
September ; nor can they doubt that after an unbroken
succession of fresh calamities; Frenchmen would have
been inclined to terms had the Germans really been
content with anything short of the dismemberment of
their country. Had Germany no such end,’then the
last four months of horror have had no purpose but to
satisfy the lust of military glory. But as every utter-
ance of those Germans who had the best right to know
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has declared, so every act in the dealing with the
conquered provinces has proved, that the wrenching oft’
most vital members of the French nation is the very
least of the demands of Germany.

It may well be that Count Bismarck’s ultimate
intentions are not yet fully known. But it is not that
he will ask less, but a great deal more, than has yet
been claimed for him. When did he ever yet stay his
hand in open violence, except that he saw his way to
his end by artifice?! If he gave up forcing on the
Prussian people his system of army extension, it was
only to rouse their military passions more fiercely by
corrupting them with baits to their vanity., When he
closed the war against Denmark, it was only that he
saw his way to seizing her territory by treachery and
fraud. When he made peace after Sadowa, it was
because he saw that secret diplomacy could thenceforth
effect the rest of his programme. Peace or war,
fraud or force, are with him only different means to
the same end—the military aggrandisement of Prussia.
He uses both alternately, always in the same onward
path. Like the lion in the fable, if he is great in
bringing down the prey, he is yet greater in securing
the whole of it to himself by chicanery or threats.
And it is to this man, as false and as insatiate as the ideal
of Macchiavelli, that Europe is to confide for wisdom
and moderation.

It is but too true that we have not Count Bismarck’s
real demands. For my part, I should wonder if the
world has yet heard the half of them. His enemies as
yet have found that to make peace with Count Bismarck
1s as hard a bargain as to continue war with him;
perhaps cven a harder. The greatest of the German
chiefs loudly declare that they will be satisfied with
nothing short of reducing France to a second or a
third-rate Power. One of the foremost long since
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explained this to mean that she was to be placed in
the position of Spain. Others use the phrase “of
annihilating the power” of France. The “Red
Prince,” as they delight to call him in the Mohican
dialect of the camp, announced his intention of
“destroying the power” of France. Now, when
have these military chiefs not kept their threats?
Morally speaking, they are men on the level of the
Black Prince, Wallenstein, or Charles the Twelfth—
relics of a past age; strong, able, born soldiers; of
an insatiable ambition, and scorning everything but
military honour. To them the annihilation of France
is just as worthy an object as it was to Catherine of
Russia to destroy Poland or to crush Turkey. They
honestly believe themselves capable of it.  What is to
prevent their attempting it? 'The Prussian soldier-
caste conceives the destruction of France to be the
most glorious of all achievements ; and the Prussian
soldier-caste is absolute master for the present of the
German people. Count Bismarck is but the organ of
that caste, its one man of genius who has seen how to
dress up that singular medizval figure as the champion
of modern ideas, and the leader of the people. But
Count Bismarck has not changed the lanz-knecht
heart within that caste ; it beats fiercely within him,
too. And though he can force its tongue to talk in the
language of modern statesmen, its true nature is to be
found in men to whom pity is unknown, and progress
a by-word, men between whom and modern civilisa-
tion there is a feud as deep as between backwoodsmen
and Sioux. These are the men—no boasters, and no
madmen—who have declared in tones not loud but
deep, for the annihilation of France as a great Power.
What is to stand between these men and their end ?
The intelligence of Germany? But every one who
knows Germany has seeu—for my part I have seen for
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twenty years — gathering up in the minds of the
literary and military classes of Prussia a hatred of
France, Frenchmen, and French ideas more deadly
than anything we know of in race-feuds. And with
this hatred there went a deep, fierce thirst to humble
France one day in the dust. I do not pretend that
this feeling existed outside the soldier and the academic
class. In both, I believe, it was based on mortified
pride.  Prussians, conscious of their wonderful power
both for war and in thought, were stung with rage
when they saw how little their unapproachable pre-
eminence was recognised in Europe, and how much
French egotism and versatility had carried off from
them their legitimate honours. Be the cause what it
may, men who have long watched this intense hatred,
existing, I admit, in only two classes, and of course
not in all members of them, such men have felt and
insisted for years that the most gigantic war in history
must be the issue of it.

It has come ; and this hatred has filled its maw, and
has swollen to incredible proportions. What, then, is
to stop it from working out its avowed end—the
annihilation of France as a great Power? The
Crown Prince! And men can build all their hopes
on a life, which a stray Chassepot bullet may end, to
give us for twenty years the regency of the Red
Prince.  Who is to stop it? ‘T'he intelligence of
Germany, now employed in inventing apologies for
every act of aggression? The good sense of the
German people ?—But the German people are now
only the German rank and file, and public opinion is
insubordination. The Great Powers of Europe ?—
But they are employed in doing reverence to the new
Emperor, with the ministers of “ Happy England” at
their head. Let us rest assured that the Prussian
chiefs will give up their project of annihilating the
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power of France for one cause only—that they find it
impossible. Till they find it impossible they will try,
in spite of the conviction of honest burghers 1n
Fatherland that they are a quiet home-loving race,
and in spite of goody-goody platitudes from courtly
professors.

Count Bismarck has certainly not told us his
ultimate demands. They will include all that has
yet been asked for in territory with a large addition
(perhaps that of Nancy and the whole of Lorraine).
But there will be other demands not necessarily of
territory and perhaps not immediately disclosed, the
effect of which will be to leave France absolutely at
the mercy of Germany. Austria is now of less
account in Germany than she was at the moment of
peace, and Denmark is also of less account in the
Baltic than when she gave up the struggle. Count
Bismarck is a swordsman who gives wounds from
which his adversaries do not recover ; but from which
they grow weaker and weaker. And when he wipes
from his sword the blood shed in this great war, it will
be to leave France permanently crippled. Who or
what is to stay him?

Let us take merely the already announced demands
of Prussia, and see how France will stand at the end
of the war. There will first be an enormous war
indemnity. Its sum-total will, in truth, be some-
thing as yet unconceived. It will be measured, how-
ever, not by the demands of Germany, but by the
limit of what it is possible by direct or indirect means
to squeeze out of France. There will then be the
prostration of France by the exhaustion of the war, and
the desolation and famine of about one-third of her
area. She will probably be compelled to cede some of
her colonies, and may possibly be restricted in her
standing army. Metz, Strasburg, with the whole
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chain of fortresses on the Moselle and Vosges line
from Longwy to Belfort will form the rampart, the
guns of which are directed upon her heart. The
whole of the French will thus be added to the whole
of the German strongholds along the left district of
the Rhine, and consolidated into a complex chain
more tremendous than anything in Europe. It will
be the Austrian Quadrilateral multiplied tenfold ; a
line for defence preposterously overdone; for offence
almost irresistible. This vast line of forts will hold
the east of France in a vice. Within their walls
100,000 men may easily in peace be housed, and
around them 500,000 may easily in war be sheltered.
They are ten days’ march from Paris. And between
them and Paris not a single fortress, not a, single
military depot, and scarcely a single defensible line of
country exists.

Now, without giving too much importance to
strategic frontiers, it is impossible to be blind to what
follows when a strong power posts itself in a menacing
position. If Antwerp in French hands would be a
pistol pointed at the heart of England, if Sebastopol
was a standing menace to Constantinople, if the Quad-
rilateral gave Austria the command of North Italy,
then France, with nothing between her capital and
this vast strategic line, would be prostrate at the feet
of Germany. A Power which commands a million of
men, with the overwhelming superiority now proved
in a hundred victories, possessing along the left side of
the Rhine the chief of all the great fortresses of Europe,
and a quadruple quintuple network of strongholds in
which the resources of nature have been used by the
skill of two nations, would hold France in the hollow
of her hand. A fortress is as useful for the most part
for offence as for defence, and with the whole of the
eastern fortresses of France turned over to Germany,
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and the heart and capital of France turned naked to
their guns, Germany would be as absolutely mistress
of France as Austria in Mantua and Verona was
mistress of Lombardy and Venetia. Hand over Alsace
and Lorraine, and France stands disarmed—the prisoner
of armed Germany. It is easy for those who turn the
selfish growl of the tradesmen into a sneer, to cry out
with a gibe—“ What are two or three departments out
of seventy ? what are two millions out of forty ? now
you are beaten, pay up the stakes, and for God’s sake
let us get to business ! ” So he with the money-bag :
but politicians of common sense know that this is no
mere question of surrendering broad provinces or even
of giving up good citizens, It is not a prince losing
an appanage, or a nation losing a subject province. It
is the life or death of France as a great Power. It is
her independence as a nation. It is whether she shall
be one of the Powers of Europe, or the State prisoner
of Imperial Germany.

“France,” say the optimists, “will be always a
great Power, come what may.” Perhaps so; but
not if the Prussian chiefs bave their way. The
wretched juggle about the language, and the old
possessions of the Reichy the whole antiquarian
twaddle about Elsass and Lothringen, form only one
of Bismarck’s tricks to amuse the bookworms; who,
good, silly souls, are flapping their wings with the
glee they would feel if some one turned up the real
sword of Barbarossa, or proposed to revive the worship
of Odin. “ The sword of Barbarossa ! ” cry the learned
geese, “es lebe der Kaiser ! let us try if it will cut
off men’s heads. Oh, beautifully! See how they
fly off, and how the corpses writhe ! Lieb Vaterland,
magst ruhig seyn!” So do the professors rejoice
exceedingly. For political childishness and social im-
morality no one comes near your true Dryasdust. So
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throughout all Germany Teufelsdrockh, with immense
glee, is airing the biographies of the Imperial vassals.
"Then, again, all the learned strategic stuff about the
line of the Vosges, and the indispensability of this,
and the importance of that to the defence of Father-
land, and the mysterious references to the omniscient
Moltke, are just another amusement for the journalists
and soldiers at home. Mephistopheles, who is as
relentless as he is artful) laughs his harsh laugh. Bah!
let the pedants bring home their lost German brothers,
with hoch-Teutsch lays, and the wiseacres discuss
the defensive pcwers of the new German frontier ;
are the real chiefs of Prussia the men to play these
academic pranks, or fight for what they have got fifty
times over ! Their real end is a very plain one—the
annihilation of France as an independent Power.

Jugglery about language-boundaries and strategic
frontiers (in its defensive sense) will soon be swept
aside, and the real purpose of Prussian policy will soon
be disclosed—such a settlement as will leave France
prostrate before Germany. Bismarck swore to drive
Austria out of Germany. He has done it, and she
clings still struggling to its borders. Bismarck and
his captains have sworn, too, to drive France
(practically) out of Europe. And, if they have their
will; they will not rest till they have done it. That
is what the language-boundary and the Vosges line,
in sober truth, comes to at last; and what is to
prevent them from insisting on it? The heads of
the military caste in Prussia feel towards France what
the Roman aristocracy felt towards Carthage. Delenda
est Carthago is their policy, and old Bliicher was their
Cato. "The pedants may go on maundering most beauti-
fully about Teutonic civilisation ; but the caste will
pursue their end as coolly as if the said pedants were
actual, as well as metaphorical, bookworms.
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The most dreadful part of all this is that peace,
even on any terms now demanded by Germany, is
not a peace, but a truce. We have it on the best
possible authority, that of Count Bismarck. In his
cynical frankness, he told us that he knew that
France would renew the conflict, and he only wanted
a position of superiority to meet it. 'The truth is
that it suits neither the welfare nor the policy of
Prussia to complete the destruction of France at
once. Place her in a situation of overwhelming
mastery, and she would prefer to take her own time,
Prussia did not swallow Denmark a. one mouthful,
nor drive Austria from Germany entirely in the seven
weeks’ war. But she has planted herself in such a
position that she can deal with Denmark or deal with
Austria much as she pleases; and she is assuredly
about to do so. With such a settlement as Prussia
exacts from France, she can begin again, and finish
her task whenever she pleases. There was a first, a
second, and a third partition of Poland, arranged at
convenient intervals, without too exhausting efforts.
And there was a first, and a second, and a third Punic
war. As Rome dealt with Carthage, as Prussia dealt
with Poland, and as she has since dealt with Austria,
so will Count Bismarck deal with France. It might
be too hard a task, Europe might be alarmed, if all
were done at a blow. But, once place Prussia upon
the prostrate body of disarmed France, and the rest is
a question of time. No one can imagine, even in the
most maudlin hour of optimism, that France can long
endure such a lot. Her two millions of oppressed
citizens, her sense of helplessness, and the intolerable
weight of humiliation, will goad her in sowe evil
hour to a fresh desperate effort. She will rush to
arms again like the Poles, or the Carthaginians,
without a chance, and almost without a hope; and
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with a like result. A nation of forty millions of men
are not thrust from their ancient place in the world
by one war, however crushing ; nor are races nowa-
days partitioned and annexed in a single campaign,
however triumphant. The seizure of Silesia was a
splendid feat of arms, and Austria was crushed for the
time. But even in that age Frederick well knew that
it was but a truce, to be followed as certainly as night
follows day by the Seven Years” War. And France
is more than Austria, as Alsace and Lorraine are
more than Silesia. And so Frederick’s successor tells
LEurope, with the harsh laugh, what, indeed, we
know, and hear with a shudder, that even this
horrible war is but the first act; and when he makes
peace it will be nothing but a truce.!

The prospect, then, which the statesmen of Europe
have before them is this :—This fearful war is but
the beginning of an epoch of war ; it is, in fact, but
a first campaign. A new Polish question, a new
Venetian subject-province, is established on far larger
proportions, and in the centre of Europe. The popu-
lation to be torn from France is even more patriotic
and more warlike than are either Venetians or Poles.
And certainly France is stronger than Austria, and
occupies a more central position. But this is not
merely a question of subjecting a province to foreign
rule ; it is exposing the nation from which it is torn
to permanent helplessness. It is easy to say that
Austria gave up Venetia, the kingdom of the Nether-
lands gave up Belgium, Italy ceded Savoy, and Den-
mark Schleswig-Holstein. These examples in no
case apply. Inall of them the ceded provinces were

1 We all know now how this danger was averted—or perhaps only
arrested —by the marvellous recovery of France, and largely by the
interposition of Russia, We know how a renewal of the war in 1875
was prevented by the act of the Cz.: and Queen Victoria, I wish I
could think the danger now passed (1908).
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not a source of strength, but of weakness. They lay
outside the true area of the nation which ceded them,
and belonged by many ties to the nation that received
them. In the case of Alsace and Lorraine, all these
circumstances are reversed. 'They form an integral
part of France, socially, economically, and geographic-
ally ; in every sense except in some wretched anti-
quarian pretence that could be found in any case.
They can only be torn from France by the sword,
and retained by oppression. And to tear them from
France is to expose her to standing helplessness. The
true parallel to the case is simply this :—What would
England be if Hampshire and Sussex were annexed to
a foreign country, whose armies were posted in a net-
work of arsenals and strongholds along their entire
sea-coast.

We hear it thoughtlessly said :—*“ Well, other
nations have ceded provinces, and lost territory ;
why is it so terrible for France to do the like, or
for Frenchmen to change their nationality ?” It is
sufficient to say that in every case in this nineteenth
century in which provinces have been ceded, with the
exception of Nice (which is yet a standing menace
to Europe), it has been done in the name of nation-
ality, and not in defiance of it. Colonies, alienated
provinces, and the like, have been ceded ; but in no
single case has a vital and integral part of a nation,
and one of its most intensely national centres, been
cut out of its very trunk. For deliberate violation of
national right this case stands, therefore; alone in the
history of the nineteenth century, or paralleled only
in the case of Poland. It is not the cession of a
province, but the dismemberment of a nation. It is
annexation on a scale and of a character unexampled
in more modern times. To find its parallel we must
go back to other centuries.



52 NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

Be it observed that the sentiment of nationality
is the birth of recent times ; sprung, in fact, from
the Revolution.” In the old days of dynastic wars
nations in our sense hardly existed, or existed only
in England and France. The principal kingdoms
consisted of bundles of duchies, fiefs, and princi-
palities, with little sense of national coherence. To
transfer them from one sovereign to another may
have weakened the power of the ruler, yet it was
but a small shock to the feelings of the population
transferred, and hardly any to the other lieges of the
sovereign to whom they ceased to belong. Cession
of provinces, as the result of war, was then a dynastic
and feudal question,; and may have had some reason ;
for national rights hardly existed. ~One German
savant, in that spirit of grotesque chicanery which
this war has developed in that ingenious body, has
told us that it is quite immoral to end a war without
cession of territory. Others have deluged us from
their note-books with instances from the history of
the House of Capet or the House of Hapsburg.
Antiquarian rubbish! The intense spirit of nation-
ality has revolutionised these matters entirely. It is
but of recent birth, but it is now one of the prime
movers of the European system. Guai a chi la tocca.
Barbarossa may indeed awake, but if he venture to
recast Europe with the medizval notions with which
he went down into his tomb, more especially if he
attempt it in France, democratised and nationalised,
and in the enthusiasm of a new Republican spirit,
this weird phantom of a dead past will be plunging
the nations of our time into a new era of revolution
and war.

A very eminent historian has lately put forward
a defence for this and other acts of the Prussian
monarchy, by comparing it with what was done by
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Plantagenet or Tudor kings in England, and by the
House of Capet in France. One would think it was
only necessary to be an historian, to set aside the
principles on which modern nations depend for their
existence. Why the very charge against the Prussian
dynasty and its advisers is, that they are carrying into
modern policy those violent and unjust practices of
old times, which it is the function of modern civilisa-
tion to repudiate and to repress. They are simply
Tudors and Capets in the nineteenth century; and
that is what the nineteenth century will never endure.
The attempt to repeat the process by which dynasties
of old formed nations is the worst of all offences now
against the rights and peace of nations. It is precisely
because the Prussian monarch belongs to an era and a
caste which has learnt nothing and forgotten nothing,
that he is outraging the conscience of modern Europe,
and perpetrating a wrong against nations, more fatal
than any other since the revolutionary wars, and against
which the modern world must remain in permanent
insurrection.

Let us now consider the position of England at the
close of this war. France, from the necessity of the
case, will be so much exhausted and humiliated, that
independent action in Europe would be in any case
impossible to her. But that she is feeble will be the
least part of the case. She will be so completely at
the mercy of Germany, that for the present she must
cease to count as one of the Great Powers. When
diplomacy has finished the work of war, she will not
dare to profess a policy contrary to that of Prussia.
She will not be in the position of Russia at the close
of the Crimean war, exhausted, but powerful and
independent. She will be like Poland after the first
partition, or like Piedmont after Novara, at the mercy
of an enemy who can march at any moment on her



54 NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

defenceless capital. She must, therefore, for any
practical purpose retire from the councils of Europe,
or enter them, as now, for the purpose only of making
her indignation heard, of fomenting discord, or of
grasping at any ally at almost any price.!

"The problem that English statesmen have to face is,
how to maintain our position in Europe when France
has ceased to be an element in the question. Let
them look back for one or two generations, and weigh
the importance of those interests in which England
and France were as one. Ever since the days of the
Holy Alliance, and the recovery from the great spasm
of the Revolutionary war, no fact in the history of
Europe has been more marked than the growing
tendency towards union in the policy of France and
England. In spite of dynastic or ministerial intrigues,
gradually for forty years it has been growing more
clear that in France and in England the weight of the
popular feeling marched onwards in parallel lines, and
that France and England stood out as the guarantees
in the long run for progress and for right. England
and France were felt by all to be great powers, second
to none in material strength ; the one supposed to be
supreme by sea and the other by land, whilst they
were the only states in Europe where the liberal
feeling of the nation had strength to prevent their
respective Governments from long continuing on the
wrong side.

During the last generation there have been four
great questions of European importance. In all or
these France and England, in the main, had a common
purpose. In the question of Turkey and the East,

1 This imminent danger was averted, first, by the extraordinary power
of recuperation by France, a power which astonished and alarmed Bismarck,
and next, by the strange alliance with Russia—even less to be foreseen—
an alliance which had the tacit approval of England (1908).



THE DUTY OF ENGLAND 55

disfigured as their action was by private jealousies,
they at least concurred in this: both England and
France were opposed to the absorption of Turkey in
the Muscovite empire, and both favoured the status
quo in the East as the least disturbing issue possible.
In the key of the English policy, the French on the
whole agreed—that the Eastern K/Iediterranean should
not become the prey either of anarchy or of the Czar.
During the Crimean war that alliance was deepened
and confirmed ; and since the taking of Sebastopol
there has grown up a tacit acknowledgment, too often
not justified by facts, that in the loag run England
and France were the representatives of the cause of
national independence, in the Mediterranean as well
as in the Baltic.

The case of Poland came next. And to whom did
Poland look in spite of repeated disappointment—to
whom could she look—but to England and to France ?
"There again the policy of our two nations, emphatic-
ally of both peoples, and mainly of both Governments,
has worked together. And though on no single
occasion has the Government of both agreed on any
common plan of active intervention, their assistance
has not been wholly in vain; and their moral support
has enabled the Poles to maintain their national
traditions under all the tyranny of the Eastern
despotisms.

Throughout the whole of this period there existed
the Italian question; and here again, in spite of the
insincere policy of Napoleon, the French and the
English people heartily concurred. With the ruler of
France, and scctions of Frenchmen, selfish interests
held the foremost place ; but no one can doub: that it
was by the persistent support which the French and the
English nation gave to the principles of national right,
that Italy has at length regainced her independence.
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Then came the Danish war, the first beginning of
that career of aggression which is now triumphing
in France. Here again the French people and the
English were entirely as one. And though the
French ministry, but lately rebuffed on the Polish
question, declined (as we now know) to join the English
in active operations, the mere fact of a proposal of the
kind having passed between them, is a proof how
closely the two countries felt the cause of independence
to be violated by the attempt to partition Denmark,
and how much their joint support contributed to save
her from utter extinction.

In the East the fleets and armies of France and
England have acted even more directly in concert.
But I abstain from making any use of the arguments
to be found in the support which England has
received from France in Asia. In neither case do I
believe the interference to have been for the good of
civilisation, though perhaps it was rendered less in-
jurious to it by the presence of two rival nations in
concert. I freely admit that there have been many
questions in which the French nation has been
opposed.to the English, and still more frequently their
Government to ours. It is sufficient to point out
that in the four principal questions which have deeply
stired Europe within this generation, the French
nation had joint interests and sympathies with our
own, and were actuated by the same principles to
follow a common policy.

Even when, as is too true, the wretched Govern-
ment of Napoleon, and at times the French people,
engaged in or tended towards a course fatal to pro-
gress and peace, and hostile to our common traditions,
the English policy and public opinion have been able
to modify and control those of France by virtue of the
sense of our many common interests. In the Italian
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question, in the American civil war, in the Danubian
questions, in the Mexican interference, and even in
the Luxemburg difficulty in 1867, where the miser-
able ambition of the Imperial dynasty was embarked
on a retrograde course, the moral strength of England
has exercised a most salutary control, and gained an
ultimate ascendency for right, by virtue of its being
felt by the French people to represent the voice of an
honest and genuine friend. Looking at it broadly, as
national policy alone can be looked at, and seeking
only for what is fundamental, a fair mind will allow
that the co-operation of France with England has
been a solid and a great fact; that the alliance has
been on the whole a real thing, and an alliance in the
main for good.

It is all over now ; and where are we to find its
like? On all these four typical questions of European
policy, whilst France at heart was with us and with
the right, Prussia, the new mistress of Europe, was
against us and with the wrong. In the Crimean war
she threw her undisguised sympathies and her secret
influence on the side of Muscovite aggression. In the
Polish question she played into the hands of the
oppressors, for is she not one of the standing oppressors
herself?  In the Italian question she joined her cause
with Austria, and declared for the permanent en-
slavement of Italy by German bayonets. Nay,
more, in 1859, she declared Venetia a strategic
question for Germany, though for her own ends, in
1866, she found means to surrender it. Of the
Danish question it is needless to speak, for she
was the author and head of that wanton spoliation.
On all these great questions, in which England stood
forth with France as the guardian of right and
respect for nations, she will find herself now face to
face with that gigantic Despotism which is the very
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embodiment of the wrong ; and she will find herself
before that Power—alone.!

Condemn, as we may, the national faults of France,
denounce, as we please, their pretension to supremacy
in Europe (a pretension exactly equivalent to that
which England makes to maritime supremacy), we
must still feel that in no other nation does there exist
a public opinion so akin to our own, and at the same
time so completely in the ascendant. The heart of
the great French nation beats with that of our own,
and we feel its pulsations in every workshop and every
cottage of the laad. The true modern life breathes
in both of us equally : the same generous sympathies,
the same faith in progress, the like yearning for a
social regeneration of the West. And France, we feel,
has been truly passed through the Revolution: the
social rule of caste, the dead-weight of feudal institu-
tions, the organised reaction, has passed away from
them, far more than from us, and certainly far more
than from any other people in Europe. Anarchy and
tyranny in turn afflict them for a season; but we
know that in France the reign of neither can be long.
We feel that in spite of repeated failures and errors,
and the misdeeds of rulers, there still lives the great
French people, animated by noble ideas, the slaves of
no caste arid of no system, who in the long run are
always, and are worthy to be, the masters of the
destinies of France.

It is so now, and it has been so in the past. The
true history of France, seen in the light of a broad
survey of the annals of mankind, is the history of a
nation which has been in the van of progress. She
who led Europe in the Crusades to resist the aggression

1 Happily, in the present reign things are changed, The fears of
1871 are modified—not extinct—in 19e8, The doubtful hopes of 1871
arc almost now real facts (1908).
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of the Saracen ; she who built up the great central
monarchy in Europe out of feudal chaos, and inaugur-
ated the institutions of modern government out of the
antique armoury of chivalry ; she who kept at bay the
bigotry and tyranny which once menaced Europe from
Hapsburg ambition, rose out of a century and a half of
restless thought and evil policy into the Revolution,
which, with all its crimes, was the new birth of
modern society. In the true philosophy of bistory, it
is France who (often backsliding, and often the enemy
of right) has been in the main foremost in the cause
of civilisation. Let us leave it to half-crazy pedants to
represent her as the evil destiny of nations. Men who
have grown purblind and anti-social whilst working
deep down in the stifling mines of German records,
see the good spirit of mankind in the wild and valorous
doings of panoplied Rittmeisters; of the Grafs and
Kaisers who prolonged the Middle Ages down into
the sixteenth or the seventeenth century. The good
sense of mankind has long agreed that the great
French nation holds a precious part in the history of
civilisation ; a part which she held of old, and holds
still : her place no other can supply.!

We need not thereby deny the great and noble
qualities of other races in Europe, much less of the
massive and energetic German people. But the good
sense of Englishmen is agreed that nowhere (for
America distinctly stands aloof from Continental
questions) do they find, as they do in the French, a
people combining the same sympathies and interests as
their own, with so high a power of giving them effect.
How can the new German Empire supply that place?
How can the free and peaceful policy of England look

L It has needed more than thirty years for English statesmen
thoroughly to realise this. Events in the late decade have forced it on
them (1908).
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for its right hand to the Prussian dynasty and its
military chiefs? The Hohenzollern monarchy has
traditions more unchanged and rooted than any house
in Europe. They are traditions of national aggrandise-
ment, of military power, of royal prerogative, and
divine right. It represents, and is proud of repre-
senting, the despotic, warlike, retrograde forces of
Europe. The key of its policy has been common
cause with Russia. Its aim has been to broaden the
foundations of its own ascendency. Not a single liberal
movement in Europe has ever found in it a friend;
not one service to civilisation or to peace can it boast.
Its great pride has been that, alone of the five great
Powers, it has upheld unbending the old royalty and
chivalry as it existed before the Revolution. Such is
the Power with which the Parliamentary Ministers of
this free English nation are to form their future
alliances, or to whose will they are to bow in sub-
mission. The scared Ministers of “happy England ”
do not lift up the eyes to dream of an alliance with the
successor of Barbarossa; but they are offering him
their homage at Versailles, as if the House of Guelf
were one of the mediatised princes.!

Optimists, with a tincture of German literature,
are fond of assuring us that however little hope civilisa-
tion can find in the Hohenzollern dynasty, the great
German people will set all right in their own good
time. Far be it from us to deny the admirable
qualities of the German people, more especially their
high cultivation of all sorts, and their splendid in-
tellectual gifts. Professors, with a nafve enthusiasm,
rehearse the tale of Teutonic literature, science, and
art ; grow maudlin over the domestic virtues of the
German home; and celebrate it as the nursery of
the best of fathers and the truest of friends. Well

1 We sing a very different song to-day (1908).
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and good ; but the question is what has the Prussian
dynasty done for the peace of Europe? A race may
have the highest intellectual and personal gifts, and
yet not as a nation have consciously assumed an
great international function. After all, the value of
a nation in the common councils depends on its social
forces, on its consciousness of public duties, rather
than on its intellectual brilliancy. In their later ages
the Greeks, with their matchless mental gifts, were of
almost no account as a nation ; whilst the Romans, in
cultivation far their inferiors, were foremost by the
ascendency of their national genius. The real strength
of a nation, especially in these days, consists not in its
achievements in science or art, but in the degree to
which its national will can command the sympathies
and give shape to the wants of the age. This is now
the only claim which a nation can possess to the
supremacy amongst nations. And it is this which
Germany is yet too inorganic, too much encumbered
with the débris of the past, and too little conscious of
national duty, reasonably to assert.

Worthy and enlightened souls as the good German
burghers are in many relations of life, socially and
politically they are what we in the West of Europe,
or what Americans, call, decidedly backward. They
have a wonderful army, a consummate administration,
a high-pressure educational machinery, an omniscient
press, and a number of other surprising social produc-
tions, but, with all that, they have not the true
political genius. They still live under a grotesque
medley of antiquated princelets, who are not, like our
monarchy and aristocracy, modernised into the mere
heads of society, but are living remnants o feudal
chieftainship. 'The rule of these princes still rests on
divine right, on vassal devotion, and military subordina-
tion. It is buttressed round by the serried ranks of a
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social hierarchy, also feudal in its pretensions and in
its strength, not like our own, modernised and trans-
formed to the uses of a democratic society, but standing
in all the naked antiquity of its preposterous pride.
Society, therefore, in Germany, is heavily oppressed
by the superincumbent mass of strata upon strata of
old-world orders and venerable institutions, habits, and
ideas, of which a great free and progressive pcople,
as we here understand it, would never endure the
weight.

‘T'here is, therefore, in Prussia no true public opinion.
Politics are discussed with unfathomable profundity,
and the press peers into public affairs with well-regulated
curiosity ; but for true influence on the policy of
Prussia the people of Prussia count nothing. An
eminent encomiast of the German empire has but
recently acknowledged that, great as the proportions
of the new edifice will prove, it will still want some
of the modern improvements of the State fabric. It
will not be (of course) a constitutional affair, it is not
intended to be a parliamentary government, there is
no idea of having ministerial responsibility, or of
public opinion controlling the army or the finances
of the State. For my part I am not enamoured of
our present form of parliamentary government; but I
do maintain that a government which is in no sense
to be the organ of public opinion, is not a free and
not a progressive government. The Prussian régime
is not one which has passed beyond a parliamentary
system, but one which has never reached it. It looks
upon the voice of the nation as Tudors or Stuarts
looked at it, as something which may offer respectful
commefits, but is never to exercise control. This is
the ideal of government which accords with every
tradition of the house of Hohenzollern, which is main-
tained by the yet unshaken strength of a social system
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pledged to defend it by pride as much as by interest,
which the middle-class Prussian accepts by every habit
of his nature, and worships with instinctive idolatry.
It will be a revolution only that can shake it.

But the true character of this Hohenzollern dynasty
is determined by that “ peculiar institution ” of Prussia,
the Junker class. It is a phenomenon to which no
parallel exists in Europe, a genuine aristocratic military
caste. It is not like our own aristocracy, rich, peace-
ful, and half-bourgeois. It is not like the French
imperial army, a merc staft of officers, with no local
or social influence. It is not like the Spanish order
of Grandees, an effete body of incapables. It is an
order of men knit together by all the ties of family
pride and interest ; with an historic social influence ;
with a high education, and a strong nature of a special
sort ; rich enough to have local power both in town
and country ; and yet so poor as to depend for exist-
ence on the throne—and with all this, devoted
passionately, necessarily, to war. It is a caste, which
an aspiring dynasty has moulded out of the Ritters
and Grafs of medizval Germany. The Williams and
Fredericks, with their strong hand, have taken the
fierce old lanz-knecht and his children, given him a
scanty manor and a soldier’s pension, drilled him into
the best soldier in the world, tutored him in the
absolute science of destruction, given him two watch-
words — “King” and “God” —and kept him for
every other purpose a simple medizval knight. He is
now the ideal of the scientific soldier, always a gallant,
often a cultivated man, but in this industrial and pro-
gressive age, an anachronism. Scratch the Junker,
and you will find the Lanz-Knecht. We have
nothing to compare with him, though he reminds one
a little of the Rajpoot casre in Oude, or the Japanese
Daimio and his Ronins. The last time these islands
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saw his like, was when Charles Edward led his High-
land chieftains on their raid. ‘The difference is, that
the Junker is a social and political power, civilised in
all the material sides to the last point of modern
science. Morally and socially, in all that we look for
in peace and progress, he is as abnormal and foreign
an element as if Fergus Mclvor were amongst us with
his claymore.

It was the fashion (not unnaturally) to treat this
order as of small political account. But they have
now thrown up their man of genius, they are the
true masters of the situation, and they have embarked
their King on a new career, in which he will be unable
to stop. Count Bismarck has found how this caste
may make itself a necessity for the nation, how it can
step forward as the right arm to work out the national
dream, and in the name of Nationality and Peace may
found a new military supremacy. He has done with
profounder craft what Napoleon did at the close of last
century, and has debauched the spirit of patriotic
defence into a thirst for glory and domination. Who
thought in 1792 that the acclaims of Frenchmen for
universal philanthropy (more passionate and real than
those of German eruditi in 1870) were destined to
glide, step by step, into the sanguinary vanity of the
Napoleonic wars? At every move in the game of
ambition, the self-love of the people and the degrada-
tion of the army grew with an equal growth. Like
Napoleon, Bismarck must go on, feeding an Empire
of military supremacy by fresh pretensions.

The situation is so unreal that it must be sustained
by further crimes. The Empire, threatened already
by the people, must rest on the vast soldier caste ; to
reward and stimulate that soldier caste, fresh aliment
must be found for its soldier pride. Russia, Austria,
France, must some day look askance, even if our
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merchants still smirk before the new Empire, with a
tradesman’s bow. To maintain an attitude founded
upon wrong, fresh wrongs must be ventured. The
weight of the new Despotism, threatened from
its birth both at home and abroad, must tell on the
deluded German people. And to repress their opposi-
tion, their national vanity must be fed with fresh
stimulants, or their efforts swallowed up in a new
convulsion. Bismarck plays with Fatherland to the
German burgher, as Napoleon I. played the Coalition
to the bourgeois of France, or Napoleon III. the
Spectre Rouge. As to the chiefs of the German
army, and its whole officer class, war is their profession,
and their social monopoly. They no more desire
peace than the lawyer desires to close courts of justice,
or the Roman patrician desired to close the Temple of
Janus. A military Empire now has but one career to
run—that of Napoleon I.—that of Napoleon III.
Those States who take the sword for their title, must
perish by the sword.

The new Empire of Germany is thus, in its origin,
a menace to Kurope. The house of Hohenzollern,
with its traditions of aggrandisement, with its con-
summate bureaucratic machinery, and its bodyguard of
a warlike caste, can never be the titular chief of peace-
ful industrial German kingdoms. It is no case of
chance personal despotism, or mushroom revolutionary
adventurer. Itis a great power, whose roots go deep
into every pore of the two upper classes of German
society. It is arbitrary, military, fanatical. In one
word, it is the enemy of modern progress. Though
not representing the German people, it has debauched
and masters the German people. Six months of this
gigantic war have turned the flower of the German
citizens into professional troopers. The very fact that
they have as a nation submitted to the military yoke;
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the fact that every German is a soldier, is itself a proof
of a lower type of civilisation, and marks them as a
nation capable of becoming a curse to their neighbours.

It is not necessary to suppose that this new power
has any distinct vision of further conquests, or uni-
versal dominion. It is quite sufficient calamity to
Europe that such a power should possess paramount
supremacy. It may be the good German souls are
right, and that neither they nor the Empire, which is
another thing, mean any harm. But why are the
nations to depend for existence on the forbearance of
their mighty neighbour? And if we are safe, are all
the smaller states safe ? The one thing which is now
the dream of the North German is a great navy and
power at sea.! To this end the very friends of Prussia
admit that Continental Denmark is necessary for her.
The inevitable result of such a career as that of Prussia
is, that she must seek to be the mistress of the Baltic.
She will begin by coercing, and end by absorbing all
who stand in her way. As to Holland, every step in
affairs brings her nearer and nearer to the inevitable fate.
And England will yet come to see that she must stand
alone to defend the existence, to guarantee the inde-
pendence of those industrious, friendly kingdoms along
the northern seas, or consent to see them made the
instruments of a new and far nearer Russia.

In the centre and South of Europe, Prussia, if this
war close with her undisputed triumph, can arrange
everything at her own good pleasure. The question
of the Danube, the very existence of Turkey,? hang
upon her favour, and will be determined by her in-
terests. For as the first-fruits of the new supremacy,

3

1 This forecast of 1871 has a very different meaning in 1908. In
1871 the German navy was a quantité négligéable.
. 2 The Sultan has long found the: German Empire his best—his only
friend, Thus secured, he has a free hand in crime (1908), ’
1
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Austria, who at first was calling out for English
support, is for very life drawing near in obsequious
deference to the conqueror. Italy may at any moment
be ordered to restore or to satisfy the Pope. And
Switzerland finds herself surrounded by a new danger.
With a power so tremendous, and an ambition so
ruthless, as that which Prussia has exhibited, every-
thing is possible, and every nation is unsafe. But the
matter for us is not so much whether Prussia will
overrun Europe, or swallow up this or that smaller
nation. All that is for the future ; but what is in the
present, our actual calamity, is this : the greatest shock
of this century has been given to the principle of
national rights ; the black flag of conquest has been
unfurled by a dominant power ; one nation has gained
a supremacy in arms which puts the security of every
other at her sufferance, and that a nation directed by a
policy against which every free people is in permanent
revolt.

Such is the result which an English Government
has watched gathering up for six months, now with an
air of Pharisaical neutrality, now with a flood of pulpit
good advice. European politics form a world in which
the forces are tremendous. To cope with them are
needed great insight and resolute natures, and not
fluent tongues. Statesmen need something to deal
with them more solid than pretty essays ; they can be
touched only by deeds, and not by words. No nation
can stand apart, gaping on in maudlin hymns to its own
exceeding good fortune, or pouring out its eloquent
laments over the naughtiness of its neighbours. If
the foundation of a great military empire, overshadow-
ing all Europe, be in truth a good thing, let us make
it the new basis of our foreign policy, and not crawl
like mere courtiers to the conqueror’s footstool. But
if it be a bad thing, and a danger to us and to the
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common peace, by all the traditions of the British race
let us throw our whole force to prevent its triumph.
Act; for act you must; to stand still is to be on its
side.  Act with your moral force, if you please, since
we are told that England has no physical force left;
act even with your moral force, for that may yet be
something. Have a policy, declare it, and act on it.

It is impossible to be morally neutral. If you
mean well to the conqueror, stand up and preach
sermons upon peace; for that is to truckle to the
stronger. If you do not see his triumph with delight,
you must show him so with something stronger than
affectionate remonstrance or copy-book exhortations
to keep the Ten Commandments. Nations in this
wicked world are seldom amenable to moral lectures,
and a nation flushed with glory and ambition can be
touched by nothing but the fear of retribution. When
England stands by, and sees, without moving, the
whole face of Europe transformed and a new principle
enthroned amongst nations, she is virtually its accom-
plice. A great nation, in spite of itself, must play a
part. It cannot stand by, like a field-preacher; at a
street-fight, crying out with benevolent imbecility—
“My friends, keep clear of those wicked men!
Wicked men, shake hands and be friends!” To
offer good counsels to Prussia is to become her play-
thing, or her parasite. You might as well throw
tracts and hymn-books at a tiger.

“ What can we do ?” cries that cynical No-Policy
with which the governing classes have contrived to
gild and to satisfy the gross selfishness of the trader.
“What !” sneers the organ of the money-dealers,
“are we for the balance of power and intervention in
this latter half of the nineteenth century?” If to
have national interests and duties, and to act for the
maintenance of those interests, and in defence of



THE DUTY OF ENGLAND 69

rights, if this be intervention, it has not yet ceased to
be the policy of this country, and let us trust it never
will.  England has continually intervened when it
seemed to be her interest and her right. She inter-
vened in 1854 to protect Turkey from absorption ;
she is intervening at this moment for the same end ;
she intervened but the other day to preserve Belgium.
She intervened persistently and effectively against the
retrograde oppression of the old Austrian empire.
Her policy in Asia is one perpetual and restless inter-
vention. As to the balance of power, if the pedantic
and jealous adherence to the status quo was a source of
danger and of wrong, which the good sense of our time
has rejected, there is a sense in which it is an invaluable
safeguard against the preponderance of power.

It is true still; that it will be a dark day for
Europe when any one Power shall hold the rest in the
hollow of its mailed hand. If it was a menace to
Europe when the House of Hapsburg or of Capet
threatened to absorb half Europe; if it was an Euro-
pean calamity when Napoleon ruled from Berlin to
Madrid, so it will be the knell of peace and liberty
when the triumphant Empire of Germany bestrides
the Continent without an equal. If it succeed in
doing so it will be the act of England, who stands by,
trading and sermonising, selling arms but using none,
“bellum cauponantes, non belligerantes,” droning out
homilies and betraying every duty of a nation. It
will be the crowning proof of the degradation of those
governing orders who have bought power by subser-
vience to the traders, and surrendered the traditions of
their ancestors ; that they who can make war at the
bidding of a knot of merchants, and call Europe into
conference for some supposed commercial interest,
have nothing in this, the greatest revolution in the
State system of modern Europe, but a policy :of
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absolute abnegation; a policy which thoughtful
politicians know to be suicidal) and the mass of the
people feel to be shameful ; the policy which the new
Emperor of the West told them with a gibe, as they
came bowing to his court, was the only policy that
remained for them—the policy of effacement.

Fanuary 17, 1871.
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FRANCE AFTER WAR

(Fune 1874)

The following Essay was written in May 1874, and was
published in the Forwnightly Review of that year
(wol. xv.). At the time the whole of the milliards
(£200,000,000) had been paid by France, and her
territory evacuated by Germany. A fierce struggle
under the * Marshalate” was being carried on by De
Broglie and the Bonapartists against the Republicans, led
by Thiers and Gambetta. The political parties and the
National Assembly were torn by monarchist and imperialist
intrigues, and the existence of the Republican form hbung
doubtfully on the divisions of the reactionary sections. In
the meantime the German chiefs were contemplating a
Jresh invasion, which became imminent in the following
year, 1875. The peril of the Republic, and even of
France, was extreme (1908).

Manr1FoLD and subtle are the theories propounded to
account for the evils which have fallen upon France.
It is a subject to exercise our powers of invention, and
to gratify our sense of morality ; so that every man
has an explanation of his own, which differs with his
politics, his habits, or his creed. Democracy, des-
potism, Dumas, pilgrimages, Voltaire,absinthe, Malthus,
or bals-masqués are the theories chiefly in favour. Yet

71
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there is, one would think, an explanation before our
eyes quite as simple, and ’far more complete. If we
miss it it is only because it is too familiar to us, so
manifest that we are apt to forget its presence—that
it towers above like a mountain, whilst we are staring
at the foreground. That grand cause of all is simply
the Revolution, still in the course of its long agony.
Often as it happens that we cannot see the wood for
the trees, it was never more so than when things
which are but the undergrowth of the Revolution
prevent us from seeing the Revolution itself.

Rightly to judge the condition of France, the first
thing is to recognise that she is still in the crisis of
organic revolution. It is too late to moralise or com-
plain over this obvious fact. We might as well
reproach our first parents with the Fall of man. And
it is idle to inveigh against evils which are the
inevitable results of the revolutionary state, when we
have made up our minds that the revolution itself
must be accepted. It was an unlucky piece of
hypercriticism in a great master of logic when he said
that the term revolution meant nothing definite or
real. The Revolution, at any rate in France, is the
most real fact of our age. The Revolution is the
change from the feudal to the industrial phase of
society, from the aristocratic to the republican form
of government, from the Church and terrorism to
good sense and humanity. It is transforming at
once ideas, habits, institutions, nations, and societies.
Under it the national sentiment is taking a new
departure, partly widening into that of the great
community of the people, partly intensifying itself in
the forn. of local republicanism.

Under the same influence the struggle of the
people for political and social emancipation makes
everything spasmodic and provisional. When we see
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constitution after constitution torn to pieces in France,
it is simply that the Revolution has left the great
fight of classes still undecided. If anarchical in-
surrections are succeeded by murderous tyrannies, it
is the Revolution raging in the death-grapple of two
types of society. If government seems paralysed and
dissolved into a Babel of changing impulses, it is
simply the ebb and flow of the revolutionary battle.
The cross-purpose, the dead-lock, the ceaseless repeti-
tion, the round-and-round restlessness of politics in
France, are nothing but the sway of parties in this
secular contest. T'o complain of it is as idle as to
complain of the smoke and of the dead and dying in
a battle. There stand face to face two great prin-
ciples, which all modern history has been preparing ;
it is a struggle in which all nations are more or less
sharing, but which in its acutest form is concentrated
in France; it is a struggle which cannot be fought
out cither soon or gently, for it claims generations of
men, infinite destruction, suffering, and death. On
this issue hang the most momentous consequences
for evil and for good, for France and for Europe ; and
its effects are so grand and so inevitable that it is
useless to dilate upon the trivialities, the confusions,
the corruptions, the follies, the helplessness, which are
but its symptoms and concomitants.

The great war and the great overthrow which we
have lately witnessed in France are but an episode in
the greater civil war. France marched upon the
Rhine in the mere delirium of civil war ; she lies
prostrate before Germany in the exhaustion of civil
war, because civil war had almost dissolved her as a
nation. Parties and classes within her hate and fear
each other more than the invader. National spirit
has been broken, because the national sentiment itself
has been made a new weapon of civil war. Religion
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is used as a means of party victory, and, in the language
of the day, the Bon Dien has become a deputy, and
sits on the Extreme Right. So far from its being
matter of wonder that France should be weak, divided,
and restless, it would be wonderful if she were not.
The real wonder is that she exists as a nation at all,
and that her political mechanism still works as a whole
in the midst of these social battles. Nations engaged
in civil war are always distracted and changeful, and
usually a prey to their neighbours ; .and it is so far to
the credit of the French people that they are carrying
on their social war without actual fighting or material
anarchy.

The nations of Europe, who from the comparative
calm of their national unity point the finger of scorn
at France, should at least remember that the evils
which she endures have an origin in European even
more than in French causes. That is to say, the
problems which her people have to solve, the social
war which she is battling through, and the desperate
parties and principles within her, are common to all
parts of civilised Europe, and are fed by European
resources.  For various reasons these great social
crises are brought to their acutest and earliest phases
in France. But the issues are being fought out for
Europe, and are envenomed and protracted by Euro-
pean entanglements. France is the first of the great
nations of Europe which has resolutely faced and all
but solved the crucial problem involved in passing
from the feudal to the republican society. She is the
first which has set herself avowedly to cast off the old
skin of Catholic hypocrisy. And she is the first
which has taken as her political basis the social
recognition of the mass of the people. These three
problems, complex as they are, might have been
settled by France long ago had she stood alone. The
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obstinacy of the contest is promoted by the moral
and often the material interference of forces in the
rest of Europe.

France by herself had long ago silenced the
remnants of the monarchical and the feudal factions ;
but they keep the field by the immense moral support
which they receive from the consolidated forces of
monarchy and feudalism still dominant in Europe.
By herself, France would long ago have reduced her
ultramontane Catholics to a powerless sect, were it
not that Europe and the world still arm them with
fanatical fury against her. Thus also alone she would
have settled the task of the social incorporation of the
people, were it not that her privileged and propertied
classes fight with the desperation of an advanced
guard, which sees itself supported and encouraged
by the unbroken ranks of the privileged in other
countries around them. Were France transported
bodily to the other side of the Atlantic, it would be
short work with monarchy, feudality, church, and
privilege. She suffers and heaves, and is torn in
pieces by her own children as by strangers, because
she has flung herself first into 2 movement for which
Europe is not ready, but where Europe yet must
follow her; and as she struggles onward towards a
new and more human social order, she has to make
head against the feudalisms and the sacerdotalisms of
Europe, against the class-passions, the bigotry, the
valetdom, the clericdom of the world.

In this great revolution the last few years have
witnessed the most extraordinary change. The
deepest political fact of our time, the most critical
of the last two generations, is the fact that since the
fall of the empire the mass of the French peasantry
have definitely ranged themselves on the side of the
republic. Now, the French peasantry are the great
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majority of French citizens; the territorial system
has freed them from all local dictation, and the
political system has made them feel independence and
power. ‘The mass of the French peasantry, in the
material sense, are France ; and they know it. They
were the bone and blood of the uprising of ’93 ; they
filled the armies which threw back the kings, and
followed them over every country of Europe; they
decreed the revival of the empire in 1852 ; and they
bore the suffering and the slaughter of the invasion of
1870. They are not an heroic, not a brilliant, not a
generous order. ‘They have neither the genius nor
the magnanimity, and happily none of the fury,
which have often fired the Paris workmen. Their
virtues are of a soberer, duller kind ; they are patient,
enduring, cautious, frugal, critical. ‘They are very
tough, very slow to persuade, very suspicious of the
new, full of worldly wisdom, and as obstinate as
overdriven mules ; and from their numbers, their
homogeneity, their impassibility, they are very strong,
and feel that they are very strong. Who that has
ever watched the canny Norman peasant on his
patrimony, has failed to read the unlimited caution,
grit, and patience of the man? Who that has ever
studied the French peasant’s fireside, the fireside of
Sand and Hugo, of Millet and of Frere, has failed to
perceive that, narrow, dull, and penurious as it might
be, it is the home of a citizen—of a citizen who has
no master !  That man will ponder slowly over
things, doubt, suspect, and think mainly of himself.
He will often be wrong, unjust, and selfish; but
when he gives his vote, he will give it as a man who
intends to make it good, and knows that he can make
it good.

For generations now he, has looked upon the town
citizen as his principal enemy, as a man whose



FRANCE AFTER WAR 77

atheism is needlessly obtrusive, and whose socialism is
an unpardonable sin. For generations his political
life has aimed at restraining the town workman ; and
for him the town workman has been embodied in the
republic. Hence, he gave France the first empire,
and in our day the second empire. But a great
change has come over him, in its own way perhaps
the greatest change of this century. For the first
time in modern French history the peasant and the
town workman have been brought together into line.
Widely as they differ in their view of its form,
though the one means a conservative bourgeoisie,
scarcely differing from the English monarchy, and the
other a democratic dictatorship, both peasant and
workman are at one in demanding the republic. Nor
is it a mere toleration of the republic that the peasant
is prepared for : it is a settled conviction and instinct.
To him the republic is now the conservative,
safe, and moderate institution ; it is identified with
property ; it represents order, it gives a dignity to the
country without, and puts an end to civil war within.
The parties which seem to him to rage against the
republic are they who breathe anarchy and confisca-
tion. Horrid rumours of ancient feudalisms have run
round, and the quiet useful curé is seen to swell with
sacerdotal pretensions, and to meditate strange revivals.
All this has shocked and terrified the peasant, till at
last he has come to think of Church and Throne with
that kind of hate and fear with which the Scotch
peasant under the Stuarts thought of episcopacy. He
has awakened from his dream of the Red Spectre,
which was his bugbear of old. If he is troubled now
with spectres, it is with the tales of a Black Sgectre of
the dimes, and the White Spectre of the corvées.
During the six months of war nearly a million of
men held arms, and hardly a home in France but was
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thus associated with the struggle. And every man
knew that he was fighting for the republic. The
republic was France ; it alone was clear of the guilt of
the original disasters ; the only gleams of success had
been won by the republic; the only captains who
gained high reputations—the Faidherbes, the Chanzys,
and the Denferts—were known or thought to be
republicans. In the storm of disasters, in the agony
of final surrender, and in the last humiliation of the
cession, men’s minds would turn to the image of their
country,—and the symbol of their country was always
the republic. I'remendous sufferings and defeat can
bind men sometimes together as closely as illustrious
victories, and sometimes even more closely.

To the old soldier of the empire it was a memory
more sacred and binding to have been with the Emperor
at Waterloo than to have been beside him at Austerlitz.
The legend of the martyrdom of Waterloo bore its
fruit in the second empire, and the men who condoned
the crime of December were the sons and grandsons
of the men who had been dragged to bleed in the
death-struggle of the last years of the empire, who
perished in Spain, Germany, or Belgium, who died
on the march from Moscow or in the bloody fields
of Champagne and the Marne. The legend of the
great war of 1870 is slowly forming itself; and the
name under which the battles of France were fought,
and which symbolised her life, was the name of the
republic. It is sometimes the vanquished cause which
leaves deeper associations than the victorious. And,
as in every cottage in France, since 1815, the tradition
of the great events and great sufferings of the genera-
tion before grew personal and living round the lurid
image of Napoleon, so the graven memories of 1870
and 1871 clung with a tragic pathos round the image
and name of the republic.
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There was thus a basis of sentiment to attach the
peasant to the republic as an institution. But this
would have availed little had it not been supported by
solid inducements. This tendency was turned into a
principle by the patience and skill of one man. To
M. Gambetta is due at once the conception and the
accomplishment of this grand political revolution. It
is a feat to be ranked amongst the highest successes of
political sagacity and genuine intuition. As a stroke
of policy, it ought to place him amongst the two or
three statesmen of genius of our time. And the
patience and dexterity with which this policy was
elaborated are as fine as the power of the conception.
M. Gambetta saw that the progress of the social
evolution was fatally interrupted by the antagonism
between the peasant and the artisan, by the gulf
which divided the one from the other in political
spirit, and the antipathy of the peasant to the republic
from which alone anything could come. He saw
that the occasion had arrived when the peasant might
come over to the republic, when the gulf between
him and the workman might be bridged, and when
both might be rallied round a common political ideal.

With this view he patiently set himself the task to
present to the mass of rural France the republic as at
once the national and the conservative symbol. For
three years now he has laboured with a patience and
an energy which would have aroused suspicion, had it
been less unobtrusive, in order to allay the suspicions
of the peasants, to show them the republic and the
republican party as -the real basis of order and of
industry, to dispel the old association of republican
with socialist. The noble orations which, wailst free
speech was permitted, he addressed to France, were
always addressed to the country at large, and especially
the rural elements, and were as full of the true con-
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servative temper as they were of national sentiment.
They had that success which belongs only to the rare
orators of an age who know how to infuse a new idea
into an entire generation. Since free speech has been
suppressed, his action has been still more unceasing in
insisting on legality and order, in insisting on the
republic as the principle of legality, and in throwing
on the anti-republican parties the character of con-
spirators and revolutionists. Never speaking in the
Chamber, he has laboured incessantly to prevent his
party from speaking at all, and from committing
act, word, or attitude of violence ; until, alone of the
sections of the Chamber, the Left of Gambetta is
the party which has never menaced any interest, or
attempted any cabal, or indulged in any passion,—
which has been always loyal to every legal right,
hostile to every change, and resolute ‘against every
plot.

Monarchists, Churchmen, Bourbonists, Orleanists,
Imperialists, and Communists have been seen in a
phantasmagoria of conspiracies, intrigues, and coups
d’état.  The republic and the Left, which is its
guard, alone have represented to France and to the
world respect for rights, regular government, and an
eraof rest.  And if, of this republican party M. Thiers
has been the titular head and the tongue, undoubtedly
M. Gambetta is its genius and its will. W hilst Thiers
came over to it by the effect of calculation, Gambetta
created it by his conviction, energy, and self-command.
And his reward is patent.  For two years the factions
of the Assembly have been growing more odious to
the nation, whilst the republican majorities have
become more certain and more complete. The
republican party is no longer besieged in the great
cities by armies of rural conservatives. They have
sallied out into the country, and both have fraternised.
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The rural districts are the true stronghold now of
the republicans. The catholic West is as stout as
the turbulent South or the industrial North ; and the
pastoral centres are at one. For the first time in this
century the country voters have resisted the entire
force of the Government engine—resisted it, and
broken it silently to pieces. The extreme angle of
Britanny, at once against its landlords, its priests, and
its officials, returns a republican vote. The peasant
has not changed his principles or his aims. He is
still an arrant conservative, still bent on industrial
repose, still the sworn foe of all disturburs of Govern-
ment, from whatever side and with whatever end.
He has not changed his principles, but he has distinctly
changed his watchwords. And he finds now all that
he hates and fears in the enemies of the republic. He
has said to the kings, the rival kings, “ It is thou and
thy house that trouble Israel.” And heis a republican
because he is a conservative, and because he abhors
revolution.

From all sides of France one may hear the republican
leaders and managers, men who all their lives have
looked to see the peasant vote undo in a day their
labour in the cities for years, one may hear these men
declare their wonder at the new creed of the peasant.
“We cannot believe it now we see it, we cannot
comprehend it, though we have worked for it,” they
say, as the peasants under their eyes vote for the
republic in defiance of préfet, curé, and mayor. The
canny, stubborn, suspicious, self-regarding peasant is
the same man now that he always was, and he is
voting for that which in his slow, sure way he has
found out to be the path of peace, order, law and
prosperity. In country towns and rural districts it is
all the same; whether it be for members of the
Assembly, mayors, or municipal council, the republican

G
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candidate is chosen. There never was a sillier jest
than that famous phrase of the “Republic without
republicans.” There are now some six or seven
millions of republicans ; not republicans by theory or
conviction or taste, not democrats, not even reformers,
but simply republicans in resisting a monarchic revo-
lution, and in founding a system of law and rest. And
this critical political conversion is mainly the work of
one man.

There are few men who, in this country, have been
more hastily judged than M. Gambetta. The Gam-
betta of reality, the man known to parties and voters
in France, is as nearly as possible the antithesis of the
Gambetta of the vulgar imagination. The idea that
he is an impassioned rhetorician, a violent demagogue,
and a man of phrases, is simply ludicrous to those who
really know the secret of his influence, and his actual
mode of working. That he was the one man who
rose in France, and who roused France, during the
war ; the one man whom the Germans recognised,
whom they still recognise, as a great force—that he is
an orator, and capable of Titanic outbursts of energy,
is no doubt true ; but it is not the light in which he
has been seen since the hour of the capitulation. This
demagogue has for twelve months never addressed an
audience ; this man of phrases has for years hardly
uttered a word in the Chamber ; this violent democrat
has never let slip a revolutionary suggestion. And all
the while his influence has been extending, and his
action growing more definite, and never more so than
during the time when every republican channel has
been shut.

Fae different are the modes in which his power has
been gained. By the most solid and lawful of all
methods of gaining influence ; by the personal ascend-
ency of a strong nature and a clear brain, exerted
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silently, daily,and unconsciously ; by sagacious counsels,
based on passionate convictions; by fortitude, reti-
cence, self-control, patience, and sagacity ; by dex-
terity in seizing any political opportunity ; by capacity
to accept the inevitable, and turn it to better uses ;
by the most difficult of all tasks for a political chief,
that of rallying, disciplining, and creating a party
whilst submitting to a succession of defeats without
the hope of victory or the chance of retaliation—
teaching them to endure an almost crushing re-
pression without recourse to insurrection ; these are
the means by which Gambetta has succeeded in
imposing his policy on the republican party, as in
imposing the republican party upon France. It is a
career so truly that of the leader of a national party,
such as we understand it, that it is strange this has
not been more fully recognised in England. With
untiring energy and prudence he has directed the
principal republican journal which has steadily re-
organised the republican party, whilst never admitting
a chance for prosecution even under a “state of siege.”
Its policy has been strictly conservative, whilst at the
same time essentially republican. Its task has been
daily to insist on legality, respect for established insti-
tutions, the renunciation of all violent panaceas, and
the gradual formation of a regular government. In
the Chamber the work of this stirring orator has been
to suppress all speeches, to organise the party votes, to
sustain the courage of the waverers after defeat, to
repress every outburst of impatience. Those who go
to the Assembly prepared to see the Left the aggres-
sive party, have been struck by their patience and
reticence under every attack, their resolve to avoid all
discussion, their inflexible principle of recognising no
constituent powers in the Chamber ; and at the head
of the party, intensely active but resolutely silent,
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persuading, encouraging, calming all; but never mount-
ing the tribune, the greatest popular orator of France.

It has been a task of peculiar difficulty, because,
whilst reassuring the rural conservatives, M. Gambetta
was risking the indignation of the city democrats.  His
most violent enemies are found in the Commune and
the friends of the Commune. These fanatics, to whom
metaphysical theories are of more importance than
national results; have fallen upon him as the worst of
all possible enemies—a traitor to democracy. The
late rupture between M. Gambetta and the Paris
radicals has been and still is a real danger to M.
Gambetta. His grand policy of bringing the rural
conservatives and the town democrats for once into
line upon the ground of a conservative republic, may
of course always fail if the city republicans arc in-
capable of adopting a compromise. It is true that the
compromise to which they were invited was one of
those compromises in which one side appears to yield
everything ; for the Republic of the last twelve
months has been as oppressive and anti-republican as
the worst of the tyrannies which preceded it, and as
arbitrary as any precarious government could be made
to be. And if M. Gambetta and his party seemed to
be more than accepting, almost supporting this system,
as if for mere sake of its name, it was hard for the
popular masses to believe that they got anything by
the name. There are, however, two things in the
Republic of Marshal MacMahon: in the first place
the institution is the Republic, and in the next place
the men are avowedly temporary. It was not, like
the empire, a dynasty and a permanent despotism ;
it is not, like the monarchy, a principle and a class-
tyranny. It was a temporary repression, grievous to
bear, but worth bearing for the sake of all that it
‘made possible.
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If it has irritated democrats in France, it has
puzzled constitutionalists in England, to see the
entire party of the Left resolutely clinging to a
Chamber which they branded as mere usurpation,
accepting without protest its incendiary decisions, and
ardently working at its combinations whilst denying
its right to make a law. To their own friends they
too often seemed to be men who were taking part
with a cabal, which in set words declared itself at war
with the nation,a cabal which the republican minority
were utterly powerless to restrain.  Their policy,
however, was a perfectly intelligible one. The
Assembly represented legality, and it also represented
the republic ; for if the Assembly was not the legal
power of the nation, and if it had not accepted the
republic, there was nothing legal but the empire, and
the field was open to any successful adventure. And
it was of the last importance that the plank of legality
should be retained in the storm; and the republic
appear before the nation as the sole legitimate power.
Then the army would obey the Assembly and its
chosen authorities, and to defy the Assembly was to
open the era of pronunciamentos. Again, had the
slightest pretext been given for repressive measures
against the republican party, had a suspicion found
a foothold that it was engaged in insurrectionary
schemes, the rural conservatives would have instantly
flung off from the republic as being no longer identified
with order. The republicans, then, would have been
the conspirators, the malcontents, as of old, and the
legitimate holders of power would again have been
saviours of society. This old, old game of the retro-
grade cause has been utterly checkmated by the
patience, the self-control, and the farsightedness of the
republican leaders.

Their parliamentary tactics have been simple in
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design, though very trying in execution. Their plan
has been to accept to the utmost the legal authority of
the Chamber, to check its excesses by skilful tactics,
whilst never appearing as a factious or insurgent
element. A single violent protest would have called
out all the revolutionary instincts, have called them
out to no purpose, and to certain repression ; whilst a
direct appeal to the nation would have broken the
confidence of the conservative peasants. This is the
secret of what some have called the tameness of Gam-
bettay and what the ardent democrats have attacked as
open apostasy. In the language of one of them, the
business of the party is faire le mort, to assume
extinction whilst working with intense activity and
watching for every opportunity. It is a policy need-
ing first-rate organisation and mutual confidence,
great ingenuity and energy, with the power of waiting
tor the chance. The grand aim was to bring about a
dissolution, whilst never declaring war on the majority,
or appealing to the people against them. Gradually
it was believed that the play of parties would discredit
and defeat each succeeding government, until the
failure of every combination should bring about dissolu-
tion in very despair.

It is the fashion in England to make merry over
the French Assembly, and the gross caricatures of its
public sittings with which leading journals indulge the
pharisaical vanity of English constitutionalists have
misled many amongst us as to the real character of
that Assembly. But, as all the world in France
knows, the public sittings are merely the interludes of
its real activity, and are often devoted, like those of
other parliaments, to the noisiest jesters or most violent
bores. The art of parliamentary manceuvring is not
the noblest of modern inventions ; but, such as the art
i8, it is practised in France with consummate ability.
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At any rate, the tactics which the Left have displayed
in a situation of desperate emergency may be ranked
with the best examples of discipline and sagacity in
party organisation. ‘The defeat of the B/%onarchic
plot in November was a happy instance of what can be
done by an indomitable minority. Even before Easter
the De Broglie Government would have been defeated,
and have disappeared, had not the plans of M. Gambetta
been ruined by the unlucky blunder of M. Ledru-Rollin.
The policy at last has succeeded, and at length the im-
possibility of the actual Assembly continuing to govern
the country has been made manifest by the mere
machinery of parliamentary strategy, without a single
excuse for the charge that the Left have appealed to
force, or have quitted the ground of strict legality.
The result of this policy has been to extend the
republican sentiment in France as it could have been
extended in no other way. By the universal consent
of all parties, an honest appeal to the country at this
moment would show an overwhelming republican
majority. According to good authorities, a direct and
honest appeal to the nation, or: the three typical causes,
would return republic, empire, and monarchy in pro-
portions of six, two, and a half. According to some,
Gambetta would be carried as deputy in four-fifths of
all the departments of France. But if the country is
essentially republican, it is at the same time truly con-
servative. 'T'he advanced democrats are in a scattered
minority, and, since the collapse of the communal
insurrection, a new democratic rising is impossible for
many a year. .Hence, whilst nothing but a republican
settlement will ultimately satisfy the country, nothing
but a moderate government can hope for permanent
support, Fortunately, the men of the Left are clearly
convinced of this ; they are aware of the necessity of
patience, and see that their day has not yet come.
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Perhaps it would be the most desirable solution if,
after one or two intermediate steps, a strong republican
government could be established on the type of men
like M. Grévy. To the communards and the ultra-
radicals no doubt M. Grévy represents nothing but the
bourgeois reaction, and M. Gambetta himself is to them
much of the same colour. But communards and
ultra-radicals for the present are out of the field, and
M. Gambetta himself is a long way from being under-
stood as the practical statesman that he is.

All these and similar calculations would be worth-
less if there was ground for the current belief in the
success of imperialist plots. Because military adven-
turers have so often succeeded in France and else-
where, because Napoleon III. seized an empire amidst
the wrangles of republicans, we are all apt to assume
that the party have only to fix their day to proclaim
Napoleon IV. It may be so, and he would be a bold
man who felt certain that any given thing was impos-
sible in the present aspect of France. But there seems
little in the state of the country to justify these expec-
tations. The imperialists are powerful, or rather con-
spicuous, by their audacity, skill, and cohesion, by the
experience of twenty years of government and power,
by the goodwill of f;rge sections of the army, by the
general tradition and prestige of that which has filled
men’s minds and accomplished great changes. For
twenty years every adventurer of courage and ambition
was a born imperialist ; every successful capitalist,
soldier, or official was in some sort pledged to the
only party which offered him a career, and for which
he could feel a fellow-feeling. The second empire was
a sort of grand Crédit Mobilier or joint-stock com-
pany (unlimited) for military, financial, or professional
speculators. ‘The men wha meant to win, and who
Knew how to win, were all entered as members of this
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great national Jockey Club. And naturally, though the
company itself has been wound up, its old frequenters
are the men who make a great noise in the world, and
fill it with rumours of a new revival of the concern.

This is perhaps the reason why the French Rentes
are an inverse and not a direct barometer of public
affairs in France. The witty Dean said there was no
such fool as the Three per Cents. The Three per
Cents may be very shortsighted, though in England
they bear some relation to prospects of national pros-
perity. But the French Three per Cents are not only
foolish and shortsighted, but they give way to political
passion. A vision of successful conspiracy sends them
up ; the probability of civil war makes them buoyant ;
and the prospect of a really settled government will
send the quotations down to “heavy ” or “flat.” The
farther oft grows the chance of the country being
turned into a national “hell,” the more depressed
grows the rentier world. And as the French nation
in general do not do much in Rentes, their rise or fall
will depend on the prospect which the speculator class
may entertain of a legal exploitation of society. A
party like this is naturally strong, and it would be
strange indeed if we did not hear a great deal of its
activity. But it lacks two things now which enabled
it formerly to seize power and found an empire. The
imperial tradition was strong with the peasants, and it
was paramount with the army. It was the only thing
with an imposing past and with a possible future.
Both these are lost to it now. The tradition of the
empire is shattered for ever in the homes of the
peasantry.  The Church has laboured to uproot it,
and laboured we may hope for the Republic, not for
itself. And what of that tradition the Church failed
to uproot was uprooted by successive mayors and
préfets of Gambetta, Thiers, and De Broglic.
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We may take it as admitted that whilst the empire
is strong amongst successful bourgeois and large
sections of the rich, it has died out for ever from the
rural districts of France. As to the army, we are
assured on all sides that it is only partly imperialist,
and that, by the best accounts, to an extent not
exceeding a third. On the other hand, a section in
the lower ranks, hardly inferior in number, is just as
distinctly republican ; whilst the bulk may be taken
as unwilling to be the tools of any political party.
The esprit de corps of the old Imperial Guard is no
longer available ; the sense of power as of a pratorian
band is gone; and the army itself is far more likely
to fall to pieces than to impose a new dynasty on the
country. These are not hopeful elements for the
imperial restoration ; and though perhaps in the chaos
of parties it is not altogether impossible, it would need
a conjunction of chances, and a genius for conspiracy,
such as are not at all likely to be vouchsafed to the
prayers of the Corsican band, If they were going to
succeed in their coup d’état or pronunciamento, why has
it not come off already—for assuredly as good oppor-
tunities have arisen as are ever likely to arise? And
if it were to succeed, and the flaccid lad at Chiselhurst
came back in the purple and the bees, how long would
his reign be likely to endure? The empire is by its
essence an autocracy—a democratic autocracy, it may
be, but in any case a government ultimately resting
in a single hand. That is its strength and its claim.
If it were anything else, it would not differ from any
of the other parties of moral disorder which, since the
fall of M. Thiers, have been struggling to possess
themselwes of France. But where is the strong man
of the third erapire, and how would any of his viziers
or marshals differ from the rest of the generals who
censpire and vapour at Versailles ?
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T'here is, however, another danger to which France
is exposed, perhaps more real than socialist insurrec-
tions or imperial plots. In the condition in which
France lies, she is practically at the mercy of her late
enemy. As every one but the English ministry saw,
the so-called peace of Frankfort left France utterly
exposed to a sccond overthrow at the will of Germany.
In a military sense three weeks would suffice to bring
the German Emperor to the gates of Paris, and no
one seems to see anything to stop him. The military
caste throughout Germany long to finish their work ;
the military and official caste are scandalised that
France should presume to live; that she should be
still wealthy is a clear casus belli. Prince Bismarck is
said to speak of the five milliards with the self-reproach
of a bandit chief who discovers that a captive whom
he has just ransomed could have found double the
sum, had he been wrung rather more sharply. It is
certain that renewal of the war has been more than
once contemplated in Germany, and is still looked on
as merely adjourned. ‘The safety of France therefore
rests only on the good sense of the German people,
and their power to resist the criminal ambition of the
German chiefs. No one in France or out of it can
seriously believe that the French army is in any way
equal to meet the German army in the field. The
re-organisation of the army has been much talked
about, but all accounts concur in showing that it has
not gone beyond that stage. Catastrophes like that
of 1870 are not repaired in a moment, and every
authority agrees in the opinion that the army is still
under the influence of that complete overthrow.!

There is not the slightest ground for the assertion

1 This great danger, as we now know, was imminent in 1875, and
was only averted by the sccret influence of the sovercigns of England,
of Russia, and European diplomacy.



92 NATIONAL AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS

so sedulously repeated by official organs in Berlin, that
France is preparing to renew the contest. Neither in
nor out of the army is there any dream of the kind.
Frenchmen indeed would be wanting in every sense
of patriotism did they accept the partition of their
country as final; and took the treaty of Frankfort as
the date of a new national era. But as it is impossible
that it could be otherwise, it is hypocrisy to pretend
that because Frenchmen do not admit what it would
be base in them to admit, they are therefore preparing
for war. There is all the difference between declining
to believe the finality of an act of conquest and the
active intention to dispute it as a fact. Nations are
often compelled to recognise as facts what they would
be craven to sanction as rights. For a generation
after Waterloo, the French people talked of revenge
more loudly and more unanimously than they have
ever done towards Germany before Sedan or since.

If our statesmen in 1815-1825 had acted on the
assumption that these inevitable protests were equiva-
lent to a national intention to renew the war, they
would have acted in bad faith and with wanton
aggression.  Since no conceivable acts of spoliation,
which German hypocrisy calls guarantees, could have
forced the French people to acknowledge them as
based on incontestable right, unless the French people
had lost all sentiment of honour along with the loss of
the provinces, it is ill faith to see the renewal of war
in every groan for the cities and the citizens which
have been torn from them. If the annexation of half
of all France had been found necessary to the strategic
combinations of Von Moltke, it would have been the
duty of she other half to refuse to acknowledge it as
a right, however much they were forced to accept it
as a fact,

- The question then is solely one of fact, and the
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patent fact is that France is not contemplating war,
in any sense that belongs to political realities, in any
sense in which it is not just as true to say that
Germany is contemplating war with Russia, or Russia
with Germany. Every nation which maintains an
army assumes that war is not impossible, and every
nation which has been dismembered hopes the day
may come when its lost member may return. In
this scnse, and in this sense only, is France contem-
plating revenge ; and in this sense Denmark may be
said to be contemplating war on Germany, or Turkey
on Greece, or Spain on England. There is not a
single party, not a single journal; in France which
hints at a renewal of the war. Responsible men of
all sections, and indeed the people at large, are far too
conscious of their own prostration, and of the utter
madness of the attempt, to make such a policy en-
durable. Of all parties the republican party, if any,
is pledged to the national honour ; and of all men in
it, Gambetta represents most distinctly the principle
of no surrender. But the republican party and its
chief stand pledged to a policy of peace. And though
a political party may not always disclose their real
intentions, a party would be instantly discredited
which publicly discountenanced a national desire.
According to a popular theory, a theory most
grateful to German arrogance and British morality,
the entire French nation is in a state of physical,
moral, and national decrepitude. There are always
wiseacres who derive solid satisfaction from shaking
their heads over Sodom and Gomorrah, and explaining
the mysteries of national corruption.  Curiously enough
it is a practice in which all nations indulge in turn,
and with the smallest possible data. A generation
ago it was the fashion to groan over the decadence of
England, the vitals of which, we were told, were eaten
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up with pauperism, gin, and the Haymarket. At
another time Germany was understood to be reduced
to a state of universal syncope by addiction to meta-
physics and nicotine. At another time Russia is
supposed to be the victim of general gangrene, and a
great moralist has warned us that nothing can come
out of Italy but dancers and singers. These whole-
sale indictments against nations are equally easy and
equally absurd. When thirty-six millions of men in
the very centre of Europe are found in a state of real
decay, the knell will have struck for the civilisation of
Europe. Europe is a political unit, and its civilisation
is homogeneous, and if one-fifth of its area is in a
dying state, Europe has not long to live. The brain
or the heart of a living body might as well dilate with
a gloomy satisfaction about the signs of cancer im-
pending over the misguided stomach, as Englishmen
or Germans moralise over the signs of dissolution in
France. Just as it is the conviction of profound
provincials that our modern Babylon is a mystery of
abomination, so it is the faith of profound politicians
that some particular race in Europe is rotting towards
its end ; so, too, it is the inward belief of the superior
American that the old world is used up, and so the
apostles of a new life in Salt Lake will assure us that
the old American States are doomed. Of all satire
national satire is the most obvious, as it is certainly the
most monotonous.

That society in France is in active convulsion and
transition, that her national cohesion is suffering most
violent shocks, that classes and strata of her society are
on the point of final extinction, all this is too obvious
to be discussed. But the state of exhaustion and
corruption within her is not necarly so great as that
which some other nations have experienced, and which
more than once she has experienced herself. "This
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does not to-day approach the state of disorganisation
and apparent death in which Germany lay in the
Thirty Years’ War, or in which Prussia lay on the
morrow of Jena; nor does it approach that which
France herself has known in the medizval civil wars, or
in the declining years of Louis XIV. A superficial
moralist, who dilated on the state of England during
the reign of Charles II., would have found little to
remind him that she had just produced Cromwell and
Shakespeare, and was about to produce Newton and
Marlborough. The elasticity of France in recovering
from the havoc of the war, and in untolding incredible
resources, has filled the world with wonder, and has
filled Prince Bismarck’s soul with pangs of covetous
remorse. In very truth France, for generations, has
never been so laborious, so thrifty, so prosperous, so
ingenious, so rich, so active as she is at this moment.
Amidst black spots marked with unutterable corrup-
tion, and perhaps with physical decline, the millions
who cultivate her vast and prolific area are as hardy,
alert, and sober as ever they were known to us before.
Absinthe, Ernest Feydeau, cafés chantants, and
baccarat are not much in vogue amongst them ; and
if these reach as much as a million, there are thirty-
five millions to whom they are unknown. A people
so intelligent and vigorous have raised France before
out of deeper disasters, and with far less available
resources.
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