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EDITOR’S NOTE
Canada’s History magazine currently lists The 
Vimy Trap as the top history bestseller in Cana-
da. This may be attributed to effective market-
ing and positive media coverage — but also to 
gross misconceptions about the actual value of 
the ideas contained in the book. In the following 
critique C.P. Champion, who edits The Dorches-
ter Review, shows clearly why those who read the 
book are imbibing from a poisoned chalice. •

— The Editors 

MANIFESTO (2011)

T he Dorchester Review is founded on the 
belief that leisure is the basis of culture. 

Just as no one can live without pleasure, no civ-
ilized life can be sustained without recourse to 
that tranquillity in which critical articles and 
book reviews may be profitably enjoyed. The 
wisdom and perspective that flow from his-
tory, biography, and fiction are essential to the 
good life. It is not merely that ‘the record of 
what men have done in the past and how they 
have done it is the chief positive guide to pres-
ent action,’ as Belloc put it. Action can be dan-
gerous if not preceded by contemplation that 
begins in recollection.

Every historian and every writer has an 
agenda, frequently political and often unadmit-
ted. To the entrenched complacencies of much 
professional scholarship and literary journal-
ism, one antidote is corrective and restorative 
history, engagingly written. There are too few 
critical reviews published today, particularly 
in Canada, and almost none translated from 
francophone journals for English readers. The 

Dorchester Review has no political agenda but 
a robustly polemical one. The ‘pure Canada’ 
nationalism that began with the 1920s centre-
left has in some ways produced a narrowing 
effect on the country’s imagination, squeezing 
out elements of tradition and culture inherent 
to Canadian experience that fail to conform to 
a stridently progressivist narrative. While the 
centre-left has contributed in certain ways to 
the progress and advancement of civilization, 
the tendency to assume that theirs are the only 
valuable ideas — that history moves in only 
one direction — is to be resisted.

We confess another potentially unpopular 
belief: that, at its core, Canada’s strength and 
advantage — that of a British liberal society 
with a strong French national enclave, resilient 
aboriginal communities, and a vital pluralism 
born of successive immigrant arrivals — would 
be void if polemically separated from its Euro-
pean, Judeo-Christian and Classical traditions, 
which is another answer to: why history. We 
are conscious and grateful heirs to an invalu-
able if variously pressured tradition of free 
expression and criticism that is found and de-
fended with particular seriousness in the North 
Atlantic societies, and this we think should be 
recognized, protected, and always enhanced.

In our choice of a moniker and historical 
patron we take the name of a bewigged British 
soldier, an astute and unapologetic colonial 
governor from the pre-democratic era, in order 
to underline that history consists of more 
than a parade of secular modern progressives 
building a distinctively Canadian utopia. That 
the King praised Sir Guy Carleton, 1st Baron 
Dorchester, as ‘a gallant and sensible man’ is 
no small recommendation. •
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Gramsci’s Guide 
to Vimy Ridge 

C.P. Champion

The Vimy Trap: Or, How We Learned To Stop Worry-
ing and Love the Great War. Ian McKay and Jamie 
Swift. Between the Lines, 2017. 392 pp.

Noble Illusions: Young Canada Goes to War. 
Stephen Dale. Fernwood Publishing, 2014, 111 pp.

 

In The Vimy Trap Ian McKay and Jamie Swift 
pursue a seething and repetitive vendetta that 

began in 2012 with Warrior Nation: Rebranding 
Canada in an Age of Anxiety. Their 
theme this time — legitimate in it-
self — is the mythology surround-
ing the Canadian Corps’ role in 
the capture of Vimy Ridge during 
the Battle of Arras. What under-
mines the book and ultimately 
makes it ridiculous is that McKay 
is a Gramscian Marxist and Swift 
doubles as a “social justice advo-
cate.” Rather than simply provide 
a useful entry in a serious debate 
about the First World War, Swift 
and McKay’s motive is to unmask 
a vast right-wing conspiracy: the “hegemony” 
of myth-making historians, the intellectual 
underpinnings of the bourgeois liberal society,  
military-industrial complex, and free market 
“capitalist” economy.

Warrior Nation grew out of their peculiar “in-
sight” that the Harper Government’s occasional 
promotion of historical anniversaries and pro-
filing of military history was in fact a plot by 
politicos and conservative academics to brain-
wash Canadians into believing that they are a 
warlike people, thus hoodwinking them into 
supporting military operations in Afghanistan. 
The argument — if it may be dignified with that 

term — was feeble and paranoid: in fact, Jean 
Chrétien’s Liberal government had profiled mil-
itary history just as much as Harper’s; Chrétien 
built the new bunker-like war museum in Ot-
tawa, and his government launched the Cana-
dian Forces into Afghanistan in 2001 (and into  
the Iraq War in 2003, though they denied it). 
Nevertheless Warrior Nation was a well-timed 
political pamphlet that got traction because 
journalists at the time were only too glad to be 
spoon-fed with any anti-Harper material at all, 
no matter how thin. Some reviewers drank es-
pecially deeply: the Halifax Chronicle-Herald ’s 
Paul Bennett implied in his review of The Vimy 
Trap (Nov. 20, 2016) that Vimy “tub-thumping” 
actually began with Harper.

In The Vimy Trap the authors reiterate, eight 
years on, their disapproval of Jason Kenney’s Dis-
cover Canada citizenship guide of 2009 (not 2008 
as the authors state on page 8) for advising landed 
immigrants preparing for citizenship that serving 
in the armed forces is “a noble way to contribute 

to Canada and an excellent career 
choice,” and that military history 
is a legitimate facet of Canada’s 
heritage and identity. They dis-
like a photo the guide contains of 
a soldier genuflecting at the Vimy 
memorial in France  “seemingly in 
reverence” (do the authors think 
this unlikely or merely distasteful?). 
Nor do they much like a painting in 
colour of a mounted sergeant of the 
Fort Garry Horse (implying, they 
think, that war is romantic or dash-
ing). They conclude that Discover 

Canada is intended to make the Great War “truly 
great again,” an echo, presumably, of President 
Trump’s campaign slogan.

Corrupting the Young
A large portion of The Vimy Trap is taken up 
by a discussion of what others have written, in-
cluding the large body of literature (books, ar-
ticles, etc.) about how the Great War has been 
remembered and memorialized. The intended 
audience is university and college professors 
and students. Highlights of this war literature 
include Paul Fussell’s The Great War and Mod-

CONSPIRACY

The Dorchester Review Sampler No. 8          July 2017



 
4 The Dorchester Review   Spring/Summer 2017

ern Memory, published in 1975, and a Canadian 
entry, Death So Noble, by Jonathan Vance (1997), 
which showed that for a decade after the war, 
people continued to maintain that the sacrifice 
had not been in vain, that the losses had been 
necessary to achieve victory, and that there 
was redemption in the awful sacrifice. Vance 
showed that it was not until the late 1920s that 
a more negative, “soldier poet” narrative took 
over. McKay and Swift latch 
on to the latter view, insisting 
that the First World War must 
be understood only as an un-
alloyed tragedy and that it is 
impermissible for anyone to 
portray it as a triumphal feat of 
arms or to find examples of skill 
or valour in the fighting.

Among the many things they 
dislike about Vimy is the suc-
cess of Canada’s greatest popu-
larizer, Pierre Berton, whose 
popular Vimy (1986) portrayed 
the battle as a great nationalist 
milestone, “the birth of a nation.” But do McKay 
and Swift really believe Berton’s highly readable 
volume was admired for its accuracy? Berton 
was at the forefront of the celebratory memo-
rialization which they call “Vimyism.” The Royal 
Canadian Legion, the backers of the abortive 
“Canada Bereft” statue on Cape Breton Island, 
celebrity hockey announcer Don Cherry, and 
the charitable Vimy Foundation, which funds 
trips to Vimy Ridge for school kids — all of these 
are charged with “Vimyism.” Even more recent 
historians like Vance and Tim Cook, whose 
original work they praise, are “caught in the en-
trapments of Vimyism.” 

There is a curious air of misconception or 
ignorance about this book. It is as if the 

authors think that very familiar tropes, clichés 
even, were somehow little-known. McKay and 
Swift trot out old anti-war novels such as All 
Quiet on the Western Front (1929) and the Ca-
nadian-born Charles Yale Harrison’s American 
novel, Generals Die in Bed (1928), apparently 
in the belief that anti-war ideas have been ne-
glected or suppressed in recent years and are 
overdue for rediscovery. 

They “debunk” Lt. Col. John McCrae, the poet 

of “In Flanders Fields,” by digging up a nasty re-
mark he once made about French Canadians 
during the bitter conscription debate. They cry 
foul that Maj. Talbot Papineau’s name was ap-
propriated in death by Anglo-Canadians in a 
vain effort to attract more French Canadian re-
cruits. In Chapter 8 the authors appear to dis-
cover that there is a country rather like Canada 
in the southern hemisphere known as “Austra-

lia,” where benighted colonists 
were similarly suckered into 
fighting for Britain and who 
today believe in similar war 
myths that provide a “fascinat-
ing parallel” to Canada’s. Above 
all McKay and Swift present 
the now very old case that the 
war was a tragic and at times 
futile slaughter without glory 
and unworthy of celebration. 
In support of this they repub-
lish, for example, a series of 
six photographs printed in the 
Toronto Star in 1934, depicting 

the horrors of the trenches, to prove that some 
enlightened people saw through the myth, as 
the authors now do.

The problem with all of this is that it is butt 
obvious. Of course the Great War was a slaugh-
ter, a huge waste of life and youth, some of it 
on the altar of stupidity and vanity. No one de-
nies it, least of all Canadian historians. Cook’s 
two-volume history shows that soldiers on the 
Western Front were well aware of the senseless 
scale of loss even in the midst of enduring it to 
the bitter end. The most famous line in English 
literature about the Great War, written from 
the trenches by Wilfred Owen in 1917, rejects 
the old Roman adage, dulce et decorum est pro 
patria mori (“it is sweet and proper to die for 
one’s country”) as “the old lie.” Owen was killed 
on Nov. 4, 1918. One reviewer wrote, when the 
poem was published in 1920, “Others have 
shown the disenchantment of war, have unleg-
ended the roselight and romance of it, but none 
with such compassion for the disenchanted nor 
such sternly just and justly stern judgment on 
the idyllisers.”

It should be no surprise that John McCrae, 
a Boer War veteran and typical product of 
the small-town Ontario Protestant middle-

The problem with 
their ‘argument’ 
is that it is butt 

obvious. Of course 
the Great War was 
a slaughter, a huge 

waste of life and 
youth.
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class-made-good, had little sympathy with 
anti-conscriptionists in francophone Catholic 
Quebec: in what alternative universe would he 
have? Of course the illustrious name of Pap-
ineau was seized upon as a recruiting device by 
a government desperate to support the troops 
in Europe. As for generals dying in bed, McKay 
and Swift must sadly never 
have heard of Maj-Gen. M.S. 
Mercer, a lawyer and reserv-
ist from Etobicoke, killed by 
shellfire on the front line at 
Mount Sorrel in 1916 — or of 
Maj.-Gen. Louis Lipsett, con-
sidered by some to be the best 
Canadian senior officer of the 
war, who was shot in the face 
in October 1918 while con-
ducting frontline reconnais-
sance near Saulzoir and bled 
to death in the Bois de Vor-
don. Mercer and Lipsett are 
not mentioned in the book.

Gramscian Illusion
The key to understanding McKay and Swift’s 
agenda is the Sardinian Marxist, Antonio 
Gramsci. He is in that large category of obsolete 
thinkers whose ideas remain inexplicably popu-
lar in academic circles in Europe and America 
and which have trickled deep down to some 
students and radical leftists. (Notably, the “Oc-
cupy” phenomenon and almost all campus ri-
ots and anti-free speech demonstrations stem 
from this type of neo-Marxism.) Gramsci’s no-
tion was that all aspects of “civil society” are in 
fact part of a “hegemony” or conspiracy of “pro-
paganda” to uphold the capitalist class and its 
military tentacles. Any culture, literature, or art 
that can be construed in any way as supporting 
or accommodating to this establishment — any 
writer or speaker or public figure of any kind 
who does not endorse their point of view — is 
to be regarded as militarist or capitalist propa-
ganda by a species of “running dog” of the re-
gime; it is therefore acceptable to obstruct such 
speakers and destroy property. Deep down Mc-
Kay and Swift despise popular authors (Kipling, 
Haggard, McCrae), popular imperialism, and 
popular military history capable of capturing 

people’s imagination or getting non-readers to 
read (Berton, Granatstein, Cook), precisely be-
cause they are convinced that it is all part of a 
Gramscian conspiracy to sustain a false “com-
mon sense” in support of capitalism. 

Gramsci’s thought 
casts a kind of ultra-

violet light on history, con-
cealing more than it reveals. 
This is why McKay and Swift 
struggle and trip over so 
many gopher holes. They 
believe that when David Ber-
cuson describes the pleasure 
that soldiers take in experi-
encing “sights and sounds 
that no one else will see or 
experience,” such as “the aw-
ful beauty of tracer fire at 
night” (p. 259), it means that 
Bercuson is glorifying war 

in, they say, “orgasmic ... rhapsody.” Apart from 
the juvenile choice of language, anyone who has 
done a modicum of military training knows that 
soldiers, amidst activities that are mostly toil, te-
dium, or terror, quite naturally make the most of 
whatever fleeting experience may offer amuse-
ment (and believe me, tracer-rounds are fantas-
tic to watch.) Nor is military training for people 
with “short attention spans.” Long days or nights 
lying in a trench or on an ice-field with a rifle or 
machine gun quickly put paid to an idea that 
only a Bobo professor with a well-cushioned pos-
terior and a cappuccino mustache could believe.

Gramscians are especially outraged by the 
Great War because the men who died were vol-
unteers  who signed up though they were free 
not to. Therefore, runs their dialectic, they must 
have been hoodwinked into enlisting. It is im-
possible to such writers that men could make 
a rational choice to fight and die for their com-
rades, for the country, “for the regiment”; it 
could only be because they were brainwashed. 
Hence the attempt to blame the popularity of 
the cadet movement and the Militia before the 
war, and massive voluntary enlistment during 
the war, upon pre-war boys’ periodicals such as 
Young Canada and the Boy’s Own Paper. 

This is what left-wing Ottawa writer Stephen 
Dale attempts to do in his little volume, Noble 

McKay: ‘Orgasmic rhapsody’ 
of glorifying war
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Illusions.  The publicity blurb for Dale’s study 
exemplifies the twisted interpretation some 
professors are foisting on undergraduates: 

World War One was, by all accounts, a brutal 
and devastating tragedy. And yet, on the eve of 
the hundredth anniversary, countries around 
the world are preparing to commemorate the 
Great War not with regret but with nationalist 
pride. Conservative forces, 
already well into a program 
to elevate the place of the 
military in society, are em-
bracing the opportunity to 
replace today’s apparent 
cynicism with an unques-
tioning patriotism similar to 
that which existed a century 
ago. ... Through a dialogue 
with a pop-culture artifact 
from a lost world — a boys’ 
annual called Young Canada 
— Noble Illusions examines 
the use of propaganda to 
glorify racist colonial wars 
and, in the wake of those, the Great War. ... 
Concerned that the rise of militarism is leading 
today’s youth in a similar direction, Stephen 
Dale offers this examination as an inoculation 
against the blind patriotism politicians are 
working so hard to instill.

It seems extraordinary that anyone could be-
lieve there is a conservative conspiracy afoot to 
“militarize” today’s youth with a “propaganda” of 
“blind patriotism.” On the contrary, if anyone is 
trying to mobilize youth militancy with propa-
ganda today it is the Gramscian “activist” cadre 
in our humanities departments, working in open 
collaboration, no less, with public sector unions 
and wacky soi-disant “peace” groups. For exam-
ple, the sponsors of Mr. Dale’s Ottawa launch on 
Sep. 23, 2014 were no less than the Ottawa Peace 
Assembly, the Public Service Alliance of Canada, 
and NOWAR-PAIX (Network to Oppose War And 
Racism/Pacte contre l’Agression, l’Intolerance 
et la Xenophobie). If anyone is perpetuating an 
ideological hegemony, it’s them. 

What is strange is why a respected captain of 
industry such as Lynton “Red” Wilson would tol-

erate the hire of a fanatic Gramscian like McKay 
to the plum post of director of his eponymous 
Wilson Institute for Canadian History, at Mc-
Master University? By the same token why would 
a professor who thinks himself a radical thinker 
accept so bourgeois an appointment as director 
of a node of hegemony funded by a capitalist 
whose career spanned John Labatt Ltd., senior 

appointments in the federal 
bureaucracy, Nortel Networks, 
CAE Inc., Daimler Chrysler, 
and Redpath Industries? It 
is an extraordinary case of 
strange bedfellows, or perhaps 
getting into bed with the lights 
already closed — or perhaps 
just a hefty sense of the bizarre.

 

Old News
In any case the “birth of a 
nation” theme is a red her-
ring because there are today 

fewer academic defenders of this interpretation 
than ever. Jack Granatstein himself disavowed 
it three years ago in The Dorchester Review 
in “The Vimy Myth and the Hundred Days” 
(Spring/Summer 2014). “I have no interest in 
downgrading what most historians consider 
the most important British offensive victory to 
that point in the war,” he wrote of Vimy, which 
was part of the wider Arras offensive. This was 
“hugely important for the Canadian Corps” and 
their reputation. Nevertheless, “All that hap-
pened was that the Germans retreated a few 
miles eastward.” 

Harper’s speechwriters went too far in 2007 
when the Prime Minister said, in France, “We 
know the name of Vimy best of all, because it 
was ... a spectacular victory, a stunning break-
through that helped turn the war in the allies’ 
favour” and “everybody immediately realized 
the enormity of the achievement” (speech at 
Vimy, Apr. 9, 2007). The Trudeau government 
was more tempered this year: “Many have sug-
gested that this great triumph marked a ‘com-
ing of age’ for our still-young country.” Harjit 
Sajjan, the defence minister, called it “a pivotal 
moment” (Apr. 9 press release), which comes 
close to saying it was a “turning point,” though 

Gramsci’s thought 
casts a kind of ultra-
violet light on history, 

concealing more 
than it reveals. This 
is why McKay and 
Swift struggle and 
trip over so many 

gopher holes.
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at least he did not try to take credit for having 
planned it himself.*

The capture of the ridge was outstanding as 
a Canadian feat of arms, but the Arras offensive 
did not turn any tide. What has been turning for 
some time is historians — against the birth of a 
nation theme. “I would like to see the idea that 
Canada was born on the slopes of Vimy forgot-
ten,” said Mike Bechthold, who co-edited the 
splendid revisionist collection, Vimy: A Cana-
dian Reassessment, published in 2006. The book 
highlighted the wider British context and role in 
the battle and the leadership of Sir Julian Byng in 
particular. The authors pointed out the British 
birth of most of the Canadian troops on the ridge, 
making these soldiers less-than-ideal “Canadi-
ans” for the purposes of a national myth (a racial 
litmus test that I suspect would not be applied 
to people from any other birthplace). Others, like 
Patrick Brennan, have shown that far from simply 
bolstering support for Canadian independence 
among CEF officers, the 1918 victory consoli-
dated the sense that the Empire-Commonwealth 
had a great future ahead of it as a collaborative 
association of states and dominions. 

General Nivelle’s Vimy
That’s not to say Vimy was a sideshow. In The 
Great War: A Combat History of the First World 
War (2013), Peter Hart merely mentions the Ca-
nadians for their part in the larger Battle of Ar-
ras, a British diversion to pin down German re-
serves in preparation for the main battle, which 
was French General Robert Nivelle’s “stupendous 
offensive ... against the long-contested Chemin 
des Dames Ridge” beyond the Aisne River. (p. 
329)  The Canadians were helping to take pres-
sure off the “real” fighting elsewhere.

 
The Nivelle methodology ... envisioned a huge 
accumulation of artillery to create an utterly 
crushing bombardment under the cover of 
which two French armies would smash their way 
through the German lines before a third army 
burst through the breach.

As Hart recounts, Field Marshal Haig in the 

* In an Apr. 29 speech in India, Sajjan described himself 
as the “architect” of Op Medusa in Afghanistan.

spring of 1917 “was more than willing to allow 
the French to resume the main burden of the 
Allied effort,” while Lloyd George “saw this as a 
way to avoid a prolonged bloodbath such as the 
Somme.” The learning curve since July 1916 had 
been steep, with many lessons learned. 

The British and Canadians, then, provided a 
huge “diversionary operation” in Nivelle’s offen-
sive. Much is said about the Canadians and the 
creeping barrage: “The Canadian military had de-
veloped a new offensive weapon called the ‘creep-
ing barrage,’” one CBC report claimed.† In fact 
the rolling barrage was probably first used by 
Bulgarian artillery in the siege of Adrianople in 
1913, and unsuccessfully by Sir Henry Horne in 
the Battle of the Somme. Its use at Vimy was a 
reflection of the larger French plan but, unlike 
Nivelle, the British made sure to have sufficient 
“thousands upon thousands” of well-trained ar-
tillery recruits “capable of increasingly sophis-
ticated and complex bombardments” by 2,817 
British guns as against 1,014 German ones, Hart 
writes. When Canadian infantry appeared in 
and amongst the trenches atop the ridge, the 
Germans cried to each other that the “Tom-
mies” had arrived: “The British! Get out! Get 
out!” (Indeed, Bechtold and others could say 
at this point: most of the Canadians had been 
born in the United Kingdom.)

As the British First Army’s Vimy assault was 
successful (unlike the larger Nivelle offensive), 
Hart suggests that Vimy has become “the sole 
memory retained of that day’s fighting.” Howev-
er, he says, “in many ways ... a more dramatic sto-
ry” was the Third Army’s push from the Scarpe 
Valley into the hills around Monchy-le-Preux. In 
view of the wider context on the same day, the 
taking of Vimy Ridge was more than a sideshow 
but was no great turning-point.

McKay and Swift tend to cherry-pick certain 
books that support their ideas, and seem 

unaware that there has been quite a change in 
historians’ overall assessment of the war since 
the 1960s. Curiously, their view of the high com-
mand mirrors the harsh, outdated judgment of 

† Phlis McGregor, “Vimy Ridge: How a Cape Breton 
farmer led the battle for Hill 145,” CBC online.
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British historians like Alan Clark, whose classic 
attack on generals, The Donkeys, was published 
in 1961. But starting in the 1960s, more research 
and better assessments have produced a more 
nuanced view of the steep learning curve and 
lessons learned during the course of the war that 
eventually produced victory. For example, John 
Terraine in volumes like Douglas 
Haig: The Educated Soldier and 
Ordeal of Victory, both published 
in 1963, began to rehabilitate 
Field Marshal Haig and the Brit-
ish Army’s successful struggle to 
overcome the Germans. 

This lack of breadth of under-
standing again leads McKay and 
Swift to back the wrong horse 
(pages 31, 33, and 327, note 19) 
in taking Christopher Clark at 
face value. Clark (no relation to 
Alan) argues in The Sleepwalk-
ers (2013) that Kaiser Wilhelm II 
did not want war. In fact, John C. 
G. Röhl, the three-volume biog-
rapher of the Kaiser, has shown clearly how Clark 
makes use of unverified quotations and omits 
evidence that does not support his attempt “to 
deny any German premeditation to begin a war.” 
(See pages 151-2 and page 220, note 6 of Röhl’s 
one-volume edition, Kaiser Wilhelm II: A Con-
cise Life, published by Cambridge in 2014). The 
crucial, decisive German will-to-war remains as 
valid as ever as a fundamental cause of the First 
World War.

But is The Vimy Trap really about Vimy or Vimy-
ism anyway? Why bother with this book? First 
of all, because, as in its template and prequel, 
Warrior Nation, McKay and Swift have published 
the kind of easy-to-understand compendium 
of superficial learning that journalists tend to 
latch onto, and that university professors use as 
a course text because its overly simple message 
helps them to motivate and hold the attention 
of undergraduates who do not know any better.

Some professors with Marxist proclivities 
choose to place a great deal of emphasis on the 
real and long-acknowledged horrors of the First 
World War. Why is this? Could it be because 
they have an existential need to distract people 

from what were truly the most massive and un-
fathomable crimes of the 20th century — namely 
the murder of 70 million people by the deliber-
ate Marxist-inspired policy of the totalitarian 
regimes of their beloved Left, in Russia, Eastern 
Europe, China, Vietnam, Cuba, Cambodia, and 
Ethiopia? Certain intellectuals of the Left in Eu-

rope and North America dis-
liked the Cold War because they 
did not really believe the West 
deserved to be defended against 
Communism. Some even ad-
mired the U.S.S.R. as an “alterna-
tive” society to the capitalist one 
they thought more loathsome, 
a warped, elitist mindset ana-
lyzed by David Caute in The Fel-
low Travellers: Postscript to the 
Enlightenment (1973). Since the 
West was morally bankrupt, it 
was better not to condemn Sta-
lin and Mao overmuch.

In their ignorance, McKay 
and Swift think that when we remember the 
fallen as “the glorious dead” we actually think 
war itself is glorious, but of course this is not the 
case. Individual courage is undeniably inspiring. 
Saving a fellow soldier’s life will always and every-
where be admired, either because our nature in-
nately respects, or our culture has long elevated, 
self-sacrifice. The dead are “glorious” and the sac-
rifice “noble” not because war is fun, but because 
hundreds of thousands of young men deliber-
ately, voluntarily put themselves in harm’s way 
for a cause higher than themselves; for the buddy 
next to them, the country, posterity, the King, an 
idea of service, and so on. Even if they did not 
know what they were getting into, even though 
they hated war and feared pain and death, they 
followed through with it, putting others before 
themselves. Thus their sacrifice is glorious: wor-
thy of praise, admiration, remembrance. It is not 
that the vast shedding of blood is glorious in it-
self but that the men persevered and applied 
their skill and valour to bring the war to an end. 
McKay and Swift disapprove only because they 
cannot reconcile the soldier’s ennobling chivalry 
with their pseudo-scientific credo. “Greater love 
hath no man than this, that a man lay down his 
life for his friends.” •

McKay and Swift 
would be more 

credible if they took 
notice of the real 

and woefully 
effective Communist 

‘hegemony’ with 
its proven policy 

record
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