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About Your Professor


John Ramsden







Introduction
Winston Churchill was seen even in his own lifetime as a historic figure,


one of the great men of world history, commemorated all across the world
(but especially among the English-speaking peoples) in statues, memorials,
streets and schools named after him, and in a plethora of stamps, medals,
plates, and other such memorabilia.


By his own effort and willpower, Churchill inspired the West in the fights
against Fascism and Communism in the 1940s, the consequences of which
remain very much with us today, while his name and his legend are still
invoked by a wide range of contemporary statesmen.


This course of lectures explores Churchill’s extraordinary life and his
remarkable range of skills and achievements in a sixty-year-long public
life. It seeks to answer the question, “What was it that was great in
Winston Churchill?”
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Who Were the Churchills?


The Churchills were a rather typical British
aristocratic family, deriving most of their fame
from a brief period of political prominence in
the seventeenth and early eighteenth cen-
turies. A Sir Winston Churchill, a country gen-
tleman from the county of Dorset in South
West England, had fought for the King and
against Parliament in the English Civil War.
When, much later, Churchill was said to be
quintessentially English, his ancestry counted
for a great deal.


His son, John Churchill, who rose to become
the first duke of Marlborough, was an extreme-
ly astute politician and one of England’s great-
est generals. By deserting the Catholic James
II, he helped to bring about the constitutional
revolution of 1688, and under Queen Anne
(1702-1714), he was effectively the chief min-
ister and the commander of the British army.
Four great battles won against Louis XIV’s
army (1704-1709) ended French aspirations to
dominate Western Europe.


Introduction:


Churchill was an improbable hero for what was to be called “the century
of the common man,” not only because he was personally so very uncom-
mon, but because he was from an elite British family and was never close-
ly in touch with “ordinary people” in Britain, let alone the rest of the world.
Yet, to pigeonhole Churchill that way is misleading, and we need to begin
with an understanding of just who Churchill was, the parental and child-
hood influences that helped make him what he was, and the nature of his
remarkable personality.
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Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Winston S. Churchill’s My Early Life: 1874-1904.


Issues . . .


1. The Churchill family and the history that Winston inherited from them.


2. Parental influence and neglect.


3. Character traits and personality.
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Family, Background, and Identity


John Churchill,
First Duke of Marlborough
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A grateful Queen raised Marlborough to the status of a duke, while
Parliament voted him a large sum of money in retirement and additional
funds to build Blenheim Palace in Oxfordshire as the family seat. It is still in
the family’s hands (though open to the public), and one of England’s best
“stately homes,” designed by the classical architect Sir John Vanbrugh.
Winston Churchill, actually born at Blenheim, was brought up to know all this
and his love for both history and soldiering were a part of that inheritance.


After the first duke, though, the family did not hold especially prominent posi-
tions for 150 years, and the heads of the family indeed were not especially
talented, They were, though, always in the House of Lords, always prominent
at least in local public life in Oxfordshire, and sometimes held second-rank
political jobs when their party, the Conservatives, were in power: the seventh
duke was, for example, Lord Lieutenant of Ireland in the 1880s.


Randolph and Jenny


Winston’s father, Randolph Churchill (styled “Lord Randolph Churchill” but
not a member of the House of Lords), the younger son of that seventh duke,
was, though, a very prominent politician indeed. As a younger son, he could
not expect to inherit the title or the money that went with it, unless his elder
brother died childless. While this seemed possible for a time (and briefly
Winston himself was heir to the dukedom in the 1890s), it was more likely
that Lord Randolph and his son would have to make their name and their for-
tune by their own efforts.


Lord Randolph was a Conservative Minister for Parliament (MP) from 1874.
He was soon seen as the rising hope of the party, but had a caustic wit and
readiness to be rude that was as much feared by his own party’s leaders as
by the Liberals. Many regarded him as a reckless political gambler, interested
only in advancing his own fortunes, but he had charm and intelligence, great
force of personality, and the ability to inspire confidence in some even when
arousing doubts in others.


His actual prominence was, however short-lived. In the 1881 to 1885
Parliament, he helped to bring down the weak Conservative leader Northcote,
but this mainly benefited his rival, the more politically astute Marquess of
Salisbury. Salisbury went on to be Prime Minister for fourteen years, Churchill
to be in the cabinet for only one year.


Lord Randolph was briefly Chancellor of the Exchequer in 1886, foolishly
resigned over an issue on which he could get little support and was never
invited back. Thereafter, the consequences of a life of heavy drinking, gam-
bling, and dissipation caught up with him. He became steadily more moody
and difficult, and died in 1895, only forty-five years old, probably from a brain
tumour, though he was for long thought to have died from syphilis.


Like many British aristocrats with no money in that generation, Lord
Randolph married an American heiress, Jenny Jerome, a beautiful woman by
all accounts, but daughter of a man who had lost as many fortunes as he had
won and who did not bring to Lord Randolph much real wealth. It was certain-
ly a love-match when they married, their eldest son Winston “born premature-
ly” less than eight months later in November 1874.
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Young Winston at School


Victorian parents living in the busy whirl
of public and political life did not expect to
bring up their children personally. Winston
as a boy had little contact with his father,
and such as it existed was mainly nega-
tive (Lord Randolph even before his ill-
ness had little regard for children). Jenny
Churchill was equally remote, for the
young Winston like a beautiful fairy
princess. All the same, when Lord
Randolph died young and Jenny embar-
rassed her adult son with affairs and a
marriage with much younger men, he con-
tinued to worship his father and adore his
mother.


Winston was therefore effectively offered
the love and affection that he craved as a
child by his nurse, Mrs. Everest (known to
him as “Womany”). Winston clearly loved
Mrs. Everest dearly. He was devastated
when she died and with his brother paid
for a handsome grave memorial. It was
Mrs. Everest who saved him from cruelty
at his first school, not his parents, Mrs.
Everest and not his parents who usually
visited on open days even at his senior
school. In all effective ways, she was his
mother and a crucial link at an impression-
able age with the thought-world of ordi-
nary people.


As the son of a public figure, it was
inevitable that Churchill would go to the
public school where his father had been
educated, Harrow School. Harrow was
one of the two most elite schools in
Britain. Many Conservative politicians with
whom Churchill interacted in his public life
were Old Harrovians, some of them old
school-friends. He was thus being brought
up among those destined to rule.


Despite this, Churchill was a fairly rebel-
lious and unsatisfactory schoolboy, and
may sometimes even have fought back
directly against those who seemed to
abuse their authority over the boys. His
small stature and his speech impediment
made him a subject of ridicule from some


ELIZABETH ANN EVEREST,
OR “WOMANY”


The person most responsible
for young Winston’s care and
overall well-being before he
began his military studies at
Sandhurst in 1893 was Mrs.
Elizabeth Everest.


Mrs. Everest discovered early
on that Winston would respond
best to negotiated compromise
much more readily than to hard
and fast rules. Her ability to corral
his effusive energy with offers of
special outings or favorite treats
in exchange for good behaviour
made Winston grateful to her
ever after.


“My mother . . . shone for
me like the Evening Star.


I loved her dearly—but at a
distance. My nurse was my
confidante. Mrs. Everest it
was who looked after me and
tended all my wants. It was to
her that I poured out my
many troubles.”


~Winston Churchill


Mrs. Everest, ca. 1880s
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other boys, but he developed other ways of fighting back, sometimes physi-
cally, and was so keen a fencer that he won the English public schools cham-
pionship. He could also show application to his work when it interested him,
and significantly this was generally in the study of history and English—the
two subjects at which he was to excel for life.


Who Was Winston Churchill?


Parental influence was clearly important, even though he was neglected by
Randolph and Jenny (we should not make too much of this, for his experi-
ence was not all that untypical for his time and class). Adoring those parents
who starved him of love may well have been a critical factor in driving him on
in the hope of somehow impressing them. His 1940s, never-published short
story “The Dream,” in which the elderly Churchill imagines his father returning
to review his life with him, certainly suggests this.


Lord Randolph Churchill as a role model had both positive and negative
effects. From his father, Churchill learned to be self-indulgent, both in politics
and in personal appetites (his love of alcohol, perhaps even his dependence
on it, came from there, as did his depressions). Like his father, Winston too
could be egotistical in the extreme, and cavalier with family and staff, though
(another effect of his childhood perhaps) he never starved his own children of
love or of indulgence.


Along with a British father whose name “Churchill” was written in the most
glorious passages of the nation’s history, Winston had an American mother
whose own family was more mixed (and may have contained Native
American blood—Winston certainly thought so). He felt at home in the
United States when he first visited, made many close American friends, and
went back regularly. He was thus, as he often said, “an English-Speaking
Union in my own person,” a factor of huge significance in and after the
Second World War.


Above all, Churchill’s difficult childhood and schooldays drove him to rely on
his own resources and toughened him psychologically in the move towards
achievement and leadership. This could have been a bad thing, had it made
him impervious to the needs of the weaker, but he also had a softer side and
was always emotional and quite ready to cry in public when moved (for
example, by the effects of bombing in 1940).


Above all, Churchill emerged by the mid-1890s as a man who already had
self-belief to a quite remarkable extent: he was already filing letters and
papers for posterity in the confident belief that later historians would want to
know all about him. He frequently asserted to his mother that he did what
he did because he believed in himself, but on one occasion put the same
thought in a way so characteristic of that later genius in the use of words.
“All men are worms”, he asserted. “But I do believe that I am a glow worm.”
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1. Can we attribute Churchill’s remarkable determination to succeed to
parental influences?


2. How much did the young Winston model himself on his father?


3. What influence did Churchill’s schooling have on his later career?


Churchill, Winston S. My Early Life: 1874-1904. New York: Scribner, 1996.


Churchill, Randolph S. Youth: Winston S. Churchill, 1874-1900. London:
Heinemann, 1966.


Churchill, Winston S. Marlborough: His Life and Times. 4 vols. London:
Harrap and Co., 1933-1938.


Sandys, Celia. The Young Churchill. London: Dutton, 1995.


http://www.revision-notes.co.uk/revision/49.html - This timeline of “Key
European Events 1875-1900” discusses important events that occurred during
Churchill’s childhood.


Churchill, Winston. Churchill in His Own Voice. Narrated by Laurence Olivier
and John Gielgud. SELECTIONS Recorded Books, 1999.
2 cassettes/2 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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Becoming a Soldier


With hindsight, it seems almost
inevitable that Churchill should have
been a soldier, but he tells us in his
autobiography, My Early Life, that it fol-
lowed from a rare conversation with his
father (he says he only had five real
talks with his father). Lord Randolph
did not see soldiering as a career for
any but the stupid members of an elite
family, those who were unfit for any-
thing else, but in sending Winston to
the military college at Sandhurst in
1893, he fixed his future for him.


Churchill’s earlier educational experi-
ence had been relatively unsuccessful,
if not quite as bad as he later claimed.
English and history had always been
the two subjects that most excited his
interests at Harrow School, and in
these he had done well, ideal prepara-
tions for his chosen career. All the
same, given the range of subjects


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Randolph S. Churchill’s Winston S. Churchill: Youth 1874-1900.


Lecture 2:
Soldier and War Correspondent, 1893–1900


Introduction:


Churchill wrote in his war memoirs of the moment when he at last became
Prime Minister in 1940 that “I felt as if I was walking with destiny, and that the
whole of my life had been a preparation for this hour.” Britain and all those
who looked to him for leadership in the battle against Fascism were fortunate
that amongst those preparations were personal experience as a soldier and a
formidable way with words, two things that came together in that “finest hour”
in 1940.


Issues . . .


1. How Churchill’s personal war experience affected his later life.


2. How he learned to use words effectively in his early writing.


3. How his soldiering was the prelude to a career in politics.


Sub-Lieutenant Churchill
Hussars Officer, 1895
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needed, he did not find it easy to pass into Sandhurst, failing at the first two
attempts and only just scraping through the examination on the third try. This
is a story from which many young people at school and college have drawn
comfort and hope.


Once in the military college (1893-95), Churchill thoroughly enjoyed himself
and performed well, though still not satisfying his father, always a hard
taskmaster. He therefore joined a cavalry regiment, but not one of the elite
units, and began to learn the real arts of soldiering: strategy, tactics, riding,
and handling men in action. He was not universally liked by fellow officers,
too often holding forth at length about his own views in the mess and less
interested in the opinions of
others. In part, he was probably
talking too much because he
felt vulnerable among men who
were better educated than he
was himself. He remained
active in horsemanship, though,
and was especially keen at
polo: the regimental team won
the army’s national polo compe-
tition with Churchill in the team.


Army life, once he had got
used to it, bored him with its
long periods of inaction, and
this was especially so when his
regiment was sent to India in
1896. He was denied even the
chance of occasional action on
India’s North-West frontier, bor-
dering modern Afghanistan,
when he was sent instead to
garrison duty in peaceful
Southern India. Churchill decid-
ed to use this period of
enforced idleness by undertak-
ing a crash course in reading.
Getting a list of prescribed
books from friends at home, he
hurled himself into reading his-
tory, political thought, philoso-
phy, and the classics. This self-
education by reading, over long
afternoons and evenings, com-
bined with his extremely reten-
tive memory, meant that he
never again felt any educational
inferiority to those who had
been to university. It also pro-
vided him with the vocabulary
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“It is a good thing for


an uneducated man


to read books of


quotations. Bartlett’s


Familiar Quotations


is an admirable


work, and I studied


it intently. The


quotations when


engraved upon the


memory give you good


thoughts. They also


make you anxious to


read the authors and


look for more.”


~ Winston Churchill,
My Early Life, 1930
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and the syntax for a life as a writer, especially from reading the historians
Edward Gibbon and Lord Macaulay.


An unexpected spin-off from this sudden awareness of his power to use
words effectively was an early move towards a political career (his first actual
political speech being to a Conservative Party rally at Bath in 1897, while on
leave from the army). Another was the more unexpected decision to write a
novel, Savrola, published in 1899. This is a perfectly respectable first novel
that sold well enough in both Britain and the United States, but there is no
doubting that the central character is closely modelled on Churchill himself—
or how Churchill saw himself. To an extent, though he wrote no more novels,
Savrola set the path for the rest of his writing career. All his books, whatever
their subject, were vehicles for expressing his views and exhibiting his per-
sonality.


Going Out to Find Wars


Churchill could not wait to see fighting, to experience the real thing he had
already read so much about. He observed or took part in no less than four
wars during his five soldiering years up to 1900, the first being the 1895
Spanish-American fighting in Cuba, a war in which his own country was not
even involved. Churchill and a fellow-officer took leave from the army to go to
Cuba, the idea being to observe the campaign and report back to the British
War Office on any technical issues from which lessons might be learned. To
help pay for the trip, he got himself signed up to write articles on the war for a
London newspaper. (Since he viewed the war from the Spanish side, this led
to later false claims that he had fought against the United States, but he had
in this war no weapon mightier than a pen). In fact, he was motivated just as
much by sheer zest for adventure and by the desire to find out without further
delay how he would react to being personally under fire. The experience sat-
isfied him that he had the courage to be a soldier. The press articles he wrote
attracted some attention in Britain, and he discovered a strong attraction for
Havana cigars—a lifelong symbol of the mature Churchill established when
he was barely twenty years old.


It was easier to get himself seconded from his regiment to join the 1897 war
on the Indian frontier, since this is what British cavalrymen were meant to do,
but it still took some family influence to get him into action. Here he saw war
from the inside, not just as an observer, and came under direct attack for the
first time. His book about this campaign, The Malakand Field Force (1898),
was critical of aspects of the high command (though Churchill was no more
than a very junior officer), and it was widely read. It made it harder though for
him to get himself into the next war, for General Kitchener, who was to com-
mand the Sudan campaign, did not want on his team a man who would later
criticise his commander. But the Churchill family influence triumphed again
and Churchill went to the Sudan as both war correspondent and cavalry offi-
cer. His military duties were carried out effectively, and he was present at the
battle of Omdurman, one of the last big battles of the period of European colo-
nial warfare. He took part personally in the last great cavalry charge of the
British army and had a narrow escape from death when separated from his
comrades. He also attracted further favourable opinion with his press reports,
and then wrote a two-volume history of the campaign, The River War (1898).







EARLY CHURCHILL:
SOLDIER AND WRITER


“. . . In that strange half light of ignorance and superstition, assailed by supernat-
ural terrors and doubts, and lured by hopes of celestial glory, the tribes were
taught to expect prodigious events. Something was coming. A great day for their
race and faith was at hand. Presently the moment would arrive. They must watch
and be ready. The mountains became as full of explosives as a magazine. Yet the
spark was lacking.


“At length the time came. A strange combination of circumstances operated to
improve the opportunity. The victory of the Turks over the Greeks; the circulation
of the Amir’s book on ‘Jehad’; his assumption of the position of a Caliph of Islam,
and much indiscreet writing in the Anglo-Indian press . . . united to produce a
‘boom’ in Mahommedanism.


“The moment was propitious; nor was the man wanting. What Peter the Hermit
was to the regular bishops and cardinals of the Church, the Mad Mullah was to
the ordinary priesthood of the Afghan border. A wild enthusiast, convinced alike of
his Divine mission and miraculous powers, preached a crusade, or Jehad, against
the infidel.


“Great and widespread as the preparations were, they were not visible to the
watchful diplomatic agents who maintained the relations of the Government with
the tribesmen. . . . That a Mad Fakir had arrived was known. His power was still a
secret. It did not long remain so.


“It is, thank heaven, difficult if not impossible for the modern European to fully
appreciate the force which fanaticism exercises among an ignorant, warlike and
Oriental population. Several generations have elapsed since the nations of the
West have drawn the sword in religious controversy, and the evil memories of the
gloomy past have soon faded in the strong, clear light of Rationalism and human
sympathy. Indeed it is evident that Christianity, however degraded and distorted
by cruelty and intolerance, must always exert a modifying influence on men’s pas-
sions, and protect them from the more violent forms of fanatical fever, as we are
protected from smallpox by vaccination. But the Mahommedan religion increases,
instead of lessening, the fury of intolerance.


“The extraordinary credulity of the people is hardly conceivable. Had the Mad
Mullah called on them to follow him to attack Malakand and Chakdara they would
have refused. Instead he worked miracles. . . . he declared he would destroy the
infidel. . . . Incidentally he mentioned that they would be invulnerable. . . . I was
shown a captured scroll, upon which the tomb of the Ghazi—he who has killed an
infidel—is depicted in heaven. Even after the fighting—when the tribesmen reeled
back from the terrible army they had assailed, leaving a quarter of their number
on the field—the faith of the survivors was unshaken. Only those who had doubt-
ed had perished, said the Mullah, and displayed a bruise which was, he informed
them, the sole effect of a twelve-pound shrapnel shell on his sacred person.”


(Source: Churchill, Winston S. The Malakand Field Force: An Episode of Frontier
War. New York: W.W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1991.)
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The army was less impressed than the
public, though, and changed the rules to
make it impossible for war correspondents
also to be serving army officers, a conse-
quence of the popularity of Churchill’s criti-
cal books and articles.


By the fourth of his early wars, the Boer
War of 1899 to 1902 in South Africa,
Churchill had therefore to choose
between the pen and the sword. Since he
was already determined on a political
career and had already stood for
Parliament when just twenty-four, he took
up the pen, and at first reported the Boer
War as a journalist. In that role he was
able to witness the series of heavy
defeats to which poor generalship and
bad logistical preparation doomed the
British army in 1899. Though committed
to reporting the war for a London paper,
he deliberately pulled his punches lest the
truth should damage morale on the home
front and confidence in the army, saving
his real views for later when the war had
been won. Churchill had discovered in the
first twentieth-century war the important
role that propaganda and civilian morale
would play in all the wars of the future. It
was also as a war correspondent that he
had the adventure that catapulted him
into worldwide celebrity status.


1900: Churchill Becomes A Star


When accompanying Irish troops on a
reconnaissance into Boer territory, the
armoured train carrying them was
ambushed by large Boer forces and there
was a danger that all would be captured.
Though technically a pressman with no
official rank in the army, Churchill took
control at one end of the damaged train,
persuaded the terrified civilian driver to
clear the line by using the engine as a
battering ram, and ensured that the
wounded and many of the troops
escaped. For his coolness and courage
under fire, he won a medal for this later.
Going back to rescue more soldiers, he
was captured by the Boers and made a


THE ANGLO-BOER WAR


In the 1880s, two Afrikaaner
states existed in South Africa: the
South African Republic (Trans-
vaal) and the Orange Free State.
Neither was interested in joining a
united federation under the British
flag that was being urged by a
decidedly imperialist British gov-
ernment. The situation worsened
with the discovery of gold in
1886.


The Transvaal government of
President Paul Kruger estab-
lished a voting enfranchisement
that essentially excluded new-
comers (mostly British) from hav-
ing any voice in government.


A British government official of
Cape Town and his cronies who
had economic interest in mining
attempted to overthrow the ruling
Afrikaaner government.


Despite several attempts at
negotiating settlements, neither
side was in a mood for compro-
mise by the Boers in 1899.


The fighting ended in May 1902
with the signing of the Treaty of
Vereeniging, which established a
united South Africa under British
authority.


(Source: Anglo-Boer War Museum,
www.anglo-boer.co.za/index.html)


Boer boys taken in battle, POWs of
the British, ca. 1900
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prisoner of war. It was fortunate that he had forgotten that his revolver was
back on the train, for had he been captured as a civilian with a gun in his
hand, the Boers might well have shot him as a spy.


Being a prisoner, housed with other captured British officers in a school-
house in the Boer capital Pretoria, miles behind the lines, was a terrible trial
to Churchill. He was among the first to plan an escape, though the actual cir-
cumstances of his escape from the Boers were later very controversial. What
is not in doubt is the resource and courage he showed in escaping recapture
(the Boers offered a price for his head, dead or alive), or the good luck that
he had in finding English civilians who helped him and hid him from the
Boers. Their help enabled him to escape by train to Portuguese East Africa (a
colony that was neutral in the war), from whence he could go by sea to
Durban in South Africa. Churchill’s speech to cheering British colonials in
Durban was a big news event, not least because the war was still going badly
and the British really needed someone to cheer. His daring escape was car-
ried as front-page news by newspapers all round the world, and his face
became very well-known. In faraway Prince Edward Island in Canada, a new
post office and its surrounding settlement was called Churchill, the first of
many places to be named after him in the twentieth century.


Initially, Churchill continued with his original intentions, continuing to send
back reports on the war for the London newspapers, perceptive and colourful
accounts that when published in book form as London to Ladysmith via
Pretoria (1900) and Ian Hamilton’s March (1900) did well and have often
been back in print since. If Churchill had done nothing else, he should be
remembered as an outstanding pressman, though he would certainly have
preferred the more gentlemanly title “war correspondent” to “journalist” (as he
later told the University of Missouri). He was by no means an amateur, not
least because he made sure that he was paid very well for his work.


1900: Taking Stock


After his escape, though, ordinary army life was no longer so attractive, for
as the war wound down to a stalemate Churchill was in demand for speaking
appearances that promised to pay well, and there was an election due in
Britain in which he seemed to have a good chance to become a Member of
Parliament.


He therefore resigned his commission and went home, embarking on a suc-
cessful lecture tour, first in Britain and then in North America. This brought
him before thousands of ordinary people as a war hero and also raised
money to fund his start in politics. By 1900, when he was twenty-five,
Churchill’s first two careers, as soldier and as writer, had produced real suc-
cesses, and he was about to launch his third—politics. But those first two
careers were not to be neglected, for he remained an extremely popular
writer for the next sixty years, and his military experience was at the heart of
his approach to leadership in two world wars.
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1. Was Churchill challenging the ghost of his father to prove that he could
exceed parental expectations in taking so many risks so quickly from
1895 to 1900?


2. What qualities did Churchill have to develop to become an outstanding
war correspondent?


3. How far can these “little wars” of 1895 to 1900 have prepared Churchill for
the mass conflicts of 1914 to 1918 and 1939 to 1945?


Churchill, Randolph S. Winston S. Churchill: Youth 1874-1900. New York:
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1966.


Churchill, Winston S. The River War: An Account of the Reconquest of the
Sudan. New York: Carroll & Graf, 2000.


Churchill, Winston S. Savrola: A Tale of the Revolution in Laurania. South
Yorkshire, UK: Pen & Sword Books, 1997. (Out of print)


1. http://www.anglo-boer.co.za/ - Anglo-Boer War Museum site.


2. http://www.loc.gov/rr/hispanic/1898/intro.html - Created by the Library of
Congress, this site, “The World of 1898: The Spanish-American War,”
describes the causes of the war and the different countries that were affected
by its outcome.
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Entering Parliament


Churchill first stood for parliament in 1899, at a by-election to fill a casual
vacancy in the House of Commons in the constituency of Oldham, a
Lancashire cotton town with a large working-class electorate. Though he nar-
rowly missed getting elected, his fresh and energetic campaigning style
impressed local Conservatives who were keen to get him to stand again in
Oldham at the next general election.


By the time that an election was actually called, in the autumn of 1900,
Churchill had also become a war hero, and he was extremely well-known as
a result of his war reports and his lecture tour. He was also standing in sup-
port of the Conservative government, which could claim by then to be winning
the South African War. This election, called in British History the “khaki elec-
tion” because the government was calling for support for the army and the
war, was an ideal forum for a war hero, and Churchill, twenty-five, was duly
elected MP for Oldham. Since he then immediately went off on a North
American lecture tour, he did not actually enter Parliament until early 1901.
He remained in the Commons, with only two short interruptions until 1964.


Churchill the Conservative, 1900-1904


Churchill seems to have accepted that the Conservatives were the party for
people of his class and views without giving it much thought. More important


Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s first steps in politics, his meteoric rise to ministerial office.


2. The damaging identity of being Lord Randolph Churchill’s son.


3. Acquiring political enemies as well as friends, grounds for criticism as
well as achievements.
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Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Randolph S. Churchill’s Winston S. Churchill: Young Statesman,
1900-1914.


Lecture 3:
Young Man in a Hurry, 1900–1911


Introduction:


Winston Churchill’s father, seeking to rile the elderly, statesmanlike
Gladstone after his apparently sudden conversion to Home Rule for Ireland in
1886, called him “an old man in a hurry.” In the first decade of the twentieth
century, the phrase “young man in a hurry” might well have been applied to
his son’s first efforts in national political life, for Winston’s insistent pushful-
ness was not to the taste of all his party colleagues (and was certainly dis-
liked by political opponents). In that first decade, he rapidly climbed what
Disraeli had called “the greasy pole” of politics and was thirty-six when in
1910 he achieved one of the great offices of state: Home Secretary.







was his desire to follow in the
footsteps of his father. Despite
neglect and harsh treatment, he
hero-worshipped Lord
Randolph, and especially so
after he died in 1895. Winston
wanted both to prove his father
wrong, when Lord Randolph
had said he would never
amount to anything, and to fulfill
the promise of his father’s own
blighted career. The filial affec-
tion involved in this was well
illustrated by the two-volume,
largely uncritical, Life of Lord
Randolph Churchill that he
worked on at this time and pub-
lished in 1906.


Lord Randolph, even when he
had been a sharp political parti-
san scoring effective debating
points for the Conservatives,
had also been very much his
own man with his own view of
where the party should go. His
critics interpreted this as little
more than a means of promot-
ing his own career and doubted
whether he actually believed in
anything (a charge just as often levelled at Winston), but he also had great
faith in his own judgement and a strongly-argued view that what the
Conservatives needed was “Tory Democracy.” This was a populist appeal to
working-class voters to back patriotic causes and the British Empire, just as
Winston had campaigned in Oldham, but it also involved some policy conces-
sions to working-class interests.


Winston therefore entered the Commons determined to follow Lord
Randolph’s example and felt compelled to do this quickly because he was
convinced (partly by his own father’s early death) that the men in the
Churchill family died young. If he were to make a mark, he thought he must
do it before he was forty. An abrasive manner, trust in his own judgement
even when it meant dismissing the views of older heads, and a readiness to
upset people if he thought it was needed were all trademarks of Winston’s
early style in politics, just as they had been for Lord Randolph. Both could
be—and were—dismissed as rootless “adventurers.”


Churchill quickly clashed with his own party over the reform of the army, for
what he had seen in South Africa could now be openly discussed, with the
war over, and he made extremely critical speeches about the army’s military
and political leadership. He was equally hostile to the Conservatives’ rather
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“You will make all


kinds of mistakes; but


as long as you are


generous and true,


and also fierce, you


cannot hurt the world


or even seriously


distress her. She was


made to be wooed


and won by youth.”


~ Winston Churchill,
My Early Life, 1930







slack attitude to social policy, and to their
drift towards support for tariffs to protect
British and British Empire industry.
Knowing a little of the United States from
his visits, he saw tariffs as the means of
bringing all the most corrupt elements of
American politics into Britain.


As he increasingly attacked his own side,
and with only a very few supporters on
such issues as the defence of free trade,
he questioned whether he was in the right
party at all. By 1904, after less than four
years in the Commons, he concluded that
he was not, crossed the floor, and joined
the Liberals.


Churchill the Liberal, 1904-1911


For the next twenty years, Churchill was
in the Liberal Party and hated as a “rat” by
Conservatives with the special venom that
party men apply to turncoats. His readi-
ness to defend himself with great vigour
(not least to convince the Liberals that he
really was now one of them) only widened
the breach. His acceptance of junior min-
isterial office in the Liberal government
formed in 1905 only increased
Conservative anger, for it seemed like his
reward for betraying his own side.


In 1906, Churchill switched his con-
stituency to the Lancashire regional capi-
tal, Manchester, and captured a
Conservative seat there for the Liberals,
upsetting Conservatives even more. They
had their revenge when he lost the seat
two years later, but he was able immedi-
ately to get elected instead for Dundee,
where he remained the MP until 1922.


His marriage in 1908 to Clementine
Hozier, an extremely happy marriage that
lasted until his death and provided a firm
family background to his exciting public
life, also united him to a lifelong Liberal
from an old Liberal family. “Clemmie” was
perhaps the only person to whom Winston
would invariably listen, and though she
used that influence only sparingly it was
an influence in a progressive rather than a
conservative direction.


CLEMENTINE HOZIER
CHURCHILL
(1885-1977)


On September 12, 1908,
Churchill married Clementine
Hozier, daughter of Col. Sir
Henry Montagu Hozier and Lady
Henrietta Blanche Ogilvy. Her
grandfather was the Tenth Earl
of Airlie.


Throughout their marriage—
happy by all accounts—they did,
however, quarrel with some fre-
quency. “Clemmie,” as Churchill
called her, was as strong-willed
and resilient as her husband. She
was a constant source of support
for him and a safe harbour for his
stormy moods. Clementine was
invariably his nurse whenever
Churchill was ill, as no one else
could withstand his tantrums at
such times.


Through all his remarkable
career, she remained a devoted
wife and, in many ways, the per-
fect mate for a man of Churchill’s
drive and ambition.


Their genuine affection was
recalled often in letters: she was
“cat” and he was “pug.”


(Source: National Library of Scotland,
www.churchill.nls.ac.uk)
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Nevertheless, Churchill was not a man
who bore deep grudges, and he kept and
made close personal friendships across
the party battle-lines. He was especially
close to one of the Conservatives’ most
partisan debaters, the witty lawyer F.E.
Smith, and they were among the founders
of “The Other Club,” a dining club where
those who attacked each other without
mercy by day could enjoy each other’s
company socially in the evenings.
Churchill’s devotion to it was lifelong and
very deep, for he loved good company,
good food and wine, and lively conversa-
tion. Party came a long way behind such
things in his personal loyalties.


Churchill the Cabinet Minister, 1908-1911


The experience of campaigning for work-
ing-class votes in Lancashire and in
Scotland made Churchill face up to British
urban problems from which he had been
shielded by his elite birth and his army
career. This, and his determination to fol-
low his father, partly explains his apparent
lurch into “social reform” in the period of
1908 to 1911.


Churchill also formed a strong friendship
with David Lloyd George, the mercurial
Welshman from a decidedly non-elite back-
ground who took charge of the Treasury
between 1908 and 1915. Together, they
pushed through a series of important
reforms, effectively laying the foundations
for the modern British welfare state.


Another influence in the same direction
was the post he actually held, for when
Herbert Asquith became Prime Minister in
1908, he asked Churchill to join the cabinet as President of the Board of
Trade, and then in 1910 promoted him to Home Secretary. These were the
two departments responsible for British industry and its workforce. Many (and
Churchill amongst them) expected that a big European war could not be long
delayed, and saw social reform as a way of bolstering Britain’s war capacity,
as well as morally necessary because of the plight of the poor.


Churchill was thus personally responsible for introducing labour exchanges,
improvements to strike mediation, prison reforms, and in limited areas a mini-
mum wage system. More widely, he helped his party to promote a tax system
to assist the poorer classes, the first old age pensions, and health and unem-
ployment insurance schemes. His book The People’s Rights (1910) reprinted


CHURCHILL
THE LIBERAL


In a speech delivered at
Dundee in 1908 when he was
running for Parliament under the
Liberal banner, Churchill contrast-
ed Liberalism to Socialism. He
spoke in what became one of his
signature styles—declarative
prose.


“Liberalism is not Socialism,
and never will be. There is a
great gulf fixed. It is not a gulf
of method, it is a gulf of princi-
ple. Socialism seeks to pull
down wealth. Liberalism
seeks to raise up poverty.
Socialism would destroy pri-
vate interests; Liberalism
would preserve private inter-
ests in the only way in which
they can be safely and justly
preserved, namely by recon-
ciling them with public right.
Socialism would kill enter-
prise; Liberalism would rescue
enterprise from the trammels
of privilege and preference.
Socialism exalts the rule;
Liberalism exalts the man.
Socialism attacks capital,
Liberalism attacks monopoly.”


(Source: Finest Hour, 86, Spring 1995
from “A Toast to the University Club of
Toronto and a Remembrance of ‘The
Other Club’ ” by Senator Jerry S.
Grafstein, Q.C., Toronto, Canada.)
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his trenchant speeches in defence of
these progressive policies.


Churchill could not resist offering
his cabinet colleagues advice on
their areas of responsibility and bat-
tering the Prime Minister with long
letters on every subject. Nor could
he restrain his natural exuberance in
his own field, and this offered his
critics plenty of ammunition to fire at
him and his future hopes. In 1911,
when a gang of Russian anarchists
were cornered in London’s East End
and the “siege of Sidney Street” took
place, Churchill left his desk and
went off to take charge on the spot.
He was also blamed—mainly unfair-
ly—for action taken by the police
and the army to suppress strike
action in South Wales, at
“Tonypandy.”


Taking Stock, 1911


By 1911, Churchill had already
reached one of the top four jobs in
government, was one of the Liberal
government’s star speakers, and
had a very respectable list of legisla-
tive achievements to his name. Less
fortunately, and also by 1911,
Churchill had enraged many politi-
cians and inspired the distrust of oth-
ers, and he had become involved in
incidents that could be cited against


him as examples of his lack of judgement for the rest of his life. Churchill as
the unpopular achiever was already there in all essentials, a basic profile that
remained until 1940. In the short term, though, he was to be rescued from
this in 1911 by his first chance to take charge of a military department, and
on the eve of a world war.
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Home Secretary Churchill, 1910


As a social reformer, Churchill championed
the causes of the less fortunate with an eye
toward the need for manpower in a possible
European war.
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1. What do his early political efforts show of Churchill’s view of the role
of party?


2. How much was young Churchill the prisoner of his father’s unfulfilled promise?


3. Was Churchill ever, as he later liked to claim, a “social reformer”?


Churchill, Randolph S. Young Statesman: Winston S. Churchill, 1900-1914.
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1967.


Churchill, Winston S. Lord Randolph Churchill. 2 vols. London:
Macmillan, 1909.


Churchill, Winston S. The People’s Rights. London: Hodder and
Stoughton, 1909.


Rowland, Peter. The Last Liberal Governments: The Promised Land. Vol. 1.
London: Barrie & Rockliff, 1968.


http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/historical/history_europe.html - The Perry-
Castañeda Library Map Collection at the University of Texas has over thirty
historical maps of Europe, as a whole, and many more of individual countries
in Europe. You can trace the changes in European geography over the course
of Churchill’s lifetime and see the early development of the European states.
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Ruling the Waves as First Lord of the Admiralty


As we have seen, Churchill was by 1911 a man of considerable executive
experience in government office, and while he was thought to be over-
excitable by some political colleagues he was also much admired by his offi-
cials; he was decisive, took a direct interest in the development of policy, and
was careful always to read and comment on the mass of paperwork that
came before him as a Minister.


In 1911, though, there was a severe diplomatic crisis between Britain and
France on the one hand and Germany on the other when it was feared that a
continental war would break out right across Europe. The existing political
head of the Navy, the very civilian Reginald McKenna, felt uncomfortable with
the idea that he could soon be running a war, and Asquith as Prime Minister
also felt that the Navy needed more zip in its political direction. Churchill and
McKenna therefore exchanged offices, McKenna going to the Home Office
and Churchill to the Admiralty.


A secondary consequence of these Anglo-German tensions that climaxed in
1911 was the development for the first time in Britain of a serious system of
intelligence, both of espionage and counterespionage. As Home Secretary
Churchill had responsibility for public protection, while at the Admiralty he


Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s role in preparing the Royal Navy for the Great War.


2. Allocating responsibility for the Dardanelles defeat.


3. Churchill’s response to his first personal setbacks.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Richard Ollard’s “Churchill and the Navy” in William Roger Louis and
Lord Blake’s Churchill.


Lecture 4:
“I Am a War Person”


Introduction:


The years 1911 to 1915 began as a period as happy as any in Churchill’s
life, reached a climax of excitement as he directed and deployed the great
fleets of the Royal Navy during the first year of the war, and then crashed into
the fiasco of the Dardanelles campaign. In May 1915, Churchill had the first
setback of his political life when he was demoted in rank. Later in the year,
he left the government altogether, taking up a junior fighting post in the army
rather than waste his time as a man of no political influence. He lamented to
his wife that he was “a war person,” devastated by having no big job to do
when his country was fighting a war to the death. It was the lowest point of
his life and, characteristically, he warded off depression partly by finding a
new form of activity—painting—with which to occupy his time.
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controlled the country’s main line of mili-
tary defence. He therefore took a close
interest in the new intelligence agencies,
helped them greatly in their early days,
and developed a lifelong fascination with
this new “fourth arm” of warfare, which
would add information as a battlefield
along with the land, sea, and air.


Churchill was also an early exponent of
air warfare, learning to fly himself (and so
becoming one of the few politicians with a
pilot’s licence, anywhere in the world),
pressing the importance of naval aviation
on the sceptical admirals, and supporting
from a distance the development of an air
force for land warfare too, the Royal
Flying Corps. The contrast between a
man who already seemed to have an old-
fashioned political style but who was in
military matters so open to new ideas was
much remarked on.


Churchill’s main role was to provide the
Navy itself with political leadership, and
this he did to great effect. The last three
years of peacetime before war came in
1914 were years of great change in the
Navy, and Churchill was closely involved
in that modernising programme: conver-
sion of the fleet from coal to oil power and
purchase of a Middle Eastern oil compa-
ny to secure future supplies; improve-
ments in naval gunnery, creation of a
naval general staff like that recently creat-
ed for the army, building of a worldwide
chain of radio stations so that London
could instantly contact and redirect the
warships anywhere in the world. He also
loved the social experience of running the
Navy, working with the uniformed military
around him, and enjoyed especially one
perk of office, the Admiralty yacht (actual-
ly quite a respectably sized ship) on
which he could entertain friends and col-
leagues on Mediterranean cruises in the
summer months.


Equally important was the laying down
of more and more ships, and especially
of bigger and better battleships, the first


THE ANGLO-GERMAN
NAVAL RACE


Among the immediate causes of
the First World War was a burst of
competitive warship building by
Britain and Germany over the two
decades before 1914.


For Britain, with only a small pro-
fessional army, mainly committed
to garrison duties in colonies
around the world, control of the
seas around the British Isles and
the trading routes around the
world was the only safeguard
against invasion or starvation. For
Germany, already possessed of a
large conscript army, a powerful
Navy was a status symbol denot-
ing its arrival as a world, rather
than merely a European, power
(and protection against a possi-
ble British wartime blockade of
Germany). With central national
interests perceived as being at
stake on both sides, neither would
back down on the central issue,
while the steady laying down of
more, bigger, and faster warships
only increased the countries’
mutual suspicions.
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The German ship, Pommern, a
Deutschland-class battleship built
in 1910, suffered 839 casualties
when sunk with torpedoes by the
British in the Battle of Jutland on
January 6, 1916.
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ships in Europe with 15” guns. Churchill had to fight hard for the money for
these expensive weapons, and found himself separated from his old political
ally Lloyd George, who wished to give higher priority to social spending.
Churchill was not at all happy with this naval building race with Germany,
recognising that it was adding to the tension and fear on both sides. He tried
to get a “naval holiday” agreed between the two countries, whereby each
would agree to build no new ships for a period, and so let tension fall away,
but was rebuffed by the German Kaiser.


Running the Sea War


In August 1914, war broke out all across Europe and Britain, after a short
delay, joined France and Russia in fighting Germany and Austria. Churchill’s
excitement in these days was boundless, and he was even aware personally
that he gave the impression of actually wanting a war in which thousands
would die. He was, though, widely commended for his decisive manner of
bringing the fleet to readiness in the last few days of peacetime.


With war now a fact, Churchill’s political scalp depended on how well the
Navy fared against Germany. There were a number of early successes at
sea (for example, the sweeping of German merchant shipping off the oceans
of the world and the safe carriage of British troops to France and Empire
troops to Europe). In the long run, although the Royal Navy never won a
spectacular victory in a big fleet action, in the Nelson tradition, and the only
real fleet action, the battle of Jutland in 1916, was an indecisive affair of
missed chances, the Royal Navy’s control of the northern seas was never
seriously challenged, and the blockade that it was able to mount against
German trade helped considerably in winning the war. As the man who took
the Navy well-prepared into the war, Churchill deserves much credit for this.


There were also, though, setbacks during Churchill’s time in charge, when
German surface raiders seemed
to take so much time to be hunt-
ed down, when older British
ships were sunk in small
actions, and especially when a
British squadron was scattered
and sunk by German naval units
at the battle of Coronel off Chile
(though rapid action ensured
that the German units responsi-
ble were themselves destroyed
soon afterwards). By early
1915, with German surface
raiders no longer a real threat,
with no big battleship action in
prospect, and with German sub-
marines not yet a big threat to
Britain, the naval war seemed to
have swung decisively Britain’s
way. Churchill’s star was high.
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“The motto of the


British people is


‘Business carried on


as usual during


alterations on the


map of Europe.’”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech at the Guildhall,


November 9, 1914







Churchill himself was, however, far from happy with a relative stalemate at
sea and an apparent stalemate on land too, and he was constantly urging his
political colleagues to become more pro-active and imaginative in their war
thinking. He, after all, unlike anyone else in the cabinet, had recent experi-
ence of actual fighting, knew its horrors, and felt the urge to take all neces-
sary steps to shorten the war. This led him into some indiscriminate and
poorly thought-out proposals.


When the Germans besieged the Belgian city of Antwerp, in August 1914,
Churchill arrived to investigate its defence (on which depended the left flank
of the British army’s position in Belgium). He effectively took command of the
defence of the town and actually offered to lay down his political office if
made a general and given such a command, an idea greeted with derision
when his letter was read to the cabinet. When Antwerp fell to the Germans
soon afterwards, this seemed to prove his poor judgement, but his activity
may have gained vital time to build a strong line of defence further back, a
line then held for the whole war.


The Dardanelles: The “Terrible Ifs”


Churchill’s greatest aim was to bring the Navy into offensive action to relieve
pressure on the army, to outflank the great trench stalemate that by
Christmas 1914 ran all the way from the North Sea to the Swiss border, by
going round the back of the German lines, either to the North or the South.
His first idea was to put a British fleet in the Baltic sea, seize an island such
as Borkum, and land an army on Germany’s north coast, near Berlin. This
was hugely risky, for such a force would have long lines of supply through
enemy-controlled seas.


He then turned more to the South, where Britain and France had been
embarrassed by Turkey entering the war on Germany’s side, so making it
impossible for them to supply munitions to Russia (and receive wheat in
return) through the southern route that lay through the Black Sea, the north-
ern sea routes to Russia being impassable anyway in winter. Churchill
believed that if Britain and France could knock a weak Turkey out of the war,
other Balkan countries would join the allies in a great attack on Germany’s
ally Austria.


But how to defeat Turkey, especially when no troops could be spared?
Churchill planned to force the straits, the “Dardanelles,” that led to the
Turkish capital Istanbul, “by ships alone,” after which they would shell
Istanbul until Turkey surrendered, and he was prepared to accept heavy loss-
es (at least of old ships) for so great a prize as the defeat of Turkey. The
actual attack was poorly commanded and after ships were sunk by mines
and shore-based guns it was called off.


The government (together with France) now decided to mount a land inva-
sion, take the shore batteries from behind, and so enable the Navy to clear
the mines, sail through the straits, and finish the job. Unfortunately, the land-
ings were poorly planned and executed, and a new trench stalemate set in,
but with the extra horror of Mediterranean heat and flies. After several
months of fruitless fighting, the army was withdrawn (brilliantly, the best
action of the whole campaign), so conceding a clear defeat by a second-rank,
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“oriental” power. By then, Churchill had been forced to take most of the
blame and left office.


Was he to blame? Certainly, so far as he started the whole idea and
harassed his colleagues into accepting it, but he could hardly be faulted for
the army’s failure to do the job properly when it arrived. Could it ever have
succeeded? Churchill always believed that it could, that it was a great missed
chance to win the war more quickly and more cheaply, and in his history of
the Great War, The World Crisis (1923-31, 5 volumes), he listed the “terrible
ifs,” the moments when success was there to be seized “if only” someone
had shown more skill, more drive, and more leadership. Few either then or
since have agreed with this view, but the official British government enquiry
fairly decided that blame should be shared by many British ministers, not just
Churchill. In Australia, whose soldiers suffered heavy casualties in the cam-
paign, the first it had fought since becoming a federal nation in 1901,
Churchill always remained a divisive figure after 1915.


Political Eclipse


A number of Conservatives had hated Churchill since he deserted them in
1904. In the political crisis of May 1915, Asquith had to bring the
Conservatives into his Liberal government to strengthen national unity, and
their price was the removal of Churchill from the Admiralty. Since he was
offered only a post without a real department, as “Chancellor of the Duchy of
Lancaster,” his humiliation was obvious and public.


For a few months, Churchill tried to make this work, but was unable to
achieve much. Finally, he resigned office altogether so as to go to the
war front himself. He had agreed with Asquith that he would become a
Brigadier, but this too was then withdrawn and he was given only the rank of
Lieutenant Colonel.


One of his reactions to this enforced idleness was to take up a lifelong
hobby, painting. By the 1940s, his work was good enough to be exhibited
when sent in anonymously to the Royal Academy and was the subject of
another book, Painting as a Pastime (1948).


After a period of training with the Guards, Churchill took command of a
Scottish battalion and served for several months in the front line. He showed
himself a conscientious commander and did well, though his unit was not
directly involved in any great action during the period. Nevertheless, he
missed the thrill of political leadership, aware that after fifteen years in politics
he seemed to be back where he started.
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1. How far can Churchill be credited with getting the Royal Navy ready for war
in 1914?


2. Was Churchill really responsible for the defeat at the Dardanelles?


3. What did Churchill learn about war in the trenches in 1915-16?


Ollard, Richard. “Churchill and the Navy” in William Roger Louis and Lord
Blake (eds.). Churchill. New York: Oxford University Press, 1993.


Churchill, Winston S. The World Crisis. Vols. 1 & 2. New York:
Scribner, 1923.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill, 1914-1916. London: Heinemann, 1971.


Higgins, Trumbull. Winston Churchill and the Dardanelles. London:
Greenwood, 1977.


http://www.pbs.org/greatwar/timeline/ - From PBS, this site contains an interac-
tive timeline of the Great War. This includes events preceding and following
the war.
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Getting Back into Political Office


In the army in France, Churchill burned with frustration once the initial
excitement of getting near the fighting wore off. His wife Clementine was
instructed to send him all the political news, and he could see from what he
learned that a new political alignment was coming.


His one attempt to force a political comeback, with a speech in Parliament
for which he dressed in army uniform, was a fiasco. Although his criticisms of
the government’s management of the war were effective, he ruined this with
a final call to bring back the elderly Admiral Fisher to direct the sea war, seen
as very poor judgement on his part.


As he had foreseen, Asquith’s government fell in December 1916, and was
replaced by a government headed by the Liberal Lloyd George in alliance
with the Conservatives. But Churchill was left out. He was still hated by the
Conservatives, and Lloyd George was not strong enough to defy them.


However, “LG,” who had worked closely with Churchill before the war, still
saw him as a man of energy, drive, and imagination, the sort of minister that
the war effort badly needed. After half a year as Prime Minister, he braved
the critics (who were outraged) and made Churchill Minister of Munitions. In
that role, Churchill helped in the final eighteen months of the war, pressing for


Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s resilience and self-belief were severely tested.


2. His political experience continued to broaden and deepen.


3. His judgement was increasingly questioned by colleagues as well
as opponents.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Martin Gilbert’s Winston S. Churchill, 1917-1922.


Lecture 5:
Starting Again, 1916–1930


Introduction:


Churchill’s political life between the two world wars is often seen as his least
successful period, a time of many setbacks, periods out of office, and a grow-
ing public perception that he was a man of poor judgement and increasing
recklessness, a political has-been (though in 1930 he was only fifty-five, the
sort of age at which most men are at their peak). His career before 1939
could therefore by summarised in a 1970 book as “a study in failure.” Yet, as
that book’s author also pointed out, what is equally striking is his resilience,
how he just kept bouncing back and refused to accept defeat.
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ever greater pro-
duction figures of
weapons and muni-
tions, and helping to
bring the tank, of
which he had been
one of the original
supporters, onto the
battlefield in num-
bers that counted in
the battles of 1918.


Churchill’s success
in this role made
him again accept-
able to the Conservative leaders, if not yet
among ordinary party workers and back-
bench MPs. He became the minister
responsible for the army and air force
when the war ended, later the minister for
the colonies, and remained in Lloyd
George’s coalition government until it fell in
October 1922.


Four Years in Office, and a Move to
the Right


At the War Office, Churchill was responsi-
ble for managing the huge task of demobil-
ising into civilian life millions of men who
had joined up for the war. He was also the
minister responsible for keeping a separate
air force in existence when the generals
and admirals tried to integrate it into their
own forces. At the Colonial Office, he
helped to set up the new Middle Eastern
states created when the Turkish Empire
was dismantled.


However, his ministerial duties also
embroiled him in two bigger political prob-
lems with long-term consequences for his
career and his reputation: Soviet Russia
and Ireland.


Churchill reacted to the Bolshevik
Revolution in Russia with horror, and
denounced the new Soviet government in
extreme terms—“the foul baboonery of
Bolshevism.” In part, this reflected loyalty
to the old Russian political class that had
gone to war as allies in 1914, in part out of


TANKS


The caterpillar-tread design first
saw combat during the 1850s’
Crimean War in which treaded
tractors moved around mud-
choked battlefields.


Through the urging of British
army Colonel Ernest Swinton, who
arranged a demonstration of the
still-secret weapon in June 1915,
Churchill, as Minister of Munitions,
fervently promoted the combat use
of the “landship.” The machines
were dubbed “tanks” when
shipped to the front in an effort to
conceal their true identity and for
their resemblance to water tanks
of the era. The name stuck.


A few dozen tanks first saw
action in the Battle of the Somme
in September 1916, but with poor
results. A British division of 400
tanks broke through German lines
near Cambrai in November 1917
and were responsible for capturing
over 8,000 prisoners and large
stores of guns and munitions.
Soon, all combatant countries had
tanks, but they didn’t become truly
decisive as “the Queen of the
Battlefield” until the Second World
War.


(Source: www.firstworldwar.com/
weaponry/tanks)
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fear that Bolshevism could spread across
the world and threaten in Britain all that
he most admired. The rise of the (very
moderate) British Labour party seemed
to him and many others part of the
same threat.


He was also responsible for British
troops already in Russia and urged that
they be reinforced to help White forces
against the Reds in the Russian civil war.
He would not moderate this view even
when a war-exhausted public wanted to
end intervention and recognise Soviet
Russia as a political and economic fact
of life. This, and the extreme language
he used, made him seem reactionary,
but his views were in fact moving steadi-
ly to the right.


In Ireland, Churchill’s army was faced
with a national rising, and he had to
resort to extreme measures to resist
the nationalists and protect British rule.
He was, though, also urging negotia-
tions and still supported Home Rule for
Ireland, providing it was not seized by
force. He played a key role in the 1921
talks that led to the Irish Treaty and the
Irish independent state (which as
Colonial Secretary he helped then to
set up).


In order to rally opinion from the centre
and right against the threat from the
Left, he was a supporter of “fusion,”
plans to merge the Conservatives and
Lloyd George Liberals into one “centre”
party, but these were always opposed
by ordinary party men, and Conservative
resistance eventually brought down the
government altogether in 1922. During
the election that followed, Churchill (who
had been ill) lost his Commons seat at
Dundee, his appendix, and his ministeri-
al job.


“Re-Ratting”


With the Conservatives back in power,
the Liberals weak and split, and Labour
now the second largest party (and in


Michael Collins
by Sir John Lavery, 1922


Sinn Fein leader and avowed revolu-
tionary, Michael Collins wanted an
Ireland free of British domination.


THE IRISH QUESTION


Ireland had been a British
colony since medieval times, and
mutual antagonism had been
entrenched in the seventeenth
century with the planting (mainly
in Ulster) of Scottish and English
protestant settlers loyal to Anglo-
Irish Union in a predominantly
Catholic country.


In 1801, Ireland was formally
incorporated into the United
Kingdom, but during the nine-
teenth century a growing move-
ment for Irish separatism brought
both political effort and violence.


British Liberals supported Irish
self-government within the
British Empire from the 1880s,
but “Unionists” like Lord
Randolph played “the orange
card” of supporting Ulster
protestant “loyalists.”


Winston Churchill favoured Irish
Home Rule (and helped to bring it
about in 1921), but opposed forc-
ing Ulster into an independent
Irish state. In the peculiar status
of “Northern Ireland” (most of
Ulster voting to stay in the United
Kingdom), the “Irish Question”
remains alive today.
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1924, for a few months the government), Churchill had to review his options,
His drift to the right made it hard to see him as a “Liberal” as he had been in
about 1910, but he hated Labour and was himself hated by many
Conservatives.


He stood in 1922 to 1924 in four elections, in four different districts, and with
four party labels, but was in the fourth contest returned to Parliament after a
gap of two years as a “Constitutionalist” for the Epping constituency. He then
rejoined the Conservative Party twenty years after he had left it, and
remained MP for the same seat (though redistricted as “Woodford” in 1945)
for forty years.


More than this, he was offered office by the Conservative leader Baldwin in a
major post, Chancellor of the Exchequer. Would he take the job? Churchill was
tempted to reply “Will the bloody duck swim?” He had successfully “re-ratted.”


Chancellor of the Exchequer


Not a post Churchill enjoyed, but one he did competently. The return to the
gold standard in 1925 was a policy he thought about hard, but made what
turned out to be the wrong decision, on the best available advice. His involve-
ment in the General Strike of 1926 made him seem extreme and excitable,
but his tireless efforts to settle the coal strike later in the year showed a more
humane side.


His keen involvement in Neville Chamberlain’s social programmes, such as
extensions to pensions provision, again honoured the memory of his father.
Cutting military expenditure and keeping on with the “ten year rule” for only
limited defence planning, though part of the Chancellor’s job, are hard to rec-
oncile with his earlier and later views.


Conservative defeat in the 1929 election left him out of office, critical of a
new Labour Government (especially over India and free trade, to be covered
in the next lecture). His increasing discontent with Baldwin’s leadership led
him to resign from the front bench, beginning nine “wilderness years” as a
lonely and embittered man, holding no office between the ages of fifty-five
and sixty-five.
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“Politics are almost as


exciting as war. In


war you can only be


killed once, but in


politics many times.”


~ Winston Churchill,
1920







1. Why was Churchill seen in the 1930s as a man of poor judgement?


2. What was it that Churchill so hated about Soviet Russia, and
socialism generally?


3. Why were Churchill’s views on Ireland so misunderstood?


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill, 1917-1922. London: Heinemann, 1973.


Jenkins, Roy. Churchill. London: HarperCollins, 2001.


Morgan, Kenneth. Consensus and Disunity: The Lloyd George Coalition
Government, 1918-1922. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1979.


Ramsden, John. The Age of Balfour and Baldwin, Longman History of the
Conservative Party, 1902-1940. London: Longman, 1978.


http://www.yale.edu/lawweb/avalon/wwii/gb3.htm - Yale Law School has com-
piled many historical documents, including a radio address by Neville
Chamberlain, Prime Minister of the UK, made on September 3, 1939, on the
brink of World War II.


MacMillan, Margaret . Paris 1919, Six Months That Changed the World.
Narrated by Suzanne Toren. UNABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2003.
18 cassettes/26 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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The Family, Chartwell, and the Need for Income


By the 1930s, Churchill had been married for more than twenty years, and
he had one son and three surviving daughters (one daughter died in infancy).
His son, named Randolph after Churchill’s father, was already a talented
speaker and aspirant politician, with a personality as strong as Winston’s own
and an increasing problem with alcohol. They clashed repeatedly, but had
just as many tearful reconciliations.


Two of Churchill’s daughters were also a difficulty: one married a
Conservative MP, but then divorced (still a process that left some social stig-
ma in Britain), and the other married a much older man who ran a dance
band, not quite socially right for the Churchill family either. But then it must
have been very hard to grow up in Britain in the 1920s and 1930s with the
name “Churchill.”


In 1922, Churchill had bought for the family Chartwell, a fine country house,
in the Kentish Weald but near enough to London for easy weekend access.
There he played the part of the country squire, but also spent a lot of money
on landscaping and farming. It had a large staff who had to be paid and con-
stituted so serious a financial problem that in 1938-39 he had to agree to sell
the house to deal with mounting debts. Return to public office on the outbreak
of war saved him from this embarrassment, and after the Second World War
a group of wealthy friends bought the house for the nation, giving it to the
National Trust on condition that Winston and Clementine would be able to
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Issues . . .


1. The Churchill family and their house, Chartwell—a domestic base amid
political storms, but a severe drain on the finances.


2. How Churchill developed a method for writing large works of history,
using professional historians but remaining in control.


3. An assessment of just how good Churchill’s writings were.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Winston S. Churchill’s Great Contemporaries.


Lecture 6:
Churchill the Writer


Introduction:


Deprived of political office in the 1930s, Churchill had to keep up a punishing
schedule of writing, so that he could support a growing family, his two hous-
es, and a grand lifestyle. His books and his writing for the newspapers did,
however, keep his name in the public eye and prevented him from being
completely written off as a man from the past.







live there for the rest of their lives. It is now therefore a major tourist attraction
on the National Trust list of properties.


Churchill loved Chartwell (far more than did his wife, who had not been con-
sulted when he bought it and who never really liked the place as much as
Winston). The view over Kent from the house and grounds was a constant
source of refreshment, and he could throw himself into nonpolitical activities
there when depressed by political issues: he had an artist’s studio in the
grounds, and during the 1930s personally built a large brick wall around part
of the garden. Chartwell was also, though, a place where his political support-
ers could gather to plan tactics, and serious foreign news was often greeted
by a move to the “map room” for discussion of its implications.


Churchill’s financial troubles cannot be attributed solely to the loss of an offi-
cial salary and the costs of the family and of Chartwell. He lived all his life the
lifestyle of a very rich man, but had inherited very little capital from his par-
ents. A taste for good food, expensive wines and brandies, Cuban cigars,
and plenty of staff did not come cheap: his friend Lord Birkenhead once
quipped that Churchill was “easily satisfied,” for “the best would always do.”


Until he received the huge capital sums generated by his Second World War
memoirs, Churchill needed a constant source of income, and a large one,
and this drove him to write so much. His desire to write serious historical
works was also about presenting himself and his view of the world to serious
readers, his journalism often about publicising his view of current affairs. The
need for money and the desire for self-presentation therefore went together.


Writing History


Churchill’s first four history books were written single-handedly, the
despatches that he had sent in to the newspapers as a war correspondent
providing the basis of the later campaign histories. His biography of his father
was likewise an extremely personal statement that he wrote personally, so
much so that he tended to bend the story a little to match his own current
political views.


As a minister, he then had little time for writing, but his experiences in the
First World War drove him back to the task, not least to defend his own
record over the Dardanelles. He was thus one of the first of the wartime
leaders to write an insider account, and though much of the first two vol-
umes was autobiographical, other parts were purely historical (notably the
fifth volume that he added later, on the Eastern Front, on which he had no
personal experience). This mixture of history and autobiography led to many
jokes about his motives: “Winston has written his autobiography and called it
The World Crisis.”


The World Crisis did enable Churchill to use documentary sources from his
own time in public life, and so add authenticity to his story, and he enhanced
this aspect by asking former political and military colleagues for advice and
documents, or to read drafts of chapters and comment on them, notably
General Haig.


When he turned to writing a big (four volume) life of his great ancestor, the
first Duke of Marlborough, Churchill used a team of historian-researchers to
gather the information, filled the text with authentic documents, and yet dictat-
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ed the text himself in his inim-
itable style. The four-volume
History of the English-Speaking
Peoples was written on the
same basis later in the 1930s
(though not finished and pub-
lished until twenty years later,
after he retired). The method
reached its climax with the two-
million words of his The Second
World War memoirs, with a big
team of historical and military
aides producing drafts.


Writing for the Press


The young Churchill was proud
to call himself a “war correspon-
dent” rather than a journalist.
He never actually worked on
the permanent staff of a news-
paper, but he got the habit of
writing short pieces for dead-
lines and for pay, and turned
back to it whenever he had the
time and the need for money.


In the 1920s and early 1930s,
his preference was for short,
reflective pieces, effectively
essays, on aspects of his own
life (such as being the subject
of cartoons, or on experiences
as a candidate at elections), on
people he had known (short
biographical sketches about
people like Joseph Cham-
berlain) or reflections on broad-
er cultural shifts (“Mass effects
in public life”).


Regarding all his words as
worth recording for posterity, he
arranged that many of these
short pieces then appear in
book form too (for example, the biographical sketches becoming Great
Contemporaries in 1937), but the essays not put into books in his lifetime
filled four large volumes when republished in 1974.


In the later 1930s, with his close involvement in the politics of defence and
foreign policy, his press writing was mainly commentaries on the unfolding
scene, read by millions across Europe and the world as war approached.
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“It is a delusion to


suppose that . . . we


have been fighting the


battles of the anti-


Bolshevik Russians.


On the contrary, they


have been fighting


ours; and this truth


will become painfully


apparent from the


moment that they are


exterminated and the


Bolshevik armies are


supreme over the whole


vast territories of the


Russian Empire.”


~ Winston Churchill,
From a Memorandum written by
Churchill on September 15, 1919,


quoted in The World Crisis: The Aftermath,
Vol. IV, 1929, pp. 256, 259.







Style and Quality


Churchill had a very personal way with words, essentially the fusion of long,
rolling sentences and high rhetorical style that he had taught himself to use
after reading Gibbon in the 1890s, and his own gift for the telling quotation
(drawn from his prodigious memory) and the striking metaphor or illustration.
Others who worked closely with him could copy this—providing, for example,
drafts that needed and got little amendment for his very last books.


Because he dictated the books, and redictated successive drafts, they have
an air of public performance about them. However long, and however compli-
cated the volumes were, they remained extremely readable. For Churchill,
history was one of the performance arts, public history for which accessibility
by the public was a key component.


Churchill’s historical writing was at the end of the tradition of Whig history of
Britain and its institutions, and of liberal democratic history, but he added
Tory flavour to his version, with emphasis on nation, state, and the need for
watchfulness in defence. History was written to influence the present and
future. This reflects his writing autobiographically, either about himself or his
family, or by choosing subjects for their contemporary and future impact on
issues about which he cared deeply.


Marketing the Product


Churchill often said that only a fool who writes does not write for money, and
he was from the 1890s keen to get well paid for his work. The advance con-
tracts needed to get large payments for his multivolume products imposed
serious strains when a year or two later his time was committed to something
else, and he worked heroically at the task of organising and writing his books.


Initially, his newspaper work was placed through friends like Lord Beaver-
brook, a press proprietor. He was well paid but reached only a limited audi-
ence. From the mid-1930s though, Churchill had a literary agent, Emery
Reeves, who ensured not only more income for his occasional articles, but a
much wider circulation in European and American papers. Since this coincid-
ed with Churchill writing mainly about threatening international events, it
increased his influence and profile as well as his income.


The marketing of his work reached a climax with the huge contracts for
book and press rights to his The Second World War memoirs. These
brought in a huge sum of money and finally ended his lifelong financial
embarrassment, but also kept his name in the arena when he was deter-
mined not to retire. Writing was for Churchill then as always a part of his
public, self-publicising life.
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1. How good a writer was Churchill?


2. How much of Churchill’s books were really his own work?


3. How well has Churchill’s historical writing stood the test of time?


Churchill, Winston S. Great Contemporaries. London: Thornton
Butterworth, 1937.


Ashley, Maurice. Churchill as Historian. London: Secker and Warburg, 1968.


Churchill, Winston S. Thoughts and Adventures. London: Thornton
Butterworth, 1930.


Feske, Victor. From Belloc to Churchill. Chapel Hill, NC: University of North
Carolina Press, 1996.


Prior, Robin. Churchill’s World: Crisis as History. London: Routledge Kegan &
Paul, 1983.


http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/war/wwtwo/earlyyears_01.shtml - A BBC site on
the early years of World War II. The site includes articles on important events
of the war, a timeline, and information on important figures in the war.


Churchill, Winston S. The Great Republic. Narrated by the author (grandson of
Sir Winston S. Churchill). ABRIDGED Recorded Books, 1999.
4 cassettes/6 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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Free Trade and India


Churchill’s first moves into
the political wilderness in
1929-30 were voluntary and
had nothing to do with for-
eign policy and defence.


Britain’s economy, always
sluggish in the 1920s,
weakened further after the
Wall Street crash and the
worldwide slump that fol-
lowed. For many, the case
for imposing tariffs to pro-
tect British industry and jobs
for British workers seemed
overwhelming, and many
who had opposed tariffs in
the thirty-year argument
about them now accepted
that they were needed. But not Churchill, who had changed parties as a
defender of free trade in 1904 and wanted to stick to free trade.


At the same time, Britain had to respond to growing demands from Indian


Issues . . .


1. Churchill in the 1930s was pursuing several different political objectives,
not only one, and the balance between them must be understood.


2. Churchill’s warning about Hitler and Nazi Germany was not as clear as
he later claimed.


3. Nevertheless, he gradually established his point that Britain was in dan-
ger, and despite many setbacks, made it impossible for the Prime Minister
not to recall him to office in 1939 when war started with Germany.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read William Manchester’s The Last Lion: Winston Spencer Churchill
Alone, 1932-1940.


Lecture 7:
Neglected Prophet in the 1930s


Introduction:


Churchill’s “wilderness years” have acquired legendary status, a time in
which he was uniquely right in warnings about Nazi Germany, but ignored.
This legend owes quite a lot to Churchill’s own best-selling memoirs, pro-
duced soon after 1945, which greatly over-simplified the story. It also down-
plays the other campaigns fought, incidents that help to explain why it was
that he was ignored when he warned about Hitler.


A map of British Southeast Asia and an inset of Mohandas
Gandhi, ca. 1930s
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nationalists for self-government, and moderate politicians in all parties, includ-
ing the Conservative leader Baldwin, came to the conclusion that conces-
sions must be made. In 1930, they agreed to the basic principle that India
should move towards “dominion status,” in effect internal self-government like
that enjoyed by countries like Australia.


Churchill, who had soldiered in India (though over thirty years earlier), and
so thought of himself as an expert on Indian policy, wanted to resist all con-
cessions made under duress, and strongly denounced the holding of negotia-
tions with Indian nationalists (“a half-naked fakir” was Churchill’s description
of Gandhi).


Thus by 1931, he was out of step with most opinion in his own party and
many in the other two parties on trade policy, and with the leadership of his
own party and most opinion in the other parties over India. Hardly surprising
when the financial crisis of August 1931 brought down the Labour govern-
ment and replaced it with a “National” Government, Churchill was not invited
to join it.


A National Government—in practice increasingly a Conservative one under
that name, but always with some Liberal and ex-Labour Ministers—remained
in office until the Second World War and Churchill remained a back-bencher
throughout. Without ministerial office, Churchill could not much influence
events, but he continued to oppose both trade and Indian policies, in both
cases unsuccessfully.


By autumn 1932, the Government had imposed tariffs and negotiated a
British Commonwealth preferential trade agreement. Churchill did not like this
(and was pleased when American pressure forced its abandonment in 1945),
but recognised that it had become a matter of fact.


India was more difficult, for it took until 1935 for the Government to produce
and pass its Government of India Act. Though this offered only limited moves
towards democracy, Churchill opposed it throughout, challenged the
Conservative Ministers by trying to rally their party against them, claimed that
they had broken parliamentary rules to get their bill through, and denounced
them in very strong language, Despite all this effort, the bill passed.


The Abdication of King Edward VIII


The dust had barely settled over India (and there had been no time for party
leaders to forgive Churchill his opposing and denouncing them) when the
future of the new King, Edward VIII, caused him further problems.


The young king was far less stuffy than his father and was popular with the
public, less so with political leaders who anticipated interference and in some
cases even suspected the king of having fascist leanings. The bigger problem
was that the king wanted to marry Mrs. Wallis Simpson, with whom he was
already having an affair.


For most political and religious leaders, Mrs. Simpson would be an impossi-
ble woman to crown as Queen. She was American (when many, but not the
half-American Churchill, did not much like Americans), and she was divorced
already and would need to divorce again to marry the King. The King was
head of the Church of England and would have sworn at his coronation to
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uphold its principles (which included being opposed to divorce). If he then
married Mrs. Simpson, he would seem to have broken his coronation oath
and would not be able to marry his Queen in Church.


For most of 1936, British leaders tried to persuade the King to give up Mrs.
Simpson, and when that failed, to give up the throne instead. Until the last
few days, this remained secret, but Churchill knew about it from gossip and
rumour and made clear his support for the king. A romantic and a staunch
monarchist, he wanted the king to get the girl he loved without losing his
throne.


But he seriously misjudged events and opinion, and when he pleaded for
delay he was shouted down in the Commons, almost the only time they
would not even listen to him. It was widely seen as a stunt by Churchill to get
back into office himself, so low had respect for him sunk—or at least as a
dangerously destructive act.


So by 1936, Churchill had failed on three major campaigning issues in six
years and was identified with the old-fashioned view in each case. Doubts
were widely expressed about his judgement. This is the vital backdrop to the
country’s reluctance to listen to his warnings about Hitler.


Campaigning for Rearmament Against Hitler


Churchill was a strong believer in democracy (“the worst system of govern-
ment, except for all the others”), but he was not naîve enough to think that
Britain should refuse to recognise all dictatorships or to negotiate with them.
He had been strongly supportive of Mussolini in the 1920s, praising Italian
fascism on a visit to Rome, and even told the Commons that if forced to
choose between fascism and Communism, he would go for fascism. He con-
tinued to argue that Britain should split the dictators in the 1930s by allying
with Mussolini against Hitler (in 1941, he was pragmatically ready to ally with
Stalin for the same reason).


Likewise, when the Spanish Civil War broke out in 1936, he refused to con-
demn General Franco and his falange fascists, preferring them to the
Communist-influenced Spanish government, until in 1938-39 he recognised
that a win for Franco would place an ally of Hitler near Britain’s
Mediterranean sea lanes. By then Franco was winning the war.


With Hitler (who, perhaps fortunately, he never met), it was different from the
start. He seems to have grasped the unlimited capacity for evil in the Nazi
regime, and the danger when in 1933 it was placed in control of the large and
powerful country that Britain and her allies had taken four years to beat, only
a generation earlier.


This view was strongly reinforced in his mind by several brave civil servants
and diplomats who deliberately leaked to Churchill information on German
rearmament that the Government was not making public because of its wish
to remain friendly with Germany, but which greatly strengthened his attacks
on its policies. This information was not always correct (his figures overstat-
ed the numbers of German warplanes built, just as the Government under-
stated them).
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Nevertheless, Churchill’s role was not single-minded opposition, for he was
desperate to return to office himself (and so sometimes pulled his punches
when a ministerial reshuffle was expected), and was sometimes misled to
expect a job, so as to encourage his silence. Nor was he the only Conserv-
ative who opposed appeasement and supported quicker rearmament, but he
was certainly the loudest and the most determined. Partly for that reason,
other Conservatives tended not to want to ally with him, apart from three or
four close friends among MPs.


The Party whips, many MPs and Conservative newspapers, and some of his
constituency supporters in Woodford, too, strongly opposed his anti-appease-
ment campaign. He was seen as a man who had reneged on his party, been
allowed back, and then not been loyal, a man of selfishness and poor judge-
ment, a bad party man. The more strenuous his opposition to government
policy, the more he tried to ally with other political groups like Labour, and the
stronger his language in denouncing his own party’s leaders, the less it was
liked. It took great courage and huge self-belief to keep going under this con-
stant pressure.


Moving Back Towards Office


Nevertheless, the consistency of his speeches did have an impact, especial-
ly when backed by the newspaper articles that he wrote and had syndicated
across Europe and North America. Most of all, the policy of appeasement
failed to persuade the Nazis to alter their ways (may indeed have encouraged
Hitler to keep, opportunistically, demanding more and more). It was, as
Churchill said, like feeding a tiger with buns in the hope of staying on its
back, and persuading him to eat you last.


By summer 1938, with the crisis over the future of Czechoslovakia (the first
time that Churchill voted against the government on defence), Churchill was
increasingly being seen as right. The failure of the Munich agreement to
save the Czechs, obvious when Hitler overran the rest of that country in
March 1939, was the key moment in that process of validating his views.
Even MPs and newspapers loyal to the government began to demand his
return to office to show that appeasement was over and help prepare for war
if it should come.


Chamberlain refused to bow to that pressure until the actual start of war
made it inescapable. In September 1939, he made Churchill First Lord of the
Admiralty, the same post he had occupied in 1914 when the First World War
began, and the Admiralty allegedly signalled all ships, “Winston is back!”
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1. Why was Churchill so distrusted by his Conservative colleagues in
the 1930s?


2. Why was Churchill one of only a few British politicians to grasp the Nazi
threat in the 1930s?


3. What was the basis of Churchill’s rooted opposition to democratic reforms
in India?


Manchester, William. The Last Lion: Winston Spencer Churchill: Alone, 1932-
1940. London: Time Warner Books UK, 1988.


Churchill, Winston S. India. London: Thornton Butterworth, 1931.


Churchill, Winston S. Step by Step: Speeches 1936-1939. London: Thornton
Butterworth, 1939.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill, 1922-1939. London: Heinemann, 1976.


Stewart, Graham. Burying Caesar: Churchill, Chamberlain and the Battle for
the Tory Party. London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1999.


http://www.wmich.edu/dialogues/themes/indiagandhi.html - This site provides
background information on Gandhi and India’s road to independence. Other
links to sites about Gandhi are included. The site was developed at Western
Michigan University.
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Becoming Prime Minister


Churchill’s nine months at
the Admiralty, September
1939 to May 1940, were a
time of frustration. The Royal
Navy under his direction once
again did well in the war’s
early days, hunting down
German merchant ships and
raiding warships, for example
defeating the Graf Spee in
the battle of the River Plate
off Montevideo.


It was, though, a time of frus-
trating “phoney war” in which
little happened, with Britain
and France powerless to stop
Hitler’s destruction of Poland,
and Germany not yet ready to
attack elsewhere. Churchill was urging his colleagues fruitlessly to more
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Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s arrival at the premiership was the result of a political crisis
that could instead have destroyed him.


2. Churchill was not a born speaker, his making himself a great orator
being one of his many personal triumphs over adversity.


3. Radio was a key factor in his success, but all his speeches depended on
careful preparation and on his personal style of delivery.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read D.J. Wenden’s “Churchill, Radio and Film,” in William Roger Louis
and Lord Blake’s Churchill.


Lecture 8:
His “Finest Hour”:
Churchill the Orator


Introduction:


Churchill finally became Prime Minister in May 1940, but in terrible circum-
stances, and his early leadership consisted as much in raising morale and
convincing people that Britain was not inevitably doomed to defeat as in actu-
ally conducting the war effort.


His 1953 Nobel Prize for literature was awarded for his speeches as well as
for his books, and the citation (quoting a well-known wartime phrase) assert-
ed that he had “mobilised the English language and sent it into battle.”


Churchill waving to onlookers after being named Prime
Minister in 1940
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aggressive methods than sending the Royal Air Force to drop leaflets on
Germans, but since his service alone seemed actually to be fighting (and he
took care to announce good news at sea personally), his stock rose while
theirs continued to fall.


Throughout 1939 to 1945, he feared a repetition of the exhaustive, immobile
killing campaigns of 1914 to 1918 (hence his reluctance to agree to an early
invasion of France after the United States entered the war). Also, as in 1914
to 1918, he favoured more indirect and less costly ways to attack Germany—
by bombing, by blockade, or by flanking attacks in Scandinavia or the
Mediterranean. His tireless pressing of such activist policies, rather than sim-
ply waiting on events (a theme to be followed up in Lecture 12), severely tried
his ministerial colleagues in 1939 to 1940.


By spring 1940, it seemed clear that Hitler would soon attack in the West,
and Churchill finally succeeded in persuading Chamberlain to get in first, by
landing British troops in Norway (with the aim of preempting a German attack
and preventing iron ore from neutral Sweden from helping the German war
economy).


Hitler actually attacked Denmark and Norway first, and the British landings in
Norway were a fiasco (for which Churchill carried heavy responsibility, since it
was a seaborne operation, and British troops had to be evacuated in humilia-
tion after heavy loss of life and ships).


But it was the Prime Minister who had overall responsibility and took the
blame. Dozens of government supporters voted for a censure motion or
abstained in the Commons, and Chamberlain could not persuade the other
parties to strengthen his government by joining it. He could not go on as
Prime Minister, but the Foreign Secretary Halifax was preferred for Prime
Minister by most Conservatives and by the King. Halifax, however, was horri-
fied by the idea of leading a war, was in the House of Lords, and feared his
inability to control Churchill in a Halifax government. He made no fight for the
job. Churchill played his cards well and became Prime Minister.


Chamberlain remained leader of the Conservatives until he resigned, dying
of cancer, five months later, and played an important political role until his
death, when Churchill became majority party leader too. The Churchill gov-
ernment was, though, a real National Government, with strong Labour repre-
sentation, and with Conservative members who owed their places to Churchill
rather than party.


Churchill quickly began a wholesale gearing up of decision-making and war-
making, demanding with small red stickers attached to his memoranda
“Action this day,” an important contribution to war leadership that was recog-
nised at the time. More visible in 1940, though, was his contribution to morale
with his words.


Not a Natural Speaker!


As a boy, Churchill had a small stammer, and he always spoke with a slight
lisp. He worked hard to overcome both obstacles, but he also had, even as
a schoolboy, a love for public performance, reciting as a teenager hundreds
of lines of Macaulay’s “How Horatius held the bridge” to parents visiting
Harrow School.
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The fear of failure
in public speaking
never left him,
though, after a
humiliating early
failure in the
Commons, when he
lost the thread of
his argument, was
at a loss for words,
and had to sit down,
his speech never
finished. After that,
he took immense
care in preparing
speeches, devoting
as much as one
preparation hour for
every minute of his
speaking time.


Time was spent drafting, rewriting, polishing, rehearsing by reading aloud,
and eventually memorising the speech. Even then, his secretaries had to pre-
pare the final draft set out as “psalm-notes,” broken into verses like a psalm
printed in the Prayer Book, his places for pauses and places to take breaths
all marked. No wonder he was a little jealous of his own son, a brilliant
extempore speaker (but who like many “born speakers” rarely had anything
substantial to say).


Though he could like any seasoned politician deliver a short speech off the
cuff, all his major speeches were so prepared—which made him sometimes
less effective when trying to respond to a Commons debate that had taken an
unexpected turn, for he had no way to respond but to plough on with his pre-
pared text.


Churchill believed strongly that a “great speech” should have but one big
idea in it, and that the shape of the speech, the order in which the argument
was advanced and the words were subject to that big idea. This partly
explains the time taken to produce them, but he was confident enough of
their historic importance to produce from the early 1930s onwards a dozen
book volumes of his collected speeches too. They read well, even without
his voice delivering them (though after 1940 it was hard not to read them
mentally in his voice), and this secondary reading audience added to their
eventual impact.


Radio and the 1940 Speeches


Timing was extremely helpful, for in 1930, radio was not a well-developed
medium and not many people could receive broadcasts, while by 1950 televi-
sion was becoming the key communication medium. Churchill hated TV and
was not all that effective as a television performer (he was by then a very old
man not keen to learn new tricks).
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“I would say to the House, as


I said to those who have


joined this government, I


have nothing to offer but


blood, toil, tears and sweat.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech made to the House of Commons,


May 13, 1940, three days after
becoming Prime Minister







Churchill was not a natural radio performer (as his relative failure to use the
medium well as a party leader in 1945 showed all too well), and many of his
best 1940 speeches were written for delivery in the Commons and only then
put out on the radio later (since proceedings in Parliament were never broad-
cast). Those radio speeches could, though, then reach an instantaneous
audience of millions, and with little more delay than that caused by the differ-
ence in time-zones, and reach across the world too.


Churchill made few concessions to the medium, and sounded remarkably
old-fashioned on radio. Apart from using speeches not written for radio any-
way, he broke all the broadcasting rules with long sentences, big words, quo-
tations from poets and other such sources, and delivered it all in an unmodu-
lated voice, as if defiantly not changing his ways for an entertainment medi-
um. That growling, flattened voice, though, made a marvellous fit with his
defiant message, and the voice really was the man, the man the message.


The radio voice brought out the strange mixture of Churchill’s grand manner,
combining formal, historic rhetoric with lapses into vulgarity, jokes, and the
commonplace. Only he could have refused to pronounce “Nazi” properly, and
breathe such contempt into the word “Narzzi,” or begun a broadcast to
France with the words, “C’est moi, Churchill qui vous parle” and then make
few efforts to pronounce his French speech properly.


Inspiring the Nation and the Free World


Masses of contemporary evidence shows how quickly Churchill had an
impact in raising hopes and in persuading people in Britain that it was worth
carrying on, since defeat was not inevitable. He did this partly by his style
and manner, but also by embodying as well as appealing to the British past.
Britain had often stood alone against dictators and lived to tell the tale. It was
indeed exciting to be given the chance to play so historic a part in the
nation’s destiny.


His words raised Britain’s war effort onto the moral plane after years of com-
promise, and helped people to see that every job in Britain was part of the
war effort, every sacrifice part of a noble cause. He did not actually make that
many radio speeches (and few at all in the second half of the war), but BBC
audience figures were huge (as were the assumptions of contemporary jokes
and of anecdotal evidence), and so were satisfaction ratings.


Radio ensured that Churchill’s impact was not only in Britain. Listening to
him on the BBC was in itself a deliberate act of defiance in occupied
Denmark or Holland, an inspiration in countries as far away as Australia or
New Zealand, vital to the continuation of the war.


Most vital, Churchill’s radio voice, reinforced by war correspondents’
accounts of his impact on Britain itself, made a big impact on opinion in North
America, and some of his speeches were constructed with this as their single
big idea. Increasingly, American opinion viewed Britain as fighting for free-
dom generally and not just her own, and Churchill as leader in the fight. As
the next lecture shows, this was vital.
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When congratulated on his war leadership after 1940 (as he so often was
when receiving hundreds of awards, freedoms, and honours around the
world), Churchill was careful to say that the real heroes, the lions of 1940,
were the British people and their allies around the world, but he usually
added that it had been his privilege to “provide the [lion’s] roar.”
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“Westward, Look, the Land Is Bright”
—Extract from Churchill’s BBC radio address, April 27, 1941


During the last year we have gained by our bearing and conduct a potent
hold upon the sentiments of the people of the United States. Never, never
in our history, have we been held in such admiration and regard across the
Atlantic Ocean. . . .


It is worthwhile therefore to take a look on both sides of the ocean at the
forces which are facing each other in this awful struggle, from which there
can be no drawing back. . . .


Last time I spoke to you I quoted the lines of Longfellow which President
Roosevelt had written out for me in his own hand. I have some other lines
which are less well known, but which seem apt and appropriate to our for-
tunes tonight, and I believe they will be so judged wherever the English lan-
guage is spoken or the flag of freedom flies.


For while the tired waves, vainly breaking,
Seem here no painful inch to gain,
Far back, through creeks and inlets making,
Comes silent, flooding in, the main.


And not by eastern windows only,
When daylight comes, comes in the light;
ln front the sun climbs slow, how slowly,
But westward, look, the land is bright.


(Quoted from Arthur Hugh Clough’s poem, “Say not the struggle nought availeth”)
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1. Why did Churchill’s speeches have such an impact in 1940?


2. Why was Churchill’s leadership so effective in raising support for Britain’s
war effort in the United States in 1940-1941?


3. Why did Churchill feel when he became Prime Minister in 1940 as if he
were “walking with destiny,” that his whole life had been “a preparation for
this hour”?


Wenden, D.J. “Churchill, Radio and Film,” in William Roger Louis and Lord
Blake (eds.), Churchill. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1993.


Churchill, Winston S. Into Battle: Blood, Sweat and Tears. London:
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Churchill, Winston S. Their Finest Hour, War Memoirs. Vol. 2. London:
Cassell, 1949.


Dimbleby, Richard. “Churchill the Broadcaster” in Charles Eade (ed.). Churchill
by His Contemporaries. London: Hutchinson, 1955.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill: Finest Hour, 1939-1941. London:
Heinemann, 1983.


http://www.time.com/time/poy2000/archive/1949.html - From Time magazine’s
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Winston Churchill.
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Converging with the
Communists


Churchill’s long-term view of the
Soviet Union was that the Western
democracies ought to have stran-
gled it at birth (as he had tried to do
by preaching Western intervention
in the 1919-21 Russian civil war).


The fact of a strong Soviet state,
however repulsive its regime, was,
though, impossible to ignore in the
1930s as Nazi expansion threat-
ened Britain. In 1938-39, Churchill
was urging the government to use
the threat of a Russian alliance to
deter Hitler, a policy that also built
some domestic bridges between
Churchill and the British left, useful
when they came together in gov-
ernment in 1940.
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Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s wartime alliance with Russia indicates his pragmatic view of
short-term issues.


2. Churchill’s efforts to get on personal terms of friendship with “Uncle Joe”
show how far he valued personal communication at the top.


3. The problems of negotiating with Stalin in 1943-45 indicate the extent to
which summit diplomacy must be backed by the threat of force, as
Churchill himself grasped in the postwar world.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read David Carlton’s Churchill and the Soviet Union.


Lecture 9:
Churchill and Stalin:
Dealing with the Devil


Introduction:


Churchill the staunch anti-Bolshevik was an unlikely wartime partner for the
Communist dictator Joseph Stalin. He nevertheless worked hard to earn trust
from the suspicious Russian leader, enduring much abuse at his hands when
he visited wartime Moscow, and came to the conclusion that Stalin was a
man with whom it was possible to do business. This tells us a great deal
about Churchill’s view of “summit diplomacy” (a phrase he coined himself).


Joseph “Uncle Joe” Stalin in his official portrait,
ca. 1939


©
C
lip
ar
t.c
om







When Stalin threw in his lot with Hitler
in the August 1939 Nazi-Soviet pact,
Churchill did not join the chorus of
attacks on Russia, seeing it as the nat-
ural consequence of the West’s failure
to ally with Russia first. Nor did he join
the chorus of abuse of Russia when
Stalin invaded and conquered Finland in
the “winter war” of 1939 to 1940.


Though pleased to discover from intelli-
gence reports that Hitler intended to
turn East and attack Russia in 1941,
since this would reduce pressure on
Britain, Churchill tried to warn Stalin of
the coming German attack, only for
Stalin to ignore such warnings (he
thought that Churchill was trying to
inveigle Russia into the war).


When, therefore, Germany invaded
Russia in June 1941, an unprepared
Russia was soon near defeat. Even
though he had little regard for the Red
Army, damaged by the purges of the
1930s, Churchill saw it as a valuable


ally, and on the principle of “my enemy’s enemy is my friend,” he promised all
the aid in munitions that Britain could now spare.


When questioned about this new turn in policy by so keen an anti-Bolshevik,
he joked that if Hitler invaded Hell he would at least make a favourable refer-
ence to the Devil in his next speech. In fact, Britain sent a great deal of aid to
Russia, and much American aid went to Russia through Britain too, with many
ships lost and sailors drowned in difficult Arctic convoys to deliver the goods.


Stalin as an Ally


The Russian army was not, though, defeated in 1941, showing unexpected
powers of resilience and the ability to fight back, doing in fact the greatest
share of the allies’ work in wearing down the German army. Russia became
therefore an ally for the long term, first with Britain from summer 1941, then
also with the United States in December of the same year.


In order to coordinate strategy, Churchill was keen to meet Stalin face-to-face,
it being almost impossible for Western diplomats to gain access to the
Kremlin’s interior workings, or for pressmen to report what was going on.
Churchill had himself seen 1930s Russia as a deep mystery, and with wartime
censorship since 1941 the mystery only deepened.


Stalin would not leave Russia, fearing conspiracies in his absence, so
Churchill had to fly to Russia, a long, indirect, and difficult journey for a man
now almost seventy, and in unpressurised war transport planes that had no
modern conveniences for travellers.


By the time he visited Moscow, though, he had a hard message to deliver, for


52


L
E
C
T
U
R
E
N
IN
E


As Stalin and German Foreign Minister
Joachim von Ribbentrop look on, Soviet
Premier Molotov signs the Nazi-Soviet Non-
Agression Pact, August, 1939.
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Britain and America had decided
they could not be ready to
invade France in 1942, which
meant that Russia would bear
the main burden of fighting the
German army for another year.
Stalin was extremely abusive
when Churchill told him this, and
their first conference almost
failed altogether, with Churchill
ready to fly home at once when
Stalin accused him and Britain
of lacking the will to fight.


Stalin really needed whatever
help Churchill could offer,
though, and after a late-night
drinking session they estab-
lished a sort of rapport, even of
comradeship, at least a degree of personal understanding. Even when the sec-
ond front in Western Europe did not occur until June 1944, this tense relation-
ship remained in existence. At home, Churchill continued to direct vast supplies
to Russia, and his government made big propaganda efforts to get British sup-
port behind the Russian war effort. Churchill’s wife Clementine was the figure-
head of the main “Aid to Russia” campaign.


Negotiating with Stalin


As the war developed and in 1942-43 turned in the allies’ favour, Churchill
continued to meet Stalin at intervals. Approaching victory, however, meant that
the future of Europe had to be settled between “the big three,” not least
because the Red Army was in 1944 expelling the Germans from Russia itself
and moving the war towards Germany through Eastern Europe.


One way of deflecting Stalin’s suspicions was the adoption by all the allies of
an “unconditional surrender” policy towards Germany (which ensured that no
one ally could begin peace negotiations without involving the others). This may
have made an end to the war more difficult, but also reflected the nature of the
Nazi regime and memories of the effect of making peace without first destroy-
ing the German army in 1918.


By summer 1944, Churchill was beginning to fear that the Red Army would
dominate Eastern Europe when the war ended, and could impose whatever
settlement it liked, a fear that he could not bring home to Roosevelt. To be fair
to Franklin Delano Roosevelt (FDR), all too many people in the West shared
his illusions about Russia at that time.


The most contentious issue was the future of Poland, which Britain had actual-
ly gone to war to protect in 1939. Stalin seemed set on creating his own
Communist regime as the new Polish government and ignoring the Polish gov-
ernment in exile, more right wing and based in London. Churchill repeatedly
pressed Stalin for assurances that he would respect Polish rights, but he had
nothing to negotiate with and was repeatedly fobbed off with meaningless
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“I cannot forecast to


you the action of


Russia. It is a riddle


wrapped in a mystery


inside an enigma.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Radio broadcast October 1, 1939







promises. Churchill’s
knowledge of Stalin’s
guilt over the killing of
hundreds of Polish
officers in 1939 and
his awareness that
Stalin had refused to
help Poles in the
Warsaw rising
against the Nazis in
1944 only made him
less willing to trust
the Russian dictator.


Doing Deals and
Drawing Morals


During a 1944 visit to Moscow, with discussions about the future states and
boundaries of Eastern Europe bogged down in stalemate, Churchill tried a
more direct approach. He passed across the table a paper which listed each
country under dispute, with each one indicated as coming under Russian or
Western influence, expressed as percentages. Stalin ticked the document and
handed it back, and so agreed, for example, that Britain would have 90 percent
influence in Greece, Russia 90 percent influence in Rumania.


This deal greatly impressed Churchill, especially when at the end of the year
he sent in British troops to suppress a Communist takeover bid in Athens,
and Stalin stood by and let this happen. Churchill often later referred back
to this “percentages deal” to show that Stalin was a man of his word, once it
was committed.


Though relations with Stalin deteriorated in 1944 and 1945, the drift into the
Cold War that is discussed in Lectures 11 and 12, Churchill never quite lost the
belief that talking to Russia was better than making military threats from a dis-
tance (“jaw-jaw is better than war-war”), but providing always that such talks
would be from a position of strength. He was convinced that he personally
could get on well enough with Stalin to broker such a deal.


Hence, in 1950, still leader of the Opposition in Britain but hoping to be back in
office soon, he called for “a parley at the summit” with Stalin, the first ever use
of the word “summit” for this purpose. He continued throughout his last term of
office (1951 to 1955) to press for such a summit, especially after Stalin died in
1953, but was unable to get agreement from Washington. It was a deep convic-
tion all his life that statesmen must take control of events rather than allow
them to drift, and in the 1950s, that meant to him engaging in talks to prevent
the Cold War becoming a worse threat to human life and security.


This involved taking considerable political risks, for critics were always ready
to see the downside of a summit proposal, the possibility of the now-elderly
Churchill being outwitted by Stalin, or of him agreeing to an unenforceable
agreement like Yalta—in effect like Chamberlain’s Munich deal of 1938. It is a
testament to Churchill’s courage as well as to his self-belief that he continued
to urge talks.
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Stalin, Roosevelt, and Churchill hold a summit in Teheran, 1943.
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1. How did the aristocratic Churchill manage to get along personally with the
peasant-born Joseph Stalin?


2. Was there any inner consistency in Churchill’s attitude towards the Soviet
Union between 1917 and 1955?


3. How much was Churchill an “appeaser” of Stalin’s Russia from 1943 to 1945?


Carlton, David. Churchill and the Soviet Union. Manchester: Manchester
University Press, 2000.


Feis, Herbert. Churchill, Roosevelt, Stalin; The War They Waged and the
Peace They Sought. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992.


Kettle, Michael. Churchill and the Archangel Fiasco, November 1918-July
1919 (Russia and the Allies, 1917-1920). London: Routledge, 1992.


Nadeau, Remi. Stalin, Churchill, and Roosevelt Divide Europe. New York:
Praeger, 1990.


http://www.vor.ru/55/index.html - From the Voice of Russia, the Russian radio
station, this site has detailed information about the Soviet experience of World
War II, including artwork from the period, photographs, prose, and information
on the development of the radio station during the war years.


Robbins, David L. The End of War: A Novel of the Race for Berlin. Narrated by
George Guidall. UNABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2000. 14 cassettes/
19.5 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
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Ideological Background


Britain’s alliance with the
United States did not emerge
out of a vacuum in December
1941, for there had been by
then half a century of appeals
to the “common inheritance” of
the English-Speaking Peoples
by figures as diverse as
Theodore Roosevelt, Cecil
Rhodes, and Winston
Churchill. Working together as
allies in the First World War
helped to deepen these
beliefs, as did the work of
groups of activists between
the two world wars, notably
the “Pilgrims” and the
“English-Speaking Union.”


Political Background


America’s voluntary isolation
from European diplomatic
problems after 1919 intro-


Issues . . .


1. How did Britain and the United States, rivals in the nineteenth century
and only briefly allies in 1917-18, become such close partners in the
Second World War?


2. How far was this working partnership influenced by personal relations at
the top?


3. How historically significant has this been in the longer term?


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Warren Kimball’s Forged in War: Churchill, Roosevelt and the
Second World War.


Lecture 10:
Churchill, Roosevelt, and the


“Special Relationship,” 1940–1945


Introduction:


This lecture will examine the close relationship between Britain’s Prime
Minister and America’s President in the war years and place it in the context of
Churchill’s beliefs in the special destiny of the “English-Speaking Peoples” in
general, and of the “special relationship” of Britain and the United States
in particular.


Churchill and Roosevelt met aboard the battleship U.S.S.
Augusta, at sea off Newfoundland, from August 9 to 12,
1941, and drew up the Atlantic Charter delineating the
common goals of Britain and America in seeking a lasting
peace that would end conflict in Europe. The charter
helped to create a bond between the governments of
Britain and America that strengthened their alliance when
America entered the war in December.
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duced a mismatch between ideological assumptions and practical realities, a
gap only slowly bridged during the 1930s, when the Roosevelt Administration
became increasingly worried by the rise of European Fascism but the United
States Congress continued to insist on American isolation.


Churchill made several appeals to American opinion during the 1930s, in a
U.S. lecture tour of 1931-32 (during which he was almost killed when knocked
down by a New York cab), in many of his speeches, and in writing his History
of the English-Speaking Peoples. Churchill established a network of contacts
in the United States among the policy elite and the press.


Churchill as Prime Minister in 1940
was not at first much admired by
Americans, either in the administra-
tion or among the public generally,
but his role in rallying Britain’s war
effort was soon much admired, and
his radio speeches had a large audi-
ence in the United States. American
war correspondents reporting from
London—men like Ed Murrow and
Quentin Reynolds—played a key role
here. So did the removal of United
States Ambassador in London,
Joseph Kennedy, a keen appeaser
and a man who did not like or appre-
ciate Churchill.


Churchill constantly appealed to
Roosevelt himself to help Britain in
1940-41, through a regular and frank
exchange of letters and cables in
which he sought to show how far
America’s real interests were the
same as Britain’s. This bore fruit in the “destroyers for bases” deal (1940), and
in “lend-lease” (1941), which Churchill dubbed “the most unsordid act” in histo-
ry, harnessing the American economy to Britain’s war effort.


Most of all, this was set out in the “Atlantic Charter” (August 1941), the result
of the first significant meeting between Churchill and Roosevelt, in which a
series of joint “war aims” were agreed, even though the United States would
not be at war for another four months.


Thus, the basis of cooperation as allies had been carefully laid before Pearl
Harbor, not only in important practical ways that enabled Churchill to jeep
Britain fighting, but in appeals to American opinion and in identifying common
ideological ground.


Churchill in Washington, December 1941


Churchill’s reaction to Pearl Harbor was to make a dash to Washington to
clinch a closer working relationship with Roosevelt. He made a speech to a
joint session of Congress that had a very favourable impact on the American
press and public.
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Churchill, who had been struck by a cab on
Fifth Avenue, is shown shortly after his
release from Lennox Hill Hospital, December
21, 1931.
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Working Together in
Practical Ways


Churchill and Roosevelt
established the machinery
for cooperation, the Joint
Chiefs of Staf f and
systems of joint command,
processes that led to
the appointment of
Eisenhower as supreme
commander in North Africa
(1942) and for the invasion
of France (1943).


They also fixed “Germany
First” as the overall allied
strategy, despite many


high-placed Americans who wanted to settle scores with Japan first.


Keeping Things Sweet, 1942-1945


Courting the intermediaries: Churchill set out to use his charm on Harry
Hopkins, ambassador Winant, Averell Harriman, Eisenhower, and other
Americans in wartime Britain, as part of the process of staying alongside FDR.
All of these became warm admirers of Churchill.


There was growing familiarity on a personal basis as the exchange of letters
and cables went on, interspersed with personal meetings at a series of summit
meetings between Churchill and FDR himself. Churchill made himself very
much at home in the White House.


It is clear that Roosevelt, though he much enjoyed Churchill’s company,
never fell under Churchill’s influence as much as Churchill himself believed. As
the senior partner, he after all needed Churchill (and Britain) less than
Churchill needed him.


This is at least a partial explanation for the cooling of their closeness in the
final half-year of FDR’s life, as the shape of post-war European arrangements
became the key issue to be debated, an issue to be covered in the next lec-
ture, less crucial to the United States than to Britain.


Strategic and political debates became difficult at times: the timing of the
invasion of France, relations with de Gaulle, Churchill’s great interest in the
Mediterranean as a British sphere of influence, whether to invade Southern
France too, in 1944, and whether to dash for Berlin before the Russians got
there in 1945. Opinions were voiced on both sides with frankness and vigour.


Neither Roosevelt nor Churchill (nor Eisenhower, often the key man in the
middle of such disputes) were prepared to allow genuine debates over issues
to interfere with cooperation in the overall relationship. Debates reflected dif-
ferent perceptions of national interests, as well as disagreements on the merits
of military plans, but in the end the needs of the alliance took priority.


Ultimately, therefore, every issue was accepted by the losers in the debate
once it had been settled by the men at the top, advised by their Joint Chiefs


“Here is the answer which


I will give to President


Roosevelt. . . . Give us


the tools, and we will


finish the job.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Radio broadcast February 9, 1941
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of Staff. The disruptive men who threatened to push national interests too
far—Anthony Eden or General Montgomery in Britain, General Patton,
General MacArthur, or Admiral King in the United States—were held back by
Churchill and Roosevelt.


Nevertheless, the growing dependence of the allies on American manpower
and industrial capacity ensured that Churchill had more difficulty in these
debates as time went by. His frustrations over this in respect of grand strategy
and future relations with Russia will be dealt with in Lecture 11. In terms of
military policy and tactics, they were generally suppressed as long as the actu-
al fighting continued.


The Habits of Cooperation and Their Consequences


Over the past thirty years or so, once they could read documents previously
kept secret, both British and American historians have rightly pointed to the
continuous arguments between the wartime allies, and to the unkind things
sometimes said about each other by Churchill and Roosevelt in private, under
the frustration and stress with which they had to work. This is all entirely justi-
fied, and it offers more realism than the propaganda image of universal agree-
ment that was put about during the war years.


Bitter disagreements did occur, the losers were sometimes left feeling very
sore, and, at the individual level, the British and the Americans did not always
get on at all well. Brits
joked that American ser-
vicemen in Britain were
“overpaid, over-sexed and
over here,” and Americans
responded that the British
were “underpaid, under-
sized and under
Eisenhower”—that last
phrase indicating a real
sense of the countries rela-
tive power by 1945.


These revisionist views,
though, can be taken much
too far, for the actual close-
ness of the British-
American working relation-
ship from 1941 to 1945 had
no historical precedent in
any previous military
alliance in any war. It cer-
tainly went well beyond
Britain’s alliance with
France from 1914 to 1918
(the next closest example),
or American alliances with
anyone at any time at all.
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“He [FDR] died in har-


ness, and we may well


say in battle harness,


like his soldiers, sailors,


and airmen, who side by


side with ours are carry-


ing on their task to the


end all over the world.


What an enviable death


was his.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech in the House of Commons,


April 17, 1945







The parts of the working relationship that were least well known at the time,
because they were deliberately kept utterly secret, were in fact the closest of
all: sharing of intelligence by the two countries’ counterespionage networks,
and the development of nuclear weapons. In each of these, Churchill took a
close personal interest, and it was on his explicit orders that close cooperation
was established.


In the immediate post-war years, as America was slower to recognise the
Soviet threat than was Britain—the Red Army being much further from
Washington than it was from London, it seemed that the alliance of 1941 to
1945 would wither away: future nuclear cooperation was, for example, banned
by Congress. But when American policy then tilted towards anticommunism in
the later-1940s, the habits of Anglo-American cooperation were easy to
restore (and in the intelligence field had never been interrupted anyway).


In the period since 1945, with only two exceptions (Britain’s Suez venture in
1956 and America’s Vietnam war), Britain and America have supported each
other’s military efforts and have often fought alongside each other, notably in
Korea and twice in the Gulf. In this half century of close alliance, much is
owed to the foundations laid by Winston Churchill and Franklin Roosevelt. It
has, though, been a process in which Britain has become steadily the more
junior partner in the team.


Churchill the American


Churchill was of course half-American himself, “an English-Speaking Union in
my own person” as he liked to say. This certainly made his appeal to
American public opinion in and after 1940 easier to make and was an impor-
tant part of his success when making a different sort of appeal, in his “iron cur-
tain” speech of 1946, as we shall see in Lecture 12.


In the postwar period, Churchill was hugely popular in America, as we shall
see in Lecture 13. He visited several times and was cheered by huge crowds,
and his statue is to be seen in Washington, in New Orleans, and in two cities
in Missouri. The breadth of admiration for Churchill came out too in the num-
ber of eminent Americans who called for him to be honoured in the land of his
mother, and in the breadth of press support for such proposals. Eventually, in
1963, Congress made him only the second honorary American citizen (the
Marquis de Lafayette the only other foreign national previously so honored),
but in drawing up the citation, President John Kennedy referred mainly to his
wartime leadership alongside Roosevelt, when he had inspired Americans as
well as the British by his radio appeals to rally to the cause of freedom.
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1. How important was the personal contact between Churchill and FDR in rein-
forcing the wartime alliance of Britain and the United States?


2. How much was the Churchill-FDR political relationship a one-way affair,
seen as more important by Churchill than by Roosevelt?


3. Should we see continuities between Churchill’s friendship with Roosevelt
and the later transatlantic political partnerships of Thatcher and Reagan,
and of Tony Blair and George W. Bush?


Kimball, Warren. Forged in War: Churchill, Roosevelt and the Second World
War. New York: HarperCollins, 1997.


Charmley, John. Churchill’s Grand Alliance: The Anglo-American Special
Relationship, 1940-1957. London: Hodder, 1995.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill: Road to Victory, 1941-1945. Boston:
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1986.


Reynolds, David. Rich Relations: The American Occupation of Britain, 1942-
1945. Ramboro Books, 1995.


Stafford, David. Roosevelt and Churchill: Men of Secrets. New York: Little,
Brown, 1999.


http://www.fdrlibrary.marist.edu/ - This link to the Franklin Delano Roosevelt
Presidential Library and Museum has information on FDR and the many
events that occurred during his presidency.


Beschloss, Michael. The Conquerors: Roosevelt, Truman and the Destruction
of Hitler’s Germany 1941-1945. Narrated by the author. ABRIDGED
Recorded Books, 2002. 4 cassettes/6.5 hours.


Meacham, Jon. Franklin and Winston: An Intimate Portrait of an Epic
Friendship. Narrated by Len Cariou. ABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2003.
6 cassettes/9 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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Directing British Strategy


Remembering the poor political management of Britain’s war effort from
1914 to 1918, Churchill appointed himself Minister of Defence when he
became Prime Minister, and so could issue direct orders to the army, navy,
and air force. This power he used sparingly, consulting actively with the
Chiefs of Staff, but he did personally make all the key appointments. His fer-
tile mind perhaps needed a handbrake, generally the long-suffering General
Alan Brooke.


Churchill constantly harried senior officers to keep on the attack, and the
decision to send Britain’s only effective armoured division to the Middle East
in summer 1940 (when Britain itself expected invasion) was a fine example of
his constant belief that wars had to be pressed forward by attacking—and
taking risks. This approach led to some setbacks (as in Greece and Crete in
1941, the Far East in 1942), but it also led to the early winning of the war in
North Africa in 1942-43 and the defeat of Fascist Italy in 1943.


Issues . . .


1. Churchill directed British strategy as well as leading Britain politically,
and sought to influence the strategy of Britain’s allies too, but how far
was he successful in this?


2. Increasingly in 1944-45, Churchill suspected Stalin’s intentions with
regard to postwar Europe, but was unable to persuade either Franklin
Roosevelt or General Eisenhower to take account of these fears.


3. As the war progressed, the mood of the British electorate shifted to the
left, and Churchill’s single-minded devotion to the war effort meant that
he was increasingly adrift from public opinion. This trend culminated with
the defeat of Churchill and his Conservatives in the 1945 election.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read Winston S. Churchill’s Triumph and Tragedy.


Lecture 11:
Triumph and Tragedy, 1942–1945


Introduction:


Churchill’s war ended in 1945 with two quite separate disappointments, his
own removal from office in a British election held only a month after the end of
fighting in Europe, and his increasing fear that Russia’s advance into Europe
would threaten the safety of the West. The year 1945 thus brought, at both the
personal and the strategic level, failure as well as success, and when he
called the last volume of his war memoirs Triumph and Tragedy, he was open-
ly acknowledging the fact.
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Remembering all too well
the trench war of 1914-18, he
was keen once again to pro-
mote indirect and flank cam-
paigns (hence his keenness
to attack in the
Mediterranean), and to delay
the confrontation with the
German army in France for
as long as possible.


Churchill’s searching mind,
which had made him among
the first supporters of the
tank as a weapon, ensured
that he was always open
(perhaps sometimes too
open) to new military tech-
nology. But some of
Churchill’s “funnies” did good service in battle. He was a keen supporter of
the research that produced by 1945 the atom bomb (and strongly supported
Anglo-American scientific cooperation in its development) and made effective
use of intelligence, including Enigma code-breaking, which he called the
goose that laid his “golden eggs.”


Coordinating with Allies


As British Prime Minister with a strong sense of history, Churchill knew that
the defence of Britain was the key first objective, nearby British interests sec-
ond (as in the Middle East), and more distant colonies and dominions like
Australia a clear third. This was, to say the least, not popular in places like
Australia, contributed to defeats like the loss of Singapore, and made both
Stalin and American leaders suspect him of promoting British interests under
the guise of alliance strategy when delaying the invasion of France.


From America’s entry into the war, British and American strategy was jointly
run by the Combined Chiefs of Staff, and this reduced Churchill’s freedom of
manoeuvre, though he sought to retain as much flexibility as he could by
working directly with President Roosevelt. Churchill was therefore able to
postpone the invasion of France from 1942 to 1943 and then to 1944.


Churchill’s only continuous disagreement with Roosevelt was over the future
of the British Empire, which Churchill regarded unapologetically as a good
thing for the world. He insisted on his point, though, and could not be per-
suaded to make in wartime concessions that which he would have refused in
peace (for example, in India).


More importantly, America was increasingly providing the larger share of the
men and armaments used in the European and African theatres of war, and
this steadily reduced his bargaining power. By 1945, as his suspicion of
Russia was intensifying, he had little leverage left with the Americans to use
as a counterweight, and privately bemoaned the relative decline to the status
of a second-rank power.


63


“I have not become the


King’s First Minister in


order to preside over


the liquidation of the


British Empire.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech at the Lord Mayor’s Day
Luncheon, November 10, 1942







Fear of Stalin’s Russia


By the time of the Yalta Conference in early 1945, Churchill had concluded
that Stalin would not honour his promises concerning Poland, unless con-
fronted by a tough Anglo-American position. But he could not persuade
Roosevelt to work with him, or even to meet him separately from Stalin, and
as the Red Army overran Eastern Europe he was increasingly pessimistic.


Like Chamberlain in 1938, though, Churchill had to keep his doubts to him-
self, for there was no point in upsetting Stalin if he could not also overawe
him. In a Commons debates when he was criticised for “appeasing” Russia
(mainly by his old foes from the 1930s), he asserted defiantly that Stalin
would keep his word.


As the Nazi regime crumbled in 1945, Churchill sought to counter his fears by
raising the West’s bargaining powers at any postwar conference. He urged
Eisenhower, supreme allied commander, to send his troops off in a dash to
capture Berlin (and if possible Prague too), before the Russians got there first,
and hence “shake hands with the Russians” as far East as possible.


Eisenhower regarded this as too risky a military strategy and as a political
objective that was not for a general to decide, but he agreed with Roosevelt that
such a bold move was more likely to antagonise Stalin than to impress him.


There was great relief when Western forces met and fraternised with the sol-
diers of the Red Army in Germany, and all the allies then withdrew their
armies to the previously agreed positions for the onset of peace. However,
when in 1946 to 1948 the Russians used their occupying forces to undermine
democratic experiments in country after country of Eastern Europe and cre-
ate instead a ring of Communist satellite states, Churchill’s foresight in 1945
came to be recognised.


Though he wrote carefully, so that it was hard to see evidence of Anglo-
American disagreement in 1945 in the text, calling that last volume of his war
memoirs by the name Triumph and Tragedy indicated Churchill’s own view. A
war had been won, but a chance had been lost.


Losing Touch and Losing Office


The actual experience of the Second World War had a radicalising effect on
the British people. Sharing together in what was often called a “People’s
War,” in air-raid shelters, in food and clothes rationing, and in such policies
as sheltering evacuees from bombed cities, generated demands for greater
fairness in future arrangements.


Class barriers were (to some extent) lowered and there were popular calls
for a fairer postwar society in Britain, trends reinforced by wartime propagan-
da that encouraged the people to believe that they were fighting for a better
world in which to bring up their children—as well as for the defeat of Hitler.


As the party that had governed during the hard times before 1939, the
Conservatives were badly placed to accommodate these new aspirations,
and they dealt clumsily with such postwar plans as the 1942 Beveridge
Report on the future of health and unemployment insurance. Labour had
gained credibility from ministerial involvement in Churchill’s government, but
could also be seen as more in tune with this new mood. Opinion polls and by-
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elections confirmed a swing to Labour from 1942 onwards.


Though he had been out of office in the 1930s and had no personal respon-
sibility for the pre-war Conservative record, Churchill was also poorly placed
to deal with the new mood (if indeed he even recognised it). He was seen as
right-wing, anti-working class (since such events as the 1926 General Strike)
and just not the man to head a peacetime government pursuing progressive
policies. He himself would not make time to deal with postwar issues until the
war was over, often quoting an old recipe for cooking Jugged Hare: “first
catch your hare.”


All of this climaxed in the election held in June 1945, when Churchill failed to
persuade the other parties to stay allied with him in office and then called a
quick election. His own campaign was a massive demonstration of public
confidence but this was misleading, for public gratitude did not imply the
desire to keep him on. The Conservatives were thrashed in the election and
Churchill had to resign.


He was deeply disappointed by this apparent ingratitude, and when his wife
said that it was perhaps a blessing in disguise (since it would allow him to
rest), he replied that in that case the disguise was very effective indeed.
When offered the prestigious Knighthood of the Garter by the King, he
refused it, saying that he had already got the order of the boot from the elec-
torate. He seemed, after his great wartime triumph, to be down and out.
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1. How much did Churchill influence British and Allied military planning during
the Second World War?


2. Why was Churchill unable to secure American support for taking a tougher
line with Russia in 1944-45?


3. Why was Churchill voted out of office in the very hour of his triumph
in 1945?


Churchill, Winston S. Triumph and Tragedy. London: Cassell, 1954.


Addison, Paul. The Road to 1945. London: Jonathan Cape, 1975.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill: Road to Victory, 1941-45. London:
Heinemann, 1986.


Ramsden, John. The Age of Churchill and Eden: 1940-57. London:
Longman, 1995.


http://www.gmu.edu/library/specialcollections/ike.html - George Mason
University’s Ollie Atkins Photograph Collection has compiled many pictures of
Dwight Eisenhower taken during his presidency. The site includes a picture of
Eisenhower and Churchill shaking hands.
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Refusing to Go Quietly


At first, Churchill was so devastated in
1945 by an election defeat that he had
not foreseen that he did consider retire-
ment, though this probably also derived
from illness and tiredness after six years
of extraordinary strain. Even in 1945,
though, he refused the offer of a peerage
that would have meant removing him from
the Commons and any chance to become
Prime Minister again.


After several months of rest, he began to
recover his vitality and zest for politics, a
process completed by his visit to the
United States early in 1946, including


Issues . . .


1. Despite electoral defeat in 1945, Churchill refused to retire. Though
remaining fairly inactive as Conservative leader in opposition, he
retained the post and so was able to have a second term as Prime
Minister between 1951 and 1955 when the party regained office.


2. If inactive in opposition politics, Churchill had several successes in major
speeches and achieved remarkable influence for a man who now occu-
pied no government office.


3. His greatest single commitment in this period was the writing of his mem-
oirs of the Second World War, a total of two millions words. These were
well-received and influenced perceptions of the war and of Churchill’s
role in it for decades.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read James Muller’s Churchill’s “Iron Curtain” Speech Fifty Years Later.


Lecture 12:
Prophet Again, 1945–1951


Introduction:


In 1945, Churchill was seventy, exhausted, and out of office, even his self-
confidence damaged by his unexpected election defeat, and very few even of
his friends and admirers thought that he had any political future. The late
1940s were therefore yet another period in which he had to stage a come-
back, this time by delivering a series of great foreign policy speeches directed
at an international audience, emerging as the prophet both of the Cold War
and of the closer integration of Europe, and by publishing his best-selling and
highly influential memoirs.


Churchill first met Truman at the
Potsdam Conference in 1945.
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both a period of holiday and his big public success in his speech at Fulton,
Missouri. A friend reported that Churchill was back in London, determined to
go on until he became either Prime Minister on earth or Minister of Defence
in heaven.


Churchill now left day-to-day leadership of the Conservatives to his deputy,
Anthony Eden, and turned up only to make major speeches and for the big
political events. His “hands-off” leadership style allowed younger men to mod-
ernise the Party and its policies in ways that he did not especially like, but
which were vital if it was to win back power.


Churchill himself contributed quite a lot, though, to that process of
Conservative recovery, simply by being there as a reassuring figure at the
top, by keeping up his reputation as an international expert through his over-
seas speeches, and by the vigour of his occasional set-piece attacks on the
socialist policies of the Labour government.


Though most had expected him to retire, there was no will to force him to
go, and he was even able to survive a heart attack without a serious chal-
lenge to his leadership. Nevertheless, in the elections of 1950 and 1951
which put Conservatives back into power, he played a less dominating role
than in the 1945 campaign and had to present policies that he had had little
part in making.


Since Churchill had become Prime Minister in 1940 without an election and
then lost power unexpectedly in 1945, he felt an overriding desire to win a
second term, and this time actually become prime minister through an elec-
tion. This he achieved in 1951, and though with only a tiny parliamentary
majority, he defiantly proclaimed that “a majority of one is enough.”


Prophet of the Cold War


During the Autumn of 1945,
Churchill brooded on the
worsening situation in
Eastern Europe, where many
of his earlier fears of
Communist undermining of
democratic processes were
already being proved right.


He intended to holiday in the
United States early in 1945
and yearned for a chance to
make a political impact, per-
haps by speaking to
Congress, but no such invita-
tion came. He therefore
seized on an invitation to
speak at Westminster College
in Fulton, Missouri, because
President Truman promised
to go there with him (hence,
so would the world’s press).
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“From Stettin in the


Baltic to Trieste in the


Adriatic an iron cur-


tain has descended


across the Continent.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Address at Westminster College,
Fulton, Missouri, March 5, 1946







Churchill’s “iron curtain” speech at Fulton, in March 1946, was a key
moment in the start of the Cold War. He said little more than the United
States President and his key advisers thought by then, but they dared not say
it, nor dared the British government either.


Churchill went out on a limb, denounced Russian policy and called for an
Anglo-American alliance to confront Stalin. At first, much (but by no means
all) American and British reaction was hostile to this as “warmongering,” but
as events moved on it came to seem necessary and Churchill as both brave
and prophetic.


The theme of Anglo-American cooperation—carrying into peacetime the
“partnership” that had worked so well in the war—was a theme to which
Churchill returned again and again in the last ten years of his political life (for
example, at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology in 1949).


This was the one great issue that he cared about above all others, the need
for the English-speaking peoples, with their common heritage of language, lit-
erature, law, and parliamentarianism, to stand together as defenders of free-
dom. This constantly reiterated idea lay at the heart of what was to be Britain
and America’s “special relationship” (Churchill’s own phrase, used at Fulton)
over the period since the 1940s.


Prophet of “Europe”?


Apparently contradicting this commitment to the “English Speaking Peoples,”
was Churchill’s urging of the peoples of Europe also to come together more
closely. This emerged from some wartime planning for the postwar world, but
was also a reaction to the early Cold War period in 1945-46 when it was not
clear how far U.S. forces would continue to defend Europe from Communism.


Hence, at Zurich in September 1946, Churchill called for a “United States of
Europe,” an appeal that was received with immense enthusiasm and helped
to launch the early moves towards a European Union. He headed the British
branch of the European movement, attended and spoke at European confer-
ences and congresses, and made more big speeches on the subject, as at
Strasbourg in 1949.


But did Churchill really have his heart in such moves? In office after 1951,
he did little to promote them and strongly opposed such practical applica-
tions of the European idea as the plans for a European army. In 1962, the
elderly Churchill opposed Britain’s first application to join the European
Economic Community.


In practice, especially after the United States committed itself to defend
European democracy in the Truman Doctrine and the development of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), he saw European integration as
something for the Europeans, but not for Britain. The British were “in Europe”
but not “of Europe,” good friends to a Union that he did not expect Britain
actually to join.


He is said to have made all this very clear to Charles de Gaulle during the
war, but did not make it clear to anyone in the decade from 1945 to 1955,
when he had such an influence, and it was in that period that Britain actually
fell out of step with “Europe.” Churchill was thus the originator of Britain’s
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fatal ambiguity about Europe that has remained ever since. Churchill left
Britain, as de Gaulle said, between the dog and the wolf, unable to choose
between Europe and the United States.


“A Contribution to History”


Churchill’s influence in international affairs in the period after 1945 was
hugely enhanced by the writing (and the huge readership) of his war mem-
oirs, published in six volumes between 1948 and 1954.


This was a huge undertaking, heavily based on the masses of documenta-
tion that he had collected or had permission to use, and therefore giving an
appearance of absolute authenticity that belied his own claim that it was only
“a contribution to history,” not a history of the war.


The books had a massive worldwide sale and appeared serialised in news-
papers all over the world too. This fixed the collective public memory of
Churchill as a war leader and as a neglected prophet warning both about the
Nazis in the 1930s and about the Communists in 1944-45.


The books produced a large income and a great deal of exposure for Churchill
when as a non-minister he needed to be kept in the public eye. Henceforth, he
was invariably to be remembered as a great war leader and could live life in the
style to which he aspired and without financial embarrassment.


Churchill had thus become by the time that he returned to power in 1951 a
legend in his own lifetime, but he had done quite a bit to craft that legend him-
self. It had been a favourite joke of his in the 1930s to say to an opponent,
“Let history decide between us—especially as I mean to write that history
myself.” And now he had done just that, while in the same period defying age
and bestriding international affairs as a world statesman in two continents.
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“In War: Resolution.


In Defeat: Defiance.


In Victory: Magnanimity.


In Peace: Good Will.”


~ Winston Churchill,
The Second World War: Moral of the


Work, vol. 1, The Gathering Storm, 1948







1. How was Churchill able to defy his critics and stay on in active politics until
over the age of eighty?


2. How can we understand the impact that was made by Churchill’s foreign
policy speeches after 1945?


3. Should Churchill’s The Second World War be read as history or
as autobiography?


Muller, James, ed. Churchill’s “Iron Curtain” Speech Fifty Years Later.
Columbia, Missouri: University of Missouri Press, 1999.


Churchill, Winston S. The Sinews of Peace: Post-War Speeches 1945-46.
London: Cassell, 1949.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill: Never Despair, 1945-1965. London:
Cassell, 1988.


Reynolds, David. In Command of History: Winston Churchill and “The Second
World War”. London: Penguin, 2004.


http://articles.findarticles.com/p/articles/mi_m1373/is_4_51/ai_73236312 - An
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Prime Minister Again


Churchill had limited vitality and limited attention or interest, so much was
done by other Ministers, some of whom were increasingly discouraged by the
lack of central direction in all matters except foreign policy, by his rambling
Cabinet meetings, and by his refusal
to retire.


His physical failings had to be covered up, and the news that he had suf-
fered a major stroke in 1953 was never announced. Despite rumours, the fact
that the Prime Minister was incapacitated was not reported in the press, a
reflection both of Britain’s rather secretive political culture and of widespread
respect for the man.


All the same, his was a successful government that presided over the
beginnings of postwar affluence and was re-elected with an increased
majority just after he retired in 1955. He did little personally to promote
these policies, but deserves credit for picking an effective team and sup-
porting them. In some key areas, like the drive to build more houses, he
was both motivated and active, seeing continuity with his own early career
and his father’s.


Issues . . .


1. Churchill’s health and vitality declined, especially after a major stroke in
1953, and as Prime Minister, 1951-1955, he concentrated on a limited
number of issues.


2. His main focus was on foreign policy, Anglo-American relations, and a
possible summit meeting with Russia.


3. His eightieth birthday celebrations in 1954 typified his acceptance in his
own lifetime into the status of a great man, reflected in honours and trib-
utes conferred all over the world.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read John Ramsden’s Man of the Century: Winston Churchill and His
Legend Since 1945.


Lecture 13:
Apotheosis, 1951–1965


Introduction:


Back in office in 1951, Churchill had to struggle against both physical decline
and the resistance of British and American political leaders in his “last cru-
sade,” the attempt to bring the Cold War to an end by negotiations with
Russia. The campaign failed, but the last phase of his life was marked by
increasing awareness all round the world of his historic uniqueness, symbol-
ised by award of the Nobel Prize, Honorary American citizenship, the
Charlemagne Prize, and numerous other freedoms and prizes. Churchill had
become a historical figure in his own lifetime.
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Despite these successes,
age inevitably caught up with
him, but he remained reluctant
to accept the fact and retire:
he later joked that he had
“always believed in staying in
the pub until closing time.” In
1955, he almost had to be
forced into retirement so that
his successor could prepare
for an election campaign,
going with a bad grace and
suspecting (correctly) that that
successor, Eden, was not up
to the job.


The Quest for a Summit


Most of all, he wanted to hang onto office to achieve one final internation-
al success.


Churchill was deeply upset by the popular idea that he was a “warmonger”
and successfully sued a British newspaper in 1952 for making that claim. In
his view, preparing for war was the best way of keeping peace, but he also
believed that negotiating when strong was a sign of strength, not of weakness.


He was well aware of the dangers of nuclear warfare, especially in the peri-
od between the coming of the hydrogen bomb and the arrival of inter-conti-
nental missiles. In this period, Britain was vulnerable to a devastating
Russian nuclear attack, but the United States was not.


Churchill hoped to use his influence in Washington to bring about peace
talks, and made an immediate visit to Washington, but did not persuade
President Truman. He had higher hopes when his old wartime friend
Eisenhower succeeded Truman in the Presidency, but Ike was unconvinced.


Churchill kept up the campaign, using all possible openings (such as Stalin’s
death in 1953) and despite setbacks (like his 1953 stroke). He was able to
secure several meetings with American leaders, and one Western summit at
Bermuda in December 1953, but no full Summit conference.


His overriding belief in the Special Relationship, increasingly an unequal
partnership, conflicted with Washington’s refusal to listen to his advice.
Privately, he was angry and disappointed, but publicly he kept up a confident
face and went on asserting his belief in both ideas.


In 1954, Churchill tried to organise a Summit himself, only to be rebuffed by
Washington, and by his own cabinet, but eventually by the Russians too.


Was there a chance of winding down the Cold War? Probably not, but it
would have done no harm to try and find out. He did, though, foresee how the
Cold War would end, if not the forty years that it would then take; in the end it
did take a gesture of trust and a risk by the West to bring Cold War to an end.
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“Everyone has his day


and some days last


longer than others.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech in the House of
Commons, January 1952







Honours and Recognition


Public and political opinion at home and abroad (at least when no diplomatic
disagreement obstructed the process) mellowed remarkably as Churchill
aged. By 1953, he was the only survivor in active politics of the great wartime
political leaders. His own perceived importance among those wartime leaders
had been demonstrated in his war memoirs, and by the deference paid to him
by leaders of other countries.


As a result of this, a man who had for the first forty years of his public life
been hated and distrusted by some as much as admired by others, was now
venerated and loved almost universally. His rich personality, wit, and humour
added to this sense of universal approbation, as did a wide range of circulat-
ing anecdotes. When a small boy entered his study at Chartwell and asked
him, “Are you the greatest man in the world?” Churchill responded “Yes I am!
Now bugger off.” It was hard not to love a man who behaved like that when
he was eighty.


Honours and awards flowed in from all round the world—freedoms of cities,
honorary degrees, plans to erect statues and name streets after him. There
were also some of very high profile, notably the Nobel Prize for Literature in
1953 (never before or since awarded to a politician) and the Charlemagne
Prize for services to European integration.


Many of these awards came to him from the United States, where in the
postwar period his half-American parentage led Americans to claim Churchill
as one of their own. He became an honorary Native American chief, a
Kentucky Colonel, and recipient of the Freedom Award from Colonial
Williamsburg. In 1958, there was a travelling Churchill art show at all the
major American galleries.


A lengthy campaign to make him the first man ever to be awarded Honorary
American Citizenship by Congress finally succeeded in 1963. By then he was
too frail to travel to the United States, but wrote of his enormous pleasure that
his lifelong commitment to Anglo-American cooperation had been recognised.
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1. Was Churchill really fit enough to be Prime Minister in the early 1950s?


2. Was an opportunity for reducing international tension lost by the decision
not to try for a summit conference with the Russians in the early 1950s?


3. What was seen as Churchill’s special claim to a historically unique status at
the end of his life?


Ramsden, John. Man of the Century: Winston Churchill and His Legend Since
1945. London: HarperCollins, 2002.


Brown, Anthony Montague. Long Sunset: The Memoirs of Winston Churchill’s
Last Private Secretary. London: Cassell, 1995.


Seldon, Anthony. Churchill’s Indian Summer: The Conservative Government of
1951-1955. London: Hodder & Stoughton, 1980.


Young, John. Winston Churchill’s Last Crusade: Britain and the Cold War,
1951-1955. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996.


http://www.cnn.com/SPECIALS/cold.war/episodes/02/documents/churchill/ -
This site, part of CNN’s Perspective Series, contains the text of Winston
Churchill’s 1946 “Iron Curtain” speech delivered at Westminster College in
Fulton, Missouri.
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Funeral of the Giant of the Century


Although Churchill remained a Member of Parliament until 1964, retiring just
short of his ninetieth birthday, he was rather frail in his last years and made few
public appearances, especially after falling and breaking his leg in Monaco in
1962. In January 1965, he suffered a massive stroke and though he remained in
a coma—still fighting for life—for a week or more, he died on January 24, the
same day on which his father had died seventy years earlier—something which,
oddly, Winston Churchill had himself predicted.


Churchill’s great age, the period of ten years since his retirement as Prime
Minister, and the weeklong final illness, meant that plans for marking his death
were well advanced when it actually occurred. All around the world, except in
Ireland and some Communist countries like China, elaborate compliments were
paid to Churchill on his death and right across the English-speaking world the
newspapers printed pages of obituary notices and tributes. (Those few excep-
tions were a timely reminder that Churchill’s life had always been controversial
and had not always been a story of success.)


In Britain, normal public life almost ceased for the week between Churchill’s
death and his funeral a week later, but international bodies such as the United
Nations also adjourned for a time as a mark of respect. The State Funeral itself
was a huge piece of pageantry, but long planned as an Anglo-American event.
British and American flags flew side by side.


Issues . . .


1. Assessments of Churchill at the end of his life.


2. The effects of memoirs, diaries, and other historians on Churchill’s fame.


3. The Man of the Century debate.


Before beginning this lecture you may want to . . .


Read John Ramsden’s Man of the Century: Winston Churchill and His
Legend Since 1945.


Lecture 14:
Man of the Century?


Introduction:


When Churchill died, his passing was marked by a State Funeral in Britain
that also became a political and media event of worldwide significance. It was
generally expected that as memories of 1940 receded into history, his stand-
ing would gradually reduce, but while some historians have attempted to “cut
him down to size,” his standing has remained remarkably high, and commem-
orations have continued to be made all over the world. The end of what some
called “Churchill’s century” provided a chance to reconsider all this, but the
events of 9/11 and since seem to have restored him to prominence for a
new century.
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The funeral was
attended by
dozens of kings
and queens,
state presidents
and leading
politicians, while
the failure of the
American
President
Lyndon Johnson
to attend (on
health grounds)
caused him seri-
ous embarrass-
ment when so
many Americans
wrote in to the
White House to
say that he
should have
gone anyway.


Churchill’s historic significance was marked by the journey of the coffin down
the river Thames on a barge (as at Nelson’s state funeral in 1805), while his
international status was marked by the prominent role in broadcasting the day’s
events of two non-Britons, Robert Menzies of Australia and ex-President
Eisenhower of the United States.


In the tributes paid to Churchill in January 1965, almost every one singled him
out as having had a unique and historic status in his time. Reviewing a career
that had begun with a cavalry charge and ended with efforts to control nuclear
weapons, almost all saw Churchill as standing above any other figure of the
century of total war. Within that, though, his role in inspiring Britain —and
through Britain the free world—in 1940 was seen as his own “finest hour.”


Noting his unique character and significance, many obituarists and commenta-
tors saw Churchill’s death as the end of an era, unfavourably contrasting his
giant stature with that of politicians of the time. They had no doubt that he was
the “Giant of the Century.”


The funeral was also a mass-participation event. A third of a million British
people filed past the coffin to pay their personal respects (and had to wait in
queues for hours to do so). There were huge crowds on the streets for the
funeral, and millions watched the television broadcast worldwide. This was
clearly an event which, like the death of Princess Diana, “connected” with ordi-
nary people.
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“Let us . . . brace ourselves


to our duties, and so bear our-


selves that if the British Empire


and its Commonwealth last


for a thousand years, men


will still say: ‘This was their


finest hour.’ ”


~ Winston Churchill,
Speech in the House of Commons,


June 18, 1940







Commemorations


Commemorating Churchill as a means of memorialising that his greatness and
his contribution had been going on in a big way ever since the Second World
War, but accelerated in the 1960s. Plans for Churchill statues in cities like
London, Washington, and Toronto were made, money raised, and the statues
erected. Many countries issued Churchill stamps, speculative publishers reis-
sued his own books, and an eight-volume official biography was launched.


In Britain, Australia, and New Zealand, large sums of money were raised in
1965 for Churchill scholarship funds that would enable people to travel, learn,
and report back to their own people on their return. These schemes still exist
and, interestingly, mainly send the recipients of their grants to other English-
speaking countries—Churchill would surely have approved.


In the United States, similar scholarship funds were raised to send American
students to Churchill College, Cambridge (the college itself having been found-
ed as the result of a fundraising appeal on Churchill’s eightieth birthday in
1954). Meanwhile, in Fulton, Missouri, Westminster College raised funds to
commemorate Churchill’s single day there in 1946 with a permanent memorial,
a blitzed London church that was taken down, stone by stone, and re-erected
in the State of Missouri.


Such formal commemorations mainly happened in the 1960s and 1970s, soon
after his death, but they did continue afterwards too. During the 1990s at least
three new statues of Churchill were erected, in London, in Paris, and in Prague.
The fear that Churchill’s personality and his historical importance might be for-
gotten in the course of time led, though, to the formation of an International
Churchill Society. This has flourished since the 1980s, most strongly based in
the United States, but firmly established too in Britain and in Canada. Its chief
purpose is to ensure that Churchill’s name shall not be forgotten.


Revisionists Try to Cut Him Down to Size—But Fail


The greatest commemoration of Churchill is in books, which have continued to
be published in huge numbers. By 1974, a bibliographer could count 248 books
about, or mainly about, Churchill, and the equivalent number is now some-
where around five hundred.


It was expected when he died that writers no longer subject to his towering
presence, and able increasingly to see the official documents and the papers of
his rivals for political leadership, would cut him down to size. This has certainly
been attempted, but few writers have come close to success in that attempt.


Indeed, the early publications that were critical of Churchill—or simply treated
him in an apparently disrespectful light—were not at all well received. His doc-
tor (Lord Moran) and his chief wartime military adviser (Alanbrooke) had a
rough time when they published their diaries. The only tone that seemed to be
acceptable in the 1960s and early 1970s was admiration, and the overall story
was not all that credible.


In later years, as historians have been able to read more of the papers that
Churchill collected over a long political life, and to compare the story that they
tell with papers in other collections, a more balanced view has appeared.
Churchill is no longer claimed to have been unable to make mistakes, but the
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removal of positions that it was impossible to defend (for example, over India or
the Dardanelles) simply makes Churchill seem the greater man. As Dean
Acheson said to Churchill himself in the 1950s, he was a great man who great-
ly lived and who when he erred also erred greatly (and this is close to what
most historians now believe).


There have been more sustained attacks on Churchill by a few writers: by
David Irving (but this was in the context of a book that was favourable to Hitler),
by Clive Ponting, and by John Charmley (alleging that he was over-indulgent to
the United States). These have not greatly shifted the overall historical consen-
sus and have been balanced anyway by books like those of William
Manchester, which err on the side of praise rather than criticism.


Who Was the “Man of the Twentieth Century”?


Churchill had been named by Time magazine “man of the year” for 1940 and
“man of the half-century” for 1900 to 1950. As the century drew to a close,
there was a great deal of speculation as to who would be named man of the
twentieth century.


Time eventually put Churchill third for that title, behind both Franklin Roosevelt
and the scientist Albert Einstein, but this only sparked off further debate in
which many prominent Americans plumped for Churchill. Time candidly accept-
ed that they had relegated Churchill from the top place because his views on
several issues (such as race) were now less acceptable than in his own time.


He anyway won similar nominations in many other countries, notably being
voted by BBC television viewers the “Greatest Briton” of all time.


Churchill’s claim to be regarded as the “man of the twentieth century” is that
he was in the early 1940s, when freedom and democracy faced their greatest
threat in modern times, the one indispensable man. It is still hard to see how
Britain would have fought on through 1940 and 1941 under any other leader, or
how without Britain avoiding defeat in 1940 the subsequent counterattack
against Fascism could have happened.


Churchill in His Third Century: “Never Give In”


When New York’s twin towers were bombed on September 11, 2001, much of
the calculations of political correctness seemed less relevant, and when Rudolf
Giuliani was made Time’s “man of the year” for 2001, he was praised in
Churchillian terms for his efforts to inspire New Yorkers in their ordeal.


Giuliani himself, like many political leaders at the turn of the century, remained
strongly supportive of Churchill and felt that much could be learned from study-
ing his career and learning from the lessons of his life. Others who could be
named include George Bush and George W. Bush, Jacques Chirac and Helmut
Kohl, Margaret Thatcher and John Major, Vaclav Havel, and John Winston
Howard of Australia.


But what is it that they admire? Partly, Churchill’s political wisdom, especially
in international affairs, and his readiness to recognise the need for strength if
war is to be avoided. That was a lifelong belief of Churchill, if most recognised
during the 1930s and 1940s.
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Partly too, though,
they all see in
Churchill an exam-
ple of massive
willpower, resilience,
and determination,
the qualities that we
allude to when we
call another politician
“Churchillian.” The
man himself
expressed this view
many times in his
life, and it has been
called on frequently
to motivate the free-
dom-loving West in
the battle that it now
faces since 9/11.


Perhaps Churchill
never put it better
than at his life’s end,
when he gave it as parting advice in his very last speech to the House of
Commons as Prime Minister. It sums up both the man and the way that his
greatness was finally perceived after a long career of ups and downs:


“The day may dawn,” he said, “when fair play, love for one’s fellow men,
respect for justice and freedom, will enable tormented generations to march
forth serene and triumphant from the hideous epoch in which we dwell.
Meanwhile, never flinch, never weary, never despair.”
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“Never give in, never give in,


never, never, never, never—


in nothing, great or small,


large or petty—never give in


except to convictions of


honor and good sense.”


~ Winston Churchill,
Address at Harrow School,


October 29, 1941







1. What did Life magazine mean when it called Churchill “Giant of the Century”
in 1965?


2. Why did statesmen continue to venerate Churchill in and after the 1990s?


3. What has Churchill to teach us sixty years after his death?


Ramsden, John. Man of the Century: Winston Churchill and His Legend Since
1945. London: HarperCollins, 2002.


Graf Von Krockow, Christian. Churchill, Man of the Century. London: London
House, 2000.


Jenkins, Roy. Churchill. London: HarperCollins, 2001.


Ramsden, John. Man of the Century, Winston Churchill and his Legend since 1945.
London: HarperCollins, 2002.


http://news.bbc.co.uk/onthisday/hi/witness/january/24/newsid_2692000/
2692293.stm - From the BBC, this site includes written memories from persons
who attended Churchill’s funeral in 1965 and an audio interview with Dr. David
Harris, a witness to the funeral.


Brendon, Piers. Winston Churchill. Narrated by the author. UNABRIDGED
Recorded Books, 1999. 6 cassettes/9 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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BLENHEIM PALACE:
BIRTHPLACE OF


WINSTON CHURCHILL


Located near Woodstock in
Oxfordshire, Blenheim Palace
has a rich history from its begin-
nings as a gift from Queen Anne
to the First Duke of Marlborough
until the present as a well-main-
tained feature of the Oxfordshire
countryside.


The Churchill Exhibition near
the room in which Churchill was
born contains statues of Sir
Winston and Lady Churchill as
well as letters, photographs, and
other Churchill memorabilia.
To learn more, visit
http://www.blenheimpalace.com/.


CHARTWELL


Winston Churchill’s home for
more than forty years, Chartwell
is surrounded by beautiful coun-
tryside. The house contains a
variety of Churchill memorabilia,
a restaurant with Churchill fare,
and areas specifically intended
for children. To learn more, visit
http://www.nationaltrust.org.uk/
places/chartwell/.


LONDON


Churchill spent much of his life
in and around London. Besides
#10 Downing Street, Churchill
resided in many different resi-


dences in and around the city. For a list of his residences, visit The Churchill Centre website at
http://www.winstonchurchill.org/i4a/pages/index.cfm?pageid=377. (The Churchill Centre’s website is


an excellent resource for
all things Churchill.) Of
course, Churchill was
present for many years
in the buildings
of Parliament.


Another nearby site is
the Cabinet War Rooms,
Clive Steps, King Charles
Street (for more informa-
tion visit http://www.iwm.
org.uk/cabinet/index.htm).
An excellent exhibit at the
Churchill Archives Centre,
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Churchill College, Cambridge opens in January,
2005 (for more information visit
http://www.chu.cam.ac.uk/archives/home.shtml).


WOODFORD
Minister of Parliament (MP) for Woodford,
Churchill was honored by its citizens with a statue
that now stands in Woodford Green. The
Redbridge Museum nearby has many Churchill
items (including a “V-Beer” beer bottle). To learn
more, visit http://www.nationaltrust.org.uk/
places/chartwell/.


OLDHAM/MANCHESTER


After deciding he was not a Conservative in 1904, Churchill managed a Liberal victory in Oldham,
Manchester, Lancashire. This upset the Conservatives, who were able to defeat him just two years
later. Not one to give up, Churchill immediately stood for a seat in Scotland. A Blue Plaque recog-
nizing Churchill’s short stint as Oldham’s MP can be found at
http://www.oldham.gov.uk/living/planning/blueplaque.shtml.


DUNDEE


Churchill became a Liberal Party MP for Dundee (Scotland) from 1908 to 1922 after losing his first
Liberal seat in Manchester. Serving in a minor minis-
terial role for the Liberals, Churchill spent little actual
time with his constituency. Some bitterness from his
Dundee years remained as seen in the information at
http://www.churchill.nls.ac.uk/main.html. A good
resource for Dundee and its environs can be found
at http://www.dundeecity.gov.uk/.


An excellent resource on the Web for obtaining
local maps of the United Kingdom is located at
http://www.multimap.com/. Maps on this site can be
viewed at several magnifications down to the individ-
ual street level.


OTHER RESOURCES


In addition to those listed above, other excellent
resources for information on Churchill can be
obtained at the following websites:


Winston Churchill Memorial and Library
http://wcmo.edu/cm/index.asp


Winston Churchill Society for the Advancement
of Parliamentary Democracy (Canada)


http://churchillsociety.org


Winston Churchill Memorial Trust (UK)
http://www.wcmt.org.uk


Winston Churchill Foundation (USA)
http://www.thechurchillscholarships.com
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You’ll get the most out of this course if you have the following book:


Ramsden, John. Man of the Century. New York: HarperCollins, 2002.


Suggested Reading:


Carlton, David. Churchill and the Soviet Union. Manchester: Manchester
University Press, 2000.


Churchill, Randolph S. Winston S. Churchill: Youth 1874-1900. New York:
Houghton Mifflin Co., 1966.


Churchill, Randolph S. Young Statesman: Winston S. Churchill, 1900-1914.
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1967.


Churchill, Winston S. Great Contemporaries. London: Thornton
Butterworth, 1937.


Churchill, Winston S. My Early Life: 1874-1904. New York: Scribner, 1996.


Churchill, Winston S. Triumph and Tragedy. London: Cassell, 1954.


Gilbert, Martin. Winston S. Churchill, 1917-1922. London: Heinemann, 1973.


Kimball, Warren. Forged in War: Churchill, Roosevelt and the Second World
War. New York: HarperCollins, 1997.


Manchester, William. The Last Lion: Winston Spencer Churchill: Alone, 1932-
1940. London: Time Warner Books UK, 1988.


Muller, James, ed. Churchill’s “Iron Curtain” Speech Fifty Years Later.
Columbia, Missouri: University of Missouri Press, 1999.


Ollard, Richard. “Churchill and the Navy” in William Roger Louis and Lord
Blake (eds.). Churchill. New York: Oxford University Press, 1993.


Ramsden, John. Man of the Century: Winston Churchill and His Legend Since
1945. London: HarperCollins, 2002.


Wenden, D.J. “Churchill, Radio and Film,” in William Roger Louis and Lord
Blake (eds.). Churchill. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1993.


All books are available on-line through www.modernscholar.com
or by calling Recorded Books at 1-800-638-1304.
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Recorded Books:


Beschloss, Michael. The Conquerors: Roosevelt, Truman and the Destruction
of Hitler’s Germany 1941-1945. Narrated by the author. ABRIDGED
Recorded Books, 2002. 4 cassettes/6.5 hours.


Brendon, Piers. Winston Churchill. Narrated by the author. UNABRIDGED
Recorded Books, 1999. 6 cassettes/9 hours.


Churchill, Winston. Churchill in His Own Voice. Narrated by Laurence Olivier
and John Gielgud. SELECTIONS Recorded Books, 1999.
2 cassettes/2 hours.


Churchill, Winston S. The Great Republic. Narrated by the author (grandson of
Sir Winston S. Churchill). ABRIDGED Recorded Books, 1999.
4 cassettes/6 hours.


Lukacs, John. Five Days in London, May 1940. Narrated by Aelred Rosser.
UNABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2000. 5 cassettes/8.5 hours.


Lukacs, John. The Duel, May 10-July 31, 1940: The Eighty-Day Struggle
Between Churchill and Hitler. Narrated by John McDonough. UNABRIDGED
Recorded Books, 2003. 9 cassettes/13 hours.


MacMillan, Margaret. Paris 1919, Six Months That Changed the World.
Narrated by Suzanne Toren. UNABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2003.
18 cassettes/26 hours.


Meacham, Jon. Franklin and Winston: An Intimate Portrait of an Epic
Friendship. Narrated by Len Cariou. ABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2003.
6 cassettes/9 hours.


Robbins, David L. The End of War: A Novel of the Race for Berlin. Narrated by
George Guidall. UNABRIDGED Recorded Books, 2000. 14 cassettes/
19.5 hours.


To order Recorded Books, call 1-800-638-1304 or go to
www.modernscholar.com. Also available for rental.
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