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more tolerant towards minorities, except of course those 

directly opposed to the war effort (P.P.U.)."100 A woman 

observer probably captured the emotional response of many. 

In the last war I personally used to think it 
rather brave of conscientious objectors to stick to 
their principles but that was because my boy was safe in 
his cradle. Now that he is fighting I feel very angry 
with them .•.. The sight of a notice in a window with 
the words "Peace Pledge Union" now makes me furious.101 

A Canadian pilot serving with the Royal Air Force commented: 

!Je are all in it - one can't keep out - I hate, loathe 
and dread killing by bombing, tho' I love flying. Why 
should I do the dirty work to allow others to spare their 
own feelings, and keep their ideals?102 

In August 1943 a brief MO survey of people's attitudes to 

pacifists concluded, "they have come to be regarded more and 

more as peculiar, and as outcasts from ::noral society."lOJ The 

survey provoked such responses as 

I don't know, I really can't understand their attitude. 
Of course, they're all pretty odd sort of people, what 
I can see of them. Vegetarians, or pansies or 
something.104 

Assessments such as these said little for the success of the 

pacifists in conveying any sense of their spirit to their 

potential, non-pacifist audience. 105 

As the war proceeded the position of pacifists, in 

relation to society, became increasingly perceived by the 

popular ::nind in terms of their distance from the community 

pale--a drift which the activists had repeatedly warned 

against. It had the regrettable political effect of 

temporarily removing pacifists as a political and moral 

force, as they lost the viability they had possessed but never 
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collectively recognised themselves. The nucleus of support 

that pacifists might have capitalised upon may be partially 

measured by examining by -election returns. Between September 

1939 and February 1940, out of 54,273 votes cast, 8,553 votes-­

or 15. 75%--were cast in favour of Stop-the-v1lar candidates. 106 

It was during this same period that the police were very 

actiYe against Peace Pledge Union groups. Peace News 

regarded this as "a tribute to the growing strength of the 

Stop-the-~Arar demand. "107 In October 1939, two thousand 

people turned out to hear James Maxton (leader of the 

Independent Labour Party) address an anti-war rally in 
108 Glasgow and some Scottish unions were also calling for peace.-

Indeed, it was probably not entirely coincidental that the 

Horne Secretary chose to warn a Scottish audience, at 

Edinburgh in Janua~J 1940, of the dangers of pacifist 

propaganda. 109 At a by -election in Stretford, in December 

1939, the Stop-the-~1Jar candidate, an ILPer named Bob 

Edwards, claimed 15.09% of the vote. The Communist Party 

candidate in the election--also an anti-war candidate--

polled 5.84% of the vote, for a total anti-war vote of 20.2%. 110 

It is possible that the swift moves by the police against 

nacifists and the high anti-war vote are related factors, . ~ 

showing the gover~~ent's willingness to act if threatened. 

But the very swiftness and readiness of the government response 

cowed and divided pacifism's middle-class leadership and left 

the Peace Pledge Union weakly co-ordinated. Thus, without 
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much ado, the Government delivered the pacifists a telling 

blow which allowed them still to stay in the ring--a "victory" 

for British democracy--but ensured that they would be incapable 

of going the distance. In other words, the Government did not 

have to extract a troublesome fang, it fell out of its own 

accord. One historian, Paul Addison, has commented on 

wartime by-elections: 

Wartime by-elections served many purposes .... For 
hard-pressed Cabinet Ministers, operating an almost 
totalitarian system for the emergency, the hi&~ adverse 
votes were a tiresome but useful reminder that they were 
supposed to be democratic politicians.111 

The Peace Pledge Union sought always to remind the Government 

of this fact. 

The Problems of the General Staff 

I looked at Heart, the hot tears through, 
And saw that Heart was crying too. 

Richard Snender112 
... -

The "adverse votes" to which Addison refers v1ere, in 

large measure,a reflection of the leftward trend in British 

political life, which in 1945 was ~o ~Neep the Labour Par~y 

into office. But the Peace Pledge Union were unable to 

utilise this swing to their own advantage. The most obvious 

obstacle was the unpopularity of pacifism itself as a 

political policy. In the popular mind pacifism translated 

into a capitulation before totalitarian aggression. ·;\'hatever 

pacifists might say about the Beveridge Report and social 

reform, their popular image cast a long shadow. At the same 
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time pacifists enjoyed consistent levels of support, a fact 

reflected in electoral statistics and the circulation 

figures for Peace News. The problem was, in large part, the 

perennial one of peace movements--political translation, and 

the difficulty of mixing pacifism and politics. As George 

M. Lloyd Davies, a prominent Welsh PPUer remarked, Lansbury 

and Hardie had suffered greatly on this account, and before 

that 

Cobden found that lasting and reliable conviction 
against war was only to be found in religious or 
Quaker conviction, yet even Cobden shrank from 
accepting the principle of non-resistance since "it 
put one completely out of court as a practical 
politician" .113 

The pacifists were deeply divided on the question of 

political activity and the wartime columns of Peace News 

carried many discussions of the subject and of the need to 

establish a working balance between politics and religion. 

Alex Wood, the very able chairman of the PPU, writing in the 

spring of 1940 noted that there were two schools of thought 

within the PPU. The first of these expressed itself through 

a personalised individual witness, its exponents being 

religious pacifists who understood themselves to be the 

leaven within the lump that was society. The other was 

essentially a political witness, given to overt demonstration, 

protest and "missionary" endeavour. 114 A classic expression 

of the difference between the two appeared in Peace News in 

July and August of 1940 when the powerful pens of John 

Middleton Murry and Roy Walker clashed. In July Middleton 
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Murry wrote an article on the need of pacifists to face the 

reality of the newly emerging social order: liberal-

democratic civilisation, in his view, was beyond redemption. 115 

Walker begged to differ, arguing that there was much in 

democracy worthy of salvage and that pacifists had been 

inordinately remiss in neither acknowledging their debt to 

d . d f d" "t 116 Th P Pl d U . h emocracy nor 2n e en 2ng 2 . e eace e ge n2on, e 

felt, "can only preserve its integrity by leaving some 

casualties on the democratic field." 11 7 Similarly, Frank Lea, 

an anarchist, warned that the peace movement could not hope 

to escape the opprobrium of the general public by avoiding 

military service with an appeal to the Sermon on the Mount 

and simultaneously to lay claim to all the rights of citizen­

s~ip.118 In February 1941 another Peace News contributor 

called for a new dynamic for the Union, judging that the 

historical situation had rendered the Pledge an "anachronism". 

The Peace Pledge Union had become a compilation of ·"mere 

doctrinaire discussions with a dash of social service." 11 9 

Three months later Bill Grindlay, a member of the Forward 

Movement, contributed an article in a series on PPU policy 

which stated categorically that the Union was a political 

organisation and had a responsibility to act as the conscience 

of the co~~unity. 120 Similarly, Max Plowman, one of the most 

respected sages of the PPU, argued that the movement did have 

a political function in terms of creating a "new path of 

democracy". But he was of the view that greater effort 
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needed to be expended on formulating a clear social doctrine 

for pacifism. On a solely political plane pacifism, in 1941, 

was a liability, and a reasoned and viable social policy 

offered hope of greater recognition. 121 But only one week 

later, the assistant editor of Peace News, Andrew Stewart, 

acknowledging the reigning "confusion about the fundamental 

nature of the movement", stated that it was impossible for 

the PPU to share a collective conscience as the approaches 

to the Pledge were legion. The same reasoning, he continued, 

meant that it was impossible for the Peace Pledge Union to 

have any sort of a programme for itself. 122 As another 

writer was to point out that theoretically, the PPU could 

h 1 . . b 123 ave as many po ~c~es as mem ers. 

The trouble is that the forces for war are one 
and indivisible but the forces for peace, peace with 
honour and sanity, are as divided as the fixed stars.124 

Yet there were those who understood the diversity of the PPU 

to be its great strength. 125 In an effort perhaps to 

control the burgeoning debate and correspondence, Maurice 

Rowntree-- in one of the last articles he was to write before 

his death--sought to focus the attention of the Union, once 

more, upon the Bond of Peace series. 126 In 1944, his was 

but another voice. 

Throughout the war the Peace Pledge Union, therefore, 

had to deal with its membership's diverse interpretations of 

the Union's general inspiration and proper wartime activity. 

The broad divisions into political and religious inspirations, 
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and the absolutist and alternativist expressions of 

pacifism, meant in practice that every proposed policy or 

activity spawned camps of supporters and camps of detractors. 

The Peace Pledge Union, in short, laboured much under the 

weight of its own internal problems. These dichotomous 

responses to issues can be traced in the columns of Peace 

News and in the National Council and Executive minutes. 

Unfortunately, the levels of disharmony bred and sustained 

factional configurations. Roy Walker has commented that in 

the Peace Pledge Union much energy was expended upon trying 

"to love our enemies and simultaneously hating each other."127 

The PPUers did not live in an isolated utopia, dreaming of 

brotherly love; they were well aware of the manifold 

difficulties inherent in loving one's neighbour. 

A number of examples may be given to illustrate the 

pervasiveness of Union differences and the manner in which 

the Union tethered and hobbled itself. These examples range 

from matters of individual scale, such as consideration of 

questions relating to sexual conduct, or the reverberations 

surrounding the arrest of Stuart Morris, the Union's General 

Secretary, under the Official Secrets Act, to the Union's 

big wartime campaigns for a negotiated peace and for food 

relief for occupied Europe. Each demonstrates that the pledge 

was in deed and in fact the only point of agreement on which 

PPUers could be assured of unanimity. For toleration and 

liberty of expression it was a strength but in terms of 

practical utility it was a severe limitation. 
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Personal differences and personality clashes were 

frequent at Dick Sheppard House and undoubtedly undermined 

morale, detracting pitifully from pacifism's raison d'etre. 

The matrimonial difficulties of Canon Stuart Morris, chairman 

of the Union, seriously divided the movement in the critical 

autumn of 1939· Writing to her husband, Vera Brittain 

confided that Morris's love affair had torn the PPU and that 

Alfred Salter, Maurice Rowntree and Charles Raven were of the 

opinion that Morris was not a fit leader. 128 Morris was 

accordingly removed from the Chairmanship, although he 

retained the position of General Secretary. John Middleton 

Murry, who lived a life of nightmarish quality with his 

third wife, came under severe criticism for his affair with 

Mary Gamble--shortly to become his fourth wife. 129 This 

relationship, although not expressly named, was the spring-

board for a motion proposed at a National Council meeting in 

July 194J. James Hudson, a Quaker and politically left­

leaning member of the Executive, introduced a motion that 

proposed that all persons employed by the Peace Pledge Union 

should refrain from irregular sexual relations--and if they 

could not, they were to sever their official connection with 

the movement.lJO The motion was seconded by Salter and 

carried by seventeen votes to seven, but the National Council 

refused to take the matter further and by August Salter and 

Hudson resigned.lJl Ethical codes and morality were still, 

however, the subject of discussion in October--whilst the 

majority of Britons were following the Sicilian and Italian 
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campaigns. 132 The protraction of the debate and the time and 

energy undoubtedly expended upon disagreement might seem 

unconscionably disproportionate when set against the backdrop 

of a world war, and current social and sexual mores. Yet 

these serve to illustrate the concern that many in the PPU 

had with respectability, and by extension, acceptability. In 

not a few circles, the Peace Pledge Union was regarded as 

being rather less than respectable. Patrick Figgis, when 

interviewed in 1980, commented that "things have greatly 

changed, but then if a man and girl were living together, 

the question arcse if they were suitable people to be working 

at Dick Sheppard House." He explained that if one was known 

to be quarrelsome, then that individual could not speak for 

the PPU. Similarly one "couldn't afford to live improperly 

if [one] hoped to cut any ice in society." 133 This concern 

with respectability does seem to have influenced relations 

between the Quakers and the PFJ. On several occasions 

proposals for joint activities by the Union were diplomatically 

turned down. 134 But the most overt expressions of concern 

with respectability emerged in the co-ordination of famine 

relief efforts which were spearheaded by two groups--the 

"respectable Food Relief Committee (Chairman the Bishop of 

Chichester and the two Archbishops among the supporters)" 

and the PPU's own Food Relief Campaign Committee led by Roy 

Walker and Vera Brittain. 135 In 1943 Brittain recorded in 

her diary that a private meeting had been held with the FRC 

to discuss relations "and the part to be played by pacifists 
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and 'respectables'. There were some fiery passages on this 

b t C t d R .. 136 e ween ammaer san oy •.•• 

The respectability of the Peace Pledge Union in 1943 

was being held up for inspection on grounds other than 

possible sexual "impropriety" and the questionable 

respectability of pacifism. Stuart Morris, the Union's 

General Secretary, was arrested in 1943 under the Official 

Secrets Act. A dark pall was cast over the leadership of the 

Union in the opening months of that year when it became known 

that Morris had admitted possession of "confidential 

contingency plans for dealing with rebellion by Gandhi in 

India ...... 137 The Times's report of the trial mentioned 

th~t the documents in question were in fact found at the 

PPU offices, which was hardly welcome publicity for the 

movement. 138 Once again, a crisis produced not unity but a 

deep division in the Union's leadership. From the first Vera 

Brittain's sympathies lay fully with Morris, and she was 

most scornful of her fellow committee members' "cold feet" 

and "high moral line". 139 She suspected a government "frame 

up": at the initial hearing the court had been willing tc 

grant bail, but had been overruled by the India Office. 140 

The judge had also wished the trial to be open, but this too 

had been overruled. Morris's minimal sentence caused 

Brittain to remark upon what she understood as the "obvious 

conflict between judiciary and legislature."141 

Brittain conceded that Morris's involvement had been 

"wrong and indiscreet", but she countered that he had only 
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sought "to make a normal democratic use of the information."142 

This charity was not, however, the response of many of the 

Union's leaders. The furor which ensued surrounded Morris's 

tendered resignation. The majority position of the Executive--

that taken by Alex Wood, Donald Soper and John Middleton 

Murry--called for the acceptance of the resignation. 143 Vera 

Brittain, James Hudson and Wilfred Wellock·were all signatories 

to a statement of protest contesting this majority decision. 

"A. W. commented that it wouldn't be 'edifying' for members 

of the Council to be publicly contradicting each other ..... , 144 

but when the matter was put to a vote of the National Council 

it was found that the majority vote of the Executive was 

repudiated, ". . . thus showing", as Brittain was to cornment 

in her diary, 

that the Executive does not really represent the 
Council, & that the younger & more obscure members 
of the movement have more courage than some of its 
distinguished leaders.145 

The result provoked what Brittain was to describe as a 

needless public airing of dirty linen. She feared that the 

publicity surrounding the PPU's internal politics would have 

a very adverse effect on the PPU: "If we are now closed down 

I shall not be surprised."146 

Brittain was consistent in the expression of her 

opinion throughout the crisis which caused her to reflect 

upon the PPU's need for an infusion of new blood and a 

"substantially different Executive". 147 To James Hudson she 

confessed that she had little use for the Union "under its 

present cautious and timid direction." 148 Yet in the Spring 
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elections of 1943 Brittain was sadly to observe that "with 

incredible conservatism, the organisation has simply elected 

back practically the same old crowd all over again."149 

Stuart Morris temporarily departed from the scene, a guest 

of His Majesty in Wormwood Scrubs where he was to remain until 

July 1943. In January 1944 he resigned from the National 

Council, and it was not until 1946 that he resumed his 

position of General Secretary, which he then held until 

1964. 15° In the interim the position was occupied by 

Patrick Figgis, an Oxonian and nonconformist minister. In 

1943 Figgis left Kingsley Hall, the Methodist mission in 

central London, at the invitation of the Peace Pledge Union 

to become its General Secretary. Already a member of the 

National Council Figgis was, however, "little known to those 

at the centre [and] may have seemed safe and able to prevent 

the movement from getting into further trouble." 151 Such 

placidity, however, was not the nature of the PPU. 

Moving from a consideration of affairs which 

specifically and personally concerned the Executive of the 

Union to those which involved the movement as a whole, the 

paradoxical co~mon denominator was, again, the sharp 

division which quickly developed around ~~Y proposed policy 

decision or campaign undertaking. Unanimity eluded the PPU. 

As the war progressed pacifists found no escape from the 

totality of the war machinery and the divisive elements were 

sharpened by the fundamental dilemmas of the pacifist 

•t• . t• 152 posl lon ln war lme. 
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One of the first responses of the PPU to the war 

emergency had been the formation of Quaker-like Pacifist 

Service Units. 153 These were designed to provide highly 

mobile relief units of the sort particularly pertinent to 

the immediate medical needs of air raid victims. But very 

quickly the work of the units expanded to include the 

organisation of shelters and the provision- of attendant 

services. The PSU ran their own shelters and lent their 

assistance in numerous others. In addition, the PSU sought 

to provide aid to the permanently homeless at rest and 

evacuation centres, paying special attention to the elderly. 154 

The units were well organised. Those members of 

Anglican pacifist units passed through a preparatory six-

week training period. A unit normally comprised of ten 

individuals, men and women, who lived communally, receiving 

board and lodging and pocket monies of two shillings and 

sixpence for a week.l55 The budget for the year ending 1943 

provides a good account of the limited financing of the 

organisation. 156 Part-time units were also in operation 

from the first months of the war and Vera Brittain expressed 

to Paul Cadbury her interest in giving some of her time and 

nursing experience to Quaker units. 157 But as the character 

of the emergency changed so also did the work of the PSU, 

shifting from paramedical procedures to "social relief 

work".l5B Even by 1942/1943 the full-time PSU effort was 

small--ten groups, manned by approximately sixty people. 

Reminiscent of the VAD's of the Great War, the PSU members 
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served as "theatre orderlies, surgery assistants and ward 

workers". One unit was attached to one of London's most 

respected hospitals, Guy's. 159 Other units served in 

capacities as varied as guinea pigs for medical experiments, 

firefighting and firewatching teams, the supervising of 

emergency hostels for dehoused, problem families, monitoring 

evacuees and ensuring adequate social provisions and services. 

The units were also involved in youth work, notably through 

club organisations. In South East London the PSU became 

involved in providing social and recreational amenities 

for some one thousand young people, the offspring of poorer 

families "rehoused from Deptford and Bermondsey."160 Other 

Pacifist Service Units located in Stepney, Manchester, 

Cardiff and Liverpool were predominantly involved in family 

casework; indeed, in the last, exclusively so. These duties 

involved work with the most disadvantaged families and in a 

surprising comment, reminiscent of the Evangelical philan­

thropists of the nineteenth century, the PSU report for 

1942-1943, remarking on the utility of work ~~ong these 

groups, stated: 

... there is a limitless scope for service runongst a 
class largely untouched by existing social serv1ces. 
It is mercifully limited in numbers, but presents a much 
greater social problem than its size would suggest, 
since it acts as a source of physical and moral infection 
to its more respectable neighbours.161 

The PSU report for 1944-1945 was in large measure a 

statement of the philosophy of the organisation's modus 

operandi et vivendi and showed the continued commitment to 
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the twentieth-century condition of England question, 

conditions of a degrading situation graphically portrayed 

by Orwell and once more exposed by war. 162 The PSU sought 

to approach social problems holistically, seeking not only 

to delouse the heads of children but to also repair the mental 

damage, brutalisation and violence wrought by dire poverty 

and deprivation. 163 The 1944-1945 report details physical 

and psychological conditions that read as a mid-twentieth-

century version of Henry Mayhew's London Labour and the 

London Poor. The housing described by the report dated from 

that earlier century, its defects exacerbated by the effects 

of German bombing, with the exception of lighting and 

ventilation, which was markedly improved! Roy Walker 

believed that the PSU was one of the most lasting legacies 

and contributions made by the pacifist movement in the fight 

for peace. 164 Yet all were not agreed. 

A very vocal minority of pacifists looked upon the 

Pacifist Service Units as antithetical to pacifism--as 

inner contradictions. This was on the grounds that relief 

work compromised pacifism by arguably blurring pacifism's 

complete and utter rejection of war and all its works. It 

was a question seriously dividing pacifists before the war 

and no less during it. In January 1939 Laurence Housman 

had addressed the thorny subject in a Peace News article in 

which he discussed the relationship between pacifists and 

social service in war and peace. 165 His views were akin to 

those of Vera Brittain who maintained that the absolutist 
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position, in its most orthodox sense, became untenable for 

the vast majority of pacifists and liable to be construed as 

hand-washing by the majority of non-pacifists. In October 

1939 one E. G. Smith contributed to Peace News an article 

entitled "Pacifists can be Patriots- with a Wider Vision", 

which indeed served to underscore the desire of many 

pacifists to reassure the general population that pacifists 

t b d f . •t• t •t t . 1 166 D .d were no , y e 1n1 1on, ra1 orous ma er1a • av1 

Spreckley gave the debate a political dimension in the 

following month with an article severely criticising the 

absolutists, whom he significantly termed "monastics", who 

believed that political activism could have no effect on 

stopping hostilities. 167 The following week Wilfred Wellock 

and Philip Mumford took up the debate between the absolutists 

and the moderates. 168 Wellock was subsequently to make the 

pilgrimage from monastic absolutism to that of a more worldly 

kind. Mumford, however, was to leave the Union and renounce 

his pacifism. The shift caused by the recognition of the 

implications of total war made Mumford's moderate peac8time 

position increasingly untenable, in the same way that 

Wellock's original orthodox absolutist position was modified. 

In January 1940, Peace News carried the letter of a minority 

group of the PPU criticising the leadership of the movement 

for placing a damper on its desire for activity. 169 Max 

Plowman took up the debate in February with an article on 

what he termed "creative pacifism"--an advocacy of community­

oriented service. 17° Fraru{ Dawtry, a long-time pacifist once 
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active in the NMWM, concurred with Plowman in attaching 

value to service in the community at large. But Dawtry did 

add the caveat that such service should always seek to evoke 

in the minds of pacifists the peculiarly pacifist principles 

inspiring their activity. Given the pressures of total war, 

there was a danger that community service could become a 

"panaceic" end it itself. 171 

Perhaps on account of the gravity of the wartime 

situation, the threat of invasion and the consequent and 

attendant pressures upon pacifists, the discussion of these 

issues ceased for almost a year. It revived again with an 

article by R. W. Harris entitled "Does Relief Work Compromise 

Pacifism?". 172 This question was followed by two articles in 

May 1941 by Wilfred Wellock and Roy Walker, respectively. 

The difference in their absolutism was one of degree. 

Wellock urged a creative pacifism which embraced service and 

co-operation, but he warned against the inherent negativism 

of a protestant pacifism. Roy Walker, for his part, raised 

an issue which he understood to be vital to the conveyance of 

the pacifist charism, namely, the avoidance of separation 

from ordinary people and the adoption of a sectarian 

orientation. 173 Fundamental to this was a point raised by 

Max Plowman, namely, that a critical weakness in pacifism 

was its lack of a clearly delineated social doctrine. 

Plowman cogently argued that on the political plane pacifism 

had little appeal and, indeed, had produced a marked public 

aversion. To enable pacifists to reach the public on the 
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political plane Plowman pointed to the necessity of 

responding first to the social needs and expectations of 

the public--a shrewd and accurate assessment which the 

public reception of the Beveridge Report the next year was 

dramatically to underscore. 174 But by 1942 Plowman was 

dead, and a deeply respected and hence unifying voice of 

pacifism was silent. This debate, of course, brought the 

pacifists back to a fundamental questioning of the nature of 

the pacifist movement; to its lack of a collective understand-

ing of the Pledge and to the inherent and consequent 

difficulties in providing the PPU with a programme. 175 

Theoretically the PPU could have as many policies as members 

but the theme of the necessity of a social programme and 

social involvement reasserted itself in the autumn of 1941--

again at a time when the war pressures upon pacifists and 

the community at large saw a commensurate increase. Indeed, 

the author of "Pacifist Strategy and Service" argued that 

pacifist social service established a vital credibility for 

·~· • th •t 176 
A k 1 t th th pac1~1sm 1n .e coro~un1 y. ~wee a er e same .eme 

was taken up in another article which gave vent to the 

frustration felt by pacifists on account of their political 

impotence ~~d which advocated social action as a viable 

alternate and complementary activity. 177 By December 1941 

the gravity of the Allied position was self-evident: the 

European war, with the entry of the United States and 

escalating hostilities in the Pacific theatre, had become a 

world war. The dilemmas facing the pacifists reached new 
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levels of sophistication and complexity; although conscience 

forbade partaking in the war effort, many did not want to 

see the allied effort fail and Europe succumb to Nazi 

enslavement. The interconnectedness of life in the midst 

of total war was also hard, if not impossible, to escape and 

summarised in the reflection that every meal was, in some 

way, by courtesy of the Merchant Navy. 178 

The growing appreciation of that dilemma, which 

crystallised in 1941-1942, caused increasing numbers of 

pacifists to involve themselves in humanitarian work and 

brought about the general involvement of the PPU in such 

campaigns as food relief for occupied Europe and the 

protesting of mass bombing. These shifts served also to 

deepen fundamental divisions between pacifists over the 

validity and e~ficacy of resisting specific weapons of war 

or the endeavour to humanise the ordeal itself. One of the 

first into the fray was Sybil Morrison, a high pacifist, who 

understood campaigns against aspects of war as so much 

pacifist doublethink. 179 Her first reply came from Vera 

Brittain who profoundly disagreed with Morrison, arguing that 

to find a slim purchase of agreement between pacifists and 

non-pacifists was "Thus [to] make the first breeches in the 

solid wall of popular war-acceptance."180 Reginald 

Sorensen, one of the few pacifists in Parliament, having 

represented West Leyton since 1929, was particularly well 

placed to experience fully and appreciate the dilemmas of 

those who shared his faith. Like Vera Brittain he could 
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not accept the stance taken by Sybil Morrison. 

The problem haunts every thinking person and is 
insoluble. Ultimate moral and spiritual values in 
their translation are affected by immediate social 
necessities and human limitations, like refracted 
light waves.181 

Pacifists, he believed, could not hope to impose pacifism 

upon others. "Even those who are amenable to tripe can 

suffer emitical surfeit."182 Rather they should seek the 

conversion of individuals which, as Vera Brittain clearly 

understood, involved coming down from the mountain top and 

keeping the tablets intact. 183 But Morrison was not alone in 

her views. One letter of support for her position voiced the 

opinion that failure to adhere to orthodox, absolutist 

principles could only spell death for the Union. 184 Another 

correspondent, who identified himself as a legless veteran 

of Passchendaele, wrote: " ... to contract out is the best 

example pacifists can render the world in these times."185 

A year later one absolutist was roundly criticising the 

extent of the "apologetics for the exemptionist" as opposed 

to positive arguments for the absolutist case. 186 There 

were those, even among the inveterate absolutists, the high 

pacifists, who sought to find a common ground, but it was 

narrow. 

The only exemptionists who need feel that they are 
compromising are those who, if they had obeyed their 
inner light implicitly would have been absolutists.187 

Roy Walker, an active absolutist, was deeply frustrated at 

what he regarded as this fruitless division of pacifists into 

absolutists and conditionalists and lamented the debilitating 
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effect of such divisions upon the pacifist movement. 188 

And although the majority view of the PPU was for involvement 

and activism, the division Roy Walker so clearly saw was 

indeed an important factor in hampering at least one broad 

pacifist campaign and in causing yet another, strongly 

absolutist one, to flounder seriously. The Peace Pledge 

Union was riding a hobbled horse. 
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CHAPTER SIX 

TWO WARTIME CAMPAIGNS 

Negotiated Peace--An 
Abortive Offensive 

The dark forces rise like a flood. 
Men's hearts are heavy; they cry for peace. 

Michael Tippett1 

The Union's first campaign of the war, which 

initially had the support of all pacifists, was a Stop-the­

War campaign which in the period of the bore-war did not 

appear to be wholly impractical. N. Fieldhouse, writing in 

the Transactions of the Royal Society of Canada in 1971, 

showed that there were powerful figures in the upper echelons 

of government and outside who, like the pacifists, sought a 

nego~iated peace. 2 The names of those actively interes~ed 

or understood to be open to such avenues of inquiry included 

eminent and respected individuals--the common interwar blend 

of pacificist and pacifist interest, inspired by "the 

Gladstonian tradition of highmindedness in foreign policy."3 

Fieldhouse refers to the moves ror negotiated peace as being 

"the last manifestation of a great British tradition" 4--a 

somewhat hasty assessment since the pacifists, who do not 

rate even an honourable mention in his article, were very 
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much the heirs and progeny of this tradition and carried it 

on, long after the efforts of those prominent in public life, 

had faltered and failed. 

That the efforts of the group associated with the 

Buxton brothers--Charles Roden Buxton, a prominent Quaker, 

and Edward Noel Buxton, later Lord Noel-Buxton--should have 

been tolerated and, to some extent, indulged was because 

these men and women were respectable liberal pacificists. 

Their appeals for negotiation were based, in part, on 

typically nineteenth-century traditional liberal economic 

arguments, best expressed by the then editor of the 

Economist, Francis Hirst: war was wasteful and destructive, 

disruptive of trade and commerce and promising only a 

wholesale European collapse.5 Another oft-repeated chevaux 

de frise was the injustice done Germany at Versailles, which 

had struck such a responsive guilty chord in interwar liberal 

opinion. 6 From Basil Liddell Hart, a front runner of the 

group, came the most cogently prophetic argument for a 

negotiated peace. Hart, a military historian and strategist, 

argued for a limited war ended by a negotiated peace on the 

grounds that a war fought "to the finish" would not yield a 

lasting peace.? But these essentially liberal positions 

were seriously undermined by the clearly illiberal features 

of Nazism which could themselves be "defeated, only by a 

decision to be firm, which itself sprang from a moral sense, 

the belief that Hitlerism was evil."8 The pacifists found 

themselves in a maze which had only one exit, the point by 
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which they had entered. 

In early 1940 Lord Beaverbrook was coming to the 

attention of the Foreign Office because of his involvement 

in a campaign "to promote and finance ... a speedy peace on 

a compromise basis."9 It had been reported that to this end 

Beaverbrook had met with three members of the Independent 

Labour Party in March 1940. This rumour was confirmed by 

a reliable source. Mr. Kingsley Martin, Editor of 'The 
New Statesman' & not apt to be uncharitable to the Left, 
told me that he is seriously disturbed at the extent to 
which left and right wing pacifists are making common 
cause, & according to him making definite steady 
progress .10 

Such an alliance between "The Money-in-our-Time Brigade" 11 

and the political left would seem an unlikely one but 

important enough for the Foreign Office minute to conclude 

that: 

The Prime Minister and Lord Halifax should send for 
him [Lord Beaverbrook] together, and ask him to drop 
it, both as a matter of patriotismand common-sense. 
For the peace he has in mind would only result without 
fail in our all having our throats cut in a couple of 
years.12 

The Peace Pledge Union in fact lost its om1 momentum for 

peace in the early months of the war, never to regain it 

adequately. Fear of government action was undoubtedly a 

large factor: the PPU could hardly expect a cordial 

explanatory interview with the Prime Minister and Foreign 

Secretary. 

Government-induced docility, encouraged by fearful 

uncertainty of extraordinary governmental powers, touched not 

only the PPU but also the respectable National Peace Council, 
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a venerable organisation which was essentially a low pacifist 

vehicle steered by the Buxton coterie, and the National 

Council for Civil Liberties. 13 At the first PPU National 

Council Meeting of the war, at which Vera Brittain was 

present, the cautious tone of the leadership was reflected 

in John Middleton Murry's request that the Union press the 

government to "publish terms of peace by consent."14 Vera 

Brittain's diary entry for that day also notes that the 

meeting expressed "general approval for co-operation with 

the Ministry of Information on peace-making only." 15 Two 

weeks later, under the heading of "Future Policy" the National 

Council decided to establish a sub-committee, endowed with 

executive powers, to formulate a campaign with the specific 

purpose of harnessing increased public opinion against the 

war. Yet at the same meeting, "it was agreed not to 

address any representations to the Government on the bombing 

of open towns and the blockade ... 16 Similarly, in January 

1940 when Roy Walker raised the subject of an unofficial 

plebiscite calling for a start to peace negotiations, the 

majority of the National Council opposed his proposal. At 

an earlier Executive Committee meeting the possibility of a 

peace ballot and petition had been raised by "many groups" 

but discussion on the subject had been deferred. At the 

same meeting Sybil Morrison reported that many of the 

London area group leaders wanted 

to take some active step toward stopping the war and 
[reported upon] their general dissatisfaction with what 
they considered to be the inertia of the P.P.U.17 
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Certainly, the dearth of action apparent from a 

reading of the Union's minute books is at variance with the 

active calls to stop the war and negotiate a peace, which 

peppered the news and correspondence columns of Peace News 

between September 19.39 and the following spring. Articles 

in this period were confident that all parties concerned could 

be made to see reason and that negotiation was a feasible 

policy, even though the onus appeared to rest primarily with 

Britain. 18 The optimism was perhaps best expressed by John 

Barclay: "Civilization cannot go down the drain so long as 

there are enough pacifists sitting in the plug-hole."19 But 

in the spring a mood of apprehension swept over the Peace 

Pledge Union, with regular reports of police action or 

interference at meetings, or the arrest of Peace News 

sellers. 20 In May the Union absorbed a double blow--the 

Poster Trial and the death of George Lansbury--whilst in 

June the French lost France and the British came close to 

losing the BEF. 21 The tone of Peace News changed almost as 

dramatically, with such articles appearing on its front page 

as: "What of Pacifism Now?", "What Can We Save From the 

Wreckage?", "The Crisis of Pacifism", "The Acid Test". 22 

Significantly, the public discussion of a negotiated peace 

was stilled both in Peace News and at PPU Executive and 

National Council meetings, until the spring of 1941 when the 

debate was taken up with a mixture of caution and vigour. 2.3 

At a National Council meeting in March 1941 discussion 

included the report on a Forethought Committee consideration 
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of "Policy and Future Action". This had been initiated for 

the specific purpose of encouraging "the P.P.U. to take a 

more definite lead in the campaign to stop the war." 24 The 

minute reports that a long debate preceded the approval of 

the final minute which was a cautious and qualified statement 

reflective of the PPU think-tank's attitude. 

Though some members of the Council felt strongly that a 
more definite lead should be given by the National 
Council and some more specific action taken by the 
P.P.U. to stimulate a demand for peace by negotiation, 
many others felt that it was unwise at this time to 
commit the movement to a particular campaign for a 
definite period •... The day-by-day job of the P.P.U. was 
something more than that of stopping the war ...• Indeed, 
the most effective propaganda for a peace by negotiation 
was that of interpreting to the public the significance 
of the war, its causes, its inevitable effects and the 
spiritual and economic revolution which the circumstances 
demand.25 

Yet the stark conclusion was that the education-of the 

general public was a nebulous and not a particularly new nor 

inspiring call for the Union's activists, whose disenchantment 

thereby deepened. 

The minutes or the London area PPU are more 

revealing on this subject. At a policy discussion meeting in 

August 1941, those present were "divided almost evenly on 

the advisability of advocating negotiated peace now 11 26 . . . . 
Maurice Rowntree introduced the issue of Britain's 

responsibility toward the Continent and the price that would 

inevitably "be paid by the conquered countries" in any 

unqualified peace negotiations. 27 Bill Grindlay, a member 

of the Forward Movement, disagreed profoundly with Ro\vntree's 

position, upholding the view that "the price of peace must 
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morally be less than the price of war" and that a European 

federation was, anyway, in the logic of history. 28 Neither 

was the debate confined to the Peace Pledge Union. The 

Christian Pacifist, the key journal of the Fellowship of 

Reconciliation, also engaged in the ongoing discussion 

concerning negotiation. In April and July 1941 the Rev. G. 

Lloyd Phelps contributed two articles in which he argued 

against an immediate negotiated peace on the grounds that the 

demand was "a gross simplification of the difficulties" 

implicit in negotiation. 

Let us face frankly that there can be no lasting peace 
while the Nazis are in power in Germany; nor can there 
be a just peace expected from our Tory and Labour 
imperialists.29 

Phelps's way to cut the Gordian knot was a Socialist peace, 

and the task of pacifists was to prepare the way for such a 

peace.JO His words stirred a storm and a further article 

appeared in the Christian Pacifist in July 1941 in which 

Phelps sought to develop and clarify his position. Charles 

Raven was among those who chose to respond to Phelps. He 

confirmed the "distressing division of pacifists that 

involves a conflict of opinion which is weakening to our 

witness and may easily be damaging to our unity ... J 1 The 

tension produced by this conflict and the impotence of the 

pacifist position emerges in Raven's own writing. The social 

revolution advocated by Phelps--and by the Rev. Alex Miller 

in the PPU--was, to Raven's mind, "at least as Utopian as 

the advocacy of peace by negotiation .•.. Which is more 
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liable to the charge of wishfUl thinking, the belief that the 

country may be induced to 'negotiate now' or the belief that 

it may be induced to accomplish a social revolution[?]"32 

For the Peace Pledge Union the state of the debate 

was summarised in a pamphlet issued in late 1941 by Alex 

Wood, its chairman. For the one side within the PPU the 

debate was very clear-cut--"a policy of apparent surrender" 

was the only consistent response.33 Wood admitted that such 

a policy, in late 1941, had little hope of success and 

proceeded to outline two alternative policies. The first 

was that pacifists should aim at the re-education of their 

countrymen's national attitude and thus effectively renounce 

the possibility of any "immediate political" change. The 

second approach, apparently favoured by Wood, was to 

establish common ground between pacifists and non-pacifists 

and to work toward producing a conjointly acceptable peace 

initiative. For Wood, as for Vera Brittain, the avoidance 

of a fight to the finish was of paramount importance.34 But 

Wood was cognisant of the many objections that the non­

pacifist might raise against the publication of terms for 

negotiation. The most telling of.these was that "it would 

leave the evil of Nazism unchecked, if not triumphant."35 

To this Wood responded by stating: 

The end of the fighting is the first condition of a 
successful attack on the evil which we both agree in 
hating and which we both desire to overcome. Peace by 
negotiation is therefore always our policy although not 
always our tactic. We can never retreat from it although 
at any given moment it might be unwise to campaign on 
it.36 
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Similarly, Wood recognised that "the only terms possible 

might involve demands morally repugnant", but he sought to 

assure non-pacifists that pacifists did not have an innate 

proclivity to accept peace on any terms--a debatable point 

with many.J7 A strongly vocal minority of the PPU were 

arguing that very case. 

After much debate, by mid-1942 the Armistice 

Committee of the PPU had decided upon two possible types of 

campaign for the PPU. First, a clear-cut demand for an 

Armistice and second, an educational campaign. In support 

of the former one of the most salient arguments, it was 

reasoned, was that it "arises directly out of the Pledge and 

would not tend to divide the movement ... J 8 But the short-

comings of an "Armistice Now" campaign were recognisably 

serious and the Committee's assessment of them was pragmatic. 

An "Armistice Now" campaign would open the Peace Pledge 

Union to 

exploitation by a reactionary group or to premature 
suppression by the authorities [and] association even 
by implication with a reactionary group would split the 
movement even more seriously than the adoption of a 
definitely Socialist programme.J9 

The committee also foresaw the none too delicate possibility 

of the PPU finding itself bereft of a policy if the Allies 

agreed to, and called for, an armistice and the enemy failed 

to respond! Finally, the Armistice Committee concluded that 

an "Armistice Now" campaign would "require more agreement 

than possible in the Union at the moment." 40 

Yet the subject could not be abandoned. In October 
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1942 Stuart Morris's name appeared as the author of a 

revised draft of an "Armistice Manifesto" to be considered 

by the Union's executive. 41 The minutes of the Armistice 

Committee in late October 1942 still showed that the Committee 

believed the general view of the Union was opposed and that 

there "did not seem to be sufficient conviction in the P.P.U. 

t t t . . d . ..42 o warran a na 1.onw1. e campa1.gn. But the minuteG of the 

National Council Meeting of November 7/8 1942 revealed that 

fifty-nine groups were in favour of a campaign, twenty-three 

were opposed and three were divided. 4.3 \Vhen, at the National 

Council Meeting, Maurice Rowntree pressed for the adoption 

of an educational campaign, only three members of the National 

Council voted in his favour. 44 It seems clear that the 

issue of the proposed Armistice call brought leading 

pacifists to loggerheads. The Executive of the Union, which 

had control over the London-based committees, reflected one 

view, but the National Council, being a more broadly based 

body, was a more accurate barometer of grass-roots feeling 

and opinion. More immediately, the division between the two 

factions had the regrettable effect of paralysing the 

decision-making process. When the Armistice Campaign was 

launched at half-cock in January 194.3, its purpose was 

defined as the "education of public opinion to the acceptance 

of an Armistice •• .45 As Bismarck balanced alliances between 

Austria-Hungary and Russia, so, with equal dexterity, the PPU 

sought to keep the peace. 

In March 194.3 the report of the Armistice Committee 
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reaffirmed its January objective and continued to compromise 

in the matter of making direct demands for an immediate 

armistice. The wisdom of this policy was borne out by the 

findings of a poll published in Peace News in May 1943, which 

showed 759 against the campaign and 1,410 in favour. 46 

Moreover, a resolution calling for an immediate armistice 

produced a substantive opposition of one-third. 47 Articles 

appeared in Peace News calling for support for the campaign; 

one author roundly declared that since 1940 the hearts of the 

PPUers had failed them 

and collective witness has been reduced to the 
uncoordinated activities of keen local groups and 
the occasional efforts of parliamentary bye-elections.48 

But by July 1943 Alex Wood was writing to Peace News to 

report that letters were being received complaining of the 

imposition by the majority of their view upon the minority. 49 

In September 1943 the Armistice Campaign changed its 

name to the Negotiated Peace Campaign, perhaps reflective of 

the growing confidence in an Allied victory. In December 

1943 Peace News carried a leader highly critical of the 

effects of the Allied policy of unconditional surrender agreed 

at Casablanca in January 1943, but a week later an article 

appeared confirming the continuing lack of PPU support for 

the Campaign under whatever name or guise, and a degree of 

nervousness on the part of potential supporters.5° In an 

attempt to rally the faithfUl the PPU published, in early 

1944, a pamphlet by Henry Hilditch entitled: A Case For 

Peace by Negotiation.51 The central argument made in the 
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pamphlet was that a negotiated peace was more likely to 

yield a satisfactory peace than one born of total victory, 

like that of 1919. To support this position, Hilditch 

recalled the words of Basil Liddell Hart: 

If you concentrate exclusively on victory, with no 
thought of the after effects •.. it is almost certain 
that the peace will be a bad one, containing the germs 
of another wart this is a lesson supported by abundance 
of experience.~2 

Hilditch was, predictably, highly critical of the policy of 

unconditional surrender which he believed blinkered the 

government to the pursuit of victory whilst blinding them 

in regard to the pursuit of peace.53 Hilditch believed 

Britain had gone to war for the defence of the "territorial 

integrity of Poland. That war aim is now impossible of 

fulfillment ••.• Unconditional surrender and a dictated 

peace will mean for Poland not freedom but domination by a 

great power ... 54 

From late 1943 onward Peace News carried a number of 

articles and letters dealing with the shape and form of 

peace, but the efforts of the advocates of a Negotiated Peace 

increasingly appeared as so much whistling in the dark. The 

campaigners held meetings across the country but the response 

enjoyed was marginal.55 In June 1944 the Campaign suffered 

a more serious setback when Corder Catchpool reported that he 

had been in touch with Noel Buxton who had informed him 

"that far from being opportune to sponsor any movement 

toward negotiation, the position had considerably 

deteriorated ... 56 And almost as if the weariness of the war 
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and the longing to end it by whatever means had become too 

great a burden, an article appeared in Peace News in June 

1944. "May it be Brief" hoped for a swift and victorious 

conclusion to the invasion of Europe.57 Humphrey Moore, the 

former editor of Peace News, reacted strongly, criticising 

the editorship of Peace News and the 

complete absence of any hint of a better alternative 
and its suggestion not that we should be just now, 
instead of fighting, but that we should accompany 
fighting with a bigger and better offer of justice 
sometime apparently after victory.58 

Implicit in Moore's criticism was the contention that Peace 

News was not acting as the faithfUl voice of pacifism and the 

PPU. In this he was partly right. Peace News's editor, John 

Middleton Murry, 

was quite capable of denouncing the 'official' policy 
of the Union in the leading article of its 'official' 
paper, promulgating his own instead.59 

The fact of the matter was that Murry was becoming steadily 

disillusioned with what he perceived as the compromised 

viability and honesty of the pacifist position • 

.•. it seems to me that the scientific ter~orism of 
the totalitarian police-state .•• has changed the whole 
frame of reference within which modern pacifism was 
conceived.60 

The Negotiated Peace Campaign, however, still 

persisted, holding meetings which drew from 120 to 600 

people at a time. 61 Indeed, a meeting planned for Trafalgar 

Square merited the distinction of being banned by Herbert 

Morrison as likely to cause a severe public disturbance. 62 

The final reference to the Campaign in the PPU minutes came 
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in early October 1944. Gerald Bailey, the Secretary of NPC, 

informed the Executive committee that the NPC would be happy 

if their campaign for liberal peace terms was 

promoted in P.P.U. circles by a member of P.P.U. Head 
Office Staff provided that the P.P.U. did not figure 
too prominently in connection with the campaign 
throughout the country.63 

The PPU, having waged a struggle both within and without 

itself as witness to peace, and after consistently having 

called upon the Allies to avoid exacting a victor's peace, 

now suffered a moral coup de gr~ce from the National Peace 

Council. That the actively committed members of the PPU 

should have felt the onset of weariness at the war's end was 

not surprising. 

One of those most active early and persistently as 

an advocate of a negotiated peace was Vera Brittain. In 

.January 1942 she had ventured the view that "the victory of 

neither side would be best."64 Six months later she was of 

the opinion that "the worst peace would not have caused one 

hundredth of the suffering which this war has caused."65 

Winston Churchill was for Vera Brittain the cause of the 

war's protraction: "Getting Churchill out ..• is the one 

thing we need to bring this senseless war to a sane end."66 

Wnen, in August 1942, some hope of the latter was partially 

raised, Brittain noted in her diary that Lloyd George was of 

the opinion that Stalingrad would fall &'"ld that the Russians 

would be negotiating a peace by November. 67 In her Letter 

to Peace Lovers Brittain discussed on several occasions the 
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subject of a negotiated peace. 68 In February 1942 she had 

argued that the Allies should offer an immediate Armistice 

coupled with a promise of substantial food and resource 

sharing. She understood that this would not turn the hearts 

of the "German and Japanese militarists, whose power flourishes 

on Allied ruthlessness, but it would remove from the Germans 

and Japanese their main reason for supporting their present 

leaders."69 For the same reason Vera Brittain was 

consistently an outspoken critic of unconditional surrender, 

believing that the policy served only to harden the resolve 

of the Axis populations. Brittain recognised the mounting 

pressures within the pacifist movement to abandon the call 

for an Armistice but she firmly believed these should be 

resisted. 

We are still very far from that New Jerusalem but if 
the early Christians had abandoned its [sic] as 
"impracticable" in the same way as modern pacifists 
are urged to repudiate their conception of a true 
international society as "utopia", the teaching of the 
Gospels would not have survived through the ages to be 
a constant summons to courage and a perpetual challenge 
to despair.70 

But on a pragmatic level and with the advantage of hindsight, 

Noel Fieldhouse does concede the victory in the debate over 

Negotiated Peace to its advocates. 

The advocates of a negotiated peace failed of their 
purpose •.• [but they] were right. Victory at all costs 
proved a great deal too costly, and war to the bitter 
end did not produce a durable peace. Peace with Germany 
could have been had for the asking on the one condition 
that the United Kingdom abandon its policy of checking 
Germany in Eastern Europe. It went to war to destroy 
Hitlerism and to check Germany in Eastern Europe as 
part of the policy of the Balance of Power. It 
succeeded in destroying Hitlerism at the cost of being 
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excluded from Eastern Europe by Russia instead of 
Germany, and of destroying the Balance of Power in 
the Old World.71 

Yet what Fieldhouse seems, almost glibly, to leave out of 

his reckoning and assessment is the fate of the Jewish 

people and the Slavic populations of Eastern Europe. In 

September 1944 John Middleton Murry gave voice to a dilemma 

that was, in all probability, crystallising in the mind of 

many pacifists: 

If the Nazis have really been guilty of the 
unspeakable crimes circumstancially imputed to them, 
then - let us make no mistake - pacifism is faced with 
a situation with which it cannot cope. The conven­
tional pacifist conception of a reasonable or a 
generous peace is irrelevant to this reality.72 

It was possibly this realisation that caused the collapse of 

the PPU's Negotiated Peace Campaign in the autumn of 1944. 

The fate of the Jewish people and others who perished 

in the Nazi death camps and concentration camps was a 

question not faced directly by pacifists before the end of 

the war. Nor, for that matter, was the issue a priority of 

the British Government during the war.73 But the pacifists, 

like the British Government, were broadly aware of the 

horror. In Au~~st 1944 Vera Brittain received a letter from 

a critic pointing out that she had never referred to the 

death of four million Jews and that her love of Christ must 

be 

•.. so exclusive that you can only have something like 
the reverse for the rest of his race. Or is it even 
possible that you may privately consider a massacre of 
four million innocents an unwarrantable competition 
with your own stock-in-trade ..•. 74 
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Surprising though it may seem, the principal reason for the 

lack of a pacifist response was utter incredulity; that man 

could commit such heinous crimes was beyond the comprehension 

of most pacifists. This refusal to accept the possibility of 

genocide is well expressed in a letter written by Corder 

Catchpool to Vera Brittain in April 1945 • 

••. the papers are so full of concentration camp horrors 
one wonders whether the conditions in the camps has 
recently deteriorated, and in some way is related to 
Allied bombing atrocities. Possibly the build-up of 
opinion against the German people has a purpose in 
neutralising a wave of pity which might arise when 
fuller reports of bombing, and later of starvation, 
begin to filter through.75 

A few days later Catchpool was to write to Brittain again. 

His letter is worthy of a fuller quotation, since it clearly 

shows his unwillingness to accept a truth which he was 

nevertheless increasingly realising he could not escape. 

In Belsen, Red Cross parcels were being received up 
till December last, from Switzerland ••.. 

One wonders whether there is some purpose behind 
all the publicity. As I said, I do not mean to 
suggest any information has been faked; but whether 
the revelations of conditions in the Camps has not come 
as a godsend to our authorities just at this juncture, 
and that the most is being made of it ..• a hardening 
of opinion against the German people may be regarded 
here as a welcome sort of safeguard against a wave of 
'sentimentality' •.. and finally, a good deal that has 
appeared in the Press suggests an attempt to force a 
more drastic and speedy procedure in dealing with war 
criminals .... 

I have put down a few thoughts on this subject 
because I think it needs watching, and possibly some 
attempt at moderating publicity, though that is a 
matter of fearful difficulty in view of the undoubted 
validity of the reports, and the need to avoid anything 
which would appear like condoning, or perhaps suggesting 
extenuating circumstances.76 

Catchpool's words illustrate very clearly the degree of 
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naivete many pacifists shared with respect to the barbaric, 

inhuman nature of Nazism. 

The Food Relief Campaign-­
A Second Front 

Within the walls of Europe's citadel 
A million mothers watch their children die. 

Vera Brittain, 194377 

The second major wartime campaign of the PPU was 

the Food Relief Campaign to which Vera Brittain was also 

deeply committed, serving as its chairman from March 1943. 

Unlike the Negotiated Peace Campaign, the Food Relief 

Campaign (FRC) was relatively successful although the PPU 

were denied recognition for their work, largely because of 

the "sheer piracy" tactics of the 'respectable' Famine 

Relief Committee.78 But like the Negotiated Peace Campaign, 

the FRC was also blighted by internal opposition and 

obstruction, and its fortunes illustrate well the leperous 

isolation of the PPU. 

The outbreak of war in 1939 had brought with it the 

blockade of continental Europe . 

... the paramount and over-riding consideration of the 
~inistry of Economic Warfare, as in every other , 
Government Department, is to win the war. Nothing must 
be allowed to get in the way of that, and blockade is, 
of course, an essential weapon of modern war.79 

The blockade was total. According to the terms of the 

Declaration of London, 1909, foodstuffs were understood to 

be conditional-contraband, liable to confiscation if proven 

bound for other than civilian stomachs. 80 
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But that is a distinction that becomes absolutely 
unreal when the enemy is a totalitarian state, a state 
in which the activities of every citizen are harnessed 
in one way or another to the war machine ... all the 
conditions of modern total war make it quite impossible 
to observe the distinction which was followed 100 years 
ago ..•. In ~hi~ war there could never be any question 
of allowing foodstuffs or any other necessaries of life 
to reach the population of the enemy countries.81 

The raison d'etre of the FRC was to win Government and 

general public over to the case for controlled food relief 

for occupied Europe. 

The policy of blockading was questioned from the 

outset by people as varied as the Bishop of Birmingham and 
82 H. G. Wells. -An article in The Christian Pacifist in 

November 1940 also made the point that the Germans would not 

in fact suffer, only Britain's fallen European allies, and 

that the blockade would prove "a useful psychological weapon 

in the hands of Germany ...... 83 Activating the FRC was not, 

however, swiftly accomplished and it was not until 1941 that 

concerted attempts were being made to alter government 

thinking and policy. Although the PPU did publish a 

pamphlet in October 1940 entitled Who Starves , the first 

reference to the European food situation in the PPU minutes 

is to a National Council Meeting at which Vera Brittain was 

present in September 1941. 84 The meeting was informed that 

Stuart Morris and Roy Walker had visited the Belgian 

Legation in London and had returned with the impression that 

the Belgian Government were unwilling to press for relief 

measures in view of the implacable British attitude toward 

the blockade. Moreover, it could not be guaranteed that 
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food supplies would benefit their intended recipients rather 

than the Wehrmacht, and that the German Government were not 

prepared to accept American supervision of distribution. 85 

Undaunted, in the fall of 1941 the PPU decided upon a major 

campaign and at an Executive Committee meeting in December 

1941, under a minute headed "Food Blockade" it was noted that 

the "campaign is being strongly taken up by P.P.U. groups." 86 

But at a National Council Meeting in mid-December the first 

signs of difficulty from supposedly friendly forces became 

apparent when it was reported that "one or two Friends [were] 

doubtful about the wisdom of a campaign conducted by the 

P.P.U."S7 

But within the PPU itself the FRC was to encounter 

formidable, if veiled, opposition. In January 1942 Roy 

Walker, in his capacity as Secretary of the FRC sub-committee 

of the PPU, delivered a report to the Executive on the 

progress of the Campaign. 88 Lord Ponsonby and the Bishop of 

Chichester were to raise the matter of Food Relief in the 

Lords, whilst R. R. Stokes and Rhys Davies were to address 

the Parliamentary Labour Party, and an FRC meeting had been 

arranged for the Aeolian Hall. But Walker was deeply 

critical of the obstructive attitude of Peace News in 

denying essential publicity for the campaign. Middleton 

Murry retorted that, as editor of Peace News, he was "unable 

to accept the view that adoption by the National Council of 

any particular campaign carried with it de jure appropriation 
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of space in Peace News in defiance of editorial judgement."89 

In a leading article in Peace News published five months 

later, Murry's true reasoning was made public: 

It would seem to be an unwise use of the small 
forces of pacifism to concentrate them on a campaign 
which has no hope of success.90 

He continued by firing a broadside at the FRC which smelt 

of cordite and red herring: 

•.. a food relief campaign must not be expected to 
open a discreet and easy side-door by which non­
pacifists may be inveigled into the pacifist fold.91 

The following day Vera Brittain addressed a strong letter of 

protest to Alex Wood pointing out that Middleton Murry's 

leader undermined the efforts of all involved in the FRC. 

"In this case, I fear that John's antagonism to Roy Walker 

has run away with him ... 92 She did not feel inclined to take 

on Murry herself since she did not wish "to stir the latent 

antagonism between them [caused by] his D. H. Lawrence 

inspired attitude toward women." Brittain later confided 

in Andrew Dakers on the subject of Murry and her suspicion 

that Humiliation with Honour was being deliberately "played 

down" in Peace News by Murry.93 

At the next Executive meeting in February there was 

no recorded exchange of differences between Middleton Murry 

on the one side, and Vera Brittain and Roy Walker on the 

other, although the FRC came under long discussion.94 The 

meeting at the Aeolian Hall, which had been addressed by 

Vera Brittain, had proven very successful.95 Thirty 
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thousand copies of Roy Walker's Famine, a whole edition, 

had been ordered and there were four thousand, five hundred 

additional copies requested.96 Perhaps inspired by this 

success it was decided to elevate the status of the FRC 

by initiating a National Committee composed of notables for 

its co-ordination, and to facilitate working in tandem with 

any group or organisation similarly engaged in working for 

controlled famine relief.97 The Executive also discussed 

the suitability of using a black flag as a symbol of the 

campaign, but" ... Some members of Committee felt a 

difficulty about using the emblem lest it should be regarded 

as a stunt or too closely associated with Fascism ... 98 

Accordingly, at the next Executive, it was recommended that 

demonstrations and marches should avoid using a black flag. 99 

The Executive also discussed the reprinting of Famine. A 

total of forty thousand copies had not proved adequate and 

further orders were being received. In response, an 

additional ten thousand copies had been printed. 100 

Predictably, the unusually heavy demand for paper had caused 

a question to be asked in the House of Commons of the Paper 

Controller about the source of supply. 101 At the same time 

the PPU had arranged for a question to be posed in the House 

concerning a broadcast on the famine situation in Greece, 

scheduled for February 6, 1942, which had been summarily 

cancelled, apparently "owing to a lack of factual knowledge." 102 

The composition of the National Committee proposed 

by the PPU came under scrutiny--a total of thirty-six names 
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being suggested. These included the Bishop of Chichester 

who had "not yet given final answer", wanting "to know the 

names of others suggested."103 At the Executive meeting on 

3 March 1942, Stuart Morris reported that the Bishop of 

Chichester was a doubtful starter since he was dubious about 

the possibility of forming a representative national 

•tt 104 comm~ ee. In truth, the Bishop may have been concerned 

about being openly and publicly linked with the Peace Pledge 

Union. Undaunted, at the end of March 1942, Stuart Morris 

and Roy Walker "went over to Rome!', being "sympathetically 

received by the Apostolic Delegate who had assured them of 

the Pope's concern and desire to help." 105 Earlier that 

month the Friends and the PPU, together with the National 

Peace Council, had arranged a meeting on food relief to be 

addressed by Dingle Foot, MP, Parliamentary Secretary to the 

Ministry of Economic Warfare. Roy Walker and Edith Pye 

spoke for the PPU and Friends respectively. The meeting was, 

however, a private one, and the transcript of the proceedings 

was marked "::::onfidential". 106 The presence of Dingle Foot 

gave testimony to the power of the Friends and possibly to a 

government opinion or strategy that dictated paying court to 

Quaker influence and ensuring that "respectable" dissent 

towed the line. 107 

Undeterred, the Peace Pledge Union proceeded to 

arrange local meetings in and around the London area but on 

14 April 1942, it reported that a prominent non-pacifist 

speaker had not been found for a large London meeting and 
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that such a meeting would not go forward until a representa­

tive platform was assembled. 108 Vera Brittain was a 

frequent pacifist speaker during these early months. In 

April 1942 she gave the Chairman's address to the Richmond 

and District European Food Relief Association and in early 

May spoke at another Food Relief meeting "under the usual 

auspices of a 'neutral' Committee", with the Master of 

Selwyn in the chair. 109 At the PPU Executive on 5 May 1942, 

it was becoming increasingly evident that the call to form a 

National Committee was falling on deaf ears, and it was 

consequently decided to form a small co-ordinating committee 

to act as an intelligence-gathering agency on continental 

food conditions. 110 The reason for the foot-dragging on the 

part of the respectables approached, regarding a National 

Committee sponsored by the PPU, crystallised at the May 19 

Executive. A Central Committee was to be formed whose 

purpose was to obtain authoritative information on the supply 

of food in German-occupied countries and to advocate relief 

schemes for food and vitamins to be directed to the most 

needy areas. 

Since the main purposes of the Committee would be to 
maintain contact with Government parties no member of 
the Peace Pledge Union had been asked to serve but it 
had been suggested that Wood's name be proposed. The 
administrative work would be done in the office of the 
Friends Service Committee.111 

Thus the Famine Relief Committee came to be born and at the 

National Council Meeting of 14 June 1942, the PPU was 

informed that "the Committee were apparently not going to 
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invite Alex Wood to join them or allow an observer from the 

PPU." 112 Furthermore, the Committee had sent out a circular 

to Food Relief groups, organised by the Peace Pledge Union, 

introducing itself and stating "it is not considered that 

public agitation is necessary or advisable." 113 The coup de 

"'-"' 114 theatre was complete. Thus the Famine Relief Committee 

was formed but expressly "without any P.P.U. representation 

on the plea that it would antagonise the government. The 

Friends argued that pacifist involvement would antagonise 

. the government! "115 Thus, by the middle of 1942 the issue 

of food relief was being advocated by two wings of the peace 

movement, the respectable and the unrespectable--"the P.P.U. 

being the unrespectable portion."116 Roy Walker was, 

understandably, displeased by what he understood to be the 

deft maneuvering of the Friends, largely because he felt 

that Quaker diplomacy was too apt to 'quake' on word from 

Whitehall. This did not, however, discourage him from 

supplying briefs for Bishop Bell and Lord Ponsonby for their 

speeches in the Lords. 11 7 

The Food Relief Campaign, however, doggedly clung 

to its own witness and on 16 June 1942, the Executive 

discussed the possibility of staging a demonstration in 

Trafalgar Square in the following month. 118 At another 

meeting at the end of June Middleton Murry ezpressed the 

opinion that the "worsening conditions [had] altered certain 

basic assumptions and [that the] campaign should not be 

conducted in an idealistic vacuum." 11 9 The Food Relief 
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Campaign Committee replied to Murry with a strongly worded 

statement refuting his manifold criticisms and justifying 

their raison d'etre. The statement noted that in 1942 the 

British Government had conceded ground to those pressing for 

food relief and had "declared a willingness to authorise a 

monthly shipment of wheat or flour from Canada to Greece 

under a Swedish scheme." 120 The statement continued: 

We have reason to know that our efforts have played some 
part in securing these measures of relief and that a 
continued Campaign would materially assist further 
efforts to secure the marginal relief for Belgium and 
Poland which is believed to be under consideration by 
the British Government.121 

In what was a rare, categorical statement from the Union's 

National Executive, and one clearly framed to quash any doubt 

about the status of the Campaign, it declared and concluded: 

The National Executive therefore approves the vigorous 
prosecution of the Campaign to this end as one of the 
major activities of the Union, and as a demonstration 
of our deep concern for the starving people of Europe in 
their ordea1.122 

Just under two weeks later the mass outdoor 

demonstration in Trafalgar Square went ahead as plar~ed. 

Approximately two hundred and thirty members of the Union 

had taken part in three poster-parades, 123 and a crowd 

allegedly of between three and five thousand had gathered in 

the Square to listen to addresses by Vera Brittain, Patrick 

Figgis, Stuart Morris, Reginald Sorensen, Sybil Morrison and 

Donald Soper, among others. 124 It was to this very technique 

of public demonstration that in January 1943 the Food Relief 

Campaign recorded a satisfying conversion, the Famine 
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Relief Committee "after for some time favouring more 

diplomatic methods, [it] had recently been forced to realise 

the need for sustained public education on the matter [of 

famine relief]."125 This realisation may have been spurred 

by the outcome of a deputation to the Prime Minister: 

The respectable Food Relief Committee (Chairman the 
Bishop of Chichester and the two Archbishops among the 
supporters) is shortly taking a deputation to Churchill 
to urge a numane policy of Food [sic] relief - and if 
this move fails, will come out against the 
government themselves!126 

Perceiving a possible change of heart and attitude, 

the Food Relief Campaign Committee hoped that the two bodies 

could work together and overcome the barriers that had 

previously precluded their collaboration. To this end Roy 

Walker and Alex Wood met with the Bishop of Chichester, "who 

had given them a sympathetic hearing on the question of the 

P.P.U. 's relations with the Famine Relief Committee."127 

Such optimism that might, accordingly, have been engendered 

was quickly stamped out. Only a month later, 

Alex Wood reported that from his discussions with members 
of the Famine Relief Committee he thought that there was 
no possibility of their co-opting Vera Brittain or 
accepting any close contact with the campaign •.. since 
hostility to Pacifism on the CoiT~ittee was very strong.128 

Undoubtedly, the Food Relief Campaign might have benefited 

from contacts afforded it by the Famine Relief Committee but 

it could still boast Parli~~entary contacts of its own, such 
129 as Alfred Salter and Reginald Sorensen and R. R. Stokes. 

Indeed, writing in a very balanced tone to Howard Kershner, 

the Director of Relief in Europe 1939-1942 for the American 
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Friends Service Committee, Brittain noted in January 1944 

that the FRC had been able to make some headway through 

Parliament and that the mixed committees of Food and Famine 

Relief members now numbered approximately one hundred and 

fif'ty. 

By keeping in the background in this way - we recognise 
that our pacifism is not always an asset in these 
matters - we nevertheless exercise a strong influence, 
more particularly as the Famine Relief Committee eschews 
organising and campaigning of all kinds.130 

Mindful of the "complications" of being a pacifist, 

and the circumspection this implied, Brittain wrote to 

Howard Whitten that she did not wish the PPU to circulate 

her pamphlet, One of These Little Ones, published in early 

1943, fearing that "it might be less effective with M.P. 's."131 

This caution seems strange since Brittain's name was well 

known to MP's and her PPU connection was hardly a secret. 

Brittain's implicit concern about the possible reception of 

her pamphlet was not, however, entirely misplaced. In 

March 1943 Brittain ran afoul of' the editor of the Evening 

News. A reporter interviewed her about the food relief 

situation and an article had been produced. This had passed 

muster until reaching the desk of the chief editor, H. W. 

Bourne. 

This gentleman said that he could not possibly insert 
any paragraph mentioning my name because I was a member 
of the Peace Pledge Union and it was the policy of the 132 paper to attack that body and everyone belonging to it. 

But Brittain could console herself as being in good company. 

In the late fall of 1942 the Archbishops of Canterbury and 
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Westminster had met with the Foreign Secretary to discuss a 

moderate scheme o~ relie~ ~or Greece and Belgium. 

Their [the Archbishops'] memorandum asks ~or navicerts 
~or the minimum which should be given ~or children up to 
16 years o~ age, expectant and nursing mothers and 
invalids ~or the maintainance o~ li~e in Greece and 
Belgium during the coming winter. This represents the 
maximum o~ nourishment ~or the minimum o~ shipping space 
and makes ~or certainty o~ control in handling, since the 
bulk is small and can be surely and conveniently 
distributed by the wel~are and feeding centres under the 
supervision o~ Swedish and Swiss Red Cross Societies.1J3 

Their proposals were turned down. But the Archbishop of 

Canterbury, nevertheless, elected to address both Houses o~ 

Parliament in February 194J. One of the papers in the 

Archbishop's hands be~ore the address was Brittain's 

pamphlet, One o~ These Little Ones. 

Andrew Dakers rang up this morning to say that the 
Bp. of Chichester sent my pamphlet on to the Archbp. of 
Canterbury, who does'nt [sic] want it publicly associated 
with his address to ~he members o~ both Houses o~ Parlt 
on Feb. 17th because of i~s mild and vague criticism of 
the Gov.! ... But this dreadful willingness of the 
official Church to let the Govt. get away with anti­
Christian evil without ecclesiastical protest!1J4 

Unfortunately, the Archbishop's e~fort was not an unmitigated 

success because members were listening to a debate on the 

Beveridge Report. 135 

But the e~~orts of those involved in famine relief--

on both sides--escalated during 1943 and 1944 and won some 

powerful and influential converts. Harold Nicolson, writing 

in the Spectator in April 1943, clearly was not opposed to 

food relie~, although he did show himself to be critical of 

the Peace Pledge Union . 

... we need not steel our hearts merely because the 
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protagonists of the 'Feed Starving Europe' movement ••. 
are identified to some extent with the Peace Pledge 
Union •••• It may be irritating to discover that those 
who today are most anxious that we should feed Greece, 
or Czechoslovakia, or Poland, are the people who in 
1938-1941 were most ardent in their opposition to our 
defending these countries against aggression.136 

In this, Nicolson probably gave voice to what was an 

understandable and generally held opinion. But Nicolson did 

not "steel his heart"; in November 1943 he spoke in support 

of food relief in the Commons. 137 Yet the common purpose of 

the Food Relief Campaign and the Famine Relief Committee did 

nothing to improve working relations between the two despite 

the effort, initiated by the PPU, to "mend fences" in May 

1943. Indeed, following a Famine Relief Meeting on Saturday, 

15. May 1943, jointly addressed by Vera Brittain and Professor 

Emile Cammaerts, a private meeting was held to discuss 

relations between the two bodies, and the different roles to 

be assumed on the one hand, by the pacifists, and on the 

other, by the conventionally respectable supporters of food 

relief. The meeting failed to produce a consensus. 138 

At a National Council Meeting toward the end of May it 

was recorded that the Famine Relief Committee was failing "to 

coordinate campaign work, and the suggestion had been made that 

there ought to be an essentially non-political campaign 

committee." 139 In late June correspondence with the King's 

Lynn Famine Relief Committee "indicated that the Famine 

Relief Committee ~rere not prepared to share platforms with 

. f. t I 140 T . . . 1 pac1. 1.s s.' he od1.um of pac1.f1.sm was c early and 

undoubtedly the reason for the Famine Relief Committee's 

singularly unhelpful and unco-operative attitude. 141 In a 
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very real sense the latter was using the former. 

[Miss Pye] feels that the pacifist Food Relief Campaign 
acts as a kind of spear-head to make a way for the 
more discreet Famine Relief Committee to follow.142 

A year later relations between the two bodies were at their 

nadir. In July 1944 Edith Pye wrote to Roy Walker that the 

Peace Pledge Union "was not the proper organisation" to run 

the food relief campaign because its pacifism negated its 

appeal for a non-pacifist audience. 143 Furthermore, public 

receptivity to the famine situation had favourably improved 

and the employment of pacifist and humanitarian arguments 

(rather than purely humanitarian ones) by well known pacifists 

only threatened what Pye adjudged to be the newly won success 

of the Famine Relief Committee. 144 Accordingly, she felt it 

best if, henceforth, the two groups spoke from independent 

platforms using their own speakers. 145 On 29 July 1944, 

Brittain replied to Pye,noting that the Famine Relief 

Committee had shown a distinct lack of magnanimity in not 

recognising the seminal and initiating role of the Food 

Relief Campaign and of pacifists--particularly Roy Walker--

in the work for Europe's undernourished and starving. 

Moreover, Brittain contended that there was latitude enough 

for both campaigns since one worked through "judicious 

negotiation" and the other sought "to educate the public and 

urge it to use its democratic rights." 146 Continuing their 

efforts, in October of 1943 representatives of the Food 

Relief Campaign met with Richard Stokes, in his capacity as 

representative of the Parliamentary Peace Aims Group. 
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... [A]s a result a series of questions had been put to II 

the Government on October 25 and 26. The replies had 

provided useful information."147 Some Members of Parliament 

were also briefed for a debate on 10 November. 148 Roy 

Walker also reported to an Executive meeting at the end of 

December 1943 that Harold Nicolson had been able to arrange 

for a broadcast on the Greek food situation and that "three 

questions had been asked in the House of Commons by Mr. 

Oldfield at the instigation of the Manchester Food Relief 

Committee."149 

In the spirit of the Campaign, the co~~ittee on Food 

Relief, meeting in early November 1943, also discussed the 

possibility of staging a fast to raise monies for the 

campaign. This idea had, in all probability, been discussed 

somewhat earlier by those concerned since in September 

Brittain reported confidentially to Roy Walker that she had 

tried a forty-eigh·t hour fast without experiencing any side­

effects.150 In her diary entry for Sunday, 3 October 1943, 

Brittain recorded that a Famine Relief fast proposal was 

passed by twenty votes to five. Interestingly, she also 

noted: "J.M.M. insultingly opposed ('middle class mentality' 

behind the proposal, according to him) .... "151 The fast, 

however, went ahead and involved nearly seven hundred people, 

raising, by 11 January 1944, one hundred pounds. 152 The 

fast had been well received by the press and news of it was 

carried in six national newspapers and some thirty provincial 

papers. "The most notable feature was the absence of hostile 
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comment and in all cases the P.P.U. had been given as the 

source."153 The next year, 1944, the campaign decided that 

if the British government issued extra rations to its 

citizens, the supporters of food relief would "send the extra 

to needy causes, advising the Gov. of their gesture."154 In 

August 1944 Vera Brittain had published a letter in the 

Sunday Express expressing her willingness also to continue 

rationing if such a move would help European children. 155 

A "spate" of "abusive" letters had followed this public 

proposal, including an anonymous postcard which read: "Are 

you simple or just plain 'nuts'?"156 

Throughout 1944 the Peace Pledge Union's Food Relief 

Campaign kept up its efforts. for food relief, encouraging 

local committees, lobbying members of parliament, engineering 

questions in the House of Commons through sympathetic members, 

and holding public meetings on the famine issue throughout 

the country. At the end of the year it was "rewarded" with 

adverse publicity in the House of Lords. 157 

Roy Walker reported that, in a debate in the House 
of Lords on December 14, Lord Selbourne had strongly 
criticised the Famine Relief Committee. The Bishop of 
Chichester had protested that those criticisms should 
have been directed to "another organisation". A letter 
had been sent to the Bishop, who in reply had admitted 
that the lVIEW maintained its statements about the Famine 
Relief Committee, but that his own references to 'another 
organisation' had been justified. A further letter had 
not yet brought a reply to the challenge to prove his 
statements. A letter to Lord Selbourne had offered a 
public apology if he could prove that the Campaign had 
been guilty of mis-leading propaganda. The reply to 
this confirmed that the remarks in the debate had 
referred to the Famine Relief Committee.158 

It was in the following spring, in March 1945--two years 
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after Brittain had become chairman of the campaign--that the 

Food Relief Campaign decided to finish its work. The war in 

Europe was clearly coming to an end and European relief 

therefore assured.l59 Thus the second of the Peace Pledge 

Union's major campaigns of the war came to a close. The 

Food Relief Campaign had contributed considerably toward 

keeping the fate of Britain's occupied, civilian European 

allies in the governmental and public consciousness. The 

issue of food relief also raised perplexing and troubling · 

questions about the nature of modern total war and the place 

of morality in wars of the twentieth century. 

The Peace Pledge Union and the 
Bombing Restriction Committee--A Note 

"And what shall I ride in?" 
quoth Lucifer then -

"If I follow'd my taste indeed, 
I should mount in a waggon of 

wounded men, 
A~d smile to see them bleed."160 

In addition to the campaigns for food relief and a 

negotiated peace, a number of prominent PPUers and, to a 

much lesser extent the Union itself, were involved in a 

significant protest against area (or saturation) bombing. 

This very controversial policy has also been called mass 

bombing, obliteration bombing, carpet bombing and more often 

by the military, strategic bombing. The protest was spear­

headed by the Bombing Restriction Committee (BRC) of which 

Corder Catchpool was the founder and Vera Brittain, Thomas 

C. Poley and Stuart Morris founding members. All were 
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either members of the Peace Pledge Union or the Society of 

Friends. The BRC was formed in April 1942 and grew out of 

the Committee for the Abolition of Night Bombing (CANB) which 

had been founded in the summer of 1941. 161 Others who were 

deeply involved in protesting area bombing and who had close 

connections with the CANB/BRC were George Bell, Bishop of 

Chichester, Richard Stokes MP, Reginald Sorensen MP, and 

Rhys Davies MP. 

Although the BRC's leadership was predominantly a 

pacifist one, it 1~as composed of pacifists drawn from the 

broad pacifist camp. Indeed, the intended purpose of the 

founders was to co-ordinate a protest against area bombing 

together with non-pacifists who shared their disapproval of 

the bombing policy of the Royal Air Force on either moral or 

strategic grounds. In keeping with this objective the BRC 

co-opted as its Chairman, in 194J, Professor H. S. Jevons who 

had become a member of the BRC in June 1942: Jevons (like 

his famous father W. S. Jevons) was an economist, but he was 

not "f" t 162 a pac1 1s . 

Co-operation between pacifists and non-pacifists had 

proved, in the experience of the PPU's Food Relief Campaign, 

an extremely difficult task. Moreover, the broad pacifists 

had also to contend with the outright opposition of many of 

the high pacifists within the Union. In the case of the FRC 

this opposition was not sufficient to immobilise the 

resources and organisation of the Union on behalf of Food 

Relief. But, if the PPU minute books may be taken as any 
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sort of indicator, the campaign against area bombing evoked 

a far greater degree of opposition on the part of high 

pacifists. In consequence, the participation of the Peace 

Pledge Union, as a body, in the activities of the BRC was 

far less than its activities in support of Food Relief. The 

PPU·was, indeed, deeply divided between those who supported 

the ERG--individuals such as Vera Brittain--and those who 

felt--like Sybil Morrison and Middleton Murry--that attempts 

to humanise war, or to select one of war's atrocities for 

protest, was inconsistent with a true pacifist position. 16J 

Sybil Morrison, for example, regarded Vera Brittain's 

involvement with the BRC as an aberration of her pacifism. 

For the same reasons Morrison was later to eschew invo·l vement 

in the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) since it was a 

campaign against one particular weapon and hence "not pure 

pacifism" . 164 

Why the BRC should have received a dustier welcome 

within the PPU than the FRC is not easy to say. The 

principle of seeking to humanise war was certainly germane 

to both campaigns, although the protest against saturation 

bombing did leave the broad pacifists open to the charge of 

implicitly condoning pin-point bombing. The campaign also 

left the supporters of the CANB/BRC open to allegations of 

defeatism and co-operation with German interest. 165 These 

accusations greatly troubled Brittain, but she answered her 

ovnn doubts, however, by reasoning that the alleviation of a 

degree of suffering on the part of the innocent victims of' 



war justified her involvement with non-pacifists whose 

criticism of area bombing was founded on arguments very 

different to her own, and the risk of being branded as a 

Nazi sympathiser. The BRC protest was thus being made at 

two levels. The non-pacifist supporters of the BRC expressed 

the view that area bombing would not break German morale and 

that the limited resources of the RAF could be better deployed 

either in pin-point raids on German communications and 

industrial nerve-centres or, particularly in 1942, in 

providing greater support for RAF Coastal Command in the 

critical Battle of the Atlantic. 166 The pacifists, like Vera 

Brittain, Corder Catchpool and Stuart Morris, concerned 

themselves primarily with protesting against what they viewed 

as the immoral killing of civilians. 167 The latter's protest 

was first and foremost an ethical one, but they were not slow 

to identify the inconsistencies in government statements 

regarding the bombardment of German cities. 168 Similarly, 

like their non-pacifist colleagues, they also challenged 

the premise that area bombing would break German civilian 

morale, shorten the war and thus save lives. Yet, by 

involving themselves in such disputation the broad pacifists 

left themselves vulnerable, on the one hand, to criticism 

from the high-pacifist purists as betrayers of their trust, 

and on the other by non-pacifists, as "superior prigs". 169 

Because of the dispute over the issue of bombing the 

PPU's activities on behalf of the bombing protest were 

relatively small. The Union did endorse a petition against 
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night bombing which its groups helped to circulate, and by 

March 1942 the Union offices had received back 1,291 

petition forms bearing 14,513 signatures. 17° A number of 

prominent people both in ecclesiastical and secular society 

were approached and asked to agree to become initiating 

signatories for the petition. The role of the Church in the 

conflict, caught as it was between the Beatitudes and the 

Thirty-Nine Articles, was a rather ambivalent one. A letter 

received by T. C. Foley from William Temple, Archbishop of 

York, reflected this ambivalence and uneasy state of mind. 

We have confined ourselves to military objectives; our 
only method of bringing the Germans to do the same would 
be to say that, unless they do it we shall take to the 
deliberate bombing of their civilian population. I do 
not know that I should feel obliged to resist such a 
policy, but I certainly could not advocate it.171 

Much of the correspondence which Foley received from church­

men revealed the anomaly of their position. 172 And the 

anomalies became contradictions following the publication of 

a truly extraordinary document, The Church and the Atom, the 

report of a Church of England Commission published in 1948 

which condemned strategic bombing. 173 In addition to 

assisting in the collection of signatures the PPU 

crganisational network was used to help distribute 

literature published by the BRC. The Union also registered 

its collective and official disapproval of area bombing, 

though a high pacifist contingent was opposed. 174 

Significantly, both Peace News and the Friend gave the 

campaign short, dismissive shrift in their columns because 



of the high-pacifist stance of both editors on the bombing 

issue . 175 Indeed, the main contribution to the campaign came not 

from organised pacifism but from individual pacifists like 

Vera Brittain and Corder Catchpool. Both endeavoured 

continually to bring the issue of area bombing before the 

membership of the Peace Pledge Union and also, through 

Catchpool, before the Society of Friends. But both did most 

of their work for the BRC as individual pacifists, 

independently either of the PPU or the Quakers. 

One of the greatest ironies was that whilst the issue 

of mass bombing was not being debated in the columns of two 

of the premier pacifist publications it was being very openly 

debated in Parliament. Both the CANB and the BRC enjoyed 

direct access to the Lords and to the Commons. The Foley MSS 

contain several letters between Foley and Stokes in which 

information and advice on bombing policy was exchanged. On 

at least one cccasion Stokes asked a question of the 

Government in the House which had been suggested to him by 

Foley. Writing to Stokes in September 1943, Foley commented: 

I think the results of our night bombing compare very 
unfavourably with the results obtained by the American 
Fortresses. Would it be possible to ask a question 
somewhat on the following lines: 

To ask the Secretary of State for Air for the nine months 
ending Sept. 30, 1943, how many British bombers have been 
lost in night operations over Europe and how many enemy 
machines they had shot down during those operations; 
further during the same period how many American 
Fortresses have been lost in daylight operations over 
Europe and how many enemy machines had been shot down 
during these operations? 

The question needs a little more consideration to try 
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and get as correct and fair a comparison as possible 
but you will see what I am getting at.176 

Similarly, the Bishop of Chichester, who led the assault on 

bombing policy in the House of Lords, relied upon the 

resources of the BRC. Of particular interest are two 

letters by Chichester to Foley in February 1944. The first 

requested any available statistics and additional information 

which Chichester might use for what was to be his remarkable 

speech in the House of Lords indicting the architects of 

obliteration bombing. 177 The second letter was penned on the 

day of the debate. 

I am most gratefUl for all the trouble you have 
taken in helping me with facts and figures, and cuttings, 
which I return herewith •.•• 

I ~writing this just before going off for the 
debate .178 

Vera Brittain's individual contribution to the 

campaign against area bombing was considerable. 179 Her most 

important and notable written contribution was a small book 

entitled Seed of Chaos which was published in England in 

April 1944. 180 The publication received little attention in 

England and was chiefly to be noted for the savage criticism 

it provoked from George Orwe11. 181 But extracts from an 

earlier version of the book were also published in the United 

States. Twenty-eight leading American Protestant clergymen 

had appended their signatures to a postscript supporting 

Brittain's critique of mass bombing, and this produced a 

"'furore' [which] ... had even inspired three and a half 

columns of adverse criticism in the New York Times." 182 



347 

Recent scholarship has tended, however, to vindicate 

much of the criticism of the BRC. Solly Zuckerman has 

written on the subject of aerial bombardment and the collapse 

of morale. 

As we now know, bombing at about a hu~dred times the 
intensity of anything ever suffered by European cities 
during the Second World War at no moment broke the 
spirit of the people of Vietnam against whom the American 
forces were fighting between 1964 and 1973. In those 
nine years, seven million to~s of bombs were dropped on 
South Vietnam ... North Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia-­
three times the total tonnage of British, American and 
German bombs dropped on European soil in the Second 
World War. And the seven million tons brought no victory 
--only death and destruction.183 

The Bombing Restriction Committee's protest may be 

seen as more than an echo in an age of nuclear war. In 1957 

Brittain wrote: "As soon as 'obliteration' bom~ing became 

part of Allied war strategy, atom and hydrogen bombs 'lay 

in the logic of history• ... 184 But in 1942 Adolf Hitler was 

a fact of history. 

What perhaps should be noted for the purpose of this 

present study is that the Peace Pledge Union's limited 

involvement in the bombing protest, together with its appeals 

for a negotiated peace and for food relief, asserted the 

continuing right of a dissenting minority within a democracy 

to register and actively maintain its position. For Great 

Britain, the home of parliamentary democracy, the Union, and 

individuals like Vera Brittain, posed the essential question 

of the degree to which, and under what conditions, British 

democracy could enforce conformity, exercise censorship and 

suppress dissent before venerated constitutional ideals were 
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violated. Equally, the experiences of the Peace Pledge Union 

and the Bombing Restriction Committee demonstrate the extent 

to which British society was tolerant and respectful of 

democratic protest. 
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EPILOGUE 

And yet--who dreamed that Christ has died in vain? 
He walks again on the Seas of Blood, He comes in the 

terrible Rain! 
Edith Sitwell, The Shadow of Cain1 

The Peace Pledge Union was not a wartime historical 

backwater but was instead part of the central river system 

that was the English Radical, Liberal and Dissenting 

tradition. Pacifism had its source in the springs of 

seventeenth-century religious protest and in the early 

nineteenth century helped to swell the banks of those later 

English traditions personified by Cobden. Yet, if at the 

confluence of the four streams, their values mingled, 

distinctive currents remained. But the Great War in large 

measure changed the nature of the riverbed: where Liberalism 

and Dissent, and to a lesser extent Radicalism, had formerly 

cut deep channels, an inhospitable bedrock caused them now 

to meander. The pacifist current, however, retained its 

vigour when revivified and rechannelled by Canon Sheppard. 

The resulting flow was sufficiently strong as to seep around 

the dam of near monolithic conventional patriotism which 

characterised wartime Britain. But the effort was 

considerable and the pacifist stream after victory in 1945 

was all but lost to view for a number of years. The 
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regenerative strengths of British pacifism, fed by the 

currents of religious faith, humanitarian commitment and 

political conviction, were, however, to prove themselves 

once again. 

The young supporters of the Committee for Nuclear 
Disarmament who marched from Aldermaston at Easter or 
the pacifists [led by the aged Earl Russell] who sat 
down in Trafalgar Square, were heirs of the Peace Pledge 
Union of the thirties. Their actions, however strange, 
suggested no spirit of ·indifference to the deepest 
spiritual problems of the age.2 

The survival of the British peace movement, faithful to its 

inherited traditions of Liberalism, Radicalism and Dissent, 

is probably owed in some measure to the wartime work of the 

Peace Pledge Union as an institution and to individuals 

within the organisation such as Vera Brittain and Roy Walker. 

Looking across the nineteenth and twentieth 

centuries it is clear that pacifism carved a channel that 

did modify the topography of English political and 

intellectual history. It is equally clear that during the 

Second World War the Peace Pledge Union kept the nineteenth-

century heritage of moral protest vigorous in an extraordin-

arily difficult time. And beyond this, the Peace Pledge 

Union continually reminded those who would listen of the 

threat posed by war to the very existence of Western 

Christian civilisation. This threat to Christian values was 

tragically symbolised by the destruction of the great 

Benedictine Aobey of Monte Cassino. As George Orwell, no 

friend of the Peace Pledge Union nor of Vera Brittain, was 

to write from Germany in April 1945: 
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The people of Britain have never felt easy about 
the bombing of civilians ... but what they still have 
not grasped ... is the frightful destructiveness of 
modern war and the long period of impoverishment that 
now lies ahead of the world as a whole. To walk 
through the ruined cities of Germany is to feel an 
actual doubt about the continuity of civilisation.] 



FOOTNOTES 

EPILOGUE 

1Edith Sitwell, "The Shadow of Cain", in Gardner, 
The Terrible Rain, 197-8. 

2David Thomson, quoted in A. Sked and C. Cook, 
Post-War Britain. A Political History (Harmondsworth: 
Penguin Books, 1979), 223. 
The Trafalgar Square demonstration had been banned by the 
police but protesters ignored the ban. The police cordoned 
off the Square to prevent others from joining those already 
sitting in. Vera Brittain was among the protesters who 
found their way blocked by the police and promptly sat dowr1 
in the middle of the road, later to be gently carried away 
by police constables. Interview, Harry Mister, London, England, 
22 December 1980. 

3George Orwell, in the Observer, 8 April 1945, 
quoted in Brittain, Testament of Experience, 359. 
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MAP A: PEACE PLEDGE UNION: 

DISTRIBUTION OF SUPPORT, 

1942 

Degrees of support on scale of 0-10 

0 

1-3 
4-6 
7-8 
9-10 

Map compiled by author on basis of Barclay's Area 
Development Report. 
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MAP B 

PEACE PLEDGE UNION. 

REGIONS OF AREA DEVELOPMENT, MAY 1942 

KEY: Number of groups in () show incomplete totals. 

REGION 

1. Northern Ireland 

2. Scotland 

3· Lakeland 

4. North Eastern 

5. North Western 

6. Yorkshire 

7. North Wales 

8. West Midlands 

9. East Midlands 

10. East Anglia 

11. South Wales 

12. Western 

13. Bucks, Berks, Oxon. 

14. London 

15. Devon and Cornwall 

16. Southern 

17. South Eastern 

NUMBER OF GROUPS 

( 1 ) 

(2) 

7 

13 

74 

(3) 

12 

(6) 

32 

(3) 

(3) 

( ) 

(3) 

112 

( ) 

25 

21 

At the end of 1942, according to the report of the Annual 
General Meeting of the PPU in 1943, 374 Groups were 
recognised as active. Barclay's report does not account, 
therefore, for some 57 Groups. · 
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MAP B 

PEACE PLEDGE UNION. 

REGIONS OF AREA DEVELOPMENT, MAY 1942 

The above information is based on and reconstructed 
from John Barclay, "Report on Area Development Covering 
the Period 15th February- 31st May, 1942", PPU Minutes, 
March 1940 - June 1942. 
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MAP C 

DISTRIBUTION OF 

PURl TAN tviiNISTERS - 1603 

ministers in 

..... · .. . : . . -~.-~~ . . · 

50 mi. 

Source: J. D. Gay, The Geography of Religion in England 
(London: Duckworth, 1971), 286. 
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MAPD 

THE STATE OF DISSENT AT 

THE 18th 

50 mi. 

Source: Gay, Geography of' Religion, 287. 
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under 
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MAP E 

OIS1RI BUTION OF 

NONCONFORMITY - 1851 

.50 mi •. 

Source: Gay, Geography of Religion, 288. 
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Under 10.0 

377 

MAPF 

TOTAL DISTRIBUTION 

OF METHODISTS 

lN 185]. 

Source: Gay, Geography of Religion, 310. 
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MAP G 

OISTRI BUTION OF 

CHURCH OF ENGLAND 

ATTENDANCES - 1851 

,50 mi., 

Source: Gay, Geography of Religion, 271. 
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MAP H: GREAT BRITAIN: AREAS INFLUENCED 
BY THE COMMUNISTS, WELSH 

Bristol 

Cardiff 
Communist 

NATIONALISTS AND PEACE PLEDGE 
UNION 

~~~~~~-Cambridge 
Ipswich 

rmingham 

Welsh Nationalist 
Communist and Peace Pledge Union 
Peace Pledge Union 

Source~ PRO INF 1/319, "Anti-War Movements", 
unsigned and undated report [probably 
February 1940.] 
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APPENDIX I 

The occupations of the objectors at the various exchanges 
were as follows. Those the observer judged to be of 
working-class background at five of the Exchanges are 
starred ( *) . 

CITY OF LONDON 

Artiste (dancer) 
County Court Dun 
Local Government Clerical Worker 
Warehouseman* 
Accountant Clerk 
GPO Maintenance engineer 

STEPNEY 

Tailor's presser* (Jewish) 
GPO sorter* 
Tailor's cutter (Jewish) 
Customs and Excise Clerk 

POPLAR 

GPO Maintenance hand 
Shipping clerk 
General labourer* 
General clerk 
Clerk 

WESTMINSTER 

Civil servant (Treasury) 
Civil servant (Exchequer) 
Civil servant (Ministry of Food) 
Assistant Principal, UAB (Senior Civil Servant) 

Restaurant waiter 
GPO sorter* 



GPO counter clerk 
Teacher 
Medical student 

Local Government Officer 
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Civil Servant Clerical Association clerk 
Club plateman (dishwasher) 
Secretary, Friends' House 
Warehouse porter* 
Carpenter and joiner 
Dress designer 

Journalist (Amalgamated press) 

BATTERSEA 

Mathematics student (London University) 
Carpet planner 
Diamond setter 
Customs office clerk 
Law Agency clerk 
Clerk in Hampton's depository 
Solicitor's clerk 
Senior Wages clerk (Mullard Radio) 

Printer's Assistant (Daily Mirror) 
Ice-cream vendor* (Wall's) 
Accountant clerk (Associated Newspapers) 
Hosiery salesman 
Draughtsman (LPTE) 
Electrician 
Bricklayer* 

Road contractor's clerk 
BBC staff 
GPO sorter* 
Local government clerk (Bethnal Green) 
Meter inspector (council employee) 

WALHAM GREEN 

Artists (J or 4) 



Musicians (.3 or 4) 
Civil Servants (2 or J) 

. .382 

Local Government Servants (2 or .3) 
Insurance broker 
Spiritualist medium 
Brewer's assistant 

Lorry driver 
Electrical wireman 
Lay preacher 

Carpenter 
Musical director of the BBC 

CAMDEN TOWN 

Radio engineer 
Steel bender 
Bench polisher 

Assistant accountant 
Insurance clerk 
Briar-pipe maker 
Student of music 
Glove cutter 
Artist 
Sorter (GPO) 
Builder's labourer 
Journalist (Daily Herald) 
Wireless Operator (Civil Air Line) 

Plumber 
Bricklayer's foreman 
Salesman (Hoover) 
Motor mechanic 
Draughtsman 
Typographer 
Cabinet maker 
Storekeeper 
Cinema foreman 
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Clerk (foodstuffs) 
Radio and electrical engineer 

Shop assistant 
Actuary 
Commercial artist 

Salesman (boots and shoes) 

Sources MO Report on Conscientious Objectors, File 312, 
July 1940. 
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APPENDIX II 

LIST OF COUNCILS THAT HAVE 

DISMISSED OR SUSPENDED CO'S 

Note: this list has been com~iled from press cuttings from 
11 May to 7 July (1940) and is not complete. 

Amersham UDC (Urban District Council) 
Blackpool 

Brighton (2.9% of staff affected) 
Barnstaple 
Brentford & Chiswick 
Balham 
Burnley 
Bullingdon RDC (Rural DC) 

Bebington 
Birmingham 

(by 22 votes to 9) 
(140 CO's affected) 

Barnoldswick UDC 
Barnet UDC 
Bury (4 nonconformist ministers protest) 
Bermondsey (after petition by 3,500 rate-payers) 
Bri worth [sic] 
Carlisle (after previously deciding to wait) 
Cardiff (teachers only) 
Colne 
Cheadle & Catley (but no CO's affected) 
Cambridgeshire 
Croydon 
Canterbury 
Clacton 
Devonshire 
Darlington 

(after previously deciding to wait) 

(amendment that instead of dismissing them 
outright they should be given leave for the 
duration failed) 



Dudley 

Durham City 
Essex 
Esher 
East bourne 
Finchley 
East Ham 
Ebbw ·vale 

Faversham 
Hull 
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(Ald. Young said: "I warn members of the 
Conservative party that it is a very 
dangerous position to go against the 
constitution, you are saying in effect that 
you will not allow the Government to decide 
the matter. It is dangerously near Fascism.") 

(Transport and General Worker's Union protest) 

Heston & Isleworth 
Kidderminster 

Keighley 
Luton 
Leicester 

(moved by ex-servicemen councillors) 

(after petition of rate-payers) 

Lytham St. Annes 
Maid stone 
Middlesex 
Norwich 
Nottingham 
Newhaven 
Paignton 
Poole 
Rugby 
Reading 

Richmond 

(by 38 votes to 15) 
(by 38 votes to 8) 

(carried unanimously) 

(April decision re-endorsed) 

Stockport (by 47 votes to 2) 
Stoke on Trent 
Salford (two not affected because of tribunal ruling) 
South end 
Shoreditch 
Sevenoakes 
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Stoke Newington 
Swinton 
Southport 
Totnes 
West Bromwich 

Wansteed 
Wimbledon 
Worcester 

(by 28 votes to 9) 

(one affected) 

Wolverhampton (5% of staff affected) 
Winchester 
Torquay 
Walsall 
~nJednesbury 

York 
Watford 

COUNCILS STILL CONSIDERING THE MATTER 

Bath 
Manchester 

Newcastle 
Caernarvon 
Sheffield 

Bournemouth 
Cornwall 

Crayford 
Somerset 
Coventry 
Northhampton 

(Labour proposes dismissal: question adjourned) 
(after previously refusing to dismiss, 
Conservative councillors bring matter up 
again, Labour and Liberal considering it) 

(considering pay cute [sic] for CO's) 

(NALGO and some Labour councillors bringing 
matter up again) 

(undecided) 
(undecided) 

COUNCILS REFUSING TO DISMISS 

(decides to consider cases on merit) 
(decides to consider cases on merit) 
(decides to consider cases on merit) 
(CO's to be re-engaged on Army pay plus ~ 1 a 
week) 



Fulham 

Swindon 
Hastings 
Swansea 

Kettering 
Liverpool 
Edmonton 
Ipswich 
Gloucester 
Welwyn 
L.C.C. 
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(definitely refuse to dismiss in spite of 
local NALGO appeals) 

(motion ruled out of order) 
(refuse in spite of NALGO protests) 
(refuse in spite of employees' protests: 
Labour vote against dismissal) 

(refuse) 
(refuse) 
(refuse) 
(refuse) 
(refuse) 

Source: MO Report on Conscientious Objectors, File 312, 
July 1940. 
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APPENDIX III 

CENTRES NMdED IN REPORT ON AREA DEVELOPMENT, 

FEB. -MAY, 1942 

1. NORTHERN IRELAND_(1) 
Belfast 

2. SCOTLAND (2) 
Edinburgh 
Glasgow 

3 . LAKELAND ( 7 ) 
Carlisle 
Kendal 
Sed burgh 
Windermere 
Workington 
Cockermouth 
Keswick 

4. NORTH EASTERN [13] 
Newcastle 

5. NORTH WESTERN [?4] 
Manchester 

6. YORKSHIRE (J) 

Hull 
Sheffield 
Doncaster 

7. NORTH WALES [12] 

8. WEST MIDLANDS (6) 
Birmingham 
Evesham 
Coventry 
Kidderminster 
Oswestry 
Shrewsbury 
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9. EAST MIDLANDS [32] 

10. EAST ANGLIA (3) 
Cambridge 
Norwich 
Ipswich 

11. SOUTH WALES (3) 
Newport 
Cardiff 
Swansea 

12. WESTERN 

13. BUCKS., BERKS. , OXON. (3) 
Oxford 
Reading 
High Wycombe 

14. LONDON [112*] See Appendix IV. 

15. DEVON AND CORNWALL 

16. SOUTHERN [25] 

17. SOUTH EASTERN [21] 

Source: Compiled by author from Barclay's report on Area 
Development, PPU/NCM, Vol. I, 7-8 March 1942. 

) denote incomplete number of groups in given area. 

[ ] denote total number of groups in given area. 
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APPENDIX IV 

14. LONDON--LIST OF LONDON REGIONS 

Barclay's Report gives no indication of the location 
and distribution of London's 112 Groups. The minutes of the 
London Groups, London Area Annual General Meeting of 4 May 
1941 are extant and do provide a list of London regions. 
LONDON REGIONS 

1o East End Pacifist Council 
2. North London 
3. Hornsey 
4. Golders Green and North West 
5o \'llandsworth 
6o Central Lcndon 

7· West London 
8o South East London 
9o Croyden 

10 o Uxbridge 
11o Barnet and District 
12. North West Middlesex 
13o Kingston 

14. Ealing and District 
15o Watford and West Herts. 
16 o Mid Herts. 
17o Woodford Groups 
18. Hounslow, Isleworth and Twickenham 
19. Sutton, Epsom and Enfield 

Source: Minutes of London Area Peace Pledge Union, dating 
from 7 May 1940. 



KEY: 

391 

APPENDIX V 

COMPILATION OF PPU MEMBERSHIP FIGURES, 

SEPTEMBER 1939 - JUNE 1945 

TM Total membership 

LF Live file 

TI Total increase 

TD Total decrease 

R Resignations 

D Deaths 

wo Weeded Out (by PPU Headquarters) 

G Groups 

A/ Active Groups 

/IA Inactive Groups 

c Contact members 

M Men 

w Women 
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nl wo G: 
TM LF TI TD R A/IA c 

Sept. '39 130620 1200 
Oct. '39 1194 94 
Mar. '40 Approx. 

8535 637 123 985/ 
active 
members 

June •4o 210 627 
Sept. '40 30 262 
Nov. '40 50 200 
June '41 133819 45 1503 
Nov. '41 133938 26 17 
Oct. '41 114428 
.Jan. '42 42 12 
Mar. '42 40 8 
Apr. '42 41M I 11 3 

33W 
June '42 22M 20 13 

27W 
July '42 83M 12 11 I 28W 
Sept. '42 17M 16 10 1000 

14W I 
Oct. '421 I 369/40 67 
Nov. '42 340M 156 77 I 

240W ' 

Dec. '42 '114366 galned total 25472 

I 560 - 291M ( '42) 
269W 

Jan. '43 113624 109923 374/50 141 
Feb. '43 109420 
Apr. '43 108682 38M 270 12 

41W 32 
May '43' I 108683 
July '43 1107685 
Aug. '43 107477 

' Dec. '43i 1105837 8529 I 
( '43) I 
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G: 
TM LF TI TD R D ·WO A/I A c 

Feb. '44 1049.5.5 37 344 38! 
Apr. '44 103871 .58 .513 I 364/ 20.5 
Sept. '44 1027.57 348/ 216 
Jan. '4.5 100028 
Mar. '4.5 99619 
Apr. '4.5 99162 
June '4.5 98414 

Source: All figures have been amassed from Annual Reports 
and minutes of PPU National and Executive Meetings. 
Not all figures are consistent--e.g., gains for 
1942. These are, however, the only figures available. 
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APPENDIX VI 

DIAGRAMMATIC REPRESENTATION OF THE 

WEEKLY WORK OF A PPU GROUP MEMBER 

) 

\ 
@Cell member. 

0 I'.N. reader, newa of Group, uccaaional aubecriber . 
• Group member, occaaionally 11ttenda, contributea; P.N. and 

Group Newa. 
+ Sympatheuc Miniater; free cnpy of P.N.; I'.P.U. Newa 

- Weekly visit to Group meetin1.· 
···+Weekly help to P.S.U. 

Source: Donald Port, Working for the P.P.U. (London: 
Peace Pledge Union, 1945), 14. 
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APPENDIX VII 

EXAMPLES OF PPU FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AT THE 

GROUP AND NATIONAL LEVELS AND AT THE CAMPAIGN LEVEL 

PEACE PLEDGE UNION, CAMBRIDGE BRANCH 

RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS, 1 JANUARY 1939 - 31 DECEMBER 1939 

Receipts - subscriptions 

Payments 
PPU, HQ. 
Hire of halls 
Lit. and printing 
Postage 

Balance in hand 

£ 21 - 18 - 6 

.I 1.5 - 0 - 0 

3 - 14 - 6 
4 - 7 - 9 
2 - 4 - 6 

£. .5 - 4 - 7 

Source: Cambridge PPU Minute Book, 1938-1939, Cambridge 
Record Office 

PEACE FLEDGE UNION BUDGET FOR 1944 

Head Office Costs 
Income tax on property £. 90 - 0 - 0 
Light and heat 122 - 0 - 0 
Rates 142 - 0 - 0 
Lift Maintainance 11 - 0 - 0 
Repairs .50 - 0 - 0 
George's salary [?] 169 - 0 - 0 
Cleaner's salary 52 - 0 - 0 
Firewatching 60 - 0 - 0 
Insurances (war-risk, etc.) 70 - 0 - 0 

£ 766 - 0 - 0 
Less rents receivable .£ a6o - 0 - 0 

.£ o6 0 - 0 ..t4o6 
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Administrative Expenses 
Salaries £3414 - 0 - 0 
Stationery 180 - 0 - 0 
Postages 275 - 0 - 0 
Telephones 125 - 0 - 0 
Council, executive, area devel., 
youth, etc. , meeting expenses 290 - 0 - 0 
Affiliation Fees 
CBCO 10 - 10 - 0 
WRI 25 - 0 - 0 
HPC 10 - 0 - 0 
NCCL 10 - 0 - 0 
PSU 10 - 0 - 0 
INDIA FREEDOM 10 - 0 - 0 

£ 75 - 10 - 0 
Grant to CBCO 100 - 0 - 0 
PSB (Rest H. & Petty cash) 175 - 0 - 0 
Speakers Expenses 35 - 0 - 0 
Area Development 300 - 0 - 0 
Area Dev. organ. expenses 65 - 0 - 0 
Sundry office expenses 150 - 0 - 0 
Campaigns 410 - 0 - 0 
Food 160 - 0 - 0 
Negotiated Peace 250 - 0 - 0 

:£5594 - 0 - 0 .;t6ooo 
Income 
What we ought to receive What we received in 1943 

Areas .£2000 .£1638 
Direct 1600 1518 
Lit. 500 300 
Christmas cards 300 305 
PN ----- 175 
Food Camp 200 140 
Treasurer's appeal 1400 1511 

.£6000 .!5587 
Source: Nat. Council Meeting, 22/23 January 1944 
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EXAMPLES OF THE PPU FOOD RELIEF CAMPAIGN 
COMMITTEE'S FINANCING 

Expenditures 1 January - 15 May 1944 

Postage and sundries 
Adverts. in Peace News 

Harry Hilditch 

Excess receipts for period 
Famine Relief Fund, balance of 
cash in hand as per last 
statement, March J1 
Additional receipts April 

11 
II 1-15 May 

Cash in fund 15 May 1944 

Source: PPU Minutes, 1944 

£. 9 - 15 - 7 
0 - 10 - 0 

8 - 0 - 0 

~ 18 - 5 - 7 

..£53 - 1J - 11 

£70 - 0 - 1 

0 - 13 - 0 
;I. 2 0 0 

2 - 1J - 0 

~72 - 14 - 0 

Food Relief Campaign Committee Meeting, 8 May 1944 

Collection and donations 

Less: Hire hall 
Leaflets 
Posters 
Bill Posting 
Advertisements 
Fares, publicity, etc. 

Meeting cleared 

..£ 41 - 9 - 11 

9 - 9 - 0 

7 - 10 - 0 

5 - 8 - 0 

6 - 15 - 0 

1 - 15 - 0 

7 - 9 - 11 

£ J8 - 6 - 11 

i. J - 6 - 11 

Source: Food Relief Campaign Committee Minutes, 1J June 1944 
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