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kept drunk, with this sort of patriotic rhetoric. It is the
greatest of the Hohenzollern crimes that the Crown constantly
and persistently teampered with education, and particularly
with historical teaching. No other modern state had so sinned
against education. The oligarchy of the crowned republic of
Great Britain may have crippled and starved education, but
the Hohenzollern monarchy corrupted and prostituted it.

It cannot be too clearly stated, it is the most important
fact in the history of the last half-century, that the German
people were methodically indoctrinated with the idea of a
German world-predominance based on might, and with the
theory that war was a necessary thing in life. The key to
German historical teaching is to be found in Count Moltke’s
dictum: “Perpetual peace is a dream, and it is not even a beautiful
dream. War is an element in the order of the world ordained
by God. Without war the world would stagnate and lose
itself in materialism.” And the Glerman philosopher Nietzsche
found himself quite at one with the pious field-marshal.

“It is mere illusion and pretty sentiment,” he observes,
“to expect much (even anything at all) from mankind if it forgets
how to make war. As yet no means are known which call so
much into action as a great war that rough energy born of the
camp, that deep impersonality born of hatred, that conscience
born of murder and cold-bloodedness, that fervour born of
effort in the annihilation of the enemy, that proud indifference
to loss, to one’s own existence, to that of one’s fellows, that
earthquake-like soul-shaking which a people needs when it is
losing its vitality.”

This sort of teaching, which pervaded the German Empire
from end to end, was bound to be noted abroad, bound to alarm
every other power and people in the world, bound to provoke
an anti-German confederation, and it was accompanied by a
parade of military, and presently of naval, preparation that
threatened France, Russia, and Britain alike. It affected the
thoughts, the manners, and morals of the German people.

After 1871 the German abroad thrust out his chest and
raised his voice. He threw a sort of trampling quality even
into the operations of commerce. His machinery came on the
markets of the world, his shipping took the seas, with

e o - . » With a splash
of patriotio challenge. His very merits he used ag 5 means of
offence. (And _prol.m.blydmosi:i other Pﬁoples’ if they had had
the same experiences and undergone the Py
have behaved in a similar ma.nnregr.) S8me training, would

By one of those sccidents in history that personify and
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precipitate catastrophes, the ruler of Germany, the Emperor
William II, embodied the new education of his people and the
Hohenzollern tradition in the completest form. He came to
the throne in 1888 at the age of twenty-nine; his father,
Frederick ITI, had succeeded his grandfather, William I, in the
March, to die in the June of that year. William II was the
grandson of Queen Victoria on his mother’s side, but his tem-
perament showed no traces of the liberal German tradition
that distinguished the Saxe-Coburg-Gothe family. His head
wag full of the frothy stuff of the new imperialism. He signalized
his accession by an address to his army and navy; his address
to the people followed three days later. A high note of contempt
for democracy was sounded: “The soldier and the army, not
parliamentary majorities, have welded together the German
Empire. My trust is placed in the army.” So the patient
work of the German schoolmasters was disowned, and the
Hohenzollern declared himself triumphant.

The next exploit of the young monarch was to quarrel with
the old Chancellor Bismarck, who had made the new German
Empire, and to dismiss him (1890). There were no profound
differences of opinion between them, but, as Bismarck said,
the Emperor intended to be his own chancellor.

These were the opening acts of an active and aggressive
career. This William II meant to make & noise in the world,
e louder noise than any other monarch had ever made. The
whole of Europe was soon familiar with the figure of the new
monarch, invariably in military uniform of the most glittering
sort, staring valiantly, fiercely moustached, and with a withered
left arm ingeniously minimized. He affected silver shining
breastplates and long white cloaks. A great restlessness was
manifest. It was clear he conceived himself destined for great
things, but for a time it was not manifest what particular great
things these were. There was no Oracle at Delphi to tell him
that he was destined to destroy & great empire.

The note of theatricality about him and the dismissal of
Bismarck alarmed meny of his subjects, but they were present]
reassured by the idea that he was using his influence iy thy
causo of peace and to consolidate Germany. He tyq 11 °
muché. to Longon, Vienna, Rome—where he had np velled
versations with the Pope—to Athens, where hig g .
the king in 1889, andp to Constantinople. Hl: B‘:'Bat:rtina.m‘;d
Christian sovereign to be a sultan’s guest. He galg o Drst
Palestine. A special gate was knocked through tl(:e Waﬁe:z
wall of Jerusalem so that he could ride into that place; it waa
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beneath his dignity to walk in. He induced the Sultan to
commence the reorganization of the Turkish army upon German
lines and under German officers.

In 1895 he announced that Germany was a “world power,”
and that *“the future of Germany lay upon the water”—regard-
less of the fact that the British considered that they were there
already—and he began to interest himself more and more in
the building up of a great navy. He also took German art
and literature under his care;
he used his influence to retain
the distinctive and blinding
German blackletfer against
the Roman type used by the
rest of western Europe, and
he supported the Pan-
German movement, which
claimed the Dutch, the
Scandinavians, the Flemisu
Belgians, and the German
Swiss as members of a great
German brotherhood—=as, in
fact, good assimilable stuff
for a hungry young empire
which meant to grow. All
other monarchs in Europe
paled before him.

He used the general hos-
tility against Britain aroused
throughout Europe by the
war against the Boer
Republics to press forward
his schemes for & great navy, The Emperor William TI.
and this, together with the
rapid and challenging extension of the German oolonia)
empire in Africa and the Pacific Ocean, alarmed and irritated
the British extremely. British liberal opinion in particular
found itself under the exasperating necessity of supportin
an ever-inoreasing British Navy. “I will not rest” ho goi dg
“until I have bm'i'lfht my navy tol the same height ai'. whichsat;ly’
army stands.” e most peace-loving of :
not {gnore thl:.t ‘lliilal‘;&t. 1 8 o the islanders could

In 1890 he hs acquire e small iglang .
from Britain. This he made into o great navaj fo°f Heligoland

As his navy grew, his enterprise increaseq, Her?:c;cla.im od
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the Germans “the salt of the earth.” They must not “weary
in the work of civilization; Germany, like the spirit of Imperial
Rome, must expand and impose itself.” This he said on Polish
soil, in support of the steady efforts the Germans were making to
suppress the Polish language and culfure, and to Germanize
their share of Poland. God he described as his “Divine Ally.”
In the old absolutisms the monarch was either God himself or
the adopted agent of God; the Kaiser took God for his trusty
henchman. “Our old God,” he said affectionately. When the
Germans seized Kiau-Chau be spoke of the German “mailed
fist.” When he backed Austria against Russia, he talked of
Germany in her “shining armour.”

The disasters of Russia in Manchurie in 1905 released the
spirit of German imperialism to bolder aggressions. The fear
of a joint attack from France and Russia secemed lifting. The
emperor made a kind of regal progress through the Holy Land,
landed at Tangier to assure the Sultan of Morocco of his support
ageinst the Krench, and inflicted upon France the crowning
indignity of compelling her by a threat of war to dismiss
Delcassé, her foreign minister. He drew tighter the links
between Austria and Germany, and in 1908 Austria, with his
support, defied the rest of Europe by annexing from the Turk
the Yugoslav provinces of Bosnia and Herzegovina. So by his
naval challenge to Britain and these aggressions upon France
and the Slavs he forced Britain, France, and Russia into a
defensive understanding against him., The Bosnian annexation
had the further effect of estranging Italy, which had hitherto
been his ally.

Such was the personality that the evil fate of Germany set
over her to stimulate, organize, and render intolerable to the
rest of the world the natural pride and self-assertion of & great
people who had at last, after long centuries of division angd
weakness, escaped from a jungle of princes to unity and the
world’s respect. It was natural that the commercial ang
industrial Jeaders of this new Germany who were now getting
rich, the financiers intent upon overseas exploits, the officig)y
and the vulgar, should find this leader very much to thejp taste
Many Germans, who thought him rash or tawdry in the :

hearts, supported him publicly because he had ir secret
air of success. Hoch degl') Kaiser! 80 taking an

Yet Germany did not yield itself without
the strong-flowing tide of imperialism. ImPOrta:t'-, :g;goil:s to
German life struggled ageinst this swaggering new &utocmcm

The old German nations, and particularly the Bavariang refused
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to be swallowed up in Prussianism. And, with the spread of
- education and the rapid industrialization of Germany, organized
labour developed its ideas and a steady antagonism to the
military and patriotic clattering of its ruler. A new political
party was growing up in the State, the Social Democrats, pro-
fessing the doctrines of Marx. In the teeth of the utmost
opposition from the official and clerical organizations, and of
violently repressive laws against its propaganda and against
combinations, this party grew.

The Kaiser denounced it again and again; its leaders were
sent to prison or driven abroad. Still it grew. When he came
to the throne it polled not half a million votes: in 1907 it polied
over three millions. He attempted to concede many things,
old age and sickness insurance, for example, as a condescending
gift, things which it claimed for the workers as their right.
His conversion to socialism was noted, but it gained no converts
to imperialism. His naval ambitions were ably and bitterly
denounced; the colonial adventures of the new German capitalists
were incessantly attacked by this party of the common sense
of the common man. But to the army the Social Democrats
accorded a moderate support, because, much as they detested
their home-grown autocrat, they hated and dreaded the barbaric
and retrogressive autocracy of Russia on their eastern frontier
more.

The danger plainly before Germany was that this swaggering
imperialism would compel Britain, Russia, and France into
& combined attack upon her, an offensive-defensive. The
Kaiser wavered between a stiff attitude towards Britain and
clumsy attempts to propitiate her, while his fleet grew and while
he prepared for a preliminary struggle with Russia and France.
When in 1913 the British government proposed a cessation on
either hand of naval construction for a year, it was refused.

The Kaiser was afflicted with a son and heir more Hohen-
zollern, more imperialistic, more Pan-Germanic than his .fa,ther.
He had been nurtured upon imperialist propaganda. His toys
had been soldiers and guns. He snatched at a premature
popularity by outdoing his father’s patriotic and aggressive
attibtudes. His father, it was felt, was growing middle-aged
and over-careful. The Crown Prince renewed him. German
had never been so strong, never so ready for a8 new 51-’,
adventure and another harvest of victories, The R ot
he was instructed, were decayed, the French degener llzsxa&s.
British on the verge of civil war. ate, the

This young Crown Prince was but a sample of the abounding
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upper-class youth of Germany in the spring of 1914. They had
all drunken from the same cup. Their professors and teachers,
their speakers and leaders, their mothers and sweethearts, had
been preparing them for the great occasion that was now very
nearly at hand. They were full of the tremulous sense of
imminent conflict, of a trumpet call to stupendous achievements,
of victory over mankind abroad, triumph over the recalcitrant
workers at home. The country was taut and excited like an
athletic competitor at the end of his training.

§3 .
The Spirit of Imperialism in Britain and Ireland.

Throughout the period of the armed peace Germany was
making the pace and setting the tone for the rest of Europe.
The influence of her nmew doctrines of aggressive imperialism
was particularly strong upon the British mind, which. was ill-
equipped to resist & strong intellectual thrust from .-abroad.
The educational impulse the Prince Consort had given had
died away after his death; the universities of Oxford and
Cambridge were hindered in their task of effective revision of
upper-class education by the fears and prejudices the so-called
“conflict of science and religion” had aroused in the clergy who
dominated them through Convocation; populer educetion was
crippled by religious squabbling, by the extreme  parsimony
of the public authorities, by the desire of employers for child
labour, and by individualistic objection to ‘“‘educating other
people’s children.” » :

The old tradition of the English, the tradition of plain
statement, legality, fair play, and a certain measure of republican
freedom, had faded considerably during the stresses of the
Napoleonic wars; romanticism, of which Sir Walter Scott, the
great novelist, was the chief promoter, had infected the nationa)
imagination with a craving for the florid and picturesque
“Mr. Briggs,” the comic Englishman of Punch in the fifties anq
sixties, getting himself into highland costume angd stalkin
deer, was fairly representative of the spirit of the o g
movement. ew

It presently dawned upon Mr. Briggs, as a rj
and creditable fact he hadphitherto no%gob B nch]Y‘COIc)ured

. served,
never set on his dominions. The country which lffgto;&: ;::11;

Clive and Warren Hastings on trial for their unpj

ment of Indians was now persuaded to Tegar (;mrthlegrlxllteous treat-

chivalrous and devoted figures. They were “empire&}s,uei?;;rel,
T8.”
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Under the spell of Disraeli’s Oriental imagination, which had
made Queen Victoria “empress,” the Englishman turned readily
enough towards the vague exaltations of modern imperialism.

The perverted ethnology and distorted history which was
persuading the mixed Slavie, Keltic, and Teutonic Germans
that they were a wonderful race apart was imitated by English
writers, who began to exalt a new ethnological invention, the
“ Anglo-Saxon.” This remarkable compound was presented as
the culmination of humanity, the ecrown and reward of the acecu-
mulated effort of Greek and Roman, Egyptian, Assyrian, Jew,
Mongol, and such-like lowly precursors of its white splendour.
The senseless legend of German superiority did much to
exacerbate the irritations of the Poles in Posen and the French
in Lorraine. The even more ridiculous legend of the superior
Anglo-Saxon did not merely increase the irritations of English
rule in Ireland, but it lowered the tone of British dealings
with ‘.‘subject” peoples throughout the entire world. For the
cessation of respect and the cultivation of “superior” ideas
are the cessation of civility and justice.

The imitation of German patriotic misconceptions did not
end with this “Anglo-Saxon” fabrication. The clever young
men at the British universities in the eighties and nineties,
bored by the flatness and insincerities of domestic politics,
were moved to imitation and rivalry by this new teaching of
an arrogant, subtle, and forceful nationalist imperialism, this
combination of Machiavelli and Attila, which was being imposed
upon the thought and activities of young Germany. Britain,
too, they thought, must have her shining armour and wave her
good sword.

The new British imperialism found its poet in Mr. Kipling
and its practical support in a number of financial and business
interests whose way to monopolies and exploitations was lighted
by its glow. These Prussianizing Englishmen carried their
imitation of Germany to the most extraordinary lengths.
Central Europe is one continuous economic system, best worked
as one; and the new Germany had achieved a great customs
union, a Zollverein of all its constituents. It became haturally
one compact system, like a clenched fist. The British Ty, ire
sprawled like an open hand throughout the world, its memgers
different in nature, need, and relationship, witp no common
interest except the common guarantee of safety. But the new
imperialists were blind to that difference. If pey Germanv had
o Zollverein, then the British Empire my I

; St be in the fashion:
and the natural dovelopment of its varjgyg clements n;(t)xst‘
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'be hampered overywhere by “imperial preferences” and the
like. . . . .

Yet the imperialist movement in Great Britain never had
the authority nor the unanimity it had in Qermany. It was
not e natural product of any of the three united but diverse
British peoples. It was not congenial to them. Queen Victoria
and her successors, Edward VII and George V, were indisposed,
either by sex, figure, temperament or tradition, to wear ““ghining
armour,” sbake “mailed fists,” and flourish “good swords”
in the Hohenzollern fashion. They had the wisdom to refrain
from any overt meddling with public ideas. And this “British "
imperialistic movement had from the first aroused the hostility
of the large number of English, Welsh, Irish, and Scotch writers
who refused to recognize this new “British” nationality or to
accept the theory that they were these “Anglo-Saxon’’ super-
men. And msany great interests in Britain, and notably the
shipping interest, had been built up upon free trade, and
the fiscal proposals of the new imperialists, and the new financial
and mercantile adventurers with whom they were associated,
with a justifiable suspicion. :

On the other hand, these ideas ran like wildfire through the
military class, through Indian officialdom and the like. Hitherto
there had always been something apologetic about the army
men in England. He was not native to that soil. Here was a
movement that promised to make him as splendidly important
as his Prussian brother in arms. And the imperialist idea
also found support in the cheap popular Press that was now
coming into existence to cater for the new stratum of readers
created by elementary education. This Press wanted plain,
bright, simple ideas adapted to the needs of readers who had
soarcely begun to think. .

In spite of such support, and its strong appeal to national
vanity, British imperialism never saturated the mass of the
British peoples. The English are not a mentally docile People,
and the noisy and rather forced enthusiasm for imperiali
and higher tariffs of the old Tory Party, the army class, the
country clergy, the music-halls, the assimilated alien, the
rich, and the new large employers, inclined the commoner gqort
and particularly organized labour, to a suspiciong Ettituda’
If the continually irritated sore of the Majuba defeat permltted
the country to boe rushed into the needless, toilsome, ang oost]
conquest of the Boer republics in South Afrieq the strain oyf
that .ad\.renture produced a8 s'ufﬁcient reaction to.wal'dﬂ deeenc
and justice to reinstate the Libera) Party in power, and to un ’y
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the worst of that mischief by the creation of a South African
confederation,

Considerable advances continued to be made in popular
education, and in the recovery of public interests and the general
wealth from the possession of the few. And in these years of
the armed peace the three British peoples came very near to a
settlement, on fairly just and reasonable lines, of their long-
standing misunderstanding with Ireland. The Great War, un-
luckily for them, overtook them in the very crisis of this effort.

Like Japan, Ireland has figured but little in this Outline of
History, and for the same reason, because she is an extreme
island country, receiving much, but hitherto giving but little
back into the general drama. Her population is a very mixed
one, its basis, and probably its main substance, being of the
dark “Mediterranean” strain, pre-Nordic and pre-Aryan, like
the Basques and the people of Portugal and south Italy. Over
this original basis there flowed, about the sixth century B.C.—
we do not know to what degree of submergence—a wave of
Keltic peoples, in at least sufficient strength to establish a
Keltic language, the Irish Gaelic. There were comings and
goings, invasions and counter-invasions of this and that Keltic
or Kelticized people between Ireland, Scotland, Wales and
England. The island was Christianized in the fifth century.
Later on, the east coast was raided and settled by Northmen,
but we do not know to what extent they altered the racial
quality.

The Norman-English came i 1169, in the time of Henry II
and onward. The Teutonic strain may be as strong or stronger
than the Keltic in modern Ireland. Hitherto Ireland had been
& tribal and barbaric country, with a few centres of security
wherein the artistic tendencies of the more ancient race found
8cope in metal-work and the illumination of holy books. Now,
in the twelfth century there was an imperfect conquest by the
English crown, and scattered settlements by Normans and
English in various parts of the country. From the outget
profound temperamental differences between the Irish and
English were manifest, differences exacerbated by a difference
of language, and these became much more evident after the
Protestant Reformation. The English became Protestant: the
Irish,ll)y & natural reaction, rallied about the perseouteg Catholic

ch.
chu’i‘he English rule in Ireland had be
intermittent civil war due to th.e clash
different laws of land tenure and inherita

en from the first on

of languages and the
nee of the two peoples.
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The rebellions, massacres, and subjugations of the unhappy
island during the reigns of Elizabeth and James I we cannot
tell of here; but under James came a new discord with the
confiscation of large areas of Ulster and their settlement with
Presbyterian Scotch colonists, They formed a Protestant
community in necessary permanent conflict with the Catholic
remainder of Ireland. , )

In the political conflicts during the reign of Charles I and
the Commonweal, and of James II and William and Mary,
the two sides in English affairs found sympathizers and allies
in the Irish perties. There is a saying in Ireland that England’s
misfortune is Ireland’s opportunity, and the English civil trouble
that led to the execution of Strafford, was the occasion also of
8 massacre of the English in Ireland (1641). Later on Cromwell
was to avenge that massacre by giving no quarter to any men
found under arms, & severity remembered by the Irish Catholics
with extreme bitterriess. Between 1689 and 1691 Ireland
was again torn by civil war. James II sought the support of
the Irish Catholics against William III, and his adherents were
badly beaten at the battles of the Boyne -(1690) and Aughrim
(1691). L

There was a settlement, the Treaty of Limerick, a disputed
settlement in which the English Government promised much
in the way of tolerance for Catholics and the like, and failed to
keep ite promises. ' Limerick is still a cardinal memory in the
long story of Irish embitterment. Comparatively few English
people have ever heard of this Treaty of Limerick; in Ireland
it rankles to this day, - - _ : :

The eighteenth century was a century of acoumulating
grievance. English commercial jealousy put heavy restraints
upon Irish trade, and the development of a wool industry wag
destroyed in the south and west. The Ulster Protestants were
treated little better than the Catholics in these matters, and
they were the chief of the rebels. There was more agrarian
revolt in the north than in the south in the eighteenth
century.

Let us state as cloarly as our space permits the rallelis
and contrasts of the British snd Irish situstion af thig time
The{e Wwas a parliament in Ireland, but it wag g Protestm;;
parliament, even more limited and corrupt than the contempors,
British Parliament; there was a considerable civﬂizatz)n Ty
and about Dub1i1_1, and much literary and Scientifio activitm
conducted in English and centring upon the Protestant universig’ )
of Trinity College. Thia was the Ircland of Swift, Goldprssy

]
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Burke, Berkeley and Boyle. It was essentially a part of the
English culture. It had nothing distinctively Irish about it.
The Catholic religion and the Irish language were outcast and
persecuted things in the darkness at this time.

It was from this Ireland of the darkness that the recalcitrant
Ireland of the twentieth century arose. The Irish Parliament,
its fine literature, its science, all its culture, gravitated naturally
enough to London, because they were inseparably a part of that
world, The more prosperous landlords went to England to
live, and had their children educated there. This meant a
steady drain of wealth from Ireland to England in the form of
rent, spent or invested out of the country. The increasi
facilities of communication steadily enhanced this tendency,
depleted Dublin and bled Ireland white. The Act of Union
(January 1st, 1801) was the natural coalescence of two entirely
kindred systems, of the Anglo-Irish Parliament with the British
Parliament, both oligarchie, both politically corrupt in the
same fashion. There was a vigorous opposition to the Union
on the part not so much of the outer Irish as of Protestants
settled in Ireland, and a futile insurrection under Robert Emmet
in 1803. Dublin, which had been a fine Anglo-Irish city in the
middle eighteenth century, weas gradually deserted by its
intellectual and political life, and invaded by the outer Irish
of Ireland. Its fashionable life became more and more official,
centring upon the Lord Lieutenant in Dublin Castle; its in-
tellectual life flickered and for a time nearly died.

But while the Ireland of Swift and Goldsmith was part and
lot with the England of Pope, Dr. Johnson, and Sir Joshua
Reynolds, while there has never been and is not now any
real definable difference except one of geography between
the “governing class” in Ireland and in Britain, the Irish
underworld and the English underworld were essentially dis-
similar,

The upwerd struggle of the English “democracy” to
education, to political recognition, was different in many respects
from the struggle of the Irish underworld. Britain was pro-
ducing a great industrial population, Protestant op sceptical:
she had agricultural labourers, indeed, but no peasants. Ireland
with no coal, with a poorer soil, and landlordg who lived in
England, had become a land of rent-paying peagants Their
cultivation was allowed to degenerate more anq more into a
growing of potatoes and a feeding of pigs. The people married
and bred; except for the consumption of whisky when it could
be got, and a little fighting, family life wag their only amusement,
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Here are the appulling consequences. The population of
Ireland

in 1785 was 2,845,932,

in 1803 was 5,636,694,

in 1845 was 8,295,081,

at which date the weary potato gave way under its ever-growing
burthen and there was a frightful famine. Many died, many
emigrated, especially to the United States; an outflow of
emigration began that made Ireland for a time a land of old
people and empty nests.

Now, because of the Union of the Parliaments, the en-
franchisement of the English and Irish populations went on
simultaneously. Catholic enfranchisement in England meant
Catholioc enfranchisement in Ireland. The British got votes
because they wanted them; the Irish commonalty got votes
becanse the English did. Ireland was over-represented in the
Union Parliament, because originally Irish seats had been easier
for the governing class to manipulate than English; and so it
came about that this Irish and Catholic Ireland, whioh had never
before had any political instrument at all, and which had never
sought & political instrument, suddenly found itself with the
power to thrust a solid body of members into the legislature
of Great Britain.

. After the general election of 1874 the old type of venal
Irish member was swept aside and the newly enfranchised
“‘democracy” of Britain found iteelf confronted by a strange
and perplexing Irish “democracy,” different in its religion,
its traditions, and ite needs, telling a tale of wrongs of which the
common English had never heard, olamouring passionately
for a separation which they could not understand and whioh
impressed them chiefly as being needlessly uniriendly.

The national egotism of the Irish is intense; their eiroum.
stances have made it intense; they were incapable of consider;
the state of affairs in England; the new Irish party came into
the British Parliament to obstruct and disorder Engli business
until Ireland became free, and to make themselves g nuisan
to the English. This spirit was only too welcome to the oli mfe
which stll ruled the British Empire; they allied thereny >
with the “loyal” Protestants in the north of Irel&nd—loveg
thet is, fo the Imperial Government because of thejy dmyald,
of a Catholic predominance in Ireland—and they watohed and
assisted the gradual exasperation of the British comm o)

by this indiscriminate hostility of the common People ocfm Irl;'i:&lie
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The story of the relation of Ireland to Britain for the last
half-century is one that reflects the utmost discredit upon the
governing class of the British Empire, but it is not one of which
the English commons need be ashamed. Again and again
they have given evidences of good will. British legislation
in relation to Ireland for nearly half a century shows a series
of clumsy attempts on the part of Liberal England, made in
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the face of a strenuous opposition from the Conservative Party
and the Ulster Irish, to satisfy Irish complaints and get to g
footing of fellowship.

The name of Parnell, an Irish Protestant, stands out as that
of the chief leader of the Home Rule movement, In 1886
Gladstone, the great Liberal Prime Minister, brought, olitical
disaster upon himself by introducing the firgt Irish Horg th?
Bill, a genuine attempt to give over Irish affajrg Jor the f et ule
in history to the Irish people. The Bill broke the Liber;’l‘str? ;
asunder; and & coalition government, the Unionjgg, Governma ng
replaced that of Mr. Gladstone, et
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This digression into the history of Ireland now comes up to
the time of infectious imperialism in Europe. The Unionist
Government, which ousted Mr. Gladstone, had a predominantly
Tory element, and was in spirit “imperialist” as no previous
British Government had been. The British political history
of the subsequent years is largely a history of the conflict of the
now imperialism, through which an arrogant “British” national-
ism sought to override the rest of the empire against the tempera-
mental liberalism and reasonableness of the English, which
tended to develop the empire into a confederation of free and
willing allies. .

Naturally, the “British” imperialists wanted & subjugated
Irish; naturally, the English Liberals wanted a free, participating
Irish. In 1892 Gladstone struggled back to power with a small
Home Rule majority; and in 1893 his second Home Rule Bill
passed the Commons, and was rejected by the Lords. It was
not, however, until 1895 that an imperialist government took
office. The party which sustained it was called not Imperialist,
but “Unionist”—an odd name when we consider how steadily
and strenuously it has worked to destroy any possibility of an
Empire commonweal. These Imperialists remained in power
for ten years. We have already noted their conquest of South
Africa. They were defeated in 1905 in an attempt to establish
a tariff well on the Teutonio model. The ensuing Liberal
Government then turned the conquered South African Dutch
into contented fellow-subjects by creating the self-governing
Union of South Africa. After which it embarked upon a long-
iII‘npending struggle with the persistently imperialist House of

ords,

This was & very fundamental struggle in British affairs. On
the one hand was the Liberal majority of the people of great
Britain honestly and wisely anxious to put this Irish affair
upon a new and more hopeful footing, and, if possible, to change
the animosity of the Irish into friendship; on the other were
all the factors of this new British Imperialism resolved at any
cost and in spite of every electoral verdict—legally, if possible
winis of the ettt Sootoh. a0 Tith and ol poe ey, 9

2irs o e i ish an
em;iire g English, Scotch, all the rest of the
t was, under new names, the age-long interna)
of the English community; that eame conﬁict of a f;'g“ 3313
liberal-spirited commonalty against powerful “big men” ::d
big adventurers and authoritative persons which we ha
already dealt with in our account of the liberation of Meric?
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Ireland was merely a battleground as America had been. In
India, in Ireland, in England, the governing class and their
associated adventurers were all of one mind; but the Irish people,
thanks to their religious difference, had little sense of solidarity
with the English. Yet such Irish statesmen ag Redmond,
the leader of the Irish party in the House of Commons, tran-
scended this national narrowness for a time, and gave a generous
response to English good intentions,

Slowly yet steadily the barrier of the House of Lords was
broken down, and a third Irish Home Rule Bill was brought in
by Mr. Asquith, the Prime Minister, in 1912, Throughout
1913 and the early part of 1914 this Bill was fought and re-
fought through Parliament. At first it gave Home Rule to
all Ireland; but an amending Act, excluding Ulster on certain
conditions, was promised. This struggle lasted right up to
the outbreak of the Great War. The royal assent was given
to this Bill after the actual outbreak of war, and also to a Bill
suspending the coming into force of Irish Home Rule until after
the end of the war. These Bills were put upon the Statute
Book.

But from the introduction of the third Home Rule Bill
onward, the opposition to it had assumed a violent and extrav-
agant form. Sir Edward Carson, a Dublin lawyer who had
become a member of the English Bar, and who had held a legal
position in the ministry of Mr. Gladstone (before the Home
Rule split) and in the subsequent imperialist government, was
the organizer and leader of this resistance to a reconciliation
of the two peoples. In spite of his Dublin origin, he set up to
be & leader of the Ulster Protestants; and he brought to the
conflict that contempt for law which is all too common &
characteristic of the successful barrister, and those gifts of
persistent, unqualified, and uncompromising hostility which

istinguished & certain type of Irishman. He was the most
un-English” of men, dark, romantic, and violent; and from
the opening of the struggle he talled with gusto of armed
resistance to this freer reunion of the English and Irigh which
the Third Home Rule Bill contemplated.

A body of volunteers had been organized in Ulster in 191
arms were now smuggled into the country, gpq Sir Edwa,rci
Carson and a rising lawyer named F. E. Smith, trapped up in
semi-military style, toured Ulster, Inspecting thoge VOluntI()aers
and inflaming local passion. The arms of the.
rebels were obtained from Germany, and vq

; . . rious
of Sir Edward Carson’s associates hinted at supportutft;l;n??:
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great Protestant monarch.” Contrasted with Ulster, the rest
of Ireland was at that time a land of order and decency, relying
upon its great leader Redmond and the good faith of the three
British peoples.

Now, these threats of civil war from Ireland were not in
themselves anything very exceptional in the record of that
uphappy island; what makes them significant in the world’s
history at this time is the vehement support they found among
the English military and governing classes, and the immunity
from dgmmshm ent and restraint of Sir Edward Carson and his
friends. :

The virus of reaction which came from the success and
splendour of German imperialism hed spread widely, as we have
explained, throughout the prevalent and prosperous classes in
Great Britain. A generation had grown up forgetful of the
mighty traditions of their forefathers, and ready to exchange
the greatness of English fairness and freedom for the tawdriest
of imperialisms. A fund of & million pounds was raised, chiefly
in England, to support the Ulster Rebellion, an Ulster Pro-
visional Government was formed, prominent English people
mingled in the fray and careered about Ulster in automobiles,
assisting in the gun-running, and there is evidence that a number
of British officers and generals were prepared for a pronuncia-
imm upon South American lines rather than obedience to the
aw.

The natural result of all this upper-class disorderliness was
to alarm the main part of Ireland, never a ready friend to
England; that Ireland also began in its turn to organize “National
Volunteers” and smuggle arms. The military authorities
showed themselves much keener in the suppression of the
Nationalist than of the Ulster gun importation, and in July,
1914, an attempt to run guns at Howth, near Dublin, led to
fighting and bloodshed in the Dublin streets. The British
Ysles were on the verge of civil war. . .

Such in outline is the story of the imperialist revoluti
movement in Great Britain up to the eve of the Great War,
For revolutionary this movement of Sir Edward Carson and hig
associates was. It was plainly an attempt to set aside par.
lismentary government and the slow-grown, imperfect liberties
of the British peoples, and, with the assistance of the army.
to substitute & more Prussianized type of rule, using the Trish
conflict as the point of departure. It was the reactionary
effort of a few score thousand people to arrest the world move.
ment towards democratic 1aw and social justice, strietly paralle]
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to and closely sympathetic with the new imperialism of the
German junkers and rich men. But in one very important
respect British and German imperialism differed. In Germany
it centred upon the crown; its noisiest, most conspicuous
advocate was the heir-apparent. In Great Britain the king
stood aloof. By no single public act did King George V betray
the slightest approval of the new movement; and the behaviour
of the Prince of Wales, his son and heir, was equally correct.

In August, 1914, the storm of the Great War burst upon
the world. In September, Sir Edward Carson was denouncing
the placing of the Home Rule Bill upon the Statute Book. Its
operation was suspended until after the war. On the same day,
Mr. John Redmond, the leader of the Irish majority, the proper
representative of Ireland, was calling upon the Irish people to
take their equal part in the burthen and effort of the war. For
a time Ireland played her part in the war side by side with
England faithfully and well, until in 1915 the Liberal Govern-
ment was replaced by a coalition, in which, through the moral
{eebleness of Mr. Asquith, the Prime Minister, this Sir Edward
Carson figured as Attorney-General (with a salary of £7,000

and fees), to be replaced presently by his associate in the Ulster
sedition, Sir I, E. Smith.

Grosser insult was never offered to a friendly people. The
work of reconciliation, begun by Gladstone in 1886, and brought
80 near to completion in 1914, was completely and finally wrecked.

In the spring of 1916 Dublin revolted unsuccessfully against
this new government. The ringleaders of this insurrection
many of them mere boys, were shot, with a deliberate and
clumsy sternness that, in view of the treatment of the Ulster
rebel leaders, impressed all Ireland as atrociously unjust. A
traitor, Sir Roger Casement, who had been knighted for previous
services to the empire, was tried and executed, no doubt

deservedly, but his prosecutor was Sir F. E. Smith of the Ulster
insurrection—a shocking conjunction.

The Dublin revolt had had little support in Ireland generally,
but thereafter the movement for an independent republic grew
rapidly to great proportions. Against this strong emotional
drive there struggled the more moderate ideas of such TIrish
statesmen as Sir Horace Plunkett, who Wished to gee Ireland
hecome & Dominion, a ‘“crowned republic,” thyt is, withj aﬁ;
empire, on an equal footing with Canada anq Austr’a,lia, " e
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Imperialism in France, Italy and the Balkans.

Our studies of modern imperialism in Germany and Britain
bring out certain forces common to the two countries, and we
shall find these same forces at work in variable degrees and with
various modifications in the case of the other great modern
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communities at which we shall now glance. This modern
jmperialism is not a synthetic.world-umtmg movement like the
older imperialism; it is essentielly & megalomaniac nationalism,
o nationalism made aggressive by prosperity; and always it
finds its strongest support in the military and official castes,
and in the enterprising and acquisitive strata of society, in new
money, that i, and big business; its chief critics in the educated

poor, and its chief opponents in the peasantry and the labour

2
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masses. It accepts monarchy where it finds it, but it is not
necessarily a monarchist movement. It does, however, need
a foreign office of the traditional type for its full development.
Tts origin, which we have traced very carefully in this boolk of
our history, makes this clear. Modern imperialism is the natural
development of the Great Power system which arose, with the
foreign office method of policy, out of the Machiavellian
monarchies after the break-up of Christendom. It will only
come to an end when the intercourse of nations and peoples
through embassies and foreign offices is replaced by a federal
assembly.

French imperialism during the period of the Armed Peace
in Europe was naturally of a less confident type than the German.
It called itself “nationalism® rather than imperialism, and it
set itself, by appeals to patriotic pride, to thwart the efforts of
those socialists and rationalists who sought to get into touch
with liberal elements in German life. It brooded upon the
Revanche, the return match with Prussia. But in spite of that
preoccupation it set itself to the adventure of annexation and
exploitation in the Far East and in Africa, narrowly escaping
a war with Britain upon the Fashoda clash (1898), and it never
relinquished a dream of acquisitions in Syria.

Italy, too, caught the imperialist fever. The blood-letting
of Adowa cooled her for a time, and then she resumed in 1911
with a war upon Turkey and the annexation of Tripoli. The
Italian imperialists exhorted their countrymen to forget Mazzini
and remember Julius Ceesar; for were they not the heirs of the
Roman Empire?! Imperialism touched the Balkans; little
countries not a hundred years from slavery began to betray
exalted intentions; King Ferdinand of Bulgaria assumed the
title of Tsar, the latest of the pseudo-Cmsars; and in the shop
windows of Athens the curious student could study maps showing
the dream of & vast Greek empire in Europe and Asia.

In 1912 the three states of Serbia, Bulgaria. and Greece
fell upon Turkey, already weakened by her war with Italy,
and swept her out of all her European possessions except the
country between Adrianople and Constantinople; the following
year they quarrelled among themselves over the division of the
spoils. Roumania joined in the game and helped to crush
Bulgaria. Turkey recovered Adrianople. The greater imperial-

isms of Austria, Russia, and Italy watched that confliet and one
another. . « .
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§5
Russia a Grand Monarchy.

While all the world to the west of her was changing rapidly,
Russia throughout the nineteenth century changed very slowly
indeed. At the end of the nineteenth century, as at its beginning,
ghe was still & Grand Monarchy of the later seventeenth-century
type standing on a basis of barbarism, she was still at a stage
where Court intrigues and imperial favourites could control her
international relations. She had driven a great railway across
Siberia, to find the disasters of the Japanese war at the end of it;
she was using modern methods and modern weapons so far as
her undeveloped industrialism and her small supply of sufficiently
educated people permitted; such writers as Dostoieveky had
devised a sort of mystical imperialism based on the idea of
Holy Russia and her mission, coloured by racial illusions and
anti-Semitic passion; but, as events were to show, this had not
sunken very deeply into the imagination of the Russian
masses.

A vague, very simple Christianity pervaded the illiterate
peasant life, mixed with much superstition. It was like the
pre-reformation peasant life of France or Germany. The
Russian moujik was supposed to worship and revere his Tsar
and to love to serve a gentleman; in 1913 reactionary English
writers were still praising his simple and unquestioning loyalty.
But, as in the case of the Western European peasant of the days
of the peasant revolts, this reverence for the monarchy was
mixed up with the idea that the monarch and the nobleman
had to be good and beneficial; and this simple loyalty could,
under sufficient provocation, be turned into the same pitiless
intolerance of social injustice that burnt the chiteaux in the
Jacquerie and set up the theocracy in Miinster. Once the
commons were moved to anger, them.were no links of under-
standing in a generally diffused education in Russia to mitigate
the fury of the outbreak. The upper classes were as much
beyond the sympathy of the lower as a different species of
animal. These Russian masses were three centuries awy
from such nationalist imperialism as Germany displayed. ¥

And in another respect Russia differed from modern Western
Europe and paralleled its mediseval phase, and that was in the
fact that her universities were the resort of many very poor
students quite out of touch and out of sympathy with the
bureaucratic autocracy. Before 1917 the significance of the
proximity of these two factors of revolution, the fuel of discontept,





