Journal article review – Military recruiting and the British labour force during the First World War by P. E. Dewey (1000 Words).

     During the First World War the British industrial labour force was affected by military recruitment, with a vast majority of the labour force enlisting to do their part for the war effort. Enlistment from July 1914 to July 1915 saw a huge percentage of men from the manufacturing sector enlist, an average of ‘20% out of 6,239’ men.[footnoteRef:1] Was patriotism the main factor for enlistment or were there underlying factors that contributed to enlistment figures among the British labour force as P. E. Dewey examines in this article.  [1:  P. E. Dewey, ‘Military Recruiting and the British Labour Force During the First World War’, The Historical Journal, 1, 27 (March 1984), 199-223 (p. 204).] 


     Dr Peter E. Dewey is a globally recognised historian, but also holds the title of an ‘emeritus reader’ given to him by the Royal Holloway University of London to honour him as a successful retired professor under the department of history.[footnoteRef:2] Dr Peter Dewey’s field of research is based on Britain and war, with particular  interest in social, cultural and economic issues surrounding the First and Second World Wars. To further his work in the Cambridge Historical Journal, Dewey published a book called ‘War and Progress: Britain 1914-1945’, exploring economics but also the social history of the British people from the beginning of 1914 till the end of Second World War.[footnoteRef:3]  [2:  Royal Holloway University of London, https://pure.royalholloway.ac.uk/portal/en/persons/peter-dewey(d464758e-a03d-478f-a744-de10f795faf5).html [accessed 2 November 2019].]  [3:  P. E. Dewey, War and Progress: Britain 1914-1945 (London: Longman, 1997).
] 


     This article was composed for the academic journal The Historical Journal and published in its first series under the Cambridge University Press. Cambridge University Press have used a combination of academic scholarship from all over the globe to compose The Historical Journal. This journal in particular focuses on ‘British, European, and world history since the fifteenth century’, looking at events of significance all over the world.[footnoteRef:4] The journal consists of well-established academic historians and new scholars. Cambridge University Press is one of the oldest publishing houses in the world and as the press proudly states ‘the second largest university press in the world’, which was given a royal charter by King Henry VIII and Queen Elizabeth II.[footnoteRef:5] The press are considered to be pioneers who support education and learning all over the globe.  [4:  Cambridge University Press, The Historical Journal, https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/historical-journal/information#title-history [accessed 2 November 2019].]  [5:  Cambridge University Press, A Brief History of the Press, http://www.cambridge.org/about-us/who-we-are/history/brief-history-press/ [accessed 3 November 2019].] 


     Much of the academic scholarship published either 1983 or 1984 when this particular article was published, focus on the historiography of both the first and second world wars. Several historians and scholars search for the catalysts of war, trying to understand the causes of war but also the outcomes from all academic angles. Most of the historiography for this time is present in academic journals, for example Stephen Van Evera’s article ‘The Cult of the Offensive and the Origins of the Frist World War’ appears in the International Security journal which explores: military science, war economics and international politics.[footnoteRef:6] There is also historiography exploring memory, those who fought and lived through the First World War, in particular Peter Vansittart’s book ‘Voices from the Great War’, which examines memory of the war from those who survived it, making it very rich in qualitative data and a good primary source.[footnoteRef:7] Both of these examples correlate with the topic being explored by Dr Peter E. Dewey.  [6:  Stephen Van Evera, ‘The Cult of the Offensive and the Origins of the First World War’, International Security, 9 (July 1984), 58-107.]  [7:  Peter Vansittart, Voices for the Great War (Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1983).] 


     Dewey’s article examines the British labour supply in wartime industry and how military enlistment affected different economic sectors in the British industry. The article presents strong arguments against patriotism not being the sole catalyst behind military recruitment as Dewey unpicks ‘Correlli Barnett’s’ work who believes patriotism was the main driving force for enlistment.[footnoteRef:8] Peter Dewey analyses individual economic sectors in depth in correlation to military enlistment figures using primary documents from the War Office and the Board of Trade between 1914 and 1920 for statistical evidence to support his arguments. Not only focusing on individual industrial sectors such as manufacturing and agriculture, Dewey explores two main theses: recruitment before and after conscription had different affects among different industries and affecting recruitment figures was more than just patriotism but also: economic, demographic, medical and institutional factors. One main weakness to the article comes from Dewey himself, he states ‘out of the 20 reports conducted by the Board of Trade only 17 survive and come from a sample of employers’, highlighting the lack of validity and representativeness of the British labour force as a whole, which Dewey expresses, but of the 17 reports that do survive you can examine enlistment figures, but be aware.[footnoteRef:9]  [8:  Dewey, p. 200.]  [9:  Dewey, p. 201.] 

     
     Dewey argues patriotism is a psychological factor a ‘subjective concept’ making it imprecise and not the conclusive factor behind enlistment as Barnett argues.[footnoteRef:10] After conscription was introduced in March 1916, Dewey uses the ‘sample surveys’ the Board of Trade conducted between 1914-1918, these provided statistics of who enlisted but also who they employed.[footnoteRef:11] These sample surveys covered: manufacturing, service, transport and British agriculture, but as mentioned Dewey approaches them sceptically and concludes ‘recruiting impinged equally among sectors of the economy’.[footnoteRef:12] Dewey explores wages, explaining financial security impacted individuals desire to enlist. Those considered to be working in high activity industry would statistically be less likely to enlist due to high wages and those in low activity industry would be more likely to enlist as they have nothing to lose. Dewey highlights how ‘age-structure’, men of military age, differ between certain industries, so that impacted individual industrial sectors figures.[footnoteRef:13] In the Medical approach to enlistment, Dewey explored health and physical fitness varied among men in the industrial force, for example miners were preferred. Overall Dewey’s two theses are backed by strong primary evidence, making his argument of patriotism not being the sole catalyst behind enlistment valid.  [10:  Dewey, p. 200.]  [11:  Dewey, p. 201.]  [12:  Dewey, p. 212.]  [13:  Dewey, p. 209.] 


     As an academic aid this article contributes greatly to the study of the British labour force and enlistment figures of the Great War. Dewey has used an abundance of primary sources such as the War Office and the Board of Trade and secondary sources to back his main arguments. The article being published by the world’s second largest and prestigious university press, Cambridge, means it would have been peer assessed by many academic scholars and historians. This article offers an alternative perspective to the norm which is patriotism and offers the chance for further analysis. 
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Document Report – The Bryce Report by Lord James Bryce 1914-1915 (Analysis of entire transcript) – 1500 words.

     The Bryce Report published to the public in May 1915 was seen by the governments of the allied forces as a very successful piece of anti-German propaganda, a victory. James Bryce known as Viscount Bryce was head of the committee commissioned by the British government to investigate alleged ‘German atrocities’ in Belgium. James Bryce was well recognised as a ‘British politician, diplomat and historian’, who was widely respected, especially in the United States at the time.[footnoteRef:14] Bryce was the former ambassador to Washington DC in the United States, making him Prime Minister Herbert Asquith’s perfect pawn in the propaganda campaign in America, due to his credibility and relationship with the American government and population. James Bryce is not the sole contributor to the report, fellow lawyers, diplomats and historians such as: Sir Frederick Pollock, Sir Alfred Hopkinson, Mr H. A. L Fisher and Mr Harold Cox joined the investigation into the German atrocities in Belgium.[footnoteRef:15]  [14:  The Editors of the British Encyclopaedia Britannica, ‘James Bryce, Viscount Bryce’, Encyclopaedia Britannica, (2019),< https://www.britannica.com/biography/James-Bryce-Viscount-Bryce> [accessed 5 November 2019].]  [15:  James Bryce, ‘The Bryce Report’, First world war: A multimedia history of world war one, (2009 [1915]), <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(h)%20The%20Treatment%20of%20Women%20and%20Children> [accessed 5 November 2019].] 


     The main motive of the Bryce Report is evident: to reveal German atrocities. Strong language such as ‘atrocities’ defining an extremely cruel act of violence, was intentionally used to draw in the mass population of Britain but also the neutral international countries, particularly the United States. The translation of the Bryce report into 30 different languages, indicates one of the report’s motives was to change public opinion, using scaremongering to present the ‘Germans’ as extremely violent with no boundaries. Examination of the Bryce Report highlights the false nature of the accusations such as, ‘civilians used as human shields, raping of women and young girls, cutting babies heads off’, as the report describes, and post-war historians have identified.[footnoteRef:16] Such evil the Belgium people allegedly experienced at the hands of the German soldiers is ultimately going to shift public opinion, but also influence those enlistment figures in Britain and other countries already part of the war effort but foremost it will encourage international neutral countries to join the war, for example America in 1917. The report demolished and damaged the reputation of the Germans, as the report intended.  [16:  Gary S. Messinger, British propaganda and the state in the First World War (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1992), p. 73.] 


     The finalised Bryce report first appeared in front of the Prime Minister Herbert Asquith in December 1914 and was later singed with permission for publication to the public on the ‘15th of December 1914’, only four months into the war effort.[footnoteRef:17] Sometime in May 1915 the Bryce Report was published by the British War Propaganda Bureau to the public, with the main target or intended audience being the United States government in Washington. With James Bryce being highly associated with the report, and former ambassador to Washington DC the American government and population saw the report as credible and of high validity. The report being written and published after August 1914 indicates there were strong motives on Herbert Asquith’s behalf, with regards to Britain’s international reputation. Britain had just entered war with Germany, there was a need for international support and for men to be motivated to enlist. The Bryce Report could be considered a hasty attempt by the British government to drum up the anti-German feeling already lingering among the British people during the early months of the war.  [17:  The Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(h)%20The%20Treatment%20of%20Women%20and%20Children> [accessed 5 November 2019].] 


     Prior to the outbreak of war in August 1914 it was reported to the British government that the ‘German Government was flooding offices in Italy with propaganda’, potentially giving Germany a head start in the propaganda war.[footnoteRef:18] Influential figures holding power within the British government, such as; David Lloyd George, Herbert Asquith and King George V, knew in order to rectify Britain’s international reputation, so-called public opinion experts had to be brought in. Charles Masterman was the director of the War Propaganda Bureau, instructed to make the ‘British case in Allied or neutral nations’, this could be considered a very constructed political move on behalf of the British government.[footnoteRef:19] Masterman had influence over several news outlets, such as the: Daily Chronicle, The Daily News, Pall Mall Gazette, Daily Telegraph and Daily Mail. These all distributed anti-German propaganda across Britain. Masterman not only had control of British news outlets but through his position in the propaganda bureau he had control of translation, production and distribution of anti-German propaganda such as the Bryce Report internationally to manipulate public opinion.  [18:  Messinger, p. 33.]  [19:  Messinger, p. 37.] 


     The content of the Bryce Report could be described as atrocious. Introduction to the report includes details of the men investigating these German atrocities, notable names being; ‘Viscount Bryce, F. Pollock, Sir Alfred Hopkinson and Harold Cox’.[footnoteRef:20] All of these notable names played a part in British diplomacy and the war of propaganda prior to the Bryce Report. During the introduction to the Bryce Report an introduction is provided as to how witness statements and evidence were gathered. One of the very first sentences emphasises that they did not intend to ‘lead accusations and accounts’, this presents potential reliability and validity issues surrounding witness reports and evidence they accumulated from French and Belgium soldiers.[footnoteRef:21] Emphasis is also placed on the use of ‘competent translators’ to avoid mistranslation as much as they could, this also presents issues with validity of witness statements. Huge moral and ethical issues are presented due to the extraction of information taken from ‘dead German soldiers diaries’, which investigators were given permission to use by the British government.[footnoteRef:22] The Bryce Report admits to the fabrication of some witness accounts and witnesses as requested by H. M. Government. In order to justify the reliability, validity and ethical problems that are present in the report, cross examination of witness testimonies took place to enable only the truth to be present. All evidence within the Bryce Report is examined by what the committee called ‘professionals’, once again to limit the false accusations present among the evidence.  [20:  Bryce Report,<https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants > [accessed 6 November 2019].]  [21:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019].]  [22:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019]. ] 


     Part two of the Bryce Report is where the detail of the of the so-called atrocities are presented in gory detail. Part one, subsections A to D, detail the atrocities against the Belgium civilians. Killing of non-combatants is seen globally as an extreme war crime, but during active war there is expected to be a number of accidental civilian casualties, the Bryce Report focuses on alleged intentional murder of Belgium civilians, men, woman and children. These alleged intentional murders are provided in testimonies from ‘British officers and soldiers’ who were passing through Belgium after the Germans.[footnoteRef:23] One extreme account from a British officer describes ‘cut scalps with brains hanging out’ and murder of all in the way.[footnoteRef:24] Only three cases are presented to represent the ‘mass’ murder of non-combatants, with several counts from British soldiers unsure if this mass civilian casualties was due to legitimate fighting or not. Due to the testimonies being provided by members of the British army, this could present issues of subjectivity and bias. An opportunity to fabricate the truth to benefit the British propaganda war. The treatment of women and children are reported to be severely horrendous. Women and children are generally considered second to men across many counties and cultures, women are seen as nurturers, soft and gentle and children innocent and sweet, to commit such crimes against them would infuriate many. It is reported women and children did receive a ‘milder’ treatment compared to men but were subjected to longer periods of torture. Women and children were allegedly subjected to ‘inhuman living conditions, starvation, long distance marching, poked with rifles and publicly raped in the market-place by several German soldiers’, such crimes would raise alarms across the world.[footnoteRef:25] Only three definitive cases are provided to back up these claims and the rest are ‘assumed’ due to mention of such atrocities in several testimonies. There is claim of a ‘humane German officer’ who expressed ‘I am a father myself, and I cannot bear this. It is not war, but butchery’, this was supposedly said after witnessing the murder of innocent children as reported by a Belgium civilian.[footnoteRef:26] Allegations of civilians being used as human screens are reported, leading to the Belgium army shooting their own men, but there are no solid cases to back this up. Supposed planned arson with the intent to kill, looting, burning and of destroying property owned by the Belgium civilians. Part 2, subsections A to C, explore offences against combatants. The focus of part two examines the killing of wounded or prisoners, firing on hospitals and the abuse of the Red Cross and white flag. During trench warfare German soldiers allegedly bayonetted the wounded and ignored the laws of surrender from injured allied troops. Abuse of the Red Cross to the Germans advantage is reported, using the Red Cross to move ammunition safely.  [23:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019].]  [24:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019].]  [25:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019].]  [26:  Bryce Report, <https://www.firstworldwar.com/source/brycereport.htm#(a)%20Killing%20of%20Non-Combatants> [accessed 6 November 2019].] 


     In conclusion the Bryce Report was seeking the nations of the world’s council to put sanctions on the Germans. The report was published internationally to diminish the German international reputation and to gain support for the allied forces. The German government later published the White Book in 1915 in retaliation to the Bryce Report, outlining the allied forces atrocities. The British government was seeking judiciary punishment against the Germans for breaching the Hague Convention they signed in 1907, during a period of total war. Overall the Bryce report presents an abundance of ethical, reliability and validity issues surrounding the German army.
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