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we secured a creditable second
place. Eight student Liberals
from Edinburgh University, of
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I recall him barking down the
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(Journal of Liberal History 77), Ian
Packer repeats the comments
Hattersley attributes to Roy
Jenkins about Lloyd George.
But was Lloyd George ‘a politi-
cian he disliked so heartily’?

Lord Hattersley does not
give us the date or context of
the comments. Was it over a
claret-fuelled lunch or in more
serious discussion? If this was
the substantial view of Jenkins,
the author of major biogra-
phies of Gladstone, Churchill
and, most relevantly, Asquith,
it might contribute to an assess-
ment of LG. But in his only
significant review of LG (The
Chancellors), Jenkins rates him
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legitimacy of the war in South
Africa by means of ‘resolutions
which convey the smallest amount
of logical meaning,’ followed by a
unanimous vote of confidence in
Campbell-Bannerman.*

The ‘sedative concoction’ that
was mixed at the meeting seems to
have satisfied the party, but many
club members were furious. One of
them had objected in advance to the
committee’s plan to exclude mem-
bers from a club room for the pur-
pose of holding a political meeting
‘which, presumably, will be largely
composed of Radical and pro-Boer
members of Parliament,’ giving
rise thereby to ‘the presumption ...
that the Reform Club is the head-
quarters of Radicalism in England,
which it distinctly is not.” He urged
the committee for the sake of ‘the
welfare ... if not the existence’ of
the Club to respect the feeling of
‘the great majority” of members and
not grant facilities for any more
such meetings.”

‘Another Member of The
Reform Club’ added that ‘the so-
called Liberal party in the House
of Commons does not now, even
approximately, represent the views
of the majority of the club. Far
fromit ... The Liberal party, of
which we used all to be so proud,
was destroyed in 1886, and the
party which now claims to repre-
sent it has since become so discred-
ited that the majority of the club
have the strongest objection to it
being looked upon or used as the
headquarters of that party.”

These protests had their effect
and very few more Liberal Party
meetings took place in the Reform
Club. The Club itself invited
Campbell-Bannerman in 1906 to be
féted by his fellow members on his
landslide victory over the Conserv-
atives in the recent general election,
ameeting that was so popular that
members had to ballot for a place.
Two years later the Liberal Party
convened at the Club to welcome
Asquith as its new leader, and as
Prime Minister, after Campbell-
Bannerman’s death. And in Decem-
ber 1916 Asquith summoned Liberal
members of both Houses of Parlia-
ment to the Club to secure a vote of
confidence in his leadership of the
party and in Lloyd George as the
new Prime Minister. That was the
last time that the Liberal Party held
any significant official meeting at
the Reform Club.*
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in England,
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tinctly is not.
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THE REFORM CLUB’S JUBILEE BALL: THE END OF AN ERA

The Reform Club had weath-
ered the storms of two major
schisms and numerous lesser divi-
sions in the Liberal Party. But it
had managed this only by gradu-
ally casting off its historic political
role, opting instead to continue as a
social club, though still retaining a
liberal character.
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highly as Prime Minister, with no
suggestion of hearty dislike. Nor
is there any such indication in Jen-
kins’ biography of Asquith.

It would be a pity if this com-
ment were to be accepted as Jen-
kins’ real judgement. Perhaps John
Campbell, in his forthcoming biog-
raphy of Jenkins, will help.

Alan Mumford
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I much enjoyed the issue dedicated
to David Lloyd George (Journal
of Liberal History 77); it was inter-
esting, informative and, rightly,
contentious.

If T was disappointed it was at
the lack of an article exploring LG’s
role at the very start of the 191418
war, when he was Chancellor of the
Exchequer. Such an article would be
much appreciated by a wide reader-
ship, particularly since the present
Governor of the Bank of England,
Mervyn King, observed in 2008
that: ‘Not since the beginning of the
First World War has our banking
system been so close to collapse.’
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I was a history student at Swan-
sea University in the mid 1950s
where, to our immense benefit,
Professor C. L. Mowat spent a sab-
batical year. I still recall with pleas-
ure the inspiring lectures of a great
historian — and the friendliest of
men.

Although his excellent and very
popular book, Britain Between the
Wars 1918—40, published in 1954,
did not deal directly with the LG—
Asquith split he makes it abun-
dantly clear that he sided with
Lloyd George. He contrasts Neville
Chamberlain’s attitude to Church-
ill after his fall in 1940 to that of
Asquith’s to Lloyd George after
1916.

His brief book on Lloyd George
in the Clarendon Series, pub-
lished in 1964, underlined his pro-
Lloyd George interpretation of the
December 1916 split. I think his
outstanding publications should
at least have been acknowledged
when Chris Wrigley examined the
much changed attitude towards
Lloyd George.
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