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INTRODUCTION
Br FREDERICK ¥. SCHRADER

Tur English nation is cemposed of two strong racial elements—
the Anglo-Sazon, honest, trathful, cutspoken and liberty-loving; and the
Norman-French, taciturn, enterprising in the csuse of conquest, ruth-
less in the employment of brute force and cxpert in hypecritical
subtleties.

This iy a docwment on the war by Bnglishmen living in England.
The implication that it may posaibly be the inspiration of German-
Americans cannot lic against It. The articles thersin embraced, clear,
authentie, fair, printed and circulated in England in editions of tens of
thousands, defend the cause of Germany and Austris-Hungary more
eloquently than anything that coold be written by German sympa-
thizers, or the alleged "Gernan lobby,” of which the New York papers
have had so much to say. They reveal the irne image of Sir Edward
Grey, and teace the historic and pelitics] canses leading to the war with
a clenrness that has found no counterpart in anything published in the
United States.

It will be contended by those who specialize in deflecting the vicw-
point which seeks to place the case of Germany and Austria-Hungary
in jts true aspect, that sundry ef the arguments in this pamphlet
emanate from members of the English Indepeodent Labor Party.
But it must be borne in mind that a leader of this party sat in the
Asquith cabinet until the outhresk of the war, and that without the
Independent Labor Party the government of Asquith, Grey, Lleyd
George and Churchill wonld topple o the ground. In short, the Inde-
pendent Labor Party has been the bulwark of Grey's power.

It has been inmolently assnmed by a part of the American press,
for reasons that have never been sstisfactorily explained, that there is
but ene point of view ag to the European war,

This inexplieable partisanship in behslf of England and her allies
has been so pronounced from the day war was declared that the Amer-
ican people have become fairly indoctrinsted with the sophistries abont
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4 INTRODUCTION

“German militarism,” “Germany’s viclation of Belgiom's neutrality,”
“German atrocities™ and “Germany’s encroachment upen the liberty of
nations.” Any attempt by right-thinking Americans to form an inde-
pendent opinion has been, and continues to be, ruthlessly, violently,
bratally throttled by the partisan press,

It is surely sigmificant, then, that Englishmen themselves shoold
declare that “Belgium in particolar, and national liberty and public
Iaw had nothing whatever to do with the making of the war” Herein
England cojoys a peculiar distinetien over Germany. Liebknecht is
the only public man in Germany who hag criticised his government.

We have yet to sce a New York paper pricted in the English lan-
gusge manifesting a spirit of fair play half way comparable with the
impartal presentment of the case which characterizes the English
writers and speakers herein quoted. They refute the sophistries, the
familiar g well ag fayorite vlock erguments of many apologiats for the
Allies, and incidentally put to shame such eminent men as Col, George
Harvey and Prof. Eliok, who in thoir zeal for “the mother country”™
appear to have forgotten that they are Americans.

We present the Apglo-Clermnan case ay tried by a jury of Eng-
lischmen, without taking editorial liberties with certain opinions and
expressions censnring Gevtnany and Aust¥ia-Huogary, for which an
irrepreseible national bize mmat charitably be held responsible.

‘We leave it to the American people who reed it to render judgment.

New Yoan, May 1, 1014, ¥



ENGLAND ON THE WITNESS STAND

England Self-Revealed

PREMIER ASQUITH, SIE HENRY LUCY, BERNARD SHAW
AND THE LONDON “TIMES" TESTIFY.

SIf 1 justify myeelf my owno mouih shall condemn me."'—Job 9: 20,

Waen England declared war npon Germany she gave as her funds-
mental resson the invasion by Germany of Belgium territory. “We
arc fighting to fulfill & splemn international obligation,” declared Mr.
Asquith in the Honse of Commons, “to vindieate the principle that
small naticnalities are bot ta be croshed.” England's publicists and
diplomatists annonneed that not oaly had England no desire to make
war but that the war in which she engaged was unexpected and on-
prepared for, While this pretext gained credence and upguestioned
sympathy throughoat the world, the truth coneerning England’s actnal
aims and purposcs and hir reasens in going to war have gradually be-
come known. By slatemenls which have slipped from the mouths of
certain high officials, ar well ar by a comparison of certein diplomatic
statements and correspondence, il iz nom clear that England expected
to make war on Germany, hod further prepared for war, and went
to mwar out of fundamentally selfish motiver.

In the early days of the cooflict, George Berncrd Shaw pronouneced
the exense of declaring war becavae of the inyasion of Belgium a sham,
No less an authority than the London Times now discards the pretense
asserted by Mr. Asquith, and, in addition, Sir enry Lucy hor boasted
of the fact that the Englich flect before the war mobiliced (mwith the
purpase of later “bottling up the German fleel’) on the prefezt of an
expected mail from the King.

Perhaps the most striking statement regarding England's actnal
purposes and intentions is contained in an editorial, “Why We Are
At War,"” published in the London Times, weekly issue, of March 12
Because of its position as the moat conservative as well as official organ
of Great Britain, The Timer editorial js exeeptionally significant. It
begins thus:

f“There are ptill, it reemn, some Englishmen and Eaglishwomen who

greatly err a8 to the regasns that have forced Exgland to draw wlv
sword. They know that it was Germany’s fagrant violstion of el
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gian neutrality which filled tha ¢up of hér indignation and made her
eople imeist upon war, They do not reflect that our honor and our
fn.mnﬁmmb va compalied us to join France and Bussia, even if
Germany bad scrupulonsly respected the rights of her small neigh-
bors, and had sought to ack her way inw Frones throngh the East-
ern Tortremsas, The Germen Chancellor hae ineisted more than omes
upon this truth. Ha has fencied, apparently, that he was making an
argumentative point againgt ve hy establishing it. That, like so much
more, only shows his complete misunderstanding of our attitude and of
our charaeter. The invesion of Belpluw, emod etill mors the sbom-
ingble systom of erime which followad it, have indeed very rlaeply
moved us, Like Germeny, we had given our word to uphold Belgisn
neutrality. TUnolike Germany, we felt bound in homor to keep the
word we had given, But we know very well that {n kesping it, self-
interest has gone hand-ino-haod with homer, with justice, and with pity.
Why 4id we guarantes the nentrality of Belglum? For an imperious
rasaoqm of pelf-lnterent, for the reason which has always made us resist
the establishment of any Orest Power over against our East Coast,
for the reason which mads ns defend the Metherlands againat Spain
and ageinst the France of the Bourbons and of Napaleon. We kesp
oir word when we hawve given it bot we do not give it without Solid
prectical ressoms, ahd we do not st Hp to ba intarnational Don Quix-
oteg, ready ot all Hmes to redress wrongs which do me no hurt.
““Herr won Bathmann Holiwsg ia qumite right. Even had Germany
not invaded Baginm, honor and interwst would have united us with
Eragce. Wo bad refmsed, it is true, to give hor or Bussia any binding
pledga up to the last moment. We had, however, for many years past
led both to nnderstand thst, if thay were unjustly attacked, they might
roly upon gur mid, ‘This nndarutﬂndini hed besn the pivet of the
European policy followed by the three Powers, It had been, as Gor-
many berself ackmowiedged, n powerful fzmetor in the presarvation of
Furopean peacc. FEngland bod drewn advantages from it as well ms
her partoers. Bhe would have stafned her hower for ever if, after she
had acted with them Iin foir westher, and hed countenaneed the confl-
dent belisf which they both held that ebe would support them in &
just quarrel, sba had eluok awar from them in the hour of danger.’”

The claim that Eagland entered the war out of purely humanitarian

reasons, on solely moral grounds, in order “to fulfill her obligation”
and defend the Belgians, is Batly contradicted by the Times cditorial,
which eontinues;

""We joined the Triple Entents because we raslized, however lata
in the day, that the time of ‘splomdid iscletion’® wae no more. Wa
ravarted to owr histericsl polley of the balonce of power, and wo re-
wverted to it for the reasone for which cur forefathers adopted it.
They were not, sither for them or for us, reasons of sentiment,
They wero sslf-regarding, and even selfish, reasopns. Chief amengst
them, certainly, wad & degire to preterve the peace of Burope, but it
was the chief only boecsnes to pressrve that peace wns the one certain
Way to preserve our own In the avent of war we suw, ua our futhers
had meen, England ‘s flret line of attack and of defence in her Comti-
nental Afliances. When wa subsidlzed every Btate in Germany, and

actically all Turope, in the (Great War, we did not Iavich oor ;l]'.lﬂ
rom love of German or of Austrisn liberty, or out of sheer altrmism.
Mo; we invested it for oor own safety and our own adventage, and,
on the whole, our commitments were rewarded by an mdequate return.

“*In this war, as we have sgain and again ivsisted in The Times,
Englapd is ﬁghﬁng for oxactly the same kind of reasoms for which
she fought Phillp 1L, Louls XTIV, and Napoleon. Bhe is flghting the
battle of the oppressed, it is true, in Belgium and in Berbia, and she
rejolees that she is standing with them against their tyrants, Bhe is
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helping her great Allied to fight in defence of their goil and of their
homes against the aggressor, amd she is preud to penr ont her blood
gnd her tremsure in so saered & csuse. Bnot she is not Aghting primar-

for Balginm or for Berbla, for France or for Bussie. They 211 a
great place in her mind and in her heart. But they come pecond. The
first place balougs, and rightly belongs, to hereelf, It is for her and
for her Empire that ber sone have been struggling and dving in the
trenched and on the flelds of Picardy and Artois, that her Fleet holds
its ceanseless vigil in the North HBea, and that its guns have been heard
from the Paeific to the Dardanelles, Our soldiers and ouor spilors are
defending their homes and the homes of their countrymen on Fremeh
goil or in Turkish waters, just oe troly ms though they Jwera facing
German troops in Norfolk or Germen ships of Harwleh.'

In view of such recent admissiona it is interesting to recall certain
statementz of Englaod’s diplomatists, as well a5 to compare these
statements with official correspondence.
= -'_On Auvgust 6, 1014, Mr. Asguith said in the House of Commons:

'"We are fighting to fuldll a dolemn intermational obligation . . .

to vindicate the principle that small natlonalitiss are not to be
crushed.’" '

Four days prior to this asrertion by Mr. Asquith, and before the
invasion of Belgium by the Gorman army, Sir Edwand Grey had weit-
tem to the French Ambassador:

“T am anthorised to give an asaurance that {f tha German Fleat
comes fute the Channed or through the North Ses to undertaks hostile
eperations axainst the French coast or shipping, the British Fleet will
give all the protection in its power.''

This fs plainly an sssurance that England would go to war if the
‘German fleet should begin operstions against France even if the
German army should refrain from crossing Belgiom, -

Mr. Asquith In the Houwse of Commons, on August 6, 1014, an-
nomneed’ (Germany’s purpeses as followa:

‘'What was the purposs of Germany? That we should have given

-ahﬁhﬁmsahﬂ&mmyhmmmufmmﬂummm
dominiong and poessesdon of Fraoce, '~

Yot on August 1, Sitr Edward Grl:y had peot the following dispateh
to Sir E. Goschen:

“‘The German Ambasiador pressed me s to whether I could not
formulate comditicns on which we would remaln central. He even sug-
gested that the integrity of France and her Colondes might be guar.
Anteed.'’

On August 8, Sir Edward Geer declared in the House of Commons
that England had bo seeret srrangement with any Power:

1 gssured the House—and the Prime Minister han asaured the

House mére than once—that if mny crisia such as this arose, we
;i should eome befora the House of Commone axd be able to say to the
1n o, Jdouse, that it wag frae to decide what the British attitude should be,
that we xhould have no secret sngagement which we should spring upon




