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ABSTRACT

This thesis examines why members of the Britist@cracy and upper class
supported communism and fascism during the intepgaod. The pre-1900 generation
attempted to hold onto their pre-war status andgudyy supporting fascism and its tenets
of authoritarian rule, strict class division, amtigl regeneration througlber
nationalism. Meanwhile, the post-1900 generatitrelfed against their elders and used
communist ideology centered on an equal utopiagate a new political, economic, and
social balance in the post-war era. Although the ¢e@nerations aligned themselves with
vastly different radical politics, their reasons floe change in support were similar. Both
generations abandoned traditional politics becafisigsillusionment with the political
and economic situation after the First World Wadl ased these new political ideologies
to attempt to either restore or reject the paspadglass individuals from across society
responded to the pressures of ancestry, upperdilassed traditions, poor familial
relationships, and personal egotism by supportfrrgdical politics, at least temporarily.
Using memoirs, biographies, letters, their own iwgs, and official government and
newspaper documents, this thesis is a case stualiiyofons and daughters of baronets,
lords, and landowners supported radical politiasnduthe interwar period but also why
they returned to the traditions of patriotism arah€ervatism with the onset of the

Second World War.
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CHAPTER ONE

The interwar period was full of political turmoihd deep-seeded arguments
between the Conservative and Labour parties, whe feeced to contend with new
radical political parties like the Communist PawfyGreat Britain (CPGB) and the British
Union of Fascists (BUF). The aftermath of the Pit&irld War saw disenchanted upper
classmen supporting these new radical politics.dpply with the state of the country, the
upper class turned to radical politics to enacttwiheay hoped would be extreme change.
Those in the generation that fought in the FirstrM/@Var typically became fascists as
they saw it as a way to retain their pre-war glang prestige. Those who spent the war
still in school were frustrated with the lack ofactye in the post-war era and aligned
themselves with communism as it gave them a neweinekshing perspective so
different from their class traditions. The uppeasd responded to the changes of the
interwar period in different ways depending on tlggineration and their level of
involvement in the First World War. The older geatam of the upper class, born before
1900, attempted to hold onto their pre-war status@ower, while the younger
generation, born after 1900, fought against tHediers and embraced the new economic

and social balance found in England.

The difference in the interwar period in comparisoother periods of rebellion
was the alliance with new radical politics. Thiegis argues that upper class men and
women were strong supporters of the new, radicitiggoof the interwar period as it

offered them an alternative to politics of the paewra that they found unsatisfactory in a



changing Britain. Although these individuals supgpdrdifferent radical political parties,
the reasons why they broke from their traditions loa attributed to the following
reasons: disillusionment with the post-war polit@ad economic sectors, poor familial
relationships and pressures of ancestry, frustratiath the traditional public school
upbringing, which included mandatory participatiorthe Officer's Training Corp

(OTC), and personal egotism, and preservationivil@ge.

Although the two generations supported differedical ideologies, they were
essentially responding to the same issues. Ungtalitecal leadership and an uncertain
economic future during the interwar period concdrbeth generations. The older
generation, seeing the positive improvements implaed by fascism in Germany and
Italy, supported a similar ideology while the yoengeneration, through their rejection
of upper class traditions and the embracing of faslesses, felt like political and
economic change benefited the most from commuahésiiogy. Both generations reacted
differently to the pressures brought about by trads and ancestry. The older generation
attempted to fit these traditions into a changiogety and sought to re-establish power
through fascism. The younger generation rejectenl traditions by embracing
communism. One of the most important traditionthefupper class was attendance at a
public school and participation in the OTC. Fasgiamd its emphasis of tight bands of
supporters, was a way for the older generatioet&im the camaraderie and support
systems they had received through the OTC andnéary, their military service. The
younger class, attending school and the OTC dwmbafter the horrors of the First

World War, found it difficult to reconcile particgion in a program of military training



that would only serve to involve them in anothervldeir support of communism

stemmed from a pacifist ideology that later evolirgd communist ideology.

The upper class found itself affected by these raslical politics because of the
centuries-old traditions it clung to. Because otaar-shifting upper class society in
Britain, there is no mutually agreed upon defimtfor the upper class and aristocracy.
Historians agree on common elements and charaatsrisat make up the upper class
and the aristocracy, which are similar but not taeh. The upper class can be defined as
a social group, a political subset, and an econahags but there is still debate over how
to concretely define the groufBurke’s Landed Gentryn 1883, described the
aristocracy as “a class unexampled and unrivatidéuirope, invested with no hereditary
generation... with the foremost place in [Englandland and Scotland}:"They used
strict settlement and entail to keep their estdtesses, and titles together and lived their
lives in “accordance with certain attitudes, wheghved to set them off from the rest of
the population? In the late 1800s, the aristocracy and upper ciassnly formed the
wealth and status elites of Britain but were alsdoverning elite. The House of
Commons was a landowner’s club while the Houseanflt was a “monopoly of
landowners and these hereditary, aristocratic legis remained at the apex of the

power elite.®

Leading up to the First World War, the upper clasgere “still the most wealthy,

the most powerful, and the most glamorous peopteearcountry, corporately, and

! David Cannadine)ecline and Fall of the British AristocracgNew York: Anchor
Books, 1990), 12.

Z Cannadine, 13.

% Cannadine, 14.



understandably, conscious of themselves as Goets. B They were considered an
economic class as well as a status elite and thle fscipients of those highly esteemed
titles of honor that defined and preserved the afiads of society” The men held the
titles of dukes, lords, and earls and were conedipart of both the financial and the
power elite.The British Aristocracyists the characteristics of aristocracy before First
World War, describing aristocrats as possessingghaess, adaptability, self-control,
tenacity and self-confidence, natural outspokenaasgshelplessnes§ While

helplessness seems antithetical to the other atidsbthey explain that helplessness is
“simply a front, as the British aristocratic sogiéas always been much more intellectual
than superficial, contrary to popular beliéf.The upper class also consisted of members
of Society, which was representative of upper deissire. Before the war, Society had a
clear political function: those a part of it coddher directly or indirectly expect to rule.
Members of Society were not always themselves Giadly rich. Their glamour,

opulence, and dedication to parties, charity eyemd upper class sporting events was
enviable to the middle and working classes. Althoowny in the lower classes aspired
to one day themselves reach the upper levels aé§othere were also many who

realized they would never attain such levels astesd sought to bring about its end.

Because there is no specific delineation for wiedinés a member of the upper
class, | have formulated the following definitiarsing those at the forefront of class

history like David Cannadine, Ross McKibbin, anchshaMitford as guides and

* Cannadine, 2.

> Cannadine, 11.

® Mark Bence-Jones and Hugh Montgomery-Massingb¥rg.British Aristocracy
(London: Constable, 1979), 181.

" Bence-Jones and Montgomery-Massingberg, 197.



contributors. For the purposes of this thesisdéfenition of the British upper class is as
follows: men who, regardless of whether their alctuanetary worth supports their
lifestyle, own land, typically consisting of propein the country as well as a house in
London for “the Season.” They are not requireddeeha title, especially because of the
British practice of primogeniture, but often haalone bestowed upon them or their
family at some point during their ancestry. Theyénheen educated at a top public
school in England and have often participated enGfficer’s Training Corp with a
possible continuation at SandhutsThey are active in Society, especially during the
London Season, and are financially able to tranainly throughout Europe, at various
times during the year. Women of the upper clase leéaar roles within Society with the
expectation of becoming a debutante and cominglatimg her fifteenth or sixteenth
year. She is not likely to be educated in a traddl school setting but more apt to have
governesses and is educated in the art of oneutteyrg her own household. As a
married woman, she is expected to be supportivephusband, assist in the running of
the household staff and expenses, remain a posifivence upon the family’s children,

and become a society hostess, befitting of herdndb position.

The First World War was the first European war tlegjuired a total war effort,
which included the participation of the aristocrary upper class, both in the form of
monetary support as well as service as officer8Bgin entered the period dubbed by
Robert Graves and Alan Hodge as the “Long Weekehe,Upper class was forced to
come to terms with their changing status and rateimwsociety. Politics even more so

became a means of mobility, since it opened the tiofinancial and position-holding

8 Public schools in England are comparable to peitedite schools in the United States.



opportunities. The economic difficulties weathedening the First World War resulted

in a declining number of very rich men sitting iarf|mment, and men wishing promotion
to the peerage were advised to enter politiddord did not have to be born into his
position but often “became an aristocrat as sodmeagceived his title. The [King] or
Queen turned him from Socialist leader, or middidess businessman into a noble and
with the title and his outlook would forever be ngad.™° It was no longer necessary to
have a long-standing family history, and memberthefold dynasties struggled to
identify themselves alongside new members of thesdwf Lords who were “great
financiers like Lord Rothschild and Lord Swaythlirgptains of industry like Lord
Leverhulme and Lord Pirie; great magnates like L\éedtey of the meat trust and Lord
Inverchapel of the P&O combine; and finally newsgraproprietors like Lord
Beaverbrook and Lord Rothermerg.Antiquity of family lines had no relevance to thei
position during the interwar period and previousattiists that preceded initiation into
the upper class were done away with as more aatif)eers, those without an aristocratic
family history, were created by the monarchy. Tta® was a catalyst for major upheaval
within confines of the upper class and usheredperad that saw a struggle between a

changing world and a desire to retain past valudgiaditions.

Upon their economic release from the strains of, Wer upper class began to plan

again for world travel, refitting their yachts, dissing the merits of rival designs for

® Ross McKibbinClasses and Culture: England 1918-198dxford: Oxford University
Press, 1998), 18.

19 Nancy Mitford.Noblesse ObliggNew York: Harper and Brothers Company, 1956),
24.

* McKibbin, 21.



their new motor cars, re-opening country houseinagas if nothing had changét.
Professional cricket was revived, the regatta vedd at Henley, opera and ballet enjoyed
a great season, and there was always some sottiatigg or social wedding that the
upper class turned out for. However, the formalkeee hunting parties became an
informal gathering of friends and strangers who €amd went as they pleased and who
had free range of the ground and amenities. Ihdidseem to matter that there was a
great difficulty in affording these lavish partiekespite the economic decline, many
landowners attempted to cling to whatever vestadekeir identity that they could.

Often, this included shutting up the majority daege manor house to save money on
servants, heating bills, and electricity, and tfeeeconfining weekend partygoers to a
small number of rooms. Despite possessing tapssaxpensive works of art, multiple
dinner services, and lavish living areas, “[fanmitgmbers] never used the room when
[they] were to [themselves], for patches of bluddrad spoilt the wallpaper, and one
always shivered there. But nobody must think oéifth as anything but drawing-room
folk.”*® For a section of society deeply entrenched irr thadlitions, the drive to retain
former glory and a return to the Golden Age of poamrd prestige within the ruling class

was strong, despite the changing economy.

A vital part of the upper class traditions restedhe public school system, and
through that, the OTC, created specifically forsohthe upper class and aristocracy.

The OTC provided a standard of training that wasswered sufficiently high for boys to

12 Robert Graves and Alan Hodgéhe Long Weeken@ew York: W.W. Norton and
Company, 1940), 12-14.
13 virginia Nicholson. Among the Bohemian@New York: Perennial, 2002), 104.



be offered commissions immediately if war was elesiared:® In the nineteenth-
century, schools were accused of failing to “fulfile needs of those who paid to have
their sons educated in the systetStudents were found unable to pass exams that
would lead to careers in the armed forces, lavej\wl service. Real reform came through
the workings of Thomas Arnold, headmaster of Rugblyool in 1827. Arnold redirected
Rugby towards a school-wide attitude of hushedrenee, turning discipline from a
simple case of crime and punishment to a moraltguesf sin and redemption. He
installed prefects who were “transformed into ameincircle of responsible, pious
deputies whom he trusted and in whom he confidedkimg them the instruments of his
will.” *® This was integral for creating a hierarchical niarfaliscipline. The next step of
transformation in the public school evolution cafineen the expansion of the British
Empire. There was a clear connection between agstihool education and Empire:
“the more ennobling features ascribed to Impenakgere already dominant within the
schools.*” More and more, public schools became better eedipp provide students

with a future in the Officers Corps of the armertés.

Although rifle courses and volunteer forces hadlaglace in public schools
since fear of a French invasion back in 1804, & wat until 1906 that the first official
OTC was created, divided into “senior (universapgd junior (school) branches,
supported by the War Office and governed by a etgulations.*® Officially, the OTC

was non-compulsory, yet the pressure to conformpanticipate was most likely

14 peter ParkeiThe OId Lie: The Great War and the Public Schobdlost(London:
Continuum, 2007), 18.

15 parker, 40.

1% parker, 47.

" parker, 54.

18 parker, 63.



stronger than admitted, especially as observedaalidgrough where, “according to the
official history of the school's OTC ‘by 1913 alntas/ery able-bodied boy had
joined.”*® The Class of 1914, raised in an atmosphere of Emnjpnperialism, loyalty,
camaraderie, and military, had been prepared “imogticitly, by the codes to which the
schools subscribed, and explicitly, by the junicarizh of the OTC, for the eventuality of
war.”® This class had been eager to sign up as nonewf iad yet realized the horrors
of war but considered it an extension of the gatheg played at school. Many in the
later classes despised being forced to competaurses that would send them to their

death.

The post-1900 generation had a different perspectivthe world after the First
World War. Many had been too young to fight but evstill affected by its repercussions
and rebelled against their class and station. Megsted their forced participation in
patriotic exercises like the OTC that continuetkimch values and tenets that were killing
their family and friends. They used communism teeteMany were “bored with the
formal functions of the Season that they invitedidish and silly amusements to quench
their youthful high spirits” and sought a simpleistence® The rebels of the post-1900
generation took things several steps farther. Ergeheir late teens and early twenties
when the Depression hit, and appalled by the comigndecadence of society, they
became entrenched in the real lower-class lifeoth EEngland and Germany, choosing to

live in slum tenements that were diametrically cggabto where they had grown up. This

19 parker, 65.
20 parker, 18.
21 Margetson, 46.
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left them open to the influence of the growing catlpolitics of fascism and communism

of the Continent.

The upper class had rebelled against their cladssdothe interwar period. Yet
while past rebels had been successful in enactiagge, the rebels of the interwar period
were generally unsuccessful and their shifts @gaince were numerous but temporary.
A disastrous political landscape at the end ofRingt World War forced the upper class
to focus on their bankruptcy, political marginatina, and the potential loss of all that
their ancestors had built up. Although “class vgacGialism, and fascism were un-English
ideas,” the upper class found itself looking abrtmattaly and Germany with a desire to
emulate their organizatioi§ A continuing dissatisfaction with the democratistem
and the melding of classes concerned an uppericl&sg on finding ways to regain the

power they had slowly but steadily been losing dlierlast fifty years.

The British political system in the post-war erasveéruggling just as much as the
economy was struggling. Political leadership shittetween Conservative and Labour at
an alarming rate until the formation of the NatibBavernment in 1931, a cross-party
coalition of Liberals and Conservative Members afli@ment led by Ramsay
MacDonald, a member of the Labour Party. The AldahoeCrisis in 1936 left many
guestioning the power of the monarchy, having alydast faith in party leaders and the
government. With mainstream politics failing on tiple fronts, reports of political and
economic stability coming out of Italy and Germawvgre welcome news and were
helpful in creating connections between the Britipper class and fascist ideology,

especially in light of the fascist tenet of stiatass lines. They also saw fascism’s

22 Karina Urbach, edEuropean Aristocracies and the Radical Right 19989
(London: Oxford University Press, 2007), 55.
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authoritarian leadership as far superior to thekweadership in Britain. The older
generation saw fascism as a way to retain theitigadland social position and thrive
under a strong, capable leader. Comparativelyyd@ger generation, coming of age
during a time of political and economic crisis, iducommunist principles of class
overthrow, redistribution of wealth, and a destirtof the current system as a way to

improve the weak areas within Britain.

The political ideologies of fascism and communiserevtransplanted from
continental Europe. Both the CPGB and the BUF gladyto find a foothold amongst
the British population, because at their core, vaghe seen as un-English. They had
essentially disbanded by the time Great Britairlated war in 1939 when support of
radical politics did not seem to align with patitotalues. Initially founded in an attempt
to enact change during post-war recovery, neitteewarticularly successful, especially
when compared to their European counterparts. Widey European countries,
including Italy and Germany, were just forming e late nineteenth-century, Great
Britain was already well established as the mostidant and powerful nation in the
world with an empire that spanned the globe. Ebengh the upper classes found them
enticing, radical politics failed with the onsettbé Second World War. In continental
Europe, both communism and fascism succeeded \iline@ was a power vacuum.
Despite the power in Britain shifting between then€ervative and new Labour Parties,
the vacuum was never big enough to let radicatipslimake a strong impression. New
radical political parties failed to pose a sigrafit, long-lasting threat. They were simply

a way for all classes to temporarily rebel againststatus quo. The onset of the Second
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World War brought an end to any major inroads thiedecal parties were attempting to

make.

The CPGB was founded in 1920 after the Comintetih¢anized the Third
International Conference in Moscow to discuss graagion of communist ideology to
other nations. Despite constant ideological andrfamal support from the CI, the CPGB
never managed to replicate the power, prestig@floence found in other European
Communist parties and struggled continuously duttginterwar period to remain
viable. The CPGB was initially made up of an “anaatgtion of a number of small
home-grown guild socialists, socialist and showatds’ groups, although the process of
making communists did not begin in earnest untéraf923.%* The CPGB spent the
interwar years shifting its political and ideolagiicdoctrine, which ensured that the
experiences of members in the early 1920s was diffezent from the experiences of
those affiliated with the CPGB in subsequent yetine. CPGB realized the importance
of support from other socialist organizations like Independent Labour Party, the
Socialist League, and local trade union and LalRaurty branches. The younger
generations of the upper class were drawn to themamist party because it represented
a major rebellion against the status quo. The Cpf@Biised equality for all classes,
which was in line with what the disillusioned memsef the upper class were hoping for
during the economic and political upheaval of thtenwar period. Its lack of significant
growth can be attributed to its difficulty in cwiting a uniform message and plan of
action as well as the legitimacy of the Labour ypaxthich had originally been formed to

represent working-people, trade unions, and satisdicieties.

3 Thomas LineharCommunism in Britain, 1920-3@Manchester: Manchester
University Press, 2007), 1.
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Fascism’s origins in Europe were a result of a tesgainst materialism and
became a synthesis of hyper-nationalism and arcapttalist revision of Marxism. It
was an authentically revolutionary movement thatted a clean break from the
established order so that it could politically,redally, idealistically, and aesthetically
provide a new option that was anti-decadent anienaaiterial®* The revolutionary zeal
coming out of the nineteenth-century that produesdism inspired a revolt of young
people against society, parents, and school. Thigged young men returning from war
with a similar camaraderie that they had experidnicehe trenche® Although the core
values of fascism were similar across continenteibge and Great Britain, different
national traditions are key to understanding wisgiem succeeded in the former and
failed in the latter. Unification in Germany andlit did not occur until 1860-70.
Nationalism was strong in Germany and increaseitigailtensions after the Treaty of
Versailles resulted in a polarized society thatt ‘fl@portant sections of the German
Establishment totally alienated from the valuethefdemocratic republic and its
‘French’ values of liberty and equalitf®Alienation and economic depression provided
the opportunity for fascism to emerge as a totaitapower source that eventually
eliminated all other political parties. Twentietbrtury nationalism in Italy, combined
with the poor performance of Italian troops in Biest World War, reinforced the view
that Italians needed to be forged into a unifietioma this occurred through Mussolini’s

fascism.

24 7eev SternhellNeither Left Nor Right(Oxford: Blackwell, 1987), 270.

2> George Mosse. “The Genesis of Fascisiotirnal of Contemporary History,1
(1966):18.

?® Roger EatwellFascism: A History(New York: Allen Lane, 1996), 31.
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Great Britain was nationalistic and patriotic gtdbre yet fascism was less
appealing to its citizens than in continental Eexdpritain fostered a civil sense of nation
and loyalty was to a “set of evolved institutioaspecially the monarchy and Parliament,
rather than to a mystically conceived rateDespite weaknesses in the political and
economic spheres in the post-war period, mostetiizlid not see the need for a massive
overhaul of the British political system. Althoutite BUF borrowed many of its traits
from Mussolini and Hitler's regimes, the BUF waseastially a homegrown fascist
movement. Its mission was to adapt continentallgdieeBritish traditions but a lack of
consistent ideology meant less support from iigegitry who were frustrated with the

unclear and ever-shifting policies that were astittal to long-standing British ideals.

No area in British society was free from the tenappmllure of radical politics,
whether it was the political, intellectual, miliyaor educational realm. Upper class men
and women like the Mitford sisters, baronets Osviédley and Osbert Sitwell, literary
pioneers Christopher Isherwood, W.H. Auden, Edwipd/ard, and Stephen Spender or
the well-decorated Admiral Barry Domvile, A.K. Clexdon, Captain Ramsay, and Sir
Charles Petrie are examples of how a combinatianspfecific upbringing and radically
different post-war experiences led to an upsurgbiersupport for communism and
fascism. These individuals were not only membeth®@fsocial elite but the elite of their
individual political, military, or literary fieldsTheir prominent positions had attributed to
their historical longevity. Many, like Mosley, Peetrisherwood, Domvile, and Sitwell,
realized their role within the interwar period Inat as expected, leaving gaps in

traditional British leadership. They sought to doment their experiences, triumphs, and

27 Eatwell, 18.
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failures, most composing their own memoirs and lasiographies. Their private
correspondence have been preserved within the iNd&tiarchives or in private
collections connected to the Archives and remaailable for public viewing. Because
the aristocracy and upper class made up a fairgllgortion of the British population,
the subcategory of those who supported radicatipelis smaller still. Although their
social and career interests differ, their affibatiwith radical politics influenced
communication among society and the connectionsdsat this small subset of
individuals who supported radical politics are nuows. Mosley influenced the Mitford
sisters to support fascism, while also workingasdist organizations with Chesterton,
Domvile, Petrie, and Sitwell. Diana and Unity Mitfi’s younger sister Jessica supported
an opposing political view and later became acgadiwith Esmond Romilly who
politically influenced Philip Toynbee. Isherwooduden, Spender, and Upward
exchanged correspondence in regards to their le¥elsmmitment to the CBGP and
also shared experiences in Spain with Romilly aogihbee. The many intersecting lines
of friendship, communication, and correspondencaksas categorizing this subset of

individuals simple.

Although these individuals make up a small porbdithe British upper class and
aristocracy and their influence was short-live@ythre significant in regards to their
affiliation with radical politics. Their initial lek of ideological commitment reveals that
their rebellion was more against the political @ednomic situation than for radical
belief systems. Most of the supporters of radicditips were not anti-British but turned
to radical ideologies to push forward needed chalgay were natural political,

military, and literary leaders meant to take uprthraditional roles in those respective
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spheres but outside influences, especially thegdmaccurring outside Great Britain, led
to them becoming leaders in short-lived politicattges. While they made up a small
portion of the British communist and fascist patieir choices made a large, but
temporary, impact upon the larger British sociefyis thesis is a case study as to why
these small in number but social and politicallyvypdul individuals spent the interwar

period fulfilling their class’ traditions in untragbnal forms.

The political, economic, and social changes ofitierwar period, combined with
a loss of identity, created the perfect storm li@se members of the upper class to
support radical politics. Although the politicalssgms of communism and fascism seem
antithetical to the long-held belief system of tipper class, many members of the upper
class chose to ally themselves with these radigigtigs. Those in the generation that
fought in the First World War mostly became fascest they saw it as a way to regain
their pre-war glory and prestige. Those who speattar era still in school were
frustrated with the lack of change in the post-e@ and aligned themselves with
communism as it gave them a new and refreshingeetise so different from their

usual traditions.
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CHAPTER TWO

Rigid upper class tradition before the war, whictluded separation from
parents, especially for boys, enrollment in boagdind public schools and expected
participation in the OTC, was simply a part of lite the pre-war generation. There was
no reason to rebel against these traditions begawses what was done and seemingly
always would be. Active participation in the Fivi¥brld War led to disillusionment with
the political and economic changes in the postpesiod. For many, fascism was the
vehicle used to regain past power in order to tabdish upper class traditions and
attempt to stem the tide of change that threatémédng an end to the long-standing

conventions of the upper class.

The pressures found within the way of life of thistacracy and the upper class
were difficult for people not of that class to uretand. As enviable as the upper class
was to lower class members, those living the fiféhe aristocracy found their existence
far from perfect or idyllic. As children, future ing@ to titles and their siblings found that
home and school were the two places that initiedi;mented how important upper class
traditions were. These traditions were the soufaanany of the issues that plagued the

upper class and aristocracy during the interwaioder

Many of these aristocrats who aligned themselvdis fascist ideology were
responding to either a lack of strong parental gogg or the strong expectation to follow

in their father’s footsteps. Fascism, as a totaditaideology, places power in the hands
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of an authoritarian leader. This type of leader oféan lacking within the homes of those
in the upper class that supported fascism. Oswalsléy, born to be the heir to a
Staffordshire baronetcy and estate, was raisedamitabsent father and counted the
family’s servants as his playmates while growing i early life revolved around
horses and dogs, hunting, shooting, and fishing.mMhin influences in his life were his
mother and his grandfathers, who were both politiceors and observef8While not
necessarily expected to take over his grandfatisest’s in government, he was expected
to learn the tools and tricks of the trade to Ise@essful member of the upper class.
Even before he went to school, Mosley recognizes stoange the English traditions
were, questioning why it seemed necessary to “rairior the children of a small class
of relatively rich people a system so tough thatatld produce an immediate revolution
if applied to the masse<?"Although Mosley was questioning his upbringing s not
yet rebelling against it. On the rare occasions Masley’s father appeared, it was in
antagonistic forms. In one instance, Mosley’s fatteane out against his son, attacking
him as an “aristocratiposeurfighting on behalf of the working clas®”Mosley struck
back, saying “My father knows nothing about meddeng historians to wonder if

Mosley’s path might have been different had he baeed by a present father.

Similarly, A.K. Chesterton, later leader in the BdEd unabashed anti-Semite,
grew up in South Africa during a time when the Emapvas shaky. Because his upper
class father passed away when Chesterton wagaiitlg, he found himself being raised

by a stepfather with the same social backgrounavhiotwas emotional and “pathetically

22 Oswald MosleyMy Life. (New Rochelle: Arlington House, 1968), 23

Ibid., 28.
30 Stephen DorrilBlackshirt: Sir Oswald Mosley and British Fascisfinondon: Viking,
2006), 105.
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vulnerable.?! Chesterton’s escape was when he was sent to Bglst the prep school
for Dulwich College, where he excelled in both theessroom and on the playing field
and was an enthusiastic member of the OTC. Sipjladmiral Barry Domvile was
expected to follow in his father’s footsteps assynadmiral. This afforded Domvile
travel opportunities and the chance to observesapdrience a pre-war Germany as well
as the post-war changes that were enacted firftbyreaty of Versailles and later
Hitler's rise to power. As part of his travels befahe First World War, Domvile met the
Kaiser several times and liked him, which mightdaeen the cause of his Germanic
sympathies and fascist leanings during the intepesiod>? Sir Charles Petrie grew up
observing the traditional roles of not just hisgrds but also his grandparents and was
afforded all the opportunities of a traditional eplass child® The stability found

within the upper class and aristocracy was shatterth the onset of the First World

War and the security that typically embodied tHenguclass was lost.

Before the war, power and prestige that came wigharistocracy was a source of
security. Osbert Sitwell, son of an upper-middiesslfather and aristocratic mother,
found himself influenced and deeply shaped by ai/eexperiences. Because of the
conflicting views he was subject to as a child &fmexed background,” he was deeply
affected by the “dismal nature of democracy andoibréeng features of the ascendant
middle class* Sitwell found himself eventually revolting agaifms father's Edwardian

beliefs, which he felt were “anti-intellectual, dormist, inartistic, intolerant and

3L Arthur Kenneth ChestertoRortrait of a Leader(London: Action Press, Ltd., 1937),
25.

32 Admiral Barry Domvile By and Large(London: Hutchinson and Co., 1936), 52.

33 Sir Charles PetrieChapters of Life(London: Eyre and Spottiswood, 1950), 18.

34 John Pearsoffhe Sitwells: A Family’s BiographyNew York, Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich, 1978), 43.
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dominating,” especially after he saw his mothemahility to properly cope with the
traditions of the aristocracy.Sitwell, too, found his independent belief systethto a

strained and later estranged relationship witHdtlser.

The typical journey from public school, to OTC agosition at Sandhurst or
experiences abroad cemented a foundation of aileine, tradition, and experience that
was later seen in fascism, with its uber-natiopatriotic, militaristic tendencies. With
the advent of the First World War, participatiortie armed forces was seen an
adventure and a duty. The traditional public schitwbugh both sports and the OTC,
trained the boys of the aristocracy and upper ¢tabgcome soldiers. Mosley loved his
OTC experience at Winchester. He felt like he waiadpeducated in the “gentlemanly
tradition of loyalty, chivalry, Christianity, patiism, sportsmanship and leadership.”
Having been trained to be a man at an early agalaeady adept in the arts of boxing,
fencing, and hunting, the military traditions o€t®TC were an extension of this earlier
training. Mosley’s success in the military manegvatr Winchester prompted him to join
the army and spend nine months at Sandhurst, whade him rowdier, more violent,
and more rebellious. Devotion to military movemedntsl the spectacle of marches and
parades left a lasting impression upon Mosley assean later with their inclusion in
BUF tradition and ideology. For Mosley, war was sidered “almost a sporting event”
and even injury could not keep him from transfegria the Royal Flying Corps and

seeing heavy action in FranteWar was even more exciting than the routinestjwea

3% pearson, 53.
3¢ Dorril, 9.
3" Dorril, 15.
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as part of the OTC and for the moment adventurapgad the disillusionment that came

after the end of the watr.

Similarly, Chesterton’s love and enthusiasm for@¥C led to active
involvement in the First World War. He was firshsé the German East Africa
campaign and later saw active duty in France irv1%he war cost Chesterton his youth
and his health but deepened his already presembtsah. A deep patriotic connection to
the British Empire at home and abroad was a caaeackeristic of the upper class
fascists in the interwar period and Chesterton mezagxception. After the war, he began
an odyssey to emerge from the darkness of thehesnevhich occurred through an
adoption of a fascist creed that “offered the cleaiareunite the soldier with the civilian
into one citizen in order to create a politicatstaased on spiritual values; to provide

another chance for men to display their super-humaities of self-sacrifice®®

Osbert Sitwell liked the work and games found anHEiut planned to fail the
Sandhurst exams since he had no interest in fighitlis father, further undermining
their relationship, oversaw Sitwell’s inclusionarthe Yeomanry regiment, a position
meant for officers who did not have to go to SamghuBecause of this, Sitwell found
himself a member of the Brigade of Guards, surredraly young and leisured aristocrats
of fashion: Sitwell described it as “essentiallyexclusive London-based club for the
sons of the very rich®® However, Sitwell did see active service in Fraaod realized
that school had been especially arranged to prdparéor the ordeal of war and that
“through hatred of a system of public schools,ahédren of the upper class had been

taught to bear with composure a high degree ofipalysardship and spiritual misery

38 Chesterton, 51.
3% pearson, 75.
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while enclosed in an atmosphere of utmost frusmati® During Sitwell’s second tour of
duty, he had the opportunity to observe militarpatdes up close and concluded that
these “terrible disasters ensued from those poweldiers who were so certain that they
knew best*! This made him leery of leadership and unableust those in power.
When many of these military leaders sought polita¢ace after the war, Sitwell
remained uncertain of their leadership skills andéd away from traditional politics

towards fascism, an ideology that relied upon ¢ls@ong leadership.

Although not everyone saw active service duringRinst World War, many were
affected by their experiences as well as the reggsrons in the post-war era. Charles
Petrie was about to go up to Oxford when war biamkein 1914. After spending a year at
Corpus Christi, he began training with the Oxfongivérsity OTC. Although his eyesight
prevented him from going overseas, Petrie wastaldee the war through the eyes of the
London bureaucract?. Upon his return to Oxford, he realized that “ewery on [his]
staircase at Corpus Christi had been killed intbg and his anger, frustration, and
desire to see change was manifested in his fortatwith the right in the 1930s.
Similarly, Chesterton, hopeful for the constancgreleterized by a centuries-long
unchanged aristocracy, was strongly affected bypddthat had been “turned upside-
down at a bewildering spee&®’For Chesterton, the positive changes fascism vesng
in Germany and Italy was the solution to his sedmcimeaning and security lost during

the war.

0 pearson, 90.

*! pearson, 101.

2 Sir Charles Petrigd Historian Looks At His WorldLondon: Sidgwick and Jackson,
1972), 48.

“3 Chesterton, 202.
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After the war ended, the Left saw “hope from a wale deliverance from social
injustice in the changing post-war world, while Right saw little but a precipitous
erosion of all it held dea** Party leaders scrambled to garner public supfet.
Conservative Party was quickly losing power and BanMacDonald was asked
whether the Labour Party’s anthem was “Red Flag'lLondonderry Air.”*> Many
former soldiers, including Mosley, Sitwell, and Gtexton, became involved in politics
after the war ended, with varying degrees of sieddssley explained, “the war had
forced [me] to re-examine my life ... to ensure tkelass slaughter of war would not be
repeated® His lack of traditional higher education left hfree from the “all-pervading,
Treasury-dominated, neo-classical, liberal econdraditions of the university trained
political establishment” and his platform hingedtba message that a total war must
never be fought agaftf.Despite his success in the war, he realized thatraf such

scale and magnitude in the near future could hbesttisus.

Mosley, as well as others navigating the unknowfrtee post-war period, was
reacting to a lack of change within the politicatlaaconomic spheres of the country.
Used to the rules and regulations of first pubticaol and then the military, this new era
that seemed to highlight the shortcomings of thealzatic system was uncertain and
difficult to navigate. In order to gain some sdrtontrol over the changes, Mosley and
Sitwell sought seats within the government. Althougtially deferential to the older

politicians, Mosley'’s frustration that they werdl ftuck in the pre-war era moved him to

4 Robin Salskia, edlhe Red Book: The Membership List of the Right C18B9.
(London: Foxley, 2010), 12.

“> Margetson, 178.

**Dorill, 34.

*" Dorill, 35.
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speak up more frequently. The intoxication of pcéik influence also faded when the
Conservative Party began to decline in power andl&jocalculated that the Labour
Party was the vehicle for his ambition. Just asldier wants to be a member of the
strongest regiment in order to increase changegtafry, Mosley similarly sought out

the strongest political party in order to enactrtiest change. This created a paradox
though, as one moment he appeared to be the gydtereliving socialist and the next,
the young aristocrat, lover of fast cars, goodhdst and fine food. Even as a member of
the Labour Party, Mosley never completely turneddzick on his upbringing, which was
confusing to many of his constituents. He appetddte electorate explaining “the war
destroyed the old party issues and with them teatties. The party system must return
in the very near future, but it will be a new pasggtem... | am not a freelance incapable
of such cooperation and am prepared to work imnelgiavith men who hold similar

opinions in the face of the great new issues ofdayr™®

The clash of Mosley’s politics
and lifestyle proved too much for his constitudntevercome. Mosley’s failure in
mainstream politics forced him to turn to extremsich in his case was by the creation

of the BUF.

Democratic shortcomings and inconsistent leadellségame evermore apparent
as the interwar period progressed and it was thedira political revival was needed.
Admiral Domvile, who was a part of the processaesy the peace conditions after the
war, was invited to go to Germany as Hitler rospdwer and fully enjoyed his

experiences, praising the positive changes th&miitas making in an economically

8 Nicholas MosleyRules of The Game/Beyond the Pale: Memoirs dbSivald Mosley
and Family (EImwood Park: Dalkey Archive Press, 1983), 48.
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ravaged societ$? His first impressions of Germany led him to wondkether “England
was really the land of the free,” seeing how muettdr off “poor oppressed Germany”
was>° While economic and political crises in Europe atal Mussolini and Hitler to

grab power, Britain found its upper class enamevigd foreign leaders. A.J.P. Taylor
noted the contradictions found in many British poikns during the thirties: “Every
politician extolled the virtues of democracy, espiy at the expense of Soviet Russia.
Despite the rhetoric, MacDonald wrote friendly peral letters to the Fascist dictator
Mussolini; Austen Chamberlain exchanged photograytishim and joined him in

family holidays; Churchill sang his praises... in m@aper articles™ Both Mussolini

and Hitler were seen as viable political leadertheir countries and were treated as such

by British political leaders.

Osbert Sitwell’s failed attempt to win his fathessat in the 1918 election
resulted in spending a significant amount of timéaly where his father had years
before purchased a vast medieval Tuscan palach.igitpolitical ambitions thwarted
and his financial resources regrettably meagefelheto the same category as many of
his fellow inter-war patricians: he was “shy andvoes of that other big world which
consists of the vast hordes of the middle and Imlasses and foreigners... he was, in
some paralyzing way, conscious of his own defessakss, though he had all the
defense of privilege™ While in Italy, Sitwell met Gabriele d’Annunziopgt,

playwright, and First World War veteran, who wadézome his personal hero. His time

9 Domvile, 233,

0 Domvile, 234.

L AJ.P. TaylorEnglish History: 1914-19450xford: Oxford University Press, 1965),
23.
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in Fiume afforded him the opportunity to be spemtab the open rebellion against the
Italian government. D’Annunzio influenced Mussoliaimarch on Roma and Sitwell’s
later erratic support of fascism is an exampleyaigathy for the original d’Annunzio
myth of a “man of action>® Sitwell was enamored by the initial success oteim and
his hero’s successors—especially Mussolini—and Isosignilar avenues for himself in

Britain with the hope of emulating the success’éhdunzio.

Similarly, unable to enact real change within tladdaur Party and failing to
receive any support with his “New Party, a partyodith imbued with a scientific spirit
and shorn of political dogma... a party of actiomaaty of courage brought into being
not to introduce Utopia but to prevent collapseddiey took some time off in Itaflf.He
returned to England with a renewed vigor, transfikg fascism. Although Mosley had
not seemed to take much interest in Mussolini’segoment in the 1920s, he did admire
the way in which “Mussolini had created order inagion characterized by divisive
tendencies>® For Mosley, fascism was the vehicle for his retiorthe glory he had seen
in the First World War and the key to do this waat t'he was an aristocrat in politics,
fulfilling the old function of his family in a widesphere and under different
conditions.®® Just as many of the upper class had fought fongtteadership positions
at school and had sought after strong leaders gitinm First World, they similarly
searched for strong and stable leadership in teewar period. Italy and Germany’s

strong leaders came from the fascist party armbkdd as though Britain needed to

>3 Pearson, 158.

>4 Matthew Worley. “A Call to Action: New Party Camdites and the 1931 General
Election.” Parliamentary History27,2 (2008): 237.
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follow the same path in order to re-establish peg-stability. Britain seemed to be just as
divided as Italy was yet Italy was finding succdssugh Mussolini: Mosley desired to

be a British Mussolini and to bring about the ehdlis country’s division.

Capitalizing on the upper class’ appreciation #wdist leadership, Mosley’s New
Party quickly evolved into the BUF, which was manpeof toughs like the boxer “Kid”
Lewis as well as intellectuals and aristocrats @abert Sitwell and his younger brother
Sacheverelle. The creation of the January Clu®84was an additional way for leaders
in the BUF to connect with other members of thetdBBshment.” Led by Robert
Forgan, a former leader in the New Party, the JanQlb was essentially a “front
organization for Mosley’s movement, used to inditer the establishment or to permeate
the Establishment, depending on who was askedghuary Club member Sir Charles
Petrie explained in a letter that the January @Gitdnded to “represent the spontaneous
effort of a number of disinterested people likesalves, who are very anxious with
regard to the present trend of events... | may satyitinas received very substantial
support both inside and outside parliamefifThe idea of political clubs was nothing
new to the British upper class. The January Clubathers like it emulated the
traditional gentlemen’s clubs of the nineteenthtggnbut focused more on political

issues rather than social ones.

Fascism’s insistence on thbermenscland the danger of democracy was
extremely enticing to those in the upper classarsiocracy, who also pushed for
stringent class divisions. To many in the uppesgl#his could lead to a return to the

“good old days,” before the war created a sociatk ess strict social divides. For this

>’ Taylor, 50.
%8 Sir Charles Petrie letter to HW Luttman-Johnson.
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reason, fascist clubs were essentially reminisoetite illicit and conspiratorial societies
found rampant through the British public schooltegs The public school system was in
place to prepare the members of the upper cladgdarithin their class and was reliant
upon a strict hierarchical structure within eac$titation. These strict hierarchies were
replicated within the OTC and the armed forceslatet within gentlemen’s clubs. These
fascist societies attracted members like “Sir Ldsiieig, who was a Gentleman Usher in
Ordinary to the King, ‘Fruity’ Metcalfe who was #se friend of the Prince of Wales,
Lord Iddesleigh, Lord Francis Hill, Lord and Lady$ell of Liverpool, and many
others.”® Weary of the inefficiencies of the Baldwin regimeany Conservatives were
prepared to embrace almost any alternative, leiBUF, the January Club, or the
Anglo-German Fellowship, an organization createtth wie intent of targeting the rich
and the powerful. It claimed to have “fifty membefdoth Houses of Parliaments, three
directors of the Bank of England, and many gengaalsirals, bishops and bankers” as
members of the organization, which was createghtorfiote good relationship between
[Britain] and Germany® It was only natural to be made up of members ef th
aristocracy, as it was almost an extension of tti@ldhood experiences and later

traditions of the gentlemen’s clubs.

The Right Club, created in 1939 by Captain Arcldd@hmsay, a Scottish
gentleman and politician, hailing from Eton and @aurst, essentially a scion of a noble
house, was just another example of how upper tladgions of patriotism intertwined

with fascist nationalism. Captain Ramsay saw thenih Civil War as a crusade against

> Richard Griffiths.Fellow Travellers of the Right: British Enthusis$br Nazi Germany
1933-1939(London: Constable, 1980), 52.
%0 Griffiths, 51.
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communism and, through his interactions with Adiiramvile, grew closer to the
fascist cause. Domvile’s influence came from himigm that there was a Judeo-Masonic
conspiracy and that it was using Spain as itsegatiund for Semitic takeovet As a son

in a family that grew up protecting the empirewees convinced that anti-Semitism and,
through that, fascism, was the right path. Othembrers of the Right Club included Lord
Redesdale, AK Chesterton, the Duke of Iddlingtan ARxander Walker, and several
MPs®2 While fascism and anti-Semitism are not synonymoembers of the Right Club
saw how the two supported each other in Germanyambined with latent anti-Semitic
feelings within the upper class, which stretcheckbess far as Edward I's Edict of

Expulsion in 1290, to create a class sympathetiadoism.

The nature of the long-lasting upper class andaariatic traditions dictated a
certain attitude of influence and expectation theference must be shown by the lower
classes. A trend of privilege was also found witthi@ reigning class, whether it came
from rubbing shoulders with royalty, from the pigstof being able to trace ancestry, or
from the physical wealth represented in multipkaes. While personal egotism,
prestige, and the feeling that one is imperviousuiside forces can be a positive
attribute, when it is coupled with radical polit@sd an overwhelming sense of
entitlement, it can become dangerous. The culea$gnality concept is vital to the
authoritarian ideal within fascism. Often membédrthe aristocracy expected much more
than they were due, which included an assuransaaifess. This was seen reflected in
many of the upper class individuals that becamelugd in politics, but especially with

Mosley, who was seemingly a perfect politician, &#mas expected success. Beatrice

®L Admiral Barry Domvile From Admiral to Cabin Bay(London: Boswell, 1947), 47.
®2 The Red Book, Weiner Collection, London.
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Webb wrote in her diary that he was “the perfeditiop@n who is also a perfect
gentleman... Tall and slim, his features were notstoingly handsome to be strikingly
peculiar to himself; modest yet dignified manneithva pleasant voice and unegotistical
conversation. He is also an accomplished orattrargrand old style, and as assiduous
working in the modern mannet*Despite Webb’s observations, Mosley used the
privilege that came from an aristocratic title, s@&s as a war hero, and a charismatic
personality to garner support for his fascist caugeE.D. Allen saw Mosley as a man of
the spirit of the Tudor aristocracy and this appedb A.K. Chesterton, who held a
strong admiration for Shakespe&févosley had been a successful person most of his
life: he certainly had been born into the right figrand his military successes left him

with the expectation that he would succeed polltices well.

Mosley used fascism as an attempt to “re-createvtitél he had lost, partly to
avenge a class defeat, and partly because he génbalieved that the country would be
better governed in this way>Mosley saw himself as a Man of Destiny and thisanee
evident as Mosley himself, rather than policy aalbgy, began to be the center of the
BUF. Hitler and Mussolini had become clear leaawtsonly within their parties but in
their nations as a whole and Mosley desired theesdims proved to be more difficult
for Mosley. Despite the privilege bred from hisséocratic background and his hope to
foster camaraderie found in the trenches of th&t Fiorld War to be a core part of the
BUF ideology, he failed to account for the tradiBaof not only his class but also his

nation. Mosley’s failures as leader of the BUF stexd from his methods, borrowed

®3 Colin CrossThe Fascists in BritaifNew York: St Martin's Press, 1963), 17.
®4 Chesterton, 125.
% Cannadine 548.
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from Italy and Germany. Seeing how Hitler and MUissareated a cult of personality

for themselves, he did the same. As the officiatlex and the face of fascism in Britain,
he expected his followers to follow this cult ofgenality, as his childhood servants, fags
at school, and army subordinates had. But withotieet of the Second World Warr,

which cemented both countries and leaders as #g@mgrMosley’s brand of politics was
seen as unpatriotic and accounted to his failugefascist leader. In a renewed time of
crisis and uncertainly, the British turned to Kiewgd Prime Minister instead of Mosley

and his radical, un-British ways.

Women had different experiences that led them ppat fascism, mainly due to
their lack of formal education, which meant no ilwemnent with the OTC or as soldiers
in the First World War. Although there were postisjischools, education through a
governess and then later through the mother was tgpical. However, the pressures of
aristocracy and tradition remained and many wonvemteially supported fascism. Rotha
Lintorn-Orman, believing that the radical left wattempting to turn Great Britain
towards the way of the east, formed British Fagdi#dl. in 1923. The objective of the
first fascist party in Britain was “to receive thpirit of sane and intelligent patriotism, to
uphold the established constitution and to pretlemspread of communism and
Bolshevism.®® Lintorn-Orman had been an ambulance driver in éeaturing the First
World War and experienced many of the same thisgaen in the trenches experienced.
Having seen the perils of Eastern Europe, she wagmced they were infiltrating Great

Britain, which helped dictate her fascist sympaghlantorn-Orman was the first of many

% Frederic MullalyFascism Inside EnglangLondon: Claud Morris Books Ltd., 1946),
12.
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women who, reacting to both the First World War #melpressures of aristocracy,

supported fascism.

Probably two of the most well known upper classpsufers of fascism were the
Mitford sisters, Diana and Unity. Both Mitford sts$ rebelled strongly against their
aristocratic upbringing and their Conservative lgaokind. While all seven Mitford
children supported different ideologies as theyured, “in their flamboyant way they
reflected many of the obscure psychological andipal motives which were to afflict
certain sections of the British aristocraéy.Just as society fractured politically and
economically during the post-war reconstructiose, titfords chose different political
and economic paths. Although they were titled,rtfegher told them, “I hope you
children realize you'll have to make your own ligir’ve got no money to leave yoff”
Their own living was found in class abandonment suqgport of radical politics, as

Unity and Diana embraced fascism while youngeesi3tssica turned to communism.

The Mitford sisters were responding to the samgeis®s upper class men. Both
were born after 1900 yet were raised in a famiat thas emblematic of the declining
gentry that found itself struggling in the earlyetwtieth century. Their father, Second
Lord Redesdale, had a title that was relativelgné@nd the First Lord Redesdale had
not been wise with finances. As Diana saw her fadb# off the family home and
heirlooms, she responded by sharing the widesgreaidion felt by her class for the
inefficiency of the British class and political $s1. Diana had been educated at home—

“[her father] violently disapproved of school farlg” —but was afforded the

°7 Griffiths, 175.
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opportunity to travel and was thus informally ededan Parig? Like many upper class
girls, her eyes were opened by her experiencesdlamod she learned that there were
more political options than just the mainstreanncieds supported by her father and his

generation.

Both Unity and Diana attempted to find happineghiwithe traditional means
that were encouraged by upper class traditiongidtame out as a debutante at age
eighteen, spending the Season of 1928 at ballsptiens, and dances. Diana followed
the traditional expectations of marriage by weddsmgan Guinness, son of a wealthy
Conservative MP, in 1929. Her marriage to Bryaworaféd her new opportunities and
new freedoms, especially in the financial realnt,4he and Bryan had different ideas of
marriage. Bryan never liked all of Diana’s enteriiag, detesting the costume parties that
would go on all night® Marital strife coupled with her views on the “wastf the talents
of gifted, inventive and hardworking people undsxders like Macdonald and Baldwin”
left Diana open to the heroics of Oswald Mosieplthough she was not originally
drawn to his fascist tendencies, she grew to engmatiith them through their deepening
relationship. However, had she not already beestrited with the traditions of her class,
she may have been slower in pursing a relationshiipa married man, while still being

married herself too.

Conceived in the town of Swastika, in Canada, $hstof the first days of the
First World War, and christened Unity Valkyrie, ttird youngest Mitford sister seemed

destined for a life dedicated to the Nazi causesgdbng the attempts Diana was making

% Anne de CourcyDiana Mosley: Mitford Beauty, British Fascist, Hitls Angel
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to follow the social guidelines dictated by thdass, and how unhappy it made her,
Unity was less inclined to follow with tradition @found her way to fascism more
quickly. She was initially extremely close to he@uynger sister Jessica, with whom she
shared nearly everything, including boredom with life they had been born into.
However, because they had often been lumped tagethige family, they felt a mutual
desire to break free from the constrictions plagedn them by their parents and older
siblings, requiring them to “prove independencerfre@ach other and [thus seek]
antagonism.” Unity was drawn to Diana during her separatiomfiessica and Diana’s

marriage to Mosley was a catalyst for Unity’s aillkege with fascism and later Nazism.

Despite Mosley’'s background as a baronet, a Coaseey and a war hero, his
politics as a fascist were in direct oppositioméav Diana and Unity had been raised and
Diana’s relationship with him was seen as “theyfairincess being carried off by the
demon king.*® Diana’s support of fascism was less through malitactivism and more
because of her devotion to Mosley. Having beeredavgith her aristocratic traditions,
she played the role of devoted wife—albeit to Ziideader—impeccably. She was
Mosley’s liaison with Hitler and later in life adtted that she could not “regret [her
friendship with Hitler], it was so interesting afascinating...”* Diana was unique in
that her support of fascism and her relationship Witler was less of an ideological
dependency and more as a result of being with tre she loved. While the interwar

period was also a period of increasing politicaivdem among women, Diana’s political

"2 David Pryce-JonesInity Mitford: An Enquiry into Her Life and the Rlity of Evil
(New York: The Dial Press/James Wade, 1977), 5.

'3 Jonathan and Catherine Guinnéssuse of Mitford (London: Hutchinson and Co.,
1984), 325.

4 Diana Mosley, Desert Island Discs.
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involvement in fascism was at its core a tenetppfen class tradition. Upper class women
were expected to support their husband’s aspiramil, in her own way, Diana did this
with Mosley. It did not hurt that her disillusionmtewith her own upper class upbringing
allowed her to believe in the fascist traditionsdldy introduced to Great Britain,

especially after their marriage and political inverhent with Hitler.

Unity espoused right wing causes in an incredilaynboyant way, perhaps
without exactly understanding what it all meanthaligh they grew to be deeply and
ideologically entrenched in the fascist cause, theughts were [at first] far from high-
flown or ideological, as the fascist movement syrgniunded like great fun to hef’”
This initially emotional response to fascism wasidgl of fascist followers. In older
sister Nancy’s novalvigs on the GreerEugenia Malmains, a new recruit to the Social
Unionism cause, was essentially Unity. Nancy’'s iagdl of Unity/Eugenia’s over-the-

top passion for politics could only be seen agultius.

‘Britons, awake! Arise! Oh British lion,’” cried Eegia Malmains in thrilling
tones. She stood on an overturned washtub on Ctalikage green and
harangued about a dozen aged yokels... ‘The UnidaMagement is a Youth
movement.” Eugenia cried passionately. ‘We araltokthe old. We see things
through their eyes no longer. We see nothing adi@na the debating society of
aged and corrupt men which muddles our great Ennpioewars or treaties,
dropping one by one the jewels from its crown, iogsivay its glorious Colonies,
its hitherto denied supremacy at sea, its prestigead, its prosperity at home...
We insist upon the right to be heard without iniption at our own meetings. Let
the Pacifists hold their own meetings, we shallintarfere with them at all, but if
they try to break up our meetings they do so at then risk.”®

While initially her support of fascism was a chddiwhim, Unity did later come

to deeply identify with fascist ideology. Mosley svable to primarily give her the

> Pryce-Jones, 76.
’® Nancy Mitford.Wigs on the Greer{fNew York: Vintage Books, 2010), 7.
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recognition that she craved, but when the BUF daitemake the progress Mosley had
promised, Unity threw herself into the more sucttdsdazi party in Germany. Although
it had started out astichfun,” Unity’s hatred for the rites and rituals adrtclass left her
seeking other outlets. For her, “fascism was detattfe in reverse” Fascism gave her
the ability to set herself apart from the socidtg fad been constrained by, especially
since she felt that “if the class system was abmflbunder, there was no reason for her

to go down with it.”®

Unity was unique in how far she took her suppéradical
politics. Lord Rothermere, owner of tBaily Mail, was not silent about his pro-Nazi
leanings, socialist Lady Cunard came back from341€ip to Nuremberg “full of
enthusiasm for Hitler” and author Wyndham Lewis s$éitler as a solution for the

“moral decline for the age’® Unity’s support for Hitler and his ideology cantettze

expense of British loyalty and ended tragicallyhwthe onset of the Second World War.

The pre-1900 generation may have begun their intsthe typical traditions of
the upper class but the First World War changedygiviag. For many, participation in
the war was first an extension of the upper clesditions seen in public schools. Yet
once the interwar period began and not enough @sangre seen politically or
economically, many in the upper class began to@upascism. Fascism, seen as a way
for change to become enacted swiftly, was suppdyadpper class as a means to retain
their pre-war identity and power. Yet, by the Set@vorld War, those who supported
fascism found themselves paying for their affibatwith the radical politics of Mussolini

and Hitler.

" Pryce-Jones, 84.
8 Pryce-Jones, 85.
’ Griffiths, 178.
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CHAPTER THREE

Predominantly, the post-1900 generation grew t@sttgcommunism during the
interwar period. By the time Europe was entrendhdtle First World War, those born
during and slightly after 1900 were adolescentssa®king normalcy in a period where
normality had disappeared. While they may not Heackvivid memories of the war
itself, they were deeply affected by the war’s raftath on society and culture. This
generation’s elders reacted to the quickly changetcat the same time stagnant post-war
era by supporting the ideology of fascism. Althotigé upper class traditions that
informed the pre-1900 generation were applied égitst-1900 generation, the results
were not the same. Life in the post-war period tadran evolution in upper class values
and while the older generation clung with theiigueted beliefs, many in the younger
generation sought new philosophies that fit betién the quickly changing world.

Instead of embracing traditions or fitting thenitlhe mold of fascism, members of the
younger generation reacted to this new era witkllien. This rebellion was against their
class, their traditions, their parents, and anyehe tried to shoehorn them into a specific
mold. They turned their backs completely on theioninging as communism seemed
antithetical to the decadent traditions typicalipper class life. Distressed by the
stagnation of post-war change, constrained by uplass traditions, angered by their
compulsory participation in the Officer’s Traini@prps, and invigorated by the passion
seen in the Russian Revolution and European Constnpaities while living abroad,

many of this younger generation of the upper digsstheir futures to communism.



38

Although the divide between the older and youngeregation tended to fall
around a 1900 birthday, the line was not hard astl Birth in the first years of the
twentieth century did not automatically mean abegie with communism rather than
fascism. Those born just before or just after 1€@@d just as easily have been drawn to
either end of the political spectrum. The strondastor determining whether one
supported communism or fascism was the First Waf¢d. Oswald Mosley and John
Strachey were only five years apart in age yet wayee like a generation apart.
Mosley’s slightly older age meant that he was @ldwgh to actively participate in the
First World War. This changed his worldview. On titeer hand, Strachey was afforded
the opportunity to focus on education over militagyvice. Although both were from the
same background and both pursued politics duriagrterwar period, they were
operating under very different worldviews. Mosleg&sire to emulate the camaraderie
found in the trenches pushed him towards fascisitevtrachey’s concern for the
economic issues in the postwar period as well asadademic background helped him
find an alliance with communism. While Mosley sagdism’s nationalistic tendencies
as a cure for the economic and political disedsatswere a result of the First World
War, Strachey saw the cure as stemming from consmigiespousal of getting rid of

class organization and great power for the lowass®s.

Political instability within the Conservative analour Parties was a driving
force behind John Strachey’s allegiance to commnmun#ster his travels opened his eyes
to the plethora of political options that abound&ttachey joined the Labour Party in

1923, writing that he believed “Conservatives wagHish... Liberals had no cause... and
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Labour aimed to change the whole configurationonfety as we knew it
Dissatisfaction in how the current government wasdting the post-war economic and
social issues plaguing England led to Stracheydstgrfor a seat in the House of
Commons and becoming an MP for Birmingham. Stradfeame increasingly worried
about England’s economic situation, especially winenLabour government, which
lacked a majority and was forced to ally with thbdral Party to pass any legislation,
was voted in just as Wall Street crashed in theddinstates. Continued dissatisfaction
led to Strachey's alliance with fellow upper classservatively-raised Oswald Mosley.
Strachey and Mosley both agreed that immediategeharas needed and both felt that an
immediately interventionist, reflationary policyathintended to keep Britain from
following in America’s footsteps was the solutidrMosley was a man of action and
Strachey a man of ideas and the two worked weéttogy, writing a manifesto to form a
new national central party with an economy diredigc Cabinet of Overlords, subject
to general control of ParliametftMosley was expelled from the Labour Party for this
manifesto and Strachey, along with other politadaés, quickly resigned in order to
form the New Party, which intended to be an alteeab the impotent mainstream

parties.

Although both came from a similar background, Mgslenvolvement with
fascism and Strachey’s support for communism cbalttaced back to their generational
divide. Mosley began to use the term fascism moceraore, but Strachey did not want

to be seen as anti-working class. Mosley’s connadb the Labour Party and to the

8 Hugh ThomasJohn Strachey(London: Methuen Publishing Ltd., 1973), 40.
81 Noel ThompsonJohn StracheyNew York: Palgrave MacMillan, 1993), 28.
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working class had been his vehicle for greater pame influence, but Strachey felt a
genuine connection to the working class, espec#tyr his travels abroad. As Mosley
began to see socialism as a pathological condiBtmachey abandoned the New Party to
find a new intellectual harbor: communism excitéd but also made him feel like

nothing else could save western civilization framsdism®

Many in the post-1900 generation found their wagdmmunism through their
dislike of the constraints of old upper-class tiads in a clearly changing and evolving
world. While Strachey did not seem to have mucsatp publicly about his experiences
in public school and with the OTC, he was not uniamwith the pressures of living up
to the expectations set by his parents and his elas whole. While his involvement in
socialism and later communism came from, as heghkiexplained, “failing to get onto
Eton’s cricket team® In actuality, the premature death of his eightgearold older
brother meant Strachey, the new heir to the bacgnbad much to live up to. His family
was blamed for his hatred of Eton, as they haédaib teach him how he was supposed
to behave. All he had been taught was to followigfather’s footsteps and thus was
forced to attend first Eton and later Oxford. Hesveapected to go on and work for a
liberal union paper and eventually inherit the In@toy. A constantly strained
relationship with his father, brought about throtigé class-supported distance between
father and son, led Strachey to claim that hisaffito socialism was because he “hated

his father, hated his childhood, hated publics sth&” His rebellion stemmed from his

8 Thomas, 111.
84 Thomas, 16.
8 Thomas., 36.
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loss of religious belief at Oxford and the moraplioations entrenched in the upper

class.

Despite being older than most of the radical suigpsiof communism, he shared
many traits with those younger than him. Strachag among the first to weigh the
importance of conforming to the traditions expeatédim in the light of a drastically
altered world. He responded to the doctrines afeggion felt through public school,
Oxford, and familial expectations with a more pi@adtand thoughtful form of rebellion.
While many younger supporters were full of childegal for radical change, Strachey,
with his economics background, was able to acad#lyicisualize ways to improve
British society. Many of the younger rebels comettthemselves to extreme acts of
rebellion meant to shock and to annoy their eldgnigjnally using communism only as
the vehicle to shock. Strachey was committed tetergal change, in practical and useful
ways. Although he and those younger than he regubtudthe same issues, just in the
same way that Strachey was responding to the sssues as those supporting fascism,

generational differences resulted in varied resgens

One of the younger—albeit unofficial—leaders of eoumism, and undoubtedly
the most famous individual that epitomized his gatien’s rebellion against tradition
was Esmond Romilly. Despite being born into a wwelbwn family that was deeply
entrenched in its own history, Romilly had absdiute respect for his class or its
traditions. As the nephew of Winston Churchill vixes a target of the British papers and
a British public who were fascinated by the Conasye Party member’s rebellious
nephew. Despite growing up with everything he cdwdde wanted, his greatest desire

was to forsake class and background. Although sowvar a decade younger than
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Strachey, he was under similar pressures becaegeatlitions of the upper class lasted
through the war. It was not easy for young Rongllgwing up in a famous aristocratic
family with many pressures and expectations ansecioend Philip Toynbee, also a
rebel against his class, described Romilly as ‘thimg an assault on the worl&f”
Romilly’s way of throwing off the mantle of expetitans laid on him by his family was

by embracing ideas that were completely antithetathose his family supported.

Upper class education at the elite public schokésEton, Winchester, Repton,
and Harrow intentionally instilled an ideal of mawid, as “manliness meant patriotism,
physical prowess, courage, and energy, as wedliaplfy and chivalry® While the
older generations embraced this idea of manhoedydhinger generations, attending
school during the First World War, found it difficto grow into the role that they were
expected to embody. While the OTC was seen by ro&the older generation that
fought in the First World War as a place for cardara, brotherly connection, and a
way to support their country, to the younger geti@nait was only a promulgation of the
same values that were killing their family membé&smond, his older brother Giles, and
author Christopher Isherwood held the same viewhe®©TC: the Corps and its many
leaders were perpetuating the British upper clasitions that had killed their
“fathers.”®® The OTC pushed its participants to become classaious protectors and
saviors of the British Empire. Many of these youelgels saw it as making them into

anti-intellectual, anti-working class, and anti-&gaians. Communism values were the

8 Toynbee, 16.
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opposite of the OTC values and by rejecting the Of@ny saw communist philosophy

as a more viable and more desirable option.

Isherwood'’s family only verged on the aristocratigis-paternal grandfather was
a country squire and his mother was from the uppieddle class—but he found himself
being raised in the same way as the Romillys. \8bed’s mother had a mystical
reverence for tradition and was almost militanh@n quest to learn more about the
aristocratic ancestry she had married into. Altholsiperwood respected his mother’s
view, he himself felt that the “social life in thpper class had little appe&f. Despite
being born into a provincial upper class of resaleitity and affluence, and expected to
inherit the family’s wealth and property, the “poshacy,” as he called it, was not part of
his world. For Isherwood, the aristocracy represgm@verything that was wrong with
Britain. Isherwood’s life of privilege could notvsahim from the difficulty of attending
school as the “Orphan of a Dead Hero.” His fatheat heen killed at Ypres during the
First World War and the pressure Isherwood feltiingto be the living representation of
his father caused him to become an anti-hero. Rigmilly, Isherwood’s class rebellion
began at school where he “denied his duty towaedHéro-Father... the authority of the
Flag...the Old School Tie... the Unknown Soldier, tland that Bore You and the God
of Battles.”® Rebellion at school was a rebellion against lisshs well as against his

country, his family, and their conservative ideals.

The OTC turned many students in the post-war agmsigthe military and

towards pacifism, and eventually communism. The Rpiorothers were forced to

8 Jonathan Fryetsherwood: A Biography(Garden City: Doubleday and Co., Inc.,
1977), 9.
% Kathleen and Frank, 502.
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participate in the OTC as uniform fags, or slawea specific prefect, which required
immediate responses to any request, and thendsiten official member of the Corps.
Giles’ hatred of Field Day, the weekly Corps patddd to his identification as a pacifist
and his “revolt against the military spirit™” Isherwood was described as “a physical
coward who lacked team spirit,” a far cry from wkiz spirit the OTC embodied. Upon
meeting life-long friend Edward Upward, he becamevinced that the OTC should not
be taken serious# Upward, also born into the lower levels of the eppglass, pushed
against the tradition ties of OTC and its instatof “fagging,” a tradition that required
younger students [the fags] to be servants to ldter students and prefects [fag-masters].
At St. Edmund’s School, pupils like Isherwood atwke friend Wystan Hugh Auden,
were “subjected to rousing speeches about the hbleactions going on in Europe in
defense of Decency” Auden later explained, “the best reason | havepmosing
fascism is that at school | lived in a Fascistestat While the older generation had no
idea what to expect when applying their OTC expees to actual war, the younger
generation were more than well aware of the howbgar and wanted no part of the

OTC.

Isherwood, Auden, Stephen Spender, and Edward Wpwerre raised in upper
class homes, sent to public school, and rebellathagthe constraints found in centuries

old traditions. All four “attacked jingoism, pattism and flag-waving” and demonstrated

%1 Giles and Esmond Romillut of Bounds: The Education of Giles Romilly and
Esmond Romilly(London: Hamish and Milton, Ltd., 1935), 135.
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against the OTE? Isherwood was far more influenced as a writer améhtellectual by
his classmates than his tutors and teachers. AbRglsherwood found a community of
intellectuals who informally educated and suppohied. Upward, Spender, and Auden’s
commitment to communism was also influential andidde seen as part of the driving
force behind Isherwood’s eventual class rebellWhile all individually might have

found their way to communism as a means to break their intended societal roles, the
process was quickened by their friendship and ttwimmitment to each other. Although
Isherwood did not have much of an opinion aboutQR€ until his father had been
killed, it was his friendship with Upward that rmtly pushed him farther away from the
OTC beliefs but also into the formulation of “aextts versus hearties” distinction.
Aesthetes were highbrow intellectuals while hearntiere anti-intellectual athletes. This
later was the basis for Isherwood’s first mentoaans and Shadowsyhich was not only
about the fear in public schools of the heartyed#d but also the fear and paranoia over

the rise of Hitler and Mussolini in the late 1926s.

Similarly, Philip Toynbee’s rebellion against hlass came through the influence
of Esmond Romilly. Although Toynbee had initiallgdn content with the natural
hierarchy and assigned roles inherently found witim upper class public school, losing
his seat of honor at Rugby School led him to wkearitammer and sickle in protest,
despite not fully understanding the implicationsoéh iconography/. When by 1934,
Esmond’s notoriety had spread like wildfire, espigiin the English gossip tabloids

after the publication oDut of BoundsToynbee wanted nothing more than to follow in
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Esmond’s footsteps. The “Red Menace of the PuldiwSls” resonated with Philip who
was “straining resistively against the infuriatirggtrictions of Rugby” and “began to
pretend that [he], too, like the bold Wellingtonybaould run away from school and
become a rebel in Londo®’For many upper class boys, fascist leaders watarteunt
with their OTC leaders and the older prefect béwd had taunted them in a system
defended and perpetuated by their parents. It whenough to fight against fascism with
democracy: for many, their rebellion against theeist tendencies seen in school and in

the OTC was done under the banner of communism.

While Esmond seemed intent on never returningsddoinservative background,
the initial euphoria of anti-fascist protests, thety living quarters, and passing out
communist pamphlets soon wore off for Toynbee whmtl himself “assailed with terror
and shame for the enormity, the irrevocability ] offence.”® Tradition temporarily
trumped rebellion and Toynbee returned to a soeubigre he was expected to go back to
school and try for an Oxford scholarship. This waly temporary as his experiences in
London with Esmond and the Left Book Club removeddrbse-covered glasses.
Toynbee was the first communist to be elected gesgiof the Oxford Union and many
colleagues and friends at Oxford influenced hissagtarticipation both at school and in
the Communist Party: “Philip’s diary entries foose years are a dizzyimgelangeof
Communist Party activities interspersed with detces, drunken episodes and night-
long discussions with fellow Oxford intellectuaf®®Toynbee did differ from Esmond in

several ways, despite Esmond’s initial influenceanverting Toynbee to the communist
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cause. Just as Oswald Mosley seemed to neverrgadacile his upper class background
with his participation in the Labour Party, Toynlsemed to be “unable or unwilling to
forgo the personal and social pleasures open tdwhile remaining “intellectually and
emotionally attracted by revolutionary politic®>While Esmond took up residence in a
working-class London neighborhood, Toynbee wasd®auttling between the rugged
life of class struggle and the seductive, readisilable delights of upper class living?
Toynbee was an example of how rebellion was atjifeso some of these early
supporters of communism while others first atterdptereconcile upper class lifestyle
with lower class ideology. Like Mosley, Toynbeecatpted to live in both worlds

simultaneously, while Esmond was unable to do so.

Toynbee struggled to find a footing within the lovetasses but Jessica Mitford
embraced life amongst those not of her own classida spent her childhood battling
against not only her family but her class systera a$ole. She grew up surrounded by
Conservative ideals that clashed with fascist imatlons and socialist leanings. Jessica
found the “protected upper class life insufferaying” and compensated for that with a
life-long passion for “controversy and comb&t"Unlike Isherwood and the Romillys,
Jessica was not rebelling against the connectibmdasn the OTC and militarism nor
against her public school education upbringindyexsConservative, Victorian-minded
parents forbad a formal education. Instead, Jesgsaebelling against the ideologies

inherent in her class that she felt were stifling appressive.
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Jessica’s desire to become educated and the compefiuences she was
constantly privy to led her to discover more altbetsociety that surrounded her. She
began to realize the inequalities found within @enservative, aristocratic society and
sought an alternative option. Jessica’s choicegewltimately her own, were influenced
not only by her immediate family but also her atiges he Mitford paternal grandfather,
Algernon Bertram Mitford, Lord Redesdale, had baatose friend of Richard Wagner
and had written the forward to the English verssdrlouston Stewart Chamberlain’s
The Foundations of the Nineteenth Centaury influential book because it “vulgarized
plain nationalism ... and claimed that the entrarfdd® Jews had exercised a large and
in many ways an undoubtedly fatal influence ondberse of European history since the
first century.“** While this seemingly familial tradition with tingef anti-Semitism
influenced older sister Unity forwards fascism &takism, Jessica’s close, yet at times
combative relationship with Unity, as well as otk#aling rivalries and resentments, sent

her towards communism and socialism.

Esmond influenced many around him towards commuchéstiogies, both
through his underground magazi@t of Boundsand through personal relationships, as
with Toynbee. As integral as Esmond was to Jessmaiversion to communism as well,
the main impetus for her was her family and thditians they espoused. Jessica and
Unity had been close growing up but in a way, sekdimeided in the same way that 1900
divided the older and younger generations. “Inespitfrequent alliance of brief durations

for Boudledige [the secret language between JeasiddJnity] ... relations between

104 pryce-Jones, 15.
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Unity and [Jessica] were uneasy, tinged with muteséntment*® As family dynamics
shifted in the post-First World War era, Jessiakéal to pull away from her sisters and
find influence elsewhere. Her only brother, Tomg baen sent to Eton and Jessica was
incredibly jealous of his opportunities for eduoatias well as the travel opportunities
that followed. A new, intimate relationship betwd&ana and Unity was also a source of
jealousy for Jessica and when Unity declared hiead@lscist and carved swastikas on the
glass window of their shared bedroom, Jessica davemmer and sickle. When Unity
teased Jessica about joining the BUF, Jessicateglihate the beastly fascists. If

you're going to be one, I'm going to be a Communt&t Although at first she was only

a “ballroom-Communist,” Jessica began to recogthizepoliticization of the interwar
generation and how “the old concepts of patriotiag-waving, and jingoism were

under violent attack by the younger writers... arglstudents organized demonstrations
against the Officers Training Corp®”One of the students demonstrating against the
OTC was her cousin Esmond and his rebellious natg@aést his upbringing strongly
influenced Jessica into becoming an active comnwfisough Esmond, Jessica found
that she was not the only member of the upper desspling with clashing traditions

and ideology and threw herself headfirst into praamoand promulgation of communist

philosophy.

Although Esmond was slightly younger than Jessisagender had afforded him
an opportunity to become a “romantic right-wingedacobite” at an earlier af&. The

experiences in public school that had led to hilaa brother’s defection from the OTC
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proved to be a slippery slope, as their new freebbahto a revolt against all traditions at
once. Giles was the first to become a Communistatineist, “without in the least
considering what it meant to ‘be’ eithé?® Giles and then later Esmond’s conversion to
communism dismayed their upper class mother whasedhof communism “was
genuinely due not so much to the fact that sheghblier social position would be
whisked away by Commissars, because communisnr twdse‘Russian’ and ‘anti-
English.™*° While Giles’ support of communism began more avhém, Esmond’s was
through his hatred of the conservatism he sawsndiatives. He “hated militarism, as
this meant the OTC, and had read a good deal dfigtditerature.”* Esmond rebelled
against his education by running away from schoelark for the Left Book Club,
although rumors circulated that he was under theepof a group of London
Communists*? Technically he was only a pacifist by the timeéfe Rugby in 1933 and
was well aware of the dangers of war. Respondinjegsame hatred of militarism and
extreme patriotism as Isherwood and Upward, Esnsopelsonal philosophy shifted
closer to communism, especially after realizing thevas impossible to live materially in

a conventional, Conservative world, and spirituailpy. Communist on&

Jessica and Isherwood also came to communism thioagfism. Pacifism was
an easier concept to understand, accept, and def#hdugh communism and pacifism

were not seen as synonymous, both had goals ofaewsties: pacifists desired a warless
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society while communists desired a society wittexloitation™* While communists
were not satisfied with “destroying the poisondusit- war- which has hitherto been the
only aim... of the great majority of pacifists,” [thavere] intent on killing “the deepest
roots of legal, collective mass-murder- capitalisii.Although neither Jessica nor
Isherwood were actively involved in the First Wowhr, both, along with Esmond, were
avid readers about the physical and psychologitatts of the war and became
committed to pacifism. With a “violent antipathydonservatism... hatred of militarism,
and a good deal of pacifist literature,” naturagression to a more intense ideal was
towards communisnt® The younger generation was deeply affected byvéreand
guestioned why their generation was “being taugletieve in and serve the ideals that
were destroying the generation a little older tfiaair] own.”’ While the older
generation saw the war as a continuation of théemen traditions, Isherwood,

Romilly, Upward, and Jessica were convinced thatehvould never be peace until “that
mixture of profit seeing, self-interest, cheap a@omtand organized brutality called
fascism had been fought and destroyed foret/&This was antithetical to the upper

class and aristocratic traditions of patriotism &nalty to Great Britain and her empire.

Upper class traditions included time spent abragdte younger generations
found continental Europe vastly different than thbsrn before 1900. The former

experienced continental Europe in two ways: finsbtigh the thrill of lavish holidays and

114 3. Epstein. “Pacifism and Communism: An Appedaifists.”The Communist
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expensive tours and second through the trenchetharttbrrors of the First World War.
The younger generations witnessed a very diffeseahe on the continent. While
Strachey had not witnessed the horrors of warfiestd, his experiences traveling in
continental Europe in the post-war era made oingsmpression on him, as it did upon
many later supporters of communism. Strachey sawettire upbringing challenged on a
trip to Vienna, in 1922. After observing first-hatieg distress Europeans were
experiencing in the post-war era, he began to awty from the romantic, well-
intentioned conservatism of his father's genera#ind nearer to socialism. Travel abroad
gave him the feeling that life in Oxford was towital, which influenced his later

decision to leave university and his writing jothét father’s paper. Travel also opened
up his social circle and expanded his worldviewrfnoarrow traditions to a larger, more
complicated world. These new friends challengedraditional way of thinking and

helped ease the transition from conservatism tosvaodialism and communism.

Jessica was also no stranger to European travébiood her trips were heavily
chaperoned, which left little time for personabpatitical pursuits. By the time she met
Esmond, he had already been an active participahtei Spanish Civil War after leaving
his job in London to join the International Brigadét was odd that a self-proclaimed
pacifist and someone who abhorred the OTC wouldntatily enlist, especially with a
lack of military training. Esmond’s rebellion haaken on a form of actual action, despite
the “awful disorganization in the International Gmin, [the] disgruntlement, disgraceful
retreats, cold, uncongenial company, military giBoe and the rapid fading of

romance.*'® While others passed out propaganda and tractdemdnstrated in London,

19 3. Mitford. Faces of Philip]16.
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Esmond’s revolt against the passivity of the upp@ss manifested itself through military
action. It gave him a sense of purpose in a lige had become aimless. Spain provided
an escape from the pedestrian routine and Esmdintésthere afforded him the
opportunity for physical rebellion, not only agditise fascists, but also against his entire
upbringing. It also opened his eyes to the plighthe communists in Spain, which only

served to increase his zeal for the movement.

Upon hearing about her cousin’s experiences inrSgassica also wanted to be
an active participant, to fight, to agitate, tosbeurse, to do something. As she read about
the social and fiscal problems growing around Eartyr personal ideology became
more and more defined. She had been taught atrbrage that socialism was not fair:
as her mother explained, “You wouldn'’t like it iby saved up all your pocket-money
and [sister Deborah] spent hers, and | made yoel givhalf your savings to [Deborah],
would you?*?° She realized that “by instinct she was a sociadist if life in the upper
class was already unfair, she might as well supgorinfair philosophy?* The shift to
communism came from a massive aversion to theodgdupported by her brother-in-
law, Oswald Mosley, and her closest sister Unitywab as admiration for her cousin
Esmond. While Diana and Mosley'’s initial attractiosd been physical, Esmond and
Jessica’s attraction was ideological. They bothmdtted to their ideals unconditionally
and, despite familial obstacles, found acceptarara their families even when they took

up residence in a lower-class neighborhood in Larafter their marriage.

Isherwood also took up life amongst the lower @asslis adventures in Berlin,

recounted irChristopher and His Kindyere incredibly important to his alliance with

120 \itford, Daughters and Rebelg4.
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communism. Having been raised in a traditionallgyssyvative household, it could have
been easy to fall under the spell of the Nazi erfices while living in the heart of Nazi
Germany. However, Isherwood’s non-traditional riol¢he upper class could not have
been more evident than during his few years iniBeWhile Diana and Unity Mitford
dined with Nazis, Isherwood originally went to Berbecause “Berlin was for boy$®?

He took up residence in a squalid old hotel initbart of Berlin, which could not have
been more different than his childhood home of MaHall. His relationships with Jews,
homosexuals, and communists set Isherwood diaraliyrispposed to fascism just as his
alliance with Bolshevik ideology was a direct piisttk against his upbringing and his

lingering anger about the First World War.

Isherwood’s travels also placed him in a uniqudtrsas social commentator on
the perils of radical ideas. His earlier classiima of “aesthetes” versus “hearties” was
manifesting in Nazi Germany. While his attractiorthie working class in Germany
highlighted failures in British society, his commint to communism as an aesthetic
ideal brought a political vision to life. Upwardsased Isherwood that writing was his
weapon and Isherwood, while abroad, felt that {[place is in England with
communists.*?® The duty that he had been taught to uphold diifife was being
fulfilled in a different manner: he was not conaranymore with what other people
said was his duty but believed “your duty is wha ind out for yourself*** For

Isherwood, that duty was standing up for those whre being marginalized by the

122 Christopher Isherwoodhristopher and His Kind(London: New Directions, 1978),
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fascist dictatorship of Hitler. While not officiglla political commentator and never an
official member of the CPGB, Isherwood was ablaighlight the dangers of fascism

through his writing and recruit unofficially forehCommunist Party.

Writers could help the public understand politizaths and feel political
emotions, as well as discuss politics in a literagnner. In their co-authored play “Dog
Beneath the Skin,” Auden and Isherwood warned tlegiders about the perils of fascism
by depicting a pessimistic view of England “chaegized by provincial insularity,
nationalist fervor, political demagoguery and cption, obsession with an idealized
past, and denial of a troubled preséft.Honeypot Hall heir Francis Crewe, who by the
end of the play has spent most of the action tiagehrough a fictional yet
representational version of Europe, pleads withvili@gers of Pressan Ambo to be wary
of the monarchical and fascist regimes found incientries of Ostnia and Westland. He
is called a traitor and responds with “traitorytm, Pressan General,” describing how the
ruling class have become “barking, mewing, gruntstgieaking animals® Instead of
heeding Francis’ warning, the barking, mewing, ging squeaking mob kills him. This
is a clear metaphor for Auden and Isherwood’s b#t&t England was not far from
being a fascist nation itself and how serious #percussions of such a thing occurring
could be. The clear lack of stability found in Eagdl during the interwar period provided

the fuel for these communist writers of the 193@ses“many believed great art was

12> illiam Ostrem. “The Dog Beneath the SchoolboyknS In The Isherwood
Century: Essays on the Life and Work of Christopbkeerwood edited by James J. Berg
and Chris Freeman, 162-171. Madison: Universitaconsin Press, 2000), 171.
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impossible without social stability*” Not only was there no social stability, there was
also political instability as traditional partiesagped for power and attempted to inhibit

the new radical political parties.

Like Isherwood, Strachey was never actually a merabthe Communist Party.
He was originally alienated by the class hatrethefCommunist Party because he was a
member of the upper class: at the time he wantgartpStrachey had not broken away
from his family and his closest friend was a memifeéhe Conservative Party? His
application for the Party was rejected in 1923 eesly since the CPGB leadership
distrusted intellectuals, especially those withokeeed political pasts, but they were
happy to use him as a writer and unofficial lea@&®rachey arguably made more of an
impact as an unofficial leader both during thenwte period as well as during the
Second World War than he would have as an offio@mber. As an economics writer,
publishing books about socialism, communism, aedtbnace of Fascispbtrachey had
a huge impact upon the public, converting many fgetgpcommunist ideology, as his
books were simple and easy to understand. He cadw@psimilar role as Isherwood,
Spender, Auden, and Upward. Although done by difiemeans, all were able enlighten
a fairly ignorant population to the importance ofipcal action and, in their case,

communist ideology.

Although Toynbee joined the Communist Party atehe of his first term at

Oxford, he was not able to convince Esmond, whoteainstitution of the Communist

127 30hn HarrisonReactionaries(London: Gollancz, 1966), 201.
128 Michael NewmanJohn Strachey(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1989),
24,
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Party as “petty, dictatorial, and antitheticallie rebels’ personal philosophy,” to jdif.
Isherwood and Auden never joined the CommunistyRdficially either, unlike Spender
and Upward. Auden’s reasons for not joining migdatdr something to do with how near
the upper-middle class he resided. While his motrees from the upper class, able to
trace her lineage far beyond their connectionsuedd Victoria and Edward VI, his
“father’s forbears were all Midland yeomen/Till ad§ies from coal mines did them
good.™* Despite his appointment as physician to the Cgusaspital in York, Auden’s
father accepted a more “arduous and unremunerativas school medical office for
Birmingham.™*! During the First World War, the Auden children eeent to boarding
schools and had no settled home for the next fearsy this mirrored to his later nomadic
travels through England, Europe, and later AsiathrdUnited States. Although his
father was involved in the war, unlike Isherwoodisiden’s father eventually returned
and thus the war had little effect on his placscdool. He participated in the OTC but
his fight was less against the German hostilitre$ more against the “perpetual struggles
of school life.*** He too, though, came to see his OTC leaders ayidlding teachers in
the same way as he saw fascist leaders. His fagghhst the perpetual struggles of life

was strengthened through his support of commuahéstiogy.

Auden’s interwar life was marked by passing fashiand attractions. He was
eternally devoted to his friends and fellow rebigs Isherwood, Spender, and Upward,

and their collaboration and individual writings. \Mever, larger core values like religion

129 3. Mitford, Faces of Philip26.

130 Richard Davenport-Hine#uden (London: Pantheon Books, 1995), 6.
131 Davenport-Hines, 9.

132 Humphrey CarpenteW.H. Auden: A BiographyBoston: Houghton Mifflin
Company, 1981), 18.



58

and politics were passing fads. While in Berlind&n was vaguely aware of the
political unrest and had become friends with memloéthe German Communist Party
(KPD). Like Isherwood, Auden’s close quarters tar@@n communists made their plight
far more real and relatable, especially after obegrfirst-hand the clashes between the
KPD and the Berlin police. Because of their clésgh Isherwood and Auden could have
easily become fascists as Auden saw fascism aattampt to make a man’s world; the
fascists’ repudiation of weakness is a repudiatibtheir idea of femininity.*** Auden’s
support of communism instead of fascism may haweecalso from his homosexuality
and its conflict with fascist ideas. Fascist leadeade their views on homosexuality
quite clear but while homosexuality was illegaBntain at the time, the CPGB did not
make clear their views, especially since there madking in the Communist Manifesto
regarding homosexuality. The world’s deteriorattwaund him and his experiences in
Spain during the Civil War also prompted an allemgth communism but not formally

ally himself with the CPGB.

Like Auden, Spender was affected by the situatio8pain. While Spender did
not record his thoughts about his time in the Of€detailed the impact that his father’s
early death had upon him, especially during hissences at school. Like Isherwood,
Spender recounted that “[his] father turned evemngtinto rhetorical abstraction, in
which there was no concreteness, no accuracy” pedd&r became too deeply involved
in his surroundings: “a game of football ceaseldagust the kicking about of a leather

ball by bare-kneed boys. It had become confusell thit Battle of Life.*** His father’s

133 Davenport-Hines, 108.
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influence on Spender’s idea of morality deepenednwhuden and Spender spent time in
Spain. Spender had been in Berlin with both Audehlaherwood and was not
impervious to the “sensation of doom to be felthe Berlin streets... with the Nazis at
the one extreme, and the Communists at the othir their meetings, their declamatory
newspapers, their uniformed armies of youths, thieience against the Republic and
against one anothet® Spender was influenced first by the news that Upivisad joined
the Communist Party, and his experiences in Spaimgl the Spanish Civil War in 1936,
after watching the “bases on which European freedload seem to rest, destroyed”
coupled with the consciousness of the moral comdlitif the world instilled by his father,
caused an alliance and affiliation with the Comrstmiarty**® Spender realized the

virtue of a United Front that came through clasgfava on an international scale and
joined the Communist Party since its members wezéltest workers... and the people
with the most dignified standard of lifé* This philosophy was diametrically opposed to
the belief system of the upper class and by alghimself with the CPGB, Spender
indicated he would rather be a member of a commpaitsy and their standards than

find his identity in the traditional and strugglingper class.

Because they were younger, more volatile, and mawae of the repercussions
of the war felt at home, the younger generationppfer class members tended to support
communism as a way to rebel against their claaditions that, to them, informed why
the war happened in the first place. Their suppbradical politics was more evident in

their writing and philosophies than direct politieativism. Frustration with their forced
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traditional role in public school and the OTC amdhappy with the direction Britain was
heading in the post-war period combined togethéetp the younger generation realize
that change was needed. Mainstream parties wetdeuttaprovide the stability a post-
war Britain desperately needed and to the youngeemtion, fascism was simply a
continuation of the traditions that had gotten &ritinto the position it was in to begin
with. Through pacifism, many found their way to coomism and used its philosophies

to bring about a more equalizing change to thenivde period.
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CHAPTER FOUR

The violence seen during the First World War amreussions of millions of
fathers and sons killed in combat left families—amd larger sense, society—trying to
rebuild. It was marked by rising frustrations withchanging aristocratic traditions
despite the changes seen in culture, gender améssociety. When comparing the
stagnation in British society to the successes sekaly, Germany, and Russia with the
creation of fascist and communist parties, the alpgieradical politics becomes clearer.
No matter how privileged this class was, many irtilials were not satisfied with the

traditions that had dictated their class for camtur

With the advent of the Second World War, the umbeess and aristocracy was
forced to again re-evaluate their role in societg ee-identify itself. They had spent the
interwar period either trying to reclaim what haeeh lost during the First World War, or
finding a new sense of purpose in politics of teléft and right, and the war brought
about for a many a renewed sense of unity andgpiatn. The Second World War
accelerated the declining cultural supremacy olhyger class and enforced the decay of
the Society that had once reigned supreme; it ébecdiffusion of power and status,
resulting in a much-changed upper class duringéeend half of the twentieth-

century™®®
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Very few of these upper class radical supportatiily followed fascism or
communism because of political commitment. Sinceyrtead grown up with
grandfathers and father involved in local and mationainstream politics, fascist and
communist values were never passed down. At faslical politics were simply a means
to an end: they were the vehicle that could be ts@ither exact greater social and
economic power or the way to make clear the digbkeipper class traditions. Although
most grew to deeply believe in the ideologies ekthradical politics, initially this was
not the case. Mosley, although later embracingdéelogy whole-heartedly, at first used
fascism primarily as a means to further his pditicareer. His egoism was fueled by his
role as authoritarian dictator within the BUF. Paimiral Domvile, Sir Petrie, AK
Chesterton, and Captain Ramsay, fascism linked anithSemitism was a means to
ensure supremacy within Britain similar to the smpacy the Nazis in Germany intended
to create. Chesterton’s break from the BUF inde#ttat fascism was the vehicle to gain
increased political and social influence. Just aslely migrated from a Conservative and
a Labour ideology to a fascist one as a way to ackdis political control, so Chesterton
shifted from a fascist ideology to a more anti-Semane. Diana Mitford never
considered becoming a fascist until her relatigms¥ith Mosley merited a conversion
and Unity Mitford explained numerous times that imfal support of fascism was to
shock her family. The longer these individuals remad allied to the fascist tenets, their
support became far more ideological, but initigilwas simply for personal
advancement. Those members of “God’s elect,” setbieig kingdom fail, used fascism’s
push for clear class divisions, social regeneratiihin a failing society, and survival of

the strongest class as a means to retain theivargower.
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The same was true for the supporters of commuritsmond Romilly, Jessica
Mitford, and Philip Toynbee grew up in privilegedrhes that were anti-communist.
Their support of communism was not out of an atlewith its ideology but as a way to
manifest their rebellion. For them, communism waesitleological way to cause a fit
between them and their familial obligations andlitians. Additionally, their previous
support of pacifism before communism reveals acketar a fitting ideology rather than
an inherent sympathy towards a certain ideologwycBey’s support of communism did
not come without much contemplation. His work fdib@ral paper, then the Labour
Party, and then New Party before eventually aligniith the communist ideology is
indicative of a search for the best means of spe@nomic, and political change as
opposed to a simple ideological adherence. Whéditarary cadre of Isherwood, Auden,
Spender, and Upward were all supporters of commutosvarying degrees, their
communist beliefs came out through their writingimately, they identified themselves
first as literary figures and as communists secdheir success in the literary world was
a way for them to explicate their communist beliedi$ their longevity as writers as

opposed to communists signifies which was in theeraonre important to them.

The Second World War had a similar effect on th&t@eracy as the First World
War had. When fascism and communism ceased to abiagt increased influence,
change, or control, many supporters of radicaltigslbegan to drift back towards
traditional politics. The Second World War was fimal nail in the coffin for the failure
of both the BUF and the CPGB. When England and @eyndeclared war in September
1939, memory of the previous war was still fresithiea minds of radical political

supporters. Their affiliation with radical politigave them different experiences in this
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second war in comparison to the first. With wartloa horizon in early 1939, the British
government decided to pass an Act of Parliameatdate regulations for the possibility
of war. Defense Regulation 18B allowed for therimteent of “any person to be of
hostile origin or association or to have been régaoncerned in acts prejudicial to the
public safety or the defense of the realm or ingheparation or instigation of such acts
and that by reason thereof it is necessary to esecontrol over him, he may make an

a1139

order against that person directing that he berukd This mainly targeted those who

had Nazi sympathies and removed their rights oéhalzorpus.

The severity of experiences of those in the preBl@heration faced during the
Second World War was contingent on the depth af theolvement in formal fascist
and anti-Semitic parties. Oswald Mosley, despiteshiccesses in the First World War,
was imprisoned in Brixton Prison in May 1940. Altilgh she never had a formal role in
the British Union of Fascists, Mosley’s wife, Diameas also imprisoned. Because of her
actions and words speaking out against Britaifiawor of Germany, Unity Mitford most
likely would have been high on the list of thosdé&odetained under Regulation 18B.
Less than a month before the onset of the SecomttWiar, she expressed her delight
over the Nazi-Soviet pact for “surely this wouldkeaermany so strong that England
would never dare oppose Hitlef’® However, when war was officially declared, the
reality of her adopted country fighting against Aecestral country was overwhelming
and she attempted suicide. British officials felttshe would not be suited for prison,

having survived the suicide with a bullet lodgedha back of her brain. Yet they refused

139 «ynited Kingdom House of Lords Decision.” DeferRegulation 18B [1939]
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to let her convalesce on the family island off toast of Scotland, as it was too close to
British military bases and there were too many rigtbat the suicide attempt had been

faked as a means of espionage.

Despite their service to their country in the Filgdrld War, both Captain
Ramsay and Admiral Domvile were imprisoned undefiebge Regulation 18B for their
involvement in the January Club and the Right Glod the anti-Semitic beliefs. Mosley
flirted with anti-Semitism, but it was from an oppmistic stand, rather than an
ideological foundation; he was a professional fmiih who knew how to play his game
and if he could tap into an emotion or belief aligkatent in British tradition, he did so
only to keep his edge and power. Ramsay and Domstrigmgthened their anti-Semitic
beliefs while in prison. After release, both feita near obscurity, seen only as
conspiracy theorists with no credibility. Moslegspite having re-evaluated his political
affiliations, was unsuccessful in his re-electiampaign. Unwilling to watch Britain
make the same political, economic, and social késtaand unwilling to make the same

personal mistakes, Mosley and Diana both left Brita

Not all fascists were imprisoned and this was duthe level of their involvement
in radical politics. Osbert Sitwell, while sympatiedo fascism, ultimately advocated
pacifism and intellectualism. Obligation to famiil&gfairs and his role in society after the
death of his father trumped flirtation with radigallitics and he used his influence and
talents in the intellectual and literary fieldsagposed to the political field. Chesterton
had also taken a step back from his support ofsiasand because of this was not
imprisoned under Defense Regulation 18B. Chestdmtoke from Mosley’s inner circle

in 1938, disillusioned by Mosley whom he accusetfaforing the party bureaucrats at
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the expense of the ideals of the moveméHtHis decision to re-enlist in the British
army and fight against Germany seemed to trumppalifical involvement he had prior
to the war. Chesterton left England for a shortlevhfter the war and upon his return
became involved in fringe political groups andonmnalism. He was unsuccessful in

these endeavors.

While they may not have been old enough to enlising the First World War,
the Second World War saw the enlistment and aseveice of those that had spent the
interwar period supporting communism. Due perhaps latent patriotism instilled in
them by their class traditions, John Strachey asrddnd Romilly saw service within the
British and Canadian armed forces, respectivelyeiassmond realized England was no
longer in a Phony War, he realized that “this wdadno replica of Spain, no thrilled
adventure of self-propelled action directed agaimstoppressors. The machine was
rolling, a machine whose every cog was cluttereavitip Wellington prefects grown
older...the upper classes, even the most pro-Hifl#ream, would now swing into line to
do their duty to King and Empiré®* Patriotism trumped pacifism and Esmond saw a
year of combat before his plane was tragically slootn in 1941. Strachey and Jessica
continued to support the communist party in an ficiaf capacity but turned their focus
to other affairs, such as becoming an MP for theolua Party in Strachey’s case, and
civil rights and muckraking for Jessica. Both folipanded their relationship with the

communist party when Stalin’s actions drifted frormginal communist ideology.

The intellectuals—Auden, Spender, Upward, and isbed—Ieft Britain just

prior to the onset of the war. All believed thagyltould do more good in their literary
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circles outside of Britain as observers. Realizlmg becoming a “Man of Destiny” did
not have to revolve around politics, Isherwood @&arto religion to find his destiny,
turning his back on communist sympathies and cdimgeto Hinduism. Auden focused
his energies on writing and teaching, determinaashis influence as a professor to
warn of the dangers of radical politics and watirttely, all of these communism-
supporting intellectuals found their new callingaipacifism that allowed them to invest

in their writings as a way to enact social change.

In the post Second World War era, fascist revivadse immediate failures and
the CPGB continued to struggle with a clear, ungiranideology that attracted potential
supporters. Long-lasting instability and a fairgumatic Second World War for many of
its followers indicated that both radical politicdéologies had run their course, at least
within British society. It makes sense then thatifost ideology remained a viable option
through the Second World War and into the secotfdohéhe twentieth century. It was
one thing to recover from a Great War but a veffedgnt thing to recover from nearly
ten years of war in less than thirty years, as aglirom the political and economic
instability that were also present. Pacifist idggi@revailed over radical politics because
it remained viable. The mistakes that had been nratkes interwar period, both
politically and economically, would not be madeiagdhe government, stagnation, and
tradition were no longer the enemy: communism asdism had failed to stop a second

war and pacifism was now seen as the new vehiclstéying out of future wars.
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CHAPTER FIVE

This thesis looks at why sons and daughters ofrteisplords, and landowners,
who grew up to become politicians, writers, actsjgnd career military officers,
supported non-traditional political parties on ogipoends of the political spectrum. It
also looks at why these individuals returned totthditions of patriotism and main-
parties lines with the onset of the Second World Weascism appealed to those with
ultra-nationalistic tendencies and so the supp®daw their affiliation with radical
politics as a form of patriotism. For the older gration, support of fascism stemmed
from their patriotic experiences in the First Wovltar as well as their frustrations over a
lack of change during the interwar period and & lzqolicies that were aimed at
preventing a second war. For the younger generaigeport of communism was out of a
search for an alternative that would make Britagttdr. Through their politics, writings,
and rebellions, both generations attempted to rBaitain stronger and more united,

albeit in a less traditional manner.

Members of the upper class abandoned traditiomeéhange for radical politics.
Responding to the traditions of public school amel®@TC, immediate and one degree of
removal from fighting in the First World War as Wwa$ the disillusionment that spread
during the interwar period, many of the upper ckass aristocracy turned towards radical
politics as a means to break with the traditionthefr family and of their class. Those

supporting fascism did so out of an attempt to eedeast power and prestige while a
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younger generation supporting communist did sooipels of bringing about a change to

what they saw as antiquated traditions in a wdrdd tvas quickly changing in all areas.

Just as Great Britain as a whole attempted to mdgmmetaphorical footing in the
post-war period, British aristocracy and upper<lstsuggled to retain its place in
society. Their support of radical politics duridgetinterwar period was a manifestation of
their struggle. Those that supported these ragmi#tics had no idea that their choices
could mean a return to war in twenty years timedftar the Second World War, all
realized that radical politics were clearly not #reswer for change. This permanently
altered the aristocracy after the Second World Widrile there was at first a “sudden
and spectacular ‘aristocratic resurgence’, [theoBédNorld War’s] deeper and more
lasting effect was to accentuate those very trémalards patrician marginality that had
become so pronounced during the previous half-ceritd®> The second half of the
twentieth century brought about massive politicad aocial changes, including the
evolution of the Welfare State, and the consolaratf the Labour Party’s position.
Although aristocracy and upper class continuecetoehse in size, there was no
resurgence of radical politics. Hitler and Mussidilefeat in the Second World War
meant that fascism was dead and its leaders el#at or in prison. Josef Stalin’s new
policies dictated a heavily altered communist idgglfrom the ideas disseminated by the
Cl and the CPGB. The only more radical ideology teanained was pacifism and this
grew as the world wearied of two world wars withifty years. As the second half of the

twentieth century opened, the aristocracy and uplass accepted the changes that were
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set in play and made their own attempts to keep tifzglitions alive without the help of

radical politics.

When the Second World War broke out, a more trawmtti version of patriotism
overcame the support of radical politics and maypase members of the aristocracy or
upper class that had spent the interwar as fasmstsmmunists returned to a mainstream
support of their country. When neither the CPGBtherBUF succeeded in enacting any
lasting change in Great Britain and a more tradélosersion of patriotism trumped
radical politics, its followers returned to moraditional support of their country.
Patriotism was not dead during the interwar periddaas, however, embodied by these
radical supporters in a skewed manner: through geditics, writings, and rebellions,
both generations of radical supporters attemptedake Britain stronger and more

united but did so in a non-traditional, and ultislptunsuccessful manner.

Despite being small in number, the influence thrasical members of the upper
class had was immense. By snubbing tradition tpedpadical politics, they stepped
away from their expected role within traditionalipoal and social life. Their influence
was key in gaining lower class support of radiaditigs. Stepping away from the
traditional roles left a power vacuum that wasftilby the middle class not only during
the post-Second World War period but also durimgitierwar period when their
absence called for lesser men to step forwardeamtl Although the aristocracy and
upper class never stopped being appealing to gtef¢he social spectrum, their
flirtations with radical politics allowed a morewe balance of power during the second
half of the twentieth century. With weakening powead influence, the aristocracy and

upper class returned to enacting change throughstnaam avenues, having seen the
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failure of extreme politics both at home and ondbetinent. Ultimately, they found
themselves adapting their traditions to fit therdhiag world, instead of altering their
world to fit their long-standing traditions, as tlagter had clearly been a failure during

the interwar period.
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APPENDIX

Biographical Sketches

Wystan Hugh Auden (1907-1973) Born in York, the ygest of the three sons of George
and Constance. Father was a physician who toolsitiggoin Birmingham and who later saw
action as a doctor in the First World War. Auders wducated at St. Edmunds during the war,
then the Gresham School, a liberal public schooht@ued his education at Oxford where he
met several writers and poets and formed the “Audeup”. They supported each other in their
literary pursuits for their whole lives. Taughtsatveral schools both in England and the United
States and spent much of the 1930s traveling ttrB&pain, China and later America. Split his
time after the war between the United States arglidad, working as a writer, journalist,
essayist, teacher, and collaborator on variougp®jwith other members of the Auden Group.
Came full circle when he took up a position as aglish lecturer at Oxford University in 1956-

7. Died in Vienna, Austria, in 1973. (Carpentéuden, a BiographyDavenport-HinesAuder)

A.K. Chesterton (1899-1973) Born in England busediin South Africa. Attended the
Brightlands School in England and then later semmefrica during the First World War. His
experiences destroyed his health, which affectedfbr the rest of his life. Work as a journalist
introduced him to Mosley and led him to join thetBh Union of Fascists. Was also a member
of the January Club and was highly anti-Semiticiclwvimay have been a reason for his split from
the BUF, despite his work as editorBifickshirt the BUF newspaper. Led the fascist and anti-
Semitic National Socialist League with several oflbemer BUF leaders. Before their split,
published a biography about Mosley entitRattrait of a LeaderWas an active participant in
the Second World War before returning to Englari@ssuming leadership roles in several anti-
Semitic organizations until his death. (BaKdeology of Obsessidn

Admiral Barry Domvile (1878-1971) Son of Admirar&ompton Domvile and followed
in his father’s footsteps by joining the Royal Namy1l892. Rose up through the ranks in the
Navy after his service in the First World War anémtually served as President of the Royal
Naval College. Frequent traveler to Germany arehdttd the Nuremburg Rally with several
leading Nazi officials. Founded the Link in 1937oirder to bring together the ideas and views of
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the German and British people while simultaneofighting back against anti-German
propaganda. The Link included members like Lorddedle and Archibald Ramsey, founder of
the Right Club. Interned in Brixton Prison underf@ee Regulation 18B. (DomvilBy and
Large/From Admiral to Cabin By

Christopher Isherwood (1904-1986) Born at Marpldl tdaFrank and Kathleen
Isherwood. Frank’s death in the First World Wartkettone for Isherwood’s later writing.
Educated at St. Edmunds and later Repton and atléddmbridge University to become a
doctor but purposely failed his exams. Worked s&\jebs between 1927-1931, including as a
secretary to a violinist and a tutor to variouddrein. Moved to Berlin in 1931 and took up with
communists and Jews. His plays, novels, autobidigapand poems informed such of his
writing, which were warnings against the growingveo of fascism. Spent time in Spain during
the Spanish Civil War and also traveled to Chind tiie United States with Auden. Move to the
United States after the Second World War and be@am#american citizen, residing in Los

Angeles until his death. (Parkésherwood Finney:Christopher Isherwoad-ryer:Isherwood

Diana Mitford (1910-2003) Fourth child of David Erean-Mitford, 2° Baron Redesdale
and SydneyeeBowles. Raised in Oxfordshire in several differemtintry estates and was
educated at home by her mother and a governesstd3earis for six-months in 1926. Married
Bryan Guinness, 2nd Baron Moyne, in 1929 and thipleowas known for hosting aristocratic
society events involving the Bright Young Thingsnliarked on an affair with Oswald Mosley in
1932 and after the death of his first wife, martiéa in 1936. Through her husband’s influence,
became an apologist for fascism as well as Naziginnas Mosley's personal ambassador to
Hitler. During the Second World War, was imprisodHolloway Prison under Defense
Regulation 18B and then later left the country wign husband. (de Courdyiana Mosley
Dalley: Diana Mosley

Jessica Mitford (1917-1996) Six child of David Rrem-Mitford, 2 Baron Redesdale
and SydneyeeBowles. Raised in Oxfordshire in several differemtintry estates and was
educated at home by her mother and a governesditthatbrmal education despite her desire to
be afforded the same educational opportunitieseaslder brother. Supported communism in
spite of her sisters’ support of fascism and elopild her second cousin, Esmond Romilly, to
Spain. After the Second World War, continued h@psut of the Communist Party and saw
much success through her investigative journalisthreer support of the Civil Rights
Movements. (Brodytrrepressible;Mitford: A Fine Old Conflict/Daughters and Rebels

Unity Mitford (1914-1948) Fifth child of David Fresan-Mitford, 2¢ Baron Redesdale
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and SydneyeeBowles. Raised in Oxfordshire in several differemtintry estates and was
educated at home by her mother and a governesmuygh initially a supporter of the British

Union of Fascists due to her sister Diana’s retediip with Oswald Mosley, she soon found
Nazism a more appealing political movement. Sheadde Germany in order to learn German
and eventually made the acquaintance of Hitler.gstve several anti-Semitic speeches and wrote
anti-Semitic articles for both German and Engliabgrs. When England and Germany declared
war, Unity attempted suicide but survived and wasight back to England. The attempt left her
with limited mental and physical capabilities andaim more susceptible to infection. She passed
away at the family-owned island in Scotland dustmingitis caused by cerebral swelling

around the bullet. (Pryce-Jonésity Mitford)

Oswald Mosley (1896-1980) Eldest son of Sir Oswadsley (5th Baronet) and
Katherine Edwards-Heathcote and later become 6tbrigs raised at Rolleston Hall in
Staffordshire. Educated at Winchester College ledmrolling at Sandhurst. Fought on the
Western Front in the First World War and receivedesal injuries. Was elected in 1918 to the
seat in Harrow for the Conservative Party but @ddke floor to become an Independent on the
opposition side in 1921. Joined the IndependenbuaParty in 1924 and when the Labour Party
won the general election in 1929, he was appoititecChancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster.
The outcry after his Mosley Memorandum forced hinfiarm the New Party, which eventually
evolved into the British Union of Fascists. Upoa tteath of his first wife, Labour Party MP
Cynthia Curzon, he married Diana GuinneseMitford. His involvement in the BUF, later
called the British Union, resulted in his imprisagmhin 1940 under Defense Regulation 18B.
Was unsuccessful in his post-war political endesvamd in 1951, left Britain for Ireland and

Paris. (MosleyMy Life; Dorril: Blackshirt Mosley:Rules of the Game/Beyond the Bale

Sir Charles Petrie (1885-1977) Born in Liverpooatbaronet and later succeeded the
baronetcy in 1927. Of Irish lineage and educategicapus Christi College at Oxford before
enlisting during the First World War. Educated dgstorian, he later published histories and
biographies of monarchs of the™l@entury. Although never a supporter of Nazismwas a
member of the January Club and a supporter ofabeidts in the Spanish Civil War. Continued
publishing historically based books until his deatii977. (PetrieChapter of Life/Historian
Looks At His Worly

Archibald Ramsay (1894-1955) Born in Scotland teuténant-Colonel Henry Ramsay.
Educated at Eton and Sandhurst Military Collegeieejoining the Coldstream Guards and

serving in France and at the War Office in thetRlverld War. Elected to the House of
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Commons as an MP for the Conservative Party in 198fpported General Franco during the
Spanish Civil War and formed the United Christiaarf and the Whites Knights of Britain, an
off-shoot of Nazi Germany’s anti-Semitic Nordic lgee. Also founder of the Right Club, a
secret society that attempted to unify the variigtst wing groups of Britain. Another member of
the Right Club was Lord Redesdale. Interned undadese Regulation 18B in Brixton Prison
with Mosley. (SaiskiaThe Red Book)

Esmond Romilly (1918-1941) Son of Colonel Bertranmily and Nellie Hozier.
Nephew by marriage of Winston Churchill. Fathetidguished soldier in the First World War.
Educated at Wellington College where he distribygedifist leaflets. Left school to move to
London and work at communist bookshop before jgjriire International Brigades and fighting
in the Spanish Civil War. Eloped with second coulgasica Mitford and returned with her to
Spain to report on the war. After moving with Jeadb the United States, Romilly served in the
Royal Canadian Air Force in the Second World Wail his plane was shot down in 1941.
(Ingram:Rebel: the Short Life of Esmond Romilly)

Osbert Sitwell (1892-1969) Oldest son of Sir Geargd Ida Sitwell and latef"s
Baronet. Grew up with a strained relationship wihparents, which resulted in a strong unity
with his older sister Edith and younger brotherteaerelle. Educated at Ludgrove School and
Eton College before being gazetted into the Yeo@aards and serving in both England and in
France during the First World War. Stood at a Lib&arty candidate in 1918 but failed to win
the seat and decided to take up a life in theaaris writer and social commentator. In 1943,
inherited the baronetcy and almost simultaneoushlighed a series of autobiographies about his
parents, his siblings, and the many high-rankingnivers of British society that he considered
friends and acquaintances. Was highly supportivesobrother and sister’s artistic endeavors and

at times donated his family’s large estates to Ridfy meetings. (Pearsofhe Sitwells

Stephen Spender (1906-1995) Born in London andaddd@at Gresham School, where
he met W.H. Auden. Continued education at Oxfotidoaigh did not finish a degree. Moved to
Germany after leaving Oxford and became aware @ékizsues and dedicated his life to
fighting in justice around Europe. Was also a wrdied a member of the “Auden Group”. Social
and political issues were highlighted in his noalsl poetry. Joining the Communist Party after
his experiences in Spain during the Spanish Ciat V&trongly opposed fascism in his writings,
along with Isherwood, Upward and Auden. Becamdlagsbned by the Communist Party in the

1940s after Stalin came to power and eventuallgimded his membership. Continued to fight
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social justices issues after the war, especiatiyudh writings and journalism. (Weatherhead:
Spender and the 3Q’s

John Strachey (1901-1963) Son of John Strachegnseson of Sir Edward Strachey 3
Baronet, and editor dfhe Spectatora weekly conservative magazine. Educated at Etllege
and Magdalen College, Oxford before joinifige SpectatorElected as a Labour Party MP for
Birmingham Aston in 1929. While serving as Parliatagy Private Secretary to Oswald Mosley,
he joined the New Party but resigned to becomegpatiof the Communist Party. Author of
several works that explained the political and eooic landscape of the interwar period. Joined
the Royal Air Force in 1940 before serving as UrBlecretary of State for Air in 1945.
Continued in politics until his death in 1963. (Tis:John StracheyThompson:John Strachey

Philip Toynbee (1916-1981) Son of historian Arndld oynbee, and was a member of a
prominently intellectual family. Educated at Rugbshool where he reacted against the public
school system and the OTC. After his expulsion ftbsmRugby School, worked with Esmond
Romilly and the Left Book Club in London. EducatdChrist Church Oxford and was the first
communist president of the Oxford Union. Visited did not fight in Spain during the Spanish
Civil War and was active in protesting againstBngish Union of Fascists before the Second
World War. (Mitford:Faces of Philip)

Edward Upward (1903-2009) Educated at Repton withistbpher Isherwood, with
whom he co-authored stories about a fictional wodched Mortmere. Joined Isherwood at
Corpus Christi College in Cambridge and later bexfiends with Auden and Spender. After
several teaching jobs at public schools arounda&tylhe became a member of the Communist
Party in order to oppose fascism and the growiag & Nazism in Germany. Wove socialist
ideals into his writings. Left the Communist Party1948, after becoming disillusioned with
their new policies. Before his death in 2009, a& 405, was considered the oldest living author in

England. (UpwardSpiral Trilogy)



