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JUNO BEACH CENTRE
To the Prime Minister, Ottawa:

As one of the original members of
the fund-raising team that solicited $8
million to open the Juno Beach Centre, I
send my sincere thanks to you and your
government for the recent commitment
of additional funding. As President of the
International Churchill Society, Canada, I
attended a tour of the Normandy beaches
with Sir Winston's daughter Lady Soames
(nee Mary Churchill), in October 2004. I
was never so proud to be a Canadian as
when this multinational group toured this
"piece of Canada." Like many, I had a
father and grandfather who fought there.
Everyone in our party was complimentary
on the content and focus of Canada's
wartime contribution as depicted in the
Juno Beach Centre. Please know that
there are many Canadians who applaud
your initiative.

RANDY BARBER, MARKHAM, ONT.

EVEREST REMEMBERED
How enjoyable was Geoffrey

Fletcher's two-part article, "Spencer
Churchill (p) at Harrow" {FH 133-34).
Having visited the school on the wonder-
ful Churchill tour organized by The
Churchill Centre last year, I could much
more easily envision the scenes he recreat-
ed and appreciate the environment he
describes. The part about Mrs. Everest is
particularly touching, and so like
Churchill. The tour party visited Mrs.
Everest's grave last year, and laid a wreath
on it—very appropriate.

EARL M. BAKER, WAYNE, PENNA.

• I'm glad you enjoyed my piece. Some
years ago ICS (UK) held ourAGM at the
school and I met fellow Churchillians from
the United States who were in England and
were welcome guests. The conversation
turned to the public (private) school system
in the UK which for many years produced
most senior politicians and civil servants.
Churchill had four Old Harrovians in his
1940 Cabinet: L.S. Amery,].T.C. Moore-
Brabazon, D. Margesson and G. Lloyd.
This gave me the idea for the article.
Churchill's schooldays in my opinion forged
his character, particularly between 1888
and 1892, but have not been fully
researched. I am not an Old Harrovian but
I was at a similar school; times had not
changed very much in my time! —G]F

NOT "DEAD DRUNK"
An author's note to "Like Goldfish

in a Bowl" (FH 134: 33) quotes me as
saying I helped a "dead drunk" Churchill
and Eden home after a long dinner with
the Russians at Teheran. Let me please
correct that: to me "dead drunk" means
horizontal. Sir Winston was not so far
along as that. He was still walking,
just...so much that I put my arm within
his to hold him steady and had a corporal
do the same to Mr. Eden. Thus they were
able to walk straight and upright to the
British Consulate. Indeed they need not
have walked, because a limousine had
been provided, but they decided to do so
because it was a fine, clear night.

"Inside the Journals" on the next
page accurately describes Stalin's custom
of multiple toasts, which he always per-
formed while remaining firmly sober
himself. WSC and Eden were thus affect-
ed on that occasion, but were yet able to
walk home in true British fashion after a
heavy night, talking loudly but not
singing, and living to fight another day!

DANNY MANDER, LOS GATOS, CALIF.

• Mr. Mander's adventures, written
through an interview by Susan Kidder, are
coming up in a future issue. —Ed.

LORD CHARLES BERESFORD
On the back cover of FH 134, the

seaman in the pool with his telescope on
Churchill is more likely Admiral Lord
Charles Beresford, who at the time was
retired from the Navy and serving as
Conservative MP for Portsmouth. He was
a frequent critic in Parliament of Liberal
naval administration under Churchill. (A
drawing in Punch for 1 November 1911
depicts Haldane, the outgoing First Lord
of the Admiralty, saying to his successor:
"And you can handle Beresford,"
acknowledging his thorn-in-the-side sta-
tus.) The drawing may have been influ-
enced by the 1912 Olympic games in
Stockholm, which ran 5 May to 22 July.

JOHN S. McCLEOD, JR., MILFORD, CONN.

• See corrections on this issue's back
cover. Photos of Beresford and Bridgeman
suggest that either would fit the cartoon, but
we believe you are correct, in that all the
other figures are political, and Bridgeman
was not. I probably put two and two together
and made five when I assumed that a uni-
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formed admiral was the First Sea Lord.
Many thanks for the context: the
concurrent Olympics was undoubtedly the
inspiration for the cartoon. —PHC

ISSUES OVER "ISSUES"

I liked and agreed with your
two rants in 133, on "political agita-
tors" (p. 4) and our lovely language
(46). Even though you're full of old
prunes on the Baltics and our boy, your
rants are spot on.

PROF. WARREN KIMBALL, JOHN ISLAND, S.C.

• Prof Kimball refers to the editor's
article, "Churchill and the Baltics, " FH
53 and54 (see http://xrl.us/wqqu). He
has a long memory. —Ed.

Your essay on page 46 was beauti-
ful. Everyone over 15 should be
required to read it. "Issues" isn't the
only silly substitute for "problems."
There is also "challenges," which drives
me particularly mad....

ROBERT DISQUE, MILFORD, CONN.

Delighted to read your gripe
about "issues." It's been bugging me for
years and I thought I was alone. Well,
now there are at least two of us.
Perhaps we can make an issue of it?

PROF. DAVID STAFFORD, UNIV. OF EDINBURGH

I have read with approval your
essay on the subject of "Issues."

PROF. DAVID DILKS, UNIVERSITY OF LEEDS

Why should you be so exercised
by newspeak like "issues"? After all,
we've witnessed the breakdown of the

family, the withering of liberal-arts
education, the constriction of econom-
ic freedom, the corrosion of aesthetic
standards, soaring crime rates, drug
addiction and the collapse of music—
and you're worried by the rotting of the
language? One thing at a time!

JAMES MACK, FAIRFIELD, OHIO

I have the deepest
respect for the editor for his
singular contribution to The
Churchill Centre and exem-
plary editorship of Finest
Hour. But as a "secular
humanist" I must disagree
with the blame he spreads
on us for problems that real-
ly originate in the far left
wing.

I would agree that
many so-called secular

humanists are indeed leftists, and
with whom I have disagreements. But
the essence of the secular humanist's
worldview is scientific naturalism,
along with the notion that moral
and ethical codes can be based on rea-
son and logic as opposed to the super-
natural (e.g., be good or you will rot
in Hell).

It is important to keep a distinc-
tion between politics and world view.
Just as there is no direct equivalence
between "conservative" and "evangelical
Christian," there is none between "secu-
lar humanist" and "liberal."

Michelle Phillips' Londonistan dis-
cusses the appalling failure of the
Labour government of Tony Blair and
the Church of England to contain the
threat of Muslim extremism in the UK.
This is not a failure of secular human-
ism, but a failure of political liberalism.

Aside from this "issue" I heartily
agree with the rest of the essay.

GREGORY B. SMITH, SONOMA, CALIF.

• If I had it to write it again, Greg,
I would drop the label "secular humanist"
which, like all labels, can be miscon-
strued, and misapplied. —Ed.

The piece on "Issues" was some of
your best stuff, reminding me of the
night in the Lochober's Restaurant in
Boston, when we had "issues" with a

bottle of corked wine, and the waiter
responded that we had "not ordered
the best stuff." Please speed this piece
to the website so that it reaches a larger
audience than the privileged few thou-
sand of Finest Hour. It deserves more.

PARKER H. LEE III, LYNCHBURG, VA.

Let me join any line forming to
shake your hand and offer praise for
that editorial. It needed to be said and
was said well. I do think the occasional
infinitive needs to be split, but this is a
subject on which people of good will
may differ.

TERRY McGARRY, ENCINO, CALIF.

I have had issues with "issues" for
some time now. The horrible misuse
of language today is a problem for me.
Your views on what Churchill meant
by "Christian civilization," and on "we"
vs. "they," PC filters and split infini-
tives, were insightful, enjoyable and
reassuring. Until reading it I had quite
a sense of isolation on these matters.

JOHN B. TUCKER, NEW LONDON, N.H.

FORMER SPEAKER, NEW HAMPSHIRE HOUSE

You succinctly reflect my senti-
ments on this overused, misapplied and
increasingly irrelevant word. Its use,
together with the flood of revisionist
notions parading as historical fact, are a
constant, deplorable presence in today's
world. Thank you for your thoughtful
and entertaining piece.

ROBIN BATES, MESA, ARIZ.

My attention was grabbed by the
juxtaposition of quotes from Churchill
and Bill O'Reilly. Clearly this was an
essay demanding to be read. You pro-
pose that "the campaign to eradicate
the traditional values and mores of
Western Civilization is ceaseless." Who
are conspiring in this "campaign"? The
"secular humanists." Who are they?
Those "who would have us believe that
the Western democracies are no better
than Nazis, Soviets, or Islamofascists."

This is a conspicuous example of
the fallacy of the straw man, a tactic
much practiced by Mr. O'Reilly: Take
the most extreme loonies on the left
and then hold them up as representa-
tive of all who may have liberal »
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sympathies. Whether it reflects cynical
strategy or intellectual lassitude, it does
a disservice to all who strive to under-
stand and respect one another.

I know personally a number of
secular humanists. None of them
"would have us believe" anything of the
sort. To the contrary, they cherish their
country and its founding principles
and actually take great delight in its
history and know it quite well, indeed
better than most. They are also proud
of the artistic and scientific achieve-
ments its freedoms have fostered and
the beneficent effect it has had on the
world at large.

But they also recognize that its
history is not spotless. Especially of
late. And for that reason, they find it
more creditable to direct their energies
toward making it better rather than
crowing about it. Besides that, they're
uncomfortable flaunting their happy
circumstances before a world where few
are as fortunate as they.

Although secular humanists may
have trouble distinguishing religious
belief from superstition, that does not
mean they do not esteem the traditions
of their culture nor embrace its ethics.
They see themselves very much in step
with the "Man of the 20th Century,"
who, as Paul Addison wrote, "substi-
tuted a secular belief in historical
progress...[f]or orthodox religion."

They also tend to think that the
bugaboo of "P.C. filters" has done con-
siderably less violence to the language
and to the culture's traditions and his-
tory than national leaders who show a
complacent ignorance of that language
and that history. And they are puzzled
why any devotee of the profoundly
intellectual, knowledgeable and hard-
working Churchill would expend
precious stores of outrage on vague
"campaigns" rather than on incurious
and disengaged leaders who continue
to wield actual power in a manner so
destructive of "the traditional values
and mores of Western Civilization."

Finally, while it may be easy for a
Christian to accept that the term
"Christian civilisation" is "not mean[t]
to exclude Jews or Buddhists or
Muslims," I'm not so sure they can
expect Jews, Buddhists, and Muslims to

feel the same. In any event, it seems a
point of common courtesy more than
anything else.

I suppose it's a good thing every
now and then for all of us to get some-
thing off our chests. But sometimes,
given the emotional rather than ration-
al origins of the urge, the act ends up
revealing more about our mood at the
moment than our considered ideas.
Thanks for a great publication on the
greatest man.

DOUG PEINE, ST. PAUL, MINN.

• Thanks for the kind words about
Finest Hour. And please let me apologize
unreservedly if I tarred any tradition-
loving secular humanist. But "national
leaders who show a complacent ignorance
of that language and that history" were
not my point. Yes, Churchill was a secu-
larist, who forsook the "superstitions" of
orthodox religion. That didn't prevent
him from deploying orthodox Christianity
—which, come to think of it, encompasses
the same "common courtesy"you cite.

Why cant we expect Jews, Buddhists
and Muslims to accept Churchill's appli-
cation of Christian principles to world
affairs? Most of them did in 1940. What
a shame that it takes looming extinction
for people to grasp the broader interpreta-
tion of Churchill's frequent references to
"Christian civilization."

The "issue" with "common courtesy"
is that courtesy is no longer common. Not
when you have elected, presumably sane
leaders comparing a President or Pri
me Minister with Hitler, or their oppo-

nents labeling them "surrender monkeys. "
Not to mention what imams are saying
about our stained history in the mosques
our tolerant societies allow in our midst.

"Queen. House of Commons. If you
accept it, you are a part of it. If you don't
accept it, you have to fix a target. " That's
what those moderate voices directing their
energies to making the world better are
saying in civilized, easy-going Derby,
England. Or at the mosque in
Birmingham, praised by Tony Blair for
its contribution to tolerance, on the death
of a British soldier in Afghanistan: "The
hero of Islam is the one who separated his
head from his shoulders. "

Our children are being taught to
"understand and respect" such voices, who
are not a problem but an "issue"; after
all, "they" are entitled to their opinion,
our own history is not spotless, and "we"
should devote our energy to making it
better, not crowing about it. But
Churchill believed crowing was indispen-
sable, offering those "less fortunate than
us" to glimpse the possibilities:

"We must never cease to proclaim in
fearless tones the great principles of free-
dom and the rights of man which are the
joint inheritance of the English-speaking
world and which, through Magna Carta,
the Bill of Rights, the Habeas Corpus,
trial by jury, and the English common
law, find their most famous expression in
the American Declaration of Indepen-
dence. " Let us do more crowing. While
we still can. —Ed.

• "The worst difficulties from
which we suffer do not come from
without. They come from within. They
come from a peculiar type of brainy
people always found in our country,
who, if they add something to its cul-
ture, take much from its strength. Our
difficulties come from the mood of
unwarrantable self-abasement into
which we have been cast by a powerful
section of our own intellectuals. They
come from the acceptance of defeatist
doctrines by a large proportion of our
politicians....Nothing can save England
if she will not save herself. If we lose
faith in ourselves, in our capacity to
guide and govern, if we lose our will to
live, then indeed our story is told."
—WSC, 24 April 1933 «
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EDITOR'S ESSAY

History on the Cheap
GENERATIONAL CHAUVINISM? MAJOR CROUTONS IN THE CHURCHILL SOUP

n outbreak of pernicious pronouncements on Churchill and his times by a number of authors raises the
question: will history join the lost arts? We are not at "the end of history," as Francis Fukuyama famously
suggested, before 9/11 proved him wrong. But could we be approaching the end of good history?

Examples abound in this issue: a pronouncement that Churchill didn't read serious books and bor-
rowed his ideas from H.G. Wells (page 10); an assertion that Churchill was a closet anti-Semite (page 40);

and three new books making further fallacious pronouncements unleavened by rival facts and opinions (page 54).
Charles Higham's Churchill's Bodyguard (FH 133) is so packed with errors as to cast doubt on his basic

Churchill knowledge. Higham's latest book, Dark Lady, suffers from similar errors, while adding "a soup bowl of scan-
dals" and a "forest of family trees." From Churchill's War Rooms is a book that has virtually nothing to do with
Churchill; adding him to the title was done to boost sales. Gordon Corrigan's Blood, Sweat and Arrogance, like some
books before it, sets out with preconceived notions and considers only the facts that support them. With perfect hind-
sight, Corrigan assures us that sinking the French fleet at Oran in 1940 was unnecessary, and that Churchill himself
lacked intellectual curiosity—so ridiculous a theory that one wonders if he read any serious biography.

Such writers share a penchant for selective research and "Generational Chauvinism": a phrase coined by
William Manchester to describe the judging of past events by modern standards or hind-
sight. Faith in the French Army of 1940 was "idiocy," Corrigan writes, forgetting that every-
one at the time (except the Germans) thought the French unbeatable. Higham dwells on the
social inequities of the Edwardian era as if he has just discovered them. Richard Toye dubs
Churchill an anti-Semite on the basis of a draft someone else wrote, ignoring WSC's massive
pro-Semitic record. Higham doesn't like Lord Randolph, so he assures us that Queen
Victoria "detested" him, which may be true but does not define Lord Randolph. Churchill
didn't readily warm to strangers, so Corrigan concludes that he was an introvert. Withal they
are irritatingly smug, constantly asserting their superiority over predecessors who navigated
the same waters with perhaps more judgment and balance.

Cheap history is encouraged by the Internet, our electronic Hyde Park Corner: a
double-edged sword of opinion from sublime to preposterous; and by the expansion of news
outlets to a 24/7 cacophony. In such a soup, it is much easier to become a Major Crouton
by proclaiming Churchill an anti-Semite than by acknowledging his lifelong Zionism.

A new book by Geoffrey Roberts claims that in 1948, Stalin told somebody in the U.S. State Department that
he hoped to "do business" with America—that if he had been born American he would have been a businessman.
Could this be another isolated fact that some may seize upon to argue that Stalin was really a benign, misunderstood
uncle? I have not read the book and do not presume to judge it. A scholar friend assures me that Roberts' writing is
not the same breed of silliness as these others: "Were we wrong about Uncle Joe? Wrong (or not wrong) when? There
is absolutely no doubt that FDR and WSC were frequently wrong about Uncle Joe. But is that a universal? That they
were wrong about the degree of his power over his advisers is, I think, not irrelevant. Or were they correct?"

In those few lines a professional historian offers the alternative to cheap history. There are always practical pos-
sibilities, new avenues of thought or inquiry, which might change our view of What Really Happened. But these are
not explored with out-of-context quotations or pre-fab conclusions designed to fit a mind-set.

"No one is obliged to alter the opinions which he has formed or expressed upon issues which have become a
part of history," Churchill said in 1940. "But at the Lychgate we may all pass our own conduct and our own judg-
ments under a searching review....In one phase men seem to have been right, in another they seem to have been
wrong. Then again, a few years later, when the perspective of time has lengthened, all stands in a different
setting....History with its flickering lamp stumbles along the trail of the past, trying to reconstruct its scenes, to revive
its echoes, and kindle with pale gleams the passion of former days."

I hope history will continue to flicker on the trail of the past, and not become a discipline practiced by
Politically Correct closed minds who have already decided (or have been told) what they must believe. —RML V
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HANDING BACK THE FIRE HOSE
LONDON, DECEMBER 29TH— Great Britain

completed her last $80 million installment on
World War II debt to the United States, paid
back with interest. When your neighbor's house
is on fire, Franklin Roosevelt said in 1940, it is
appropriate to lend him your hose. Well, the
UK never forgot those loans, and paid them off
with honor. —JL

Quotation of the Season

ike many others, I often summon up in my
memory the impression of those July

^days....The old world in its sunset was fair
to see. But there was a strange temper in the air.
Unsatisfied by material prosperity, the nations
turned restlessly towards strife internal or external.
National passions, unduly exalted in the decline of
religion, burned beneath the surface of nearly every
land with fierce, if shrouded, fires. Almost one might
think the world wished to suffer."

—WSC, THE WORLD CRISIS, VOL. 1, CH. 8, 1923

SUPPORTING ACTOR
LOS ANGELES, FEBRUARY 25TH— W h e n

Helen Mirren won the Academy
Award for best actress in "The
Queen," we remembered a telling line
in the motion picture, as Her Majesty
informs Tony Blair that Winston
Churchill "sat right in that spot" when
she was new to the throne. Returning
home from that excellent film, we
tuned in to an older one, "An
American in Paris." There is a scene
where Gene Kelly is walking among
the French painters; overlooking the
sea is a robust older gentleman with a
cigar, dabbing at a canvas. Kelly does a
double-take: it is obviously Churchill,
perennial bit player in films old and
new! —EARL BAKER

GLEESON TO PLAY WSC
LONDON, NOVEMBER 26TH— D u b l i n e r

Brendan Gleeson, best known for his
portrayal of Ireland's most notorious
criminal, is to play Winston Churchill
(proclaimed Britain's chief criminal by
Nazi propagandists) in a sequel to
Ridley Scott's "The Gathering Storm."
The star of "The General" will take on
his new role in "Churchill at War,"
which will be made by HBO, the
American network behind "The
Sopranos" and "Band of Brothers."
The story centres on Churchill's lead-
ership during the Second World War,
but no British actor was deemed suit-
able for the role. Gleeson, 51, will
deliver some of the Prime Minister's
most famous orations, which gave
inspiration to the nation.

Gleeson has built a reputation for
playing a variety of Irish criminals and
"wide-boys," such as Bunny Kelly in "I
Went Down" and Walter McGinn in
"Gangs of New York." Said Teri
Hayden, the actor's agent: "The idea of
an Irishman playing Churchill is fasci-
nating." (Why, exactly? —Ed.)

Gleeson abandoned teaching for
acting at the age of 34. After a couple
of bit parts, his breakthrough role was
in "Braveheart," playing Mel Gibson's
right-hand man, Hamish. He has since
worked with Steven Spielberg, Martin
Scorsese and Anthony Minghella;
starred opposite Nicole Kidman and
Renee Zellweger in "Cold Mountain";
and had parts in "Mission Impossible
II," "Troy," and "Artificial
Intelligence."

and Clementine in the years leading
up to the Second World War. Robert
Hardy made the role famous in
1981's mini-series, "Winston
Churchill: The Wilderness Years," as
did Richard Burton before him in
1974's "The Gathering Storm." The
most recent portrayal of Churchill was
by Scottish actor Mel Smith in
"Allegiance," a play by Mary Kenny
that imagines what passed between
Churchill and Michael Collins, the
Irish rebel leader, when they met in
London. Ironically, Gleeson also por-
trayed Collins on screen, in a 1991
television movie, "The Treaty."

"It will probably annoy a few
people," said the film critic Dave
Fanning of Gleeson's casting in the
role. "Brendan knows how to be

WINSTONIAN: Brendan Gleeson (shown here as Professor "Mad-Eye"Moody in the
Harry Potter films) will make a passable WSC in "Churchill at War."

sloppy and gruff and Churchill was a
bit of an awkward bloke. He'd be the
right build and he could certainly
slouch properly with the right coats on
him. Ridley Scott wouldn't care that
much about being 100% true to how
the guy looks, as long as the feel of the
movie is right. I think he'll be great."

"Churchill at War" is being made
by the same production team as

Gleeson is following a line of Finney's —Scott Free Productions, and
venerable, and more obvious, is a follow-on. Rainmark Films, a
Churchillian portraitists: Albert Finney London-based company, is a co-pro-
won an Emmy and a Golden Globe ducer on the film, which will be shot
for his depiction in 2002's "The in England and France this summer.
Gathering Storm," a look at Churchill —JAN BATTLES, THE SUNDAY TIMES
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HOLOCAUST OFF LIMITS
LONDON, APRIL 2ND— Schools are drop-
ping the Holocaust from history
lessons to avoid offending Muslim
pupils, a Government-backed study has
revealed. It found some teachers are
reluctant to cover the atrocity for fear
of upsetting students whose beliefs
include Holocaust denial.

There is also resistance to tackling
the 11 th century Crusades, where
Christians fought Muslim armies for
control of Jerusalem, because lessons
often contradict what is taught in local
mosques. The findings have prompted
claims that some schools are using his-
tory "as a vehicle for promoting
Political Correctness."

—LAURA CLARK, DAILY MAIL

• Churchillian comment: "All this
is but a part of a tremendous educating
process. But it is an education which
passes in at one ear and out at the
other. It is an education at once univer-
sal and superficial. It produces enor-
mous numbers of standardized citizens,
all equipped with regulation opinons,
prejudices and sentiments, according to
their class or party."

—WSC, "MASS EFFECTS IN MODERN

LIFE," THOUGHTS AND ADVENTURES, 1932

BIBLIOGRAPHY NIGHT
LONDON, FEBRUARY 27TH— Canada House,
the elegant building on the west side of
Trafalgar Square, was the scene last
night for an enjoyable reception hosted
by the High Commissioner for
Canada, in celebration of Ronald
Cohen's tremendous and exhaustive
Bibliography of the Writings of Sir
Winston Churchill. (See FH 133: 41.
Speech will appear in FH 136.)

Sir Martin Gilbert (who intro-
duced the author) and Randolph
Churchill, Sir Winston's great-grand-
son, were among the large number of
attendees, a broad group reflecting the
author's wide circle of contacts:
archivists, historians, diplomats, book
dealers and lawyers, with the occasional
field marshal, peer and former
Canadian prime minister thrown in.

Cohen provided an entertaining
and inspiring account of his long and
challenging bibliographic journey,

sprinkled with amusing anecdotes of
bizarre episodes in far-flung libraries
and archives. The evening was a
tremendous success and it was good to
see that even those who are not quite
so devoted to the Great Man were able
to appreciate the importance of Mr.
Cohens achievement.

It is clear that we can now divide
Churchill bibliography into two eras:
B.C. and C.E.: "Before Cohen" and
"Cohen Era." We hope that readers
who are unable to purchase their own
copy will request that their library, par-
ticularly college and university libraries,
acquire one.

—RAFAL HEYDEL-MANKOO

JENNIE REMEMBERED
BATH, SOMERSET, APRIL

1ST—A new exhibi-
tion on Sir Winston's
mother, Lady
Randolph Churchill,
opened at the
American Museum.
A newspaper article refers to its title,
"The Dollar Princess," repeating all the
old canards about how many men she
slept with, and how Lord Randolph
died of syphilis (refuted long ago in FH
94). "She was the first woman of sig-
nificance in British parliamentary poli-
tics," wrote Cassandra Jardine in the
Daily Telegraph. This is too broad; at a
time when women were not permitted
to vote, let alone to be MPs, it is diffi-
cult to describe her as a force in parlia-
mentary politics.

Jennie was well read and political-
ly sophisticated, and as Winston's life
opened to him she proved adept at
helping him get assignments he
desired. While she did not influence
policy, she certainly did influence at
least one election. In 1885, when Lord
Randolph was appointed to his first
office, Secretary of State for India, con-
vention compelled new ministerial
appointees to resign as a Member of
Parliament and stand for reelection.
Jennie and her sister-in-law did all his
campaigning personally, an unusual
occurrence. It is doubtful that any
women had done this before, let alone
done it better.

Jardine claims that Jennie wrote

Lord Randolph's speeches and helped
evolve his theme of Tory Democracy,
assertions not verified by his biogra-
phers, including their son Winston.
She did write her own speeches during
the 1885 campaign, and received letters
of congratulations from many, includ-
ing the Prince of Wales.

Jennie wrote perceptively in her
1908 memoirs: "In England, the
American woman was looked upon as a
strange and abnormal creature with
habits and manner something between
a red Indian and a Gaiety Girl....If she
talked, dressed and conducted herself
as any well-bred woman would...she
was usually saluted with the tactful
remark, 'I should never have thought
you were an American,' which was
intended as a compliment."

Lady Randolph was a great
woman whose example of drive and
enterprise, from the Boer War hospital
ship to the Anglo-Saxon Review, made
her a commanding figure in her time.
She was, on balance, an admirable
mother. Winston and Jack always
looked at her with pride and affection.
The American Museum at Bath is a
grand institution; we hope that their
exhibit portrays Jennie for what she
was, and not as the virago of popular
myth and sensationalist biographers.

continued overleaf >>

ERRATA, FH 133
• Page 11, column 1, line 8: The sell-

ing price of the Churchill painting "View
of Tinerhir" (prematurely stated as
£350,000 against the previous auction
record of £344,000) was underestimated;
it was sold by Sotheby's for £612,800.

• Page 32, column 1, line 29:
Churchill's Attorney-General was Donald
Somervell, the son of Robert Somervell
(not the son of H.O.D. Davidson).

• Page 33, column 2, line 27:
Milbanke, a cavalryman, commanded
the Sherwood Rangers, a yeomanry regi-
ment (not a battalion of the Sherwood
Foresters, who were infantry). Also, the
picture of the school on this page is in-
correct. It is of the Lower School of John
Lyon, which was established in the 19th
century, and the building was first occu-
pied in 1876.
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TORONTO STATUE UPDATE
TORONTO, MARCH 25TH—

Finest Hour 117
included a report on a
fund-raising drive to
improve the area
around the statue in
City Hall Square, on
the 25 th anniversary
of its unveiling, by the
present Winston
Churchill, on 31
October 1977. The
goal was $25,000 and,

as noted in FH 123, $28,000 was
raised from donors in six provinces.
After the installation of four plaques
recounting Churchill's life and achieve-
ments, eight park benches and trees,
the site was rededicated by Mayor
David Miller on 6 June 2004, the 60th
anniversary of D-Day.

Last year Toronto announced a
$40 million design competition to revi-
talize the Square. Competition guide-
lines stated that the Henry Moore
sculpture "The Archer" could not be
touched, but the Churchill statue was
"relocatable," either in the square or in
some other part of Toronto.

The International Churchill
Society of Canada promoted retaining
the Churchill statue in the Square, and
this included radio and newspaper
comments. In December a Toronto Sun
columnist questioned why a statue of
non-Torontonian should be there.
Another columnist, Joe Warmington,
replied that without Churchill
"Toronto as we know it today might
not even exist." He added: "It was a
man named Churchill who was the
beacon, and it was Churchill who sent
the message that we would 'never sur-
render.' That should be enough; but go
over to the memorial and read some of
the passages, and tell me you don't get
goose-bumps."

On 8 March the winning design
was picked from forty-eight entries and
we are delighted to advise that the stat-
ue is to remain in City Hall Square, in
an improved location. Our next task is
to ensure that the four plaques are
moved with the statue—and, we trust,
the park benches.

—TERRY REARDON

ALEX HENSHAW
LONDON, FEBRUARY 24TH— Alex Henshaw,
who died on 24 February at the age of
94, was the principal test pilot for
Spitfires and Lancasters, and a famous
daredevil. Once he was asked to put on
a show for the Lord Mayor of
Birmingham's Spitfire Fund by flying
at high speed above the city's main
street. Civic dignitaries were not happy
when he flew the plane upside down
below the level of the Council House!
Often, Henshaw would be called upon
to demonstrate a Spitfire to groups of
visiting VIPs. After one virtuoso per-
formance, Churchill was so enthralled
that he kept a special train waiting
while he and Alex talked alone.
Henshaw for his part considered
Churchill "the greatest Englishman
of all time, the man who saved the
world." —THE DAILY TELEGRAPH

BORROWED FROM WELLS?
LONDON, NOVEMBER 28TH— Church i l l was

a closet science fiction fan who bor-
rowed the lines for one of his "most
famous speeches" from H.G. Wells,
said Dr. Richard Toye, who claimed
that the phrase, "The Gathering
Storm" (the title of WSC's first volume
of war memoirs) was written by Wells
years earlier in The War of the Worlds.

"It's a bit like Tony Blair borrow-
ing phrases from Star Trek or Doctor
Who," Dr. Toye said. "People look at
politicians in the 20th century and pre-
sume their influences were big theorists
and philosophers. What we forget is
that Churchill and others were proba-
bly not interested in reading that stuff
when they got home after a hard day in
the House of Commons. Churchill was
definitely a closet science-fiction fan. In
fact, one of his criticisms of Wells' A
Modem Utopia (1905) was that there
was too much thought-provoking stuff
and not enough action."

In 1901, Wells wrote a book of
predictions, Anticipations, calling for a
scientifically organised "new republic,"
with state support for citizens. Winston
Churchill wrote to Wells: "I read every-
thing you write," adding that he agreed
with many of his ideas. Two days later
Churchill gave an address to the

Scottish Liberal Council in Glasgow, in
which he said the state should support
its "left out millions."

In 1931, Churchill admitted that
he knew Wells's work so well he could
pass an exam in it. "We need to
remember that there was a time when
Churchill was a radical Liberal who
believed these things," Toye explained.
"Wells is often seen as a socialist, but
he also saw himself as a Liberal, and he
saw Churchill as someone whose views
were moving in the right direction."

Wells advocated the idea of selec-
tive breeding, arguing that people
should only be able to have children if
they met certain conditions such as
physical fitness and financial independ-
ence. Churchill told Wells he admired
"the skill and courage with which the
questions of marriage and population
were discussed."

Wells predicted the political unifi-
cation of "the English-speaking states"
into "a great federation of white
English-speaking peoples." Churchill
often argued for the "fraternal associa-
tion" of those nations, and even wrote
a four-volume History of the English-
Speaking Peoples.

—SARAH CASSIDY, THE TIMES

Churchillian comment:
In January Dr. Toye represented

somebody else's words as Churchill's
own. Here he states that Churchill's
words were not his. WSC thus man-
aged to commit opposite sins with
equanimity. What a man!

The notion that Churchill was
too busy to do serious reading and pre-
ferred to indulge in science fiction
when he "got home after a hard day in
the House of Commons" (hilarious to
anyone steeped in WSC's routine), is
simply dumb. Anyone consulting the
books Churchill read in his youth, for
example, know that his tastes ran from
Aristotle to Shakespeare, Darwin to
Wynwood Reade. Certainly he read sci-
ence fiction—even Henty novels. And
his photographic memory stored his
favorite phrases. That doesn't mean he
picked up his essential philosophy from
some novelist.

At the time he wrote to Wells
about the welfare state, Churchill »
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was reading Progress and Poverty, by the
American economist Henry George,
who proposed taxing private ownership
of basic elements like land instead of
wealth or income. In 1911, WSC
reached his radical crescendo, fighting
for prison reform, old age pensions and
abandoning the House of Lords. Then
war clouds captured his attention. But
clearly, Churchill derived his radical
politics from economists and philoso-
phers, not science fiction writers.

"The Gathering Storm" dates as
far back as The Federalist, but Toye's
claim is specifically refuted by the offi-
cial biography. In volume VIII, pub-
lished nearly twenty years ago, Sir
Martin Gilbert noted that it was liter-
ary agent Emery Reves who suggested
the title. Churchill merely approved of
it (pages 394-95):

A final telegram from Emery Reves
[January 1948] was decisive in an
area of utmost importance, the title
of the first volume. Churchill had
chosen 'Downward Path' as the
theme of the years 1931 to 1939.
This title, Reves telegraphed,
sounds somewhat discouraging.'
The American and other publishers
would prefer a 'more challenging
title indicating crescendo events.'
Reves suggested 'Gathering
Clouds,' 'The Gathering Storm' or
'The Brooding Storm.' The title
Churchill chose was 'The Gather-
ing Storm.'

Of course one could say, "Right,
it was Emery Reves who read 'The
Gathering Storm' in The War of the
Worlds and handed it to Churchill."
But that's really being silly, isn't it?

WINSTON ON THE £20?
LONDON, NOVEMBER 3RD— "War veterans

stormed back into battle to support a
campaign by The Daily Mirror to get
Sir Winston Churchill put on the new
£20 note. They are furious that 18th
century economist Adam Smith had
been picked to replace the face of Sir
Edward Elgar, saying that Smith was
obscure by comparison.

Ricky Clitheroe, 72, an ex-Para
from Catford, South-East London,
said: "We agree with the Mirror. We
want Sir Winston on our £20. He
saved this country. We don't want a
Scot, we don't even know who he is."

Wealth of Nations author Smith is
due to appear on Britain's 1.2 billion
£20 notes from this spring. War vets
set up a stall under the Churchill statue
in Parliament Square to collect petition
signatures backing WSC. They took
the petition to the Cenotaph on
Remembrance Sunday and eventually
handed it in to Downing Street.

Yet another campaign group had
pushed for composer Elgar to remain
on the notes until after his 150th birth-
day next year. MPs from Herefordshire
and Worcestershire, joined by the Elgar
Foundation, have called for the delay.
The Bank of England replied that "a
great majority of £20 notes in circula-
tion will still have Sir Edward Elgar on
them and will continue to circulate
alongside the Adam Smith £20 notes
for several years after that."

Meanwhile, The Fabian Society
has called for a black face to be put on
£20s to reflect Britain's changing social

make-up.
—VANESSA ALLEN, DAILY MIRROR

GILBERT AT FULTON
FULTON, MO, MARCH 24TH— Sir Martin
Gilbert, Churchill's official biographer
and author of seventy-seven books, was
hosted at a dinner by the Board of the
Winston Churchill Memorial and
Library at Westminster College. Gilbert
also held a book signing, and a collec-
tion of Churchill photos by Richard J.
Mahoney was on display. The next
afternoon Gilbert delivered the annual
Kemper Lecture on Churchill.

Last year, in the midst of the 60th
anniversary of the Fulton "Iron Curtain"
speech, Chris Campbell, editor of the
student newspaper, was quoted in the
St. Louis Post-Dispatch as questioning
whether his school name-dropped
Churchill too much and whether it
should move on to a new claim to
fame. The day the story ran, Campbell
was told by the school's college relations
director that he could not get a press
pass to the weekend's anniversary events
if he planned to speak to other media
outlets. Campbell did not want to pay
what it would have cost to go to the
events, so he acquiesced to the school's
wishes. But, he complained: "I thought
it was unfair what they did. I feel like
they were trying to stop me from speak-
ing." The school said it was not trying
to suppress Campbell's views.

We think Westminster College
should continue name-dropping
Churchill, particularly his good
English, discouraging sentences like "I
thought it was unfair what they did."

MALAKAND:
Y'ALL COME, HEAR?
BATKHELA, PAKISTAN, DECEMBER 1ST— T h e

battlefield of a far-off imperial war that
once gripped the imagination of the
British public is to be opened up for
the first time to tourism. It is
"Churchill's Picket," where the young
Winston fought with the 1897
Malakand Field Force, the subject of
his first book, published 1898.

The Malakand battlefield area has
been under tight military control since
Winston Churchill's eyewitness accounts
of the campaign were published in The
Daily Telegraph in 1897. The govern-
ment has now decided to grant access »
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MALAKAND...
to historic sites such as Malakand Fort,
where 1,000 Sikh infantry under British
command fended off 10,000 Pathan
tribesmen led by the "Mad Mullah." He
had roused the tribes against British
dominion and said the Prophet had
ordained that they eject the foreigners
from India. (Plus ga change... —Ed.)

"We are seeking funding for the
project from foreign governments,"
said an official from Pakistan's tourism
ministry. "It is hoped that we can use
some of the finance to restore some of
the historic buildings." The hill-crested
bowl of Malakand is home to British
India's northernmost church, which is
currently situated inside a Pakistani
military base, and a hilltop fortification
called Churchill's Picket, near where
the young Winston was almost killed
in a skirmish.

Malakand borders the tribal
agency of Bajaur, where al-Qaeda oper-
atives are believed to be based. As in
Churchill's day, the local Pashtuns are
often in the thrall of charismatic mul-
lahs. Maulana Muhammad Alam, a
leader of the banned Tehreek-e-Nifaz-e-
Shariat Mohammadi, from Batkhela, is
an ideological descendant of the "Mad
Mullah." His group sent 10,000 men
to fight alongside the Taliban in
Afghanistan in 2001. "President
Musharraf has gone in one direction
[with America], but we have gone in
another," he said.

Churchill volunteered to fight on
the frontier amid comparable unrest.
He was 23 and a lieutenant of the
Fourth Hussars in India when mullahs
began to foment trouble. He joined the
Malakand Field Force. "Like most
young fools," he wrote in My Early
Life, "I was looking for trouble."

Foreign visitors today are not
entirely unwelcome. Tribal elders fondly
remembered British officers who left at
Partition in 1947. "The Mad Mullah
was a man of exceptional qualities. These
new mullahs are just out for personal
gain," said Rehamatullah Khan, 90.

—ISAMBARD WILKINSON, DAILY TELEGRAPH

Churchillian comment: If this
sounds weird in a world where avoid-
ing offence to Muslims is an article of

political faith, it must sound stranger
yet in Pakistan. It is no surprise that a
church in these parts survives because
it is inside a military base. Officials say
the plans to open up the area will go
ahead despite increasing security con-
cerns after a suicide attack near the site
this month that killed forty-two army
recruits. But a trip to the battlefield site
planned by a British group was can-
celled in November because of fears of
possible attacks by Islamic militants.
Winston Churchill, who visited
Churchill Picket a few years before
9/11, told us that it could only be seen
with a military escort. It is ironic that
Pakistan seeks to create this Disneyland
with foreign support.

Oid Datelines
From the collection of John Frost

THE PM'S TWO HATS
LONDON, JUNE 3RD, 1953— Many of those
who saw the Coronation procession
twice noticed that Sir Winston
Churchill did not leave the Abbey in
the hat in which he drove to it. The
explanation is that he went to the
Abbey in the uniform and cocked hat
of Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports.
On arrival he put on over the uniform
the mantle of the Order of the Garter
lent to him by the Earl Marshal. As he
was wearing this mantle when he left
the Abbey he naturally assumed the
ostrich-plumed hat of the Garter also.
This was lent to him by Lord
Clarendon. —The Times

POOR, DEAR RANDOLPH
LONDON, JUNE 29TH, 1940— "In reply to a

request from the Prime Minister, the
Home Secretary sent a list of 150
'prominent people' whom he had
arrested. Of the first three on the list,
two, Lady Mosley and Geoffrey Pitt-
Rivers, were cousins of the Churchills
—a fact which piqued Winston and
caused much merriment among his
children. Winston went to bed shortly
after lam and I resisted Randolph's
attempt to make me sit up with him
and discuss the Fifth Column (which
incidentally Winston thinks a much
less serious menace than had been sup-
posed). Randolph was in a horrible

GRANDPAPA DRESSES UP, 3JUN53: WSC
departed Downing Street as Lord Warden

of the Cinque Ports, emerged from
Westminster Abbey as Knight of the

Garter. His grandchildren, Nicholas and
Emma Soames (above) had been invited
to watch the ceremony in Whitehall. With

him in court dress (below) are his son
Randolph and grandson Winston. The lat-

ter was a page to his grandfather.

state...and yet W said, when he asked
to be allowed some more active part in
the war, that if R were killed he would
not be able to carry on his work."

—JOHN COI.VII.LE DIARY
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VC "TOO POSITIVE"
LONDON, APRIL 7TH— Amid the deaths
and the grim struggle bravely borne by
Britain's forces in southern Iraq, one
tale of heroism stands out: Private
Johnson Beharry, whose courage in res-
cuing an ambushed foot patrol, and
then saving his vehicle's crew despite
his own terrible injuries, earned him a
Victoria Cross: the decoration young
Churchill had most desired.

For the BBC, however, his story
was "too positive." The corporation
cancelled the 90-minute drama about
Britain's youngest surviving VC hero
because it feared it would alienate lis-
teners opposed to the war in Iraq. The
BBC's retreat from the project, which
had the working title "Victoria Cross,"
will reignite the debate about the broad-
caster's patriotism. "The BBC has
behaved in a cowardly fashion by
pulling the plug on the project al-
together," said a source close to the proj-
ect. "It began to have second thoughts
last year as the war in Iraq deteriorated.
It felt it couldn't show anything with a
degree of positivity about the conflict.

"It needed to tell stories about
Iraq which reflected the fact that some
members of the audience didn't ap-
prove of what was going on. Obviously
a story about Johnson Beharry could
never do that. You couldn't have a
scene where he suddenly turned around
and denounced the war because he just
wouldn't do that. The film is now on
hold and it will only make it to the
screen if another broadcaster picks it
up." The company developing the proj-
ect is believed to have taken the script
toITV.

The Ministry of Defence recently
expressed concern about Channel 4's
"The Mark of Cain," which showed
British troops brutalising Iraqi
detainees. That programme was tem-
porarily pulled from the schedules after
Iran detained fifteen British troops. A
spokesman for the BBC admitted that
it had abandoned the VC project but
refused to elaborate.

BBC's decision to pull out will
only confirm the fears of critics that
television drama is only interested in
telling bad news stories.

—CHRIS HASTINGS, SUNDAY TELEGRAPH »

AROUND & ABOUT
Antoine Capet, Professor of British Civilization,
University of Rouen, told us of "Torn Asunder," by i
Ruaridh Nicollthe, an article on the Union of
Britain in The Observer (London) on January 7th:
"Churchill famously left Scots as a rearguard at Dunkirk
because nobody would be too upset." This is an example of mischief-
making. The Prime Minister would have had no knowledge of which
units were left on the beaches during the heroic evacuation at Dunkirk.
That was decided by those on the spot. As it happens, the units which
suffered most were those ordered to defend Calais to the last: the King's
Royal Rifle Corps and the Rifle Brigade. The word "famously" suggests
that the reference was confused with St. Valery—a long way southwest
of Dunkirk. Here the 51st Highland Division, which had been behind the
Somme and not involved in the evacuation, was obliged to surrender
after a tough fight, having been cut off and surrounded on 12 June—
eight days after the end of the Dunkirk operation. To say that the P.M.
chose to sacrifice this Division is absurd. —PHC

Richard Littlejohn writes in the Daily Mail that Chancellor of the
Exchequer and presumptive new Prime Minister Gordon Brown "has
been comparing himself to Churchill (as well as Gandhi). I look forward
to his first prime ministerial broadcast. 'We shall tax on the beaches, we
shall tax on the landing grounds, we shall tax in the fields and in the
streets....Never in the field of human taxation, has so much been owed
by so many I have nothing to offer but tax, tax and more tax.'"

Addendum to Warren Kimball's "The Alcohol Quotient" (FH 134), from
Sir Martin Gilbert, In Search of Churchill (1994, 226-27): In January
1942, as Japanese forces advanced into Burma, Anthony Eden report-
ed Churchill's desire to fly to India to meet with Indian leaders to work
out a constitution for India after the war. Sir Alexander Cadogan called
WSC's plan "brilliantly imaginative and bold." Eden told his private secre-
tary, Oliver Harvey, that Churchill had "confessed that he did feel his
heart a bit...he had tried to dance a little the other night but quickly lost
his breath." Harvey commented: "What a decision to take, and how gal-
lant of the old boy himself. But his age and especially his way of life
must begin to tell on him. He had a beer, three ports and three brandies
for lunch today, and has done it for years." In the event Churchill did not
go to India, feeling he must be in London at a critical time.

Scott Johnson in "The Limits of Churchill's Magnanimity," http://power-
lineblog.com/ May 19th, refers favorably to Finest Hour 101 regarding
Churchill's uncharacteristic remark about Stanley Baldwin in 1946 ("it
would have been much better had he never lived"). Johnson provided a
link to our website, which has produced at least one new member. He
also included another Churchill quotation but it was not quite as stated,
and did not apply to Baldwin: "As the man whose mother-in-law had died
in Brazil replied, when asked how the remains should be disposed of,
'Embalm, cremate and bury. Take no risks!'" This was actually from
Churchill's article, "Britain's Deficiencies in Aircraft Manufacture," Daily
Telegraph, Condon, 28 April 1938, reprinted in Step by Step (London:
Butterworth, 1939), 226. $
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DATELINES: 21 MAY 1948

The Commando Memorial
"NOTHING OF WHICH we have any knowledge or record has ever been done by
mortal men which surpasses the splendour and daring of their feats of arms."

BY WINSTON S. CHURCHILL

early six decades ago in the
cloisters of Westminster, the
Leader of the Opposition, Win-
ston S. Churchill, unveiled a
memorial to those who had

died in the then-recent World War on serv-
ice in submarines and with commando
and airborne forces: three groups who had
knowingly faced even more dangers than
those which confronted fighting men as a
matter of course. His speech was fully re-
ported in the following day's Times, but
the early biographers seem to have missed
it. It bears reprinting for the light it throws
both on the men Churchill commemorated
and on his own belief.

Over forty years ago, when preparing
the official history of the Special Operations
Executive in France (reissued in 2004), I
conjectured that, as he spoke, Churchill
had in mind—as well as the feats he
praised—the then still inadmissible deeds
of special agents for sabotage, subversion
and escape who had set out on their mis-
sions by parachute or by submarine.

A distinguished audience was assem-
bled to hear the wartime Prime Minister
that day. Among those present were A. V.
Alexander, Minister of Defence and
wartime First Lord of the Admiralty; Ad-
miral of the Fleet the Viscount Cunning-
ham of Hyndhope, wartime First Sea
Lord; Field Marshal the Earl Wavell, for-
mer Commander-in-Chief Middle East
and later Viceroy of India; Major General
Sir Robert Laycock, who had been Chief of
Combined Operations; Lieutenant Gen-
eral Sir Frederick Browning, who had
been commander of Airborne Forces; Lieu-
tenant Colonel A. C. Newman, who had
won his Victoria Cross at St. Nazaire; and
several other VC holders. The Dean of
Westminster, the Very Reverend A. C. Don,
held a brief service. Churchill concluded
with the last two verses of an old Masonic
poem, familiar in those days to many of
the dignitaries present.

—PROFESSOR M.R.D. FOOT

PHOTOGRAPH BY TERRY MOORE BY KIND PERMISSION OF WESTMINSTER ABBEY

Doday we unveil a memorial
to the brave who gave their
lives for what we believe fu-
ture generations of the
world will pronounce a

righteous and noble cause. In this an-
cient Abbey, so deeply wrought into the
record, the life and the message of the
British race and nation—here where
every inch of space is devoted to the
monuments of the past and to the inspi-
ration of the future—there will remain
this cloister now consecrated to those
who gave their lives in what they hoped
would be a final war against the grosser
forms of tyranny. These symbolic im-
ages of heroes, set up by their fellow-
countrymen in honour and remem-
brance, will proclaim, as long as faithful
testimony endures, the sacrifices of
youth resolutely made at the call of duty
and for the love of our Island home and
all it stands for among men.

Published by kind permission of the copy-
right holder, Curtis Brown Ltd., on behalf of
the Estate of Sir Winston Churchill, copy-
right © Winston S. Churchill.

This memorial, with all its grace
and distinction, does not claim any mo-
nopoly of prowess or devotion for those
to whom it is dedicated. We all know
the innumerable varieties of dauntless
service which were performed by His
Majesty's soldiers and servants at home
and abroad, in the prolonged ordeals of
the Second World War for right and
freedom. Those whose memory is here
saluted would have been the first to re-
pulse any exclusive priority in the Roll
of Honour.

It is in all humility which matches
their grandeur that we here today testify
to the valour and devotion of the Sub-
marine Service of the Royal Navy in
both wars, to the Commandos, the Air-
borne Forces and the Special Air Service.
All were volunteers. Most were highly-
skilled and intensely-trained. Losses
were heavy and constant. But great
numbers pressed forward to fill the gaps.

Selection could be most strict where
the task was forlorn. No units were so
easy to recruit as those over which
Death ruled with daily attention. We
think of the forty British submarines—
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more than half our total submarine
losses—sunk amid the Mediterranean
minefields alone, of the heroic deaths
of the submarine commanders and
crews who vanished for ever in the
North Sea or in the Atlantic Approaches
to our nearly-strangled island. We think
of the Commandos, as they came to be
called—a Boer word become ever-glori-
ous in the annals of Britian and her Em-
pire—and of their gleaming deeds
under every sky and clime. We think of
the Airborne Forces and Special Air Ser-
vice men who hurled themselves un-
flinching into the void—when we recall
all this, we may feel sure that nothing of
which we have any knowledge or record
has ever been done by mortal men
which surpasses the splendour and dar-
ing of their feats of arms.

Truly we may say of them, as of the
Light Brigade at Balaclava, "When shall
their glory fade?" But there were charac-
teristics in the exploits of the sub-
marines, the Commandos and the Air-
borne Forces which, in different degrees,
distinguished their work from any single
episode, however famous and romantic.

First there was the quality of preci-
sion and the exact discharge of delicate
and complex functions which required
the utmost coolness of mind and steadi-
ness of hand and eye. The excitement
and hot gallop of a cavalry charge did
not demand the ice-cold efficiency in
mortal peril of the submarine crews and,
on many occasions, of the Airborne
Forces and the Commandos.

There was also that constant repeti-
tion, time after time, of desperate ad-
ventures which marked the work of the
Commandos, as of the submarines, re-
quiring not only hearts of fire but nerves
of tempered steel.

To say this is not to dim the lustre
of the past but to enhance, by modern
lights, the deeds of their successors,

whom we honour here today. The
solemn and beautiful service in which
we are taking part uplifts our hearts and
gives balm and comfort to those living
people, and there are many here, who
have suffered immeasurable loss. Sorrow
may be assuaged even at the moment
when the dearest memories are revived
and brightened. Above all, we have our
faith that the universe is ruled by a
Supreme Being and in fulfilment of a
sublime and moral purpose, according
to which all our actions are judged.

This faith enshrines, not only in
bronze but for ever, the impulse of these
young men, when they gave all they
had, in order that Britain's honour
might still shine forth and that justice
and decency might dwell among men in
this troubled world. Of them and in
presence of their memorial we may re-
peat as their requiem as it was their
theme, and as the spur for those who
follow in their footsteps the well-known
lines:

...heardare the voices—
Heard are the Sages,

The Worlds and the Ages.
"Choose well; your choice is

Brief and yet endless;
Here eyes do regard you

In eternity's stillness;
Here is all fullness,

Ye brave, to reward you.
Work, and despair not. "

Poems
Churchill Loved

With his usual impressive memory,
Churchill was quoting the "Masonic
Poem" of Johann Wolfgang von Goethe
(1749-1832), which he must have read
years before or recalled from Bartlett's
Familiar Quotations, which he essen-

tially memorized. The poem is found on
http://xrl.us/wevb, which notes: "To
English-speaking Masons, Goethe's best
known Masonic work is the short poem
'Masonic Lodge.' It can be found in any
collection of Goethe's works, and in
Volume Twenty of the Little Masonic
Library. It is given in full here, not only
for purposes of short discussion, but be-
cause, by some unaccountable and dis-
tressing error, the first ten lines, which
are the keynote of the whole poem
[which Churchill did not quote] are
omitted in the (1929) Clegg edition of
Mackey's Encyclopedia."

The Masons's ways are
A Type of Existence
And his persistence

Is as the days are
Of men in this world.

The future hides it
Gladness and Sorrow,
We press still thorow,

Naught that abides in it
Daunting us—onward.
And Solemn before us
Veiled, the dark portal,

Goal of all mortal;
Stars are silent o'er us

Graves under us silent.
While earnest thou gazest
Comes boding of terror,

Comes phantasm and error
Perplexes the bravest

With doubt and misgiving.
But heard are the voices—

Heard are the Sages,
The Worlds and the Ages;

"Choose well; your choice is
Brief and yet endless;

Here eyes do regard you
In eternity's stillness;
Here is all fullness,

Ye have to reward you,
Work, and despair not."

TJinest Hour thanks Professor Foot for his suggestion that we republish the Commando Memorial speech. Reading it,
JL shortly after tile United States' Memorial Day, we were struck by how much has changed in contemporary tributes to the
military. Churchill unabashedly told us what these brave people did, hurling themselves against the enemy, "unflinchingly
into the void." Today when we honor those who serve, we do so almost in the abstract. Apparently, describing what they ac-
tually do is considered somehow too delicate, and might be found objectionable by this or that segment of society. Churchill
was often quite specific about what brave individuals did for their country—but Churchill was also convinced not only of
the justice of his cause, but of the unity of his nation. That too, sadly, has changed. —Ed. «
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GLIMPSES

Troubled Triumvirate:
The Big Three at the Summit

NO ONE HAD A BETTER VIEW OF CHURCHILL, STALIN, ROOSEVELT AND TRUMAN AT THE

CONFERENCES THAT REMADE THE WORLD THAN THE INTERPRETERS.

BY HUGH LUNGHI

Hugh Lunghi was born August 1920 and read Greats (Classics) at Oxford. In June 1943, then a Captain in the Royal Artillery,
he was appointed aide-de-camp (ADC) and Russian language interpreter to the Head of the British Military Mission in

Moscow, Lt. Gen. Sir Gifford Le Q. Martel. After the war he served as a diplomat and interpreter. He had the unusual experience
of interpreting at meetings with the first two Soviet dictators following Lenin: Stalin and Khrushchev. He is one of the few, if any,
survivors of those present at most of the plenary sessions of the wartime conferences in Teheran, Yalta and Potsdam. There he was
Russian language interpreter for the British Chiefs of Staff, General Sir Alan Brooke (later Field Marshal Lord Alanbrooke),
Admiral Sir Andrew Cunningham and Air Chief Marshal Sir Charles Portal. He interpreted for Prime
Ministers Churchill and Attlee and Foreign Secretaries Eden and Bevin. Joining the BBC in 1954,
Mr. Lunghi was editor of broadcasts to central Europe and chief commentator covering the Soviet
invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968—the first contemporary international subject commented upon
by Finest Hour. On retiring from the BBC in 1980 he was appointed Director of the Writers' and
Scholars' Educational Trust and editor of its magazine Index on Censorship. Subsequently he was elect-
ed Vice Chairman of Common Cause UK. He has lectured widely on Soviet and East European
affairs. His text is from his remarks at the Annual General Meeting, International Churchill Society
(UK), 29 April 2006.
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I et me preface my remarks with some thoughts
about the Americans. They are friends. The
United States in its public and private giving,
is the most generous nation in the whole of histo-

ry, and perhaps the most idealistic in the causes of
human rights and freedom. Yet this generosity seems to
bring about the perverse result that the U.S. is
denounced widely. I have often to remind my young
listeners that it was the U.S. which put Europe back on
its feet when it was struggling to recover from the
devastation of World War II. Having served alongside
Americans in wartime and after, I've found them
among the most helpful and brightest of colleagues
and friends. I feel constrained to put this on record
because my account of those distant wartime events
might seem to lean in a contrary direction. But to
put a dark gloss on those historic events is far from
my intention.

My first sight of any of the Big Three was, of course,
of Winston Churchill, from the Public Gallery in the
House of Commons a couple of years or so before the
outbreak of war. Out of office, Churchill was yet again
castigating his government's and party's appalling record
of failure to meet the Nazi rearmament threat. In my
schoolboy ignorance I thought his gadfly antics were
simply letting his own side down. After that Churchill
faded from my mind until he became Prime Minister in
1940. We had been at war for nine months. By then
even Oxford students began to take notice of his stirring
speeches on the wireless.

Not many months after being posted from my
artillery regiment to our military mission in Moscow in
1943, its chief, General Martel, said I was to accompany
him to Teheran at the end of November. There, with no
previous warning, I was ordered to interpret for the
Chiefs of Staff, General Sir Alan Brooke, Admiral
Andrew Cunningham and Air Marshal Sir Charles Portal
at what turned out to be the first of the so-called "Big
Three" conferences.

Among the three heads of government, Churchill
was the eldest, celebrating his 69th birthday; he had
already met Stalin and Roosevelt, the latter seven times.
Stalin was five years younger, Roosevelt the youngest at
61. Churchill was the only one of the three who had
experience of commanding troops on the battlefield—
did that make him a worse strategist than the other two
or a better one? By 1943, an outsider might think that
all the allies were working more or less closely towards
the defeat of the enemy.

As we now know from innumerable accounts, this
was far from the reality. Aside from almost non-existent
military cooperation, we met with antagonism and
obstruction from Soviet officialdom: spiteful, even
incomprehensible behaviour. Their closely censored
media were generally hostile at the failure of the Anglo-

Americans to open a so-called "Second Front" in
Western Europe. They scoffed at our military operations
in the Middle East, Italy, the Atlantic, and our bombing
offensive, which did constitute, however limited, a sec-
ond, third, fourth and fifth front. We were grateful for
the real Russian hospitality and friendliness of Soviet
citizens brave enough to talk to foreigners. In Moscow,
our food and accommodation were on the level of the
privileged class, Communist Party officials: quite com-
fortable, thank you.

Teheran
Churchill and Roosevelt flew to Teheran from

Cairo, where they had disagreed bitterly over strategic
priorities. Roosevelt had declined even to talk about a
common approach to Stalin. To add to his discomfort,
the Prime Minister had a throat infection, losing his
greatest weapon: his voice. He looked worried and irrita-
ble as he arrived at the British Legation. It was the sec-
ond time I had seen him in my life. Yet just seeing him,
we suddenly felt the code-word for the conference,
"Eureka," was well-chosen.

As I gathered from bits of Chiefs of Staff conversa-
tions, the President was again refusing his lunch invita-
tion or even to talk before they both met that awkward
customer, Stalin. Even if he was determined to beard
Stalin himself, why would Roosevelt not want the obser-
vations of Churchill, who had already met and negotiated
with the Soviet chief? The latter, meanwhile, made his
Foreign Minister, Molotov, concoct a cock-and-bull story
of an assassination plot by enemy agents in Teheran. It
successfully caused a not reluctant Roosevelt to move
two-odd miles from the U.S. Legation into a bugged
house in the grounds of the Soviet Embassy, just a step
across a narrow road from the British Legation. [That
FDR and Churchill knew they were being bugged is now
accepted: see Warren Kimball, "Listening in on Roosevelt
and Churchill," FH 131: 20. -Ed.]

Today, as we know from contemporary accounts,
Roosevelt sought to ingratiate himself with Stalin by
mocking his British ally. He did tell Churchill he was
going to make a few jokes at his expense, "just to put
Stalin at his ease." During the conference sessions and
social occasions, I observed FDR assuming a jocular air
about Churchill's cigars and "imperialist" outlook.

The plenary sessions at Teheran were held in the
Soviet Embassy. The first seemed somewhat disorgan-
ized. The President had not wanted an agenda; he had
"not come all these miles to discuss details." Roosevelt
looked confident and pleased to be asked, as the only
Head of State, to chair the sessions. Churchill, lighting
up his cigar, looked fit, and at first seemed not unduly
embarrassed by the fairly heated arguments between the
Americans and British over strategic priorities now »
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TROUBLED TRIUMVIRATE...
being played out in front of Stalin.
As the debate developed, the Prime
Minister increasingly appeared on
the defensive, still arguing strongly
for his vision of the military
options. To me, Stalin seemed puz-
zled at first over the disunity
between the Americans and British.
He allowed his normally
inscrutable face a rare smile.

Down the years I've been
asked what it was like to watch
Churchill, at this momentous junc-
ture in his life, making friends with
the ally we simply couldn't do
without: Josef Stalin, the biggest
mass-murderer of all time, with the
possible exception of Mao Tse-
tung. I have vivid memories.

Stalin always spoke softly,
briefly, and to the point, com-
pletely in command of facts and
statistics, hardly ever looking at a
note, asking pertinent, awkward
questions. At times we could
hardly make out his words, with
their marked Georgian accent.
Away from the table he was not the
great heroic leader of the Red
Square icons. Short, even in his
built-up, square-toed shoes, peeping under door-keeper-
like trousers with a broad stripe down each side, at first
glance he looked unimpressive. His Marshal's tunic with
a plain Russian upright collar was decorated only with
the Hero of the Soviet Union gold star. At close range,
he looked like a humble, kindly uncle. But I was struck
by the yellow whites to his greenish brown, cat-like eyes,
which hardly ever met yours if you were a stranger, a
foreigner. His own staff was often brought to order with
a fearsome glare. You could see them freeze, almost liter-
ally tremble in their boots.

Apart from questions of military strategy and tim-
ing, Poland's postwar frontiers, and how to secure a
democratic government, were the major battlegrounds
for Churchill. An early and firm date for the launch of
the Second Front in Northern France was Stalin's main
aim. Roosevelt's was to get Russia into the war against
Japan. He was also determined to get Stalin to support
his dream of an international peace-keeping body
policed by the Soviet Union, the USA, Britain and
China (at that time Chiang Kai-shek's China, of course).
At first Stalin was evidently not at all keen on a single
body, doubtless thinking of the League of Nations, from
which the Soviet Union had been kicked out when it

OCCUPIED BY ALLIES

OCCUPIED BY AXIS

THE WORLD OF TEHERAN: The Red Army had not yet penetrated any eastern European
countries, but the portents for 1944 were obvious. (Map from Newsweek, 6 December 1943.

attacked Finland in 1939. When Stalin saw the impor-
tance Roosevelt attached to the project, the Soviet
media, following Stalin's line of course, ostentatiously
began to support it.

Teheran was, I believe, the most important of the
Big Three Conferences, more significant than Yalta. A
persistent historical misconception has it that Eastern
Europe was "betrayed" at Yalta. Not so. That happened,
and I believe it did happen, in Moscow in October
1943, before Teheran, at a meeting of foreign ministers:
Molotov, Eden and Cordell Hull, Roosevelt's then-
Secretary of State, who seemed to know little and care
less about the countries of Eastern Europe. From the
little I saw of him I found him rather frosty. Eden's
attempt to involve the others in discussing the future of
east and central Europe was smothered by Molotov,
with the help of Hull's cushion of indifference.
Roosevelt at Teheran reinforced that impression, saying
he intended to withdraw his troops from Europe within
a year after the end of hostilities there. Stalin, I feel in
retrospect, couldn't have believed his luck. At the time,
of course, we interpreters, even when briefed for a par-
ticular session, could only guess at the strategic dreams
of the principals.
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Here I should explain that Churchill's principal
interpreter was Major Arthur Birse, a peacetime banker,
also from our Moscow Military Mission, born and edu-
cated in 19th century St. Petersburg, more than twice my
age, a good friend and mentor, by far the most outstand-
ing, the most brilliant of all the Allied interpreters. The
Prime Minister didn't like to be interrupted by his inter-
preter until he had finished his train of thought, which
sometimes went on a bit, with many a stirring phrase,
making it the more difficult for us. He was demanding,
but at the same time generous and encouraging.

My own test came before the second plenary ses-
sion on 29th November. The Prime Minister was to
present a Sword of Honour on behalf of King George VI
to mark the heroic defence of Stalingrad. Representing
the Red Army—the only senior soldier Stalin had
brought along, "hoping he would do," as Stalin put it—
was Marshal Voroshilov, once Stalin's companion in
arms, baby-faced, murderous and cruel. Voroshilov was
in command of several "Army Fronts" when Hitler
invaded Russia. He proved so hopeless he had to be
sacked. Survivors of Stalin's inner circle tell us that often
he shouted at him, "Shut up, you imbecile."

The Prime Minister proudly presented the sword.

Stalin was visibly moved. After qui-
etly uttering a few words Stalin
passed the sword to Voroshilov,
who promptly let it slip from the
scabbard onto his toes. Stalin's face
darkened, his fists clenched.

As we dispersed after the cere-
mony, Churchill led our way out. I
heard, or felt, a tug at my sleeve. It
was Voroshilov. I had been inter-
preting for him that morning at the
Chiefs of Staff meeting. Sheepishly
he asked my help. As we caught up
with the PM, Voroshilov, pink-
faced, stammered an apology for
his gaffe, and at the same time
wished Churchill a happy birthday,
which was in fact the following
day. As we walked away the PM
growled: "A bit premature—must
In: angling for an
invitation.. .couldn't even play a
Mraight bat."

At Churchill's 69th birthday
dinner, in the British Legation the
next evening, we witnessed another
little drama unfold. Bear with me if
you've already heard or read about
it—this is how I saw it.

A Persian waiter in white cot-
ton gloves and red and blue livery,

making (I suspected) his first entrance, brings in the
magnificent dessert, a splendid ice cream pyramid with a
kind of night-light under it. Stalin is making a bit of a
speech. The waiter, wanting to serve Stalin first, stands
behind him, then moves towards Molotov's chair. Mouth
agape at sight of the assembled magnificoes, the waiter
nervously lets the dish tip slightly. It's hot in the room
and the inevitable happens. As I look on, fascinated, the
beautiful creation accelerates off the salver. It misses
Stalin, the waiter staggers further sideways, and it
descends onto the shoulder of Vladimir Pavlov, Stalin's
interpreter, and all down his pristine Russian diplomatic
dress uniform.

A voice is heard just in front of me, Air Chief
Marshal Sir Charles Portal (Peter Portal to his col-
leagues), sotto voce: "Missed the target."

I watch the Prime Minister, but either he has not
noticed or has chosen not to. A true professional, Pavlov
continues calmly interpreting. Pavlov, by the way, was
virtually always Stalin's interpreter—in English and
German. At the Yalta Conference, some fourteen
months after Teheran, Pavlov was rewarded by Churchill
with the CBE—not, of course, for his heroism under ice
cream fire. »
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TROUBLED TRIUMVIRATE...

Moscow
After Teheran my next close encounter with Mr.

Churchill was almost a year later in October 1944, his
second and final visit to Moscow (codenamed "Tolstoy"),
where he was accompanied by Eden. Talks with Stalin
and Molotov mainly concerned Eastern Europe, the "per-
centage" agreement over Soviet and British influence in
various countries, and Poland. Representatives of the
London Polish Government in exile in London were also
invited. The mischievous "percentages" more or less evap-
orated and did not figure formally again in any tripartite
or even bilateral talks, though you'd not know it from the
attention devoted to them by modern historians and
Churchill himself. Our Military Mission officers, includ-
ing myself, were on duty looking after the Prime
Minister and Foreign Secretary in the Soviet hospitality
town house in Ostrovskiy Street (formerly and today the
Austrian Embassy).

Yalta
The following February, I watched Churchill's air-

craft land, after its seven-hour flight from Malta, at the
Crimean airport of Saki, where I had been working for
much of the past fortnight. It touched down shortly
after Roosevelt's aircraft. The President, waxen cheeked,
looked ghastly, his familiar black naval cloak over his
shoulders, hat-brim turned up in front, being helped
into a jeep which Churchill solicitously followed on foot
as they inspected the Guard of Honour together.

We had a five-hour drive to our respective destina-
tions. Ours was the slightly odd Moorish-Scottish baro-
nial style Vorontsov Palace/Villa overlooking the Black
Sea at Alupka. Twelve miles away just outside Yalta was
the last Czar's Palace, Livadia, the American quarters and
venue of the plenary sessions. Stalin, the generous host,
was in between, in the Yusupov Villa in Koreis, six miles
from Livadia. It was there in Stalin's headquarters that
we held the Chiefs of Staff military meetings.

The opening session of the Yalta Conference was
one of the most dramatic and fateful. It was there that
Dresden's destiny was sealed. Among many omissions
and misrepresentations put about by revisionist histori-
ans and others in recent years is that either Churchill or
Air Marshal Harris or the RAF in general were directly
and personally responsible for the deliberate annihilation
of Dresden's population and its art treasures. This is how
I witnessed the matter at that first session.

Among other requests and questions of military
liaison, Stalin, with his Deputy Chief of Staff, General
Antonov—I watched and heard them both—asked us
and the Americans to bomb lines of communication—
roads and railways. They wanted to stop Hitler transfer-
ring divisions from the west to reinforce his troops in

Silesia who were blocking the Russian advance on
Berlin. We ourselves had passed intelligence about the
troop movements to the Russians. They claimed they
had it from their own sources.

The road and rail network, against which contin-
gency plans had already been discussed by the RAF
months previously, was the target—not the city, and not
civilians as such. One of the intended consequences
would be the jamming of road and rail communications
by refugees. Together with other towns, Antonov stressed
the importance of Dresden as a rail junction.

The following day at the Chiefs of Staff meeting in
Stalin's Yusupov Villa, which our Chief of Staff, by then
Field Marshal Sir Alan Brooke, was asked to chair, the
question of liaison for "bomb lines" was discussed.
Antonov again pressed the subject of lines of communi-
cation and entrainment, specifically via Berlin, Leipzig
and Dresden. The latter he again referred to as an
important rail junction. The Soviet Air Marshal
Khudyakov added his expertise to the same requests. I
interpreted our assent. The USAAF Major-General
Kuter also agreed. The bombing mission by the RAF
and the U.S. Army Air Corps was a military success, but
tragically inflicted great loss of civilian refugee life which
Churchill later deeply deplored.*

Here in the Crimea, Stalin looked exultant, we
thought—after all, he held the trump cards. His armies
were already in occupation of most of Eastern Europe.
The myth that it was carved up at Yalta is patently inac-
curate. There was no need: the Red Army already held
it. After the war one of Stalin's favourite jokes suggested
he deserved the whole bear, and he got it!

As I saw him, Roosevelt displayed indifference to
Eastern Europe. I thought the President—and he was
not the only one—hopelessly misperceived the realities
of the Soviet Union, completely misjudging Stalin, as to
an extent did Churchill and Eden. It was "a pleasure to
work with Stalin...there is nothing devious about him,"
Churchill said. Because of his paranoia, I believe Stalin

*At the Fifth Churchill Lecture, in Washington in 2005, Sir
Martin Gilbert stated that the first Soviet request on Dresden
arrived before Yalta, and that at Yalta, Stalin and Antonov
asked Churchill why it hadn't already been bombed. Churchill,
perplexed, cabled Attlee in London, who responded that the
attack had been ordered. This was actually confirmed by Gen.
Antonov's deputy, who was among the audience when Gilbert
lectured on the subject in Moscow. It was undoubtedly this
conversation which Mr. Lunghi observed. Sir Martin writes:
"It is curious that when the request came.. .Churchill and Air
Marshal Portal were in flight on their way to the Yalta confer-
ence. So the request was dealt with by Churchill's excellent
deputy Clement Attlee, later the Labour Prime Minister, and
by the deputy chiefs of staff and approved. It was the 16th or
17th item of the things that they had to approve that day."
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PARTNERS?: At Teheran, both Roosevelt (right) and Churchill
thought they could trust Stalin (left). The map below, which
appeared in Time as the Red Army drove across Poland
toward the Reich, forecast the post-Yalta endgame, although
Time proved wrong about Yugoslavia and, later, Austria.

SPOTS*

did not trust those he thought were trying to curry
favour with him. Stalin at one point told Churchill he
felt more at home with frank and even tough negotiators
and open enemies. The P.M., though wilier in this
respect than Roosevelt, also thought he could win Stalin
over by compromise and concession. By the way, unbe-
lievably, he also said he liked the Deputy Commissar for
Foreign Affairs Andrey Vyshinsky—a more despicable
and treacherous character I could not imagine.

It was not until years after the Yalta Conference
that one of its most tragic outcomes—one of the
blackest pages in British history—was revealed. The last
formal act was Eden's signature to the secret agreement
on repatriation, in other words the return to Stalin's
merciless hands of Soviet prisoners of war. Many, forced
into auxiliary service in the German army, had fallen
into our hands. The Foreign Office agreed to Soviet
demands that even non-Soviet Russian civilians who had
lived in Eastern Europe before the war should be handed
over: an unnecessary and dishonourable act which
Churchill at one point tried to stop.

Harry Hopkins, Roosevelt's close adviser, whom
Churchill admired, hailed Yalta as "the dawn of a new
age." Hopkins, for whom I interpreted briefly, was
unhappily a chronically ill man, and he seems to have
provided some dodgy advice to the President about
Stalin, the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. In his
recently published book, Sergo Beria, son of Stalin's
secret police chief, claims Hopkins was "blindly pro-
Soviet even before he met Stalin."

What stays in my memory is the doggedness, the
toughness—not without old-world courtesy and magna-
nimity—with which Churchill fought not just for
Britain, but for Poland and France and for smaller
nations too. His private secretary Jock Colville once
remarked that the difference between WSC and de
Gaulle was that "de Gaulle's loyalty was to France alone;
Churchill's was merely to Britain first."

By contrast the xenophobe Stalin and the stolid
Molotov, taking the cue from Roosevelt, poured vitriol
on the French: "rotten to the core and should be pun-
ished," was one expression I heard. Churchill stuck up
for France not just out of love—Britain would need her
as the main ally on the continent. But Churchill also
stood up for fair play for the German people, as distinct
from the Nazis. Stalin taunted him: "You are pro-
German," adding to his censure the Argentinians,
Brazilians and Swiss, calling them "swine," the Swedes
even worse, the Finns "stone-obstinate."

Potsdam
By the time the leaders met again in July 1945 at

"Terminal," the last of the Big Three gatherings at
Potsdam, Truman had replaced Roosevelt, who had >>
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