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NOTES OF THE WEEK.

fIt 1s difficult to understand what the Archbishop
aisinant-erbury can have hoped to accomplish by
¢ & 1n the House of Lords last week the question
the € Persecution of the Russian Church. He wanted
M, ?VQYHIHent_to make “ representations.”” But
reactio: lin must be presumed to have foreseen the
Poljcy, of Christian sentiment in this country to his
Cation teere he inaugurated it; so the mere notifi-
Mot pe 0 him of the attitude of the Churches could
hejr ate'xpeCted to alter the policy. Nor, even if
of bOthtltude were to be sponsored by every member
Chap Touses of Parliament would he necessarily
he age his mind. It would all depend on whether
tegy o Feason to expect action to follow on the pro-
nei {lch action could take one of only two forms:
35 ﬁnaa coercion or military coercion. Now, SO far
1t S Ncial coercion is possible the decision to use
Hang Sbnot rest within the discretion of the politi-
B-ritis’} ut of the high-financiers. And not simply
tiveloy financiers—for these alone could not effec-
o mancsiege Russian credit; they would have first
%‘ege aic?ure: that other financiers co-operated in the
“potish s did not, on the other hand, fly over the
fi2Cre wedes and drop supplies among the enemy.
Qnancialopld have to be an alliance of the dominant
Q }-]ristia Interests of the world to rescue the Russian
irell"a IenifcglurCh' Such an alliance \\’rould dbe c,on—
q;. the | € monopoly of the world’s credit were
iflvlded gnds of Christians. But it is not: 1t 1S
Wi Ou ‘likCtWeen Christians and non-Christians—or,
[llhat Dro €, between Gentiles and ]ews—althoggh in
wase ngorF‘OHS there is no clear evidence. If then,
1])(;111(1 a:eClteer\vqre to (tlake comm}c;p actxt(fln, Hzi}r'l
a o be inspired by something oth€r L
}\Z%ldctothat Christians were }t:oing oppressed. They
\ Dy act if the immediate or ultimate con-
the persecution threatened their com-
; It is difficult to see how this coul
‘-hurage or although the Russian authorities are
V] are :S enough to deride the Christian Church
Churg}llong the most obedient sons of the Finan-

op QS. of

Lord Passfield’s defence of the British Govern-
ment’s policy of non-intervention was a paraphrase
of what we are saying. Before they could think of
interfering, said he, the evidence of the oppression
must be convincing, and the nature of the oppression
must be such as to justify their incurring the risks
attendant on the exercise of reprisals. This was a
discreet way of saying that the Government could
not act ahead of City opinion, and that therefore the
prerequisite task of Lambeth Palace was to secure
the support of the Mansion House. There must be
shown to be an identity of interest between the finan-
cial authority and the spiritual authority arising
from a common objective. Further than that, the
interest of each must be shown to be dependent on
the support of the other. Would the defeat of the
Archbishops necessarily frustrate the plans of the
Archbankers—or wice versa? Would conflict be-
tween the two impair the power of each to an equal
degree? Does the formula: ‘‘ United we stand ;
divided we fall ”” apply to this situation? Our
answer to these questions is No. .

L 9 »

Our chief reasons were given in an editorial article
entitled ¢ The Passing of Anglicanism,’” which we
published in THE NEW AGE on November 3, 1927.
The occasion for writing it was the conflict within
the Anglican Church on the question of the Sacra-
ments, which culminated in the rejection by the
House of Commons of the revised Prayer Book. But
it is just as applicable to the present conflict between

the Church and atheism.
&* * *

We took occasion to point out and explain the de-
clension of the authority of the Church in this
country. Press, Parliament and Pulpit were no longer
three independent participants in the power of shaping
the nation’s policy : they had become subservient ad-
ministrative instruments of the high financiers. The
experienced journalist is fully conscious of the fact
that the great newspapers are virtually controlled, if
not actually owned, by the banks. The experienced
politician knows that the ability of any party to at-
tain Office depends upon party-funds, and that when
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in Office its ability to administer public affairs de-
pends upon the co-operation of the Bank of England
as the money-lender to the Government. But the
Churchman, however experienced, seems to be un-
aware that his power to influence public opinion 1s just
as truly restricted by the bankers. The reason for
his unawareness is that in recent times the Church has
rarely felt moved to say or do anything which would
constitute an encroachment upon the prerogatives re-
served by the bankers. In fact it is a principle of
the Church to hold itself aloof from party politics.
Since all politics is party politics the result of obey-
ing this principle has been that the Church has re-
nounced the right to pronounce upon any problem
affecting the material affaits of mankind. Natur-
ally, therefore, the bankers, who claim to be the ulti-
mate arbiters of these affairs, have had little or no
-occasion to impose visible, direct restraints on the
Church. The Church is now in the position of a
mandatory power entrusted with the administration
of celestial affairs on condition that terrestrial affairs
are left under the exclusive jurisdiction of the banks.
= * *

In our article above referred to we mentioned one
occasion when the Church infringed this implicit
understanding. We said :

* Speaking at Norwich soon after the General Strike,
Mer. Baldwin made a flippant reference to the Archbishop
of Canterbury’s statesmanlike Manifesto jssued while
the Strike was proceeding. It will be remembered that
Mr. Churchill had denied it publication in the Govern-
ment’s emergency newspaper. Mr. Baldwin joked about
this document by comparing it with a hypothetical inter-
vention by the Federation of British Industries to settle
a_difference between ¢ Particular Baptists and Anglo-
Catholics.”  That was as much as to say that the
Lhurchqs had no more concern with the moral aspects
of a national social upheaval than, let us say, Sir Alfred
Mond should have on a question of Christian doctrine.
This was not only an irrelevancy and an impertinence,
but it showed complete disregard for the long-established
constitutional position of the Head of the English Church.
The explanation is simple. The Archbishop’s  Manifesto
contained, among other things, a reference to the possi-
bility of a continued subsidy to the miners to tide both
parties over another truce. This was quite sufficient.
For the high financiers had precipitated the Strike on
the very principle: * No more subsidy.’ It was nothing
to them that the Bishop of Lichfield had got the Miners’
iI;‘t:;learait(;on to atghre,e tobgg back to work on terms includ-

ur-months’ subsidy—as the Bishop was prom

}old by Mr. Baldwin when he asked phim tg) rec(iz)it\lzz
a depu.tatmn of Church leaders. ¢ This i$ a suggdestion
to which the Government could not possibly a¢ 2
wrote Mr. Baldwi ; - e asserl,
C aldwin before he met the deputation, thus
;_ulmg out the very factor on which the Bish £ Li 'il‘
ield was resting his hopes of peace,” SR sh:
Baldwin, as Prime Mmicslte}f', was the
: , and his attitude
Tharan ;ng to the Church to keep out
required no assistance. oo the temporal authority

; ce—and ey :
the spiritual authority, The g;lf;l ngﬁlnfﬁd 1t—from
permitted to the Church under this rulingawas that

‘of offering : ;
Bl = prayers for a happy issue out of all the

' * * -
This centempt for—or at least i

spiritual values was re i
piritual produced in the I
Lords last week, though in more polite Oltlgfm(;f

Lord Passfield’s rep]y f
[ S ply for the Goy i
frank language, wou%,d be as g)ltl)(;\(:l?:ment, PRl

Sona: .

. His Majesty’s Government though
with the Church in its ad\'er;itv iz i
financial advisers to say that attacks b ;
tian [aith and Christian & e
constitute  sufficient

1e financial
the primar

ndifference to__

in full sympathy
nstructed by its
atheists on Chris-
1 property do not of themselves
e ground [9( political intervention.
: t() economic stability of the State, which is
epend on (1{0? ]l.(_)(‘.fll\c (-’f g()(;d government, does not
et 'l)'e ief or disbelief of people in any theologi-
non-thculv(l) L W lmtsocvcr, but wupon their observance of a
A0 e Lflm moral code. The case for intervention

SSta fails if it does not rest on evidence that the

s f
acts of the Soviet Government are an mfnngen&:‘:n’;’h
that code. Does, for'instance, the confiscation (;\ i
property tend to undermine the confidence of dte:truction
ing classes? Or can it be shown that the S ken the
of belief in a Creator will destroy or even “eori\sidel’ed
obedience of the people to the moral doctrm\cs C'derations
essential by the State? These are the consl francia
which alone are pertinent. Thc.Govcrnfnen]t s ovidence
advisers have been unable to discover in the and until
adduced any cause for apprehension. Unless a
they do, the Government is }mablc to see a;)j s
straining the friendly relations which su Slscuc
itself and that of another State. The menace, {7 be met
is, belongs to the spiritual plane, and caln OGnoyvernme"t
by the prayers of the Church. Before t1et e on
may properly intervene the menace mus

secular character.”

The Archbishop of Canterbury could,
reply that Christianity enjoins the cu
foundational virtues such as .h_onestyl, b
abstinence, patience, and humility—al the social
contribute to consolidate and maintain " this lin€
and economic security of the State. Bﬁt Atheist
of argument is unavailing, because ‘tties ith
State of Russia enjoins thcse same Vgtate-
quite as much zeal as any Christian i
financial oligarchy finds Stalin as efficien any other
of its policy as Mussolini or.MacDonald Orto weaken
statesman. So why should it do anything ain f10%
his authority? On this point we quote ag

our article:

ctweep_
h as it

of courseé,

% s C)
tivation

industry»

agent

s aolies pcono™y ('75
‘ The financiers’ policy necessarily imp lem;;l field ﬂ:”n
means in its administrafion. In the indus .5 doVv

e . S o closing, in-
is manifested in the familiar process © he 12

redundant factories and plants to save C‘t’stsc'losc dO“,;';
evitable extension of the process will be t° 1
In a word, to m

redundant moral agencies. fihe'"' CO%s
Church. Now that the bankers, by reason © onvin®
plete control of the Press and Parliament, €@
the nation of the inexorable necessity_for 2 ervices
economic hardships, they do not require the nation
a paid Priesthood to add the superfluous infort lete i
God wills it. Theology is, for them, an 0b%e "y s 24
ment of economic discipline—and that zlsPe(:Bishops anse
they are interested in. They regard the 2.7 “.’h-(:,g
Clergy as equivalent to redundant State Ol]1t;t;ai”ta'nllld
emoluments, together with the cost © ert)'/c-olcc-
¢ departmental accommodation '—church p-roputhc" &
be applied to more remunerative purposes 1
tions.”

We supported this by references to :
1. The scandalous underpayment of L an
contrasted with the incomes of journahsts {
of Parliament, ds, and thelcrg)"
2. The centralised pooling of tithe ﬁ”} " to the ©
delays in paying out the pittances ‘allo“‘—’ % gref‘t
3- The assumption by the B.B.C. at hing-
paper magnates of the function of preac’ Cqed b
4. The generous financial support jvation *
financiers—Jew and Gentile—to the 5adence wil cePt
To the outsider our analysis and eVIug to ac¢
carry weight, because he has been t}leemselv‘g
things like these as happening by td the PO
students of the credit question an roceedf ic
finance will recognise that they, all Pﬁcial rest’
bankers’ pelicy of imposing an artl
of money on the community.
3 *

cle
wer
OWer em

g ther€ ii-,irr:g
On the question of Church Propert}u’sofy C}gg o
essential difference between the Comlf:)ﬁfy lo? s
of Churches in Russia and the voluﬂsé pedh cce o
Churches in Britain. In either S?ome Piajur
equally denied access to an uccu-;ltut@S tlvhat
worship; and it is this which COI]BOU ; 'trnp
to religion. Psychologically, we S losing ° :
mjury is not so vital when the ’Cti"mity
by an avowed enemy of Christ
Christianity itself relinquishes 1ts 0
lack of funds. Be that as it may"owers Cax:l"e?‘ 5
is to emphasize that the financid pco seque?, ;
tc be, and are, indifferent to t]ct e
their policy.  The warning of - its

)
- \n

Christianity goes what will you PV
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falls flat, because nothing that is essentially and dis-
tinctively Christian in a human being’s character
IS necessary for.their purpose in directing the tem-
Poral affairs of the nation. They could reply: ‘“ Yes;
YOou may be right in saying that in losing their
elief in a Creator men will lose some irreplacable
¢lement in their character; but we have our own
Means and agencies for*establishing the kind of
€haviour we want from them—and that is all we
are concerned about.”” Take the B.B.C. as one of
those agencies, Attentive readers will recall the
Several occasions when notice has been taken 1n
€se pages of the perverse persistency in which
that ody uses the writings of Paul to cultivate the
Secular virtues that we have enumerated (‘‘ He that
Will not work, neither shall he eat” and cognate
2Jeas) and on the other hand its virtual boycott of

¢ Gospels where one might behold the bright
drray of the lazy lilies. 3

#* * &

There never was a time when the State stood 1n
5SS need of the assistance of an independent
urch in securing obedience from its subjects. I't
il be remembered that in Italy, Signor Mussolini,
\\\‘:lthm a day or two of the national celebrations that
€re held over the restitution of temporal power to
we Pope, made a speech which meant 1n so many
°tds—* So that’s settled that; and now we can
§IEt to work on problems of real importance without
°rical interference.’”” It was the veiled expression
not?].l‘nlversany prevalent idea that the Church hlas
19 g to contribute to the elucidation and resolu-
T2 of the concrete problems of men’s daily lives.
ecoe Salvation Army is the safest and most
&nonucal spiritual organisation 1in existence
ay. That is why it gets the patronage of the
hnanciers. Tts officers are practically all men
Conepromen in humble circumstances who are less
\VhOCEIjned with political issues than any othersl,da?)
Unat If they were concerned with them, would be
able to exercise any political influence to ;peal\
“e.xt hese officers collect a lot of money and hvi L())l;
l’elief to no money. Th(:‘y p}-o\:lde employmerf o
the to the very poor, and in the performané.e &
conis Acts of beneficence they make thousands l‘)
< ?tacts through which they are able to lmbu'elt .i
t"'"du merged tenth  with the courage and faith to
Ure hardships with patience. As the Auml
ppeiarters invariably emphasize in their annufit
Eeal for fnds, their organisation is the §no:_
restent nstitution of any for allaying mndustbrla ma
depa o OF all practical purposes 1t has been
the tment of the Ministry of Health admmxstermﬁ
funqge o0f Law—the only difference .belngTEhatb l:lk
Of t}f have not heen raised by taxation. : e
it o oS¢ funds having been supplied by nﬁnq s
ter, Ratural that they should be held and a mu:i;e
late Under the supefvision of financiers. When e
Whe —eheral Bramwell Booth fell ill the ﬁlnanmtelll(;
Arm Were subsidising the American branch of e
Arm took steps to alter the constitution Os'um-
SonY: hey got Commissioner Eva Booth tod i
upq.. delegates from all over the world t((,? eercall’s
Qw,, 2 Successor without reference to the en L
the DOMination, The ostensible ground wlilscw;e
Of twor_ of the Army would deterorate beca

City

: ion
to i+ © General’s inabili ive )ersonal.atten“,
0 ; s 1nability to give | ained rela-
tone e real reason arose from the stramnec £
Ong t, SEOIBEIS (i The American
fi, > Detween Amer nd Britan. )
0 nerica ar

haeer trol
Of A Slers naturally felt an objection to the con >
Qanlt MYy property and funds derived f‘f'Omt (;Ac‘:_’;flrcl_
ally, »PMtributions being exclusively (or © at

y 5 ‘ho
Vas .28 they said) administered by Isomcolﬁf 1\7\121\’
be Yesponsible to them for his policy- s

Wae 2PPosed t] ST uessed,
s 1at they knew, or € ¢ %
l(’,pezhose name was sealed ul’) in the celeb.rlawdt e\s;”ft
hlrn. S Gem’.ral Booth’s successor, and did not wa

saw that the occasion had come to engineer the trans-
ference of control from Britain to America. What
is certain is that the nomination of General Higgins
was received with popular acclamation in the
United States, and that Mr. Rockefeller showed
great generosity in financing the plans which culmi-
nated in that happy event. @ The Salvation Army
was now, so they said, ‘‘ democratised.”” What is
meant by the term is not clear, for the rank and file
of the Army were not consulted. We are left to
put our own interpretation on it; and we suggest that
a democratic institution is one on which the largest
contributor to its funds imposes his policy. There
can be no doubt that the powers exercised to-day by
General Higgins have been modified considerably
in the process of his inheritance of them from the
Booth family; and that one of the results is that the
Army’s property, funds and organisation in America
have now become virtually an instrument of the
United States Government and no veto from London
can constitutionally hinder their mobilisation for
American purposes in the economic struggle which is
developing between the two nations. :
* *® *

Nobody can suppose that when cosmopolitan finan-
ciers of all beliefs and none stir themselves over the
constitution of a religious organisation their con-
cern is with the natmie of its clioclrme.I : Thefd'c;c_trme

anything so long as the preaching of it is an
22112111};1111); asZet. g"rl'he Archbishop of C]anterbury was
greatly shocked at the story he heard of a child in
Russia who was told to pray to God for a piece of
bread—which he did in vain; and was then told éo
pray to Lenin—whereupon the bread was produced.
But the transfer of this child’s faith from God to
Lenin would in no wise impair his e[ﬁpxencyh ai, a
wheel in any modern economic smechanism whether
run under Atheistic auspices or Chnstla? dor tan};
other. On the other.hand, any attempte ac’ttgd
coercion by the British Government (iomx;n;ome
against Russia would be b%unci }‘:g Cfil.;l;f] cai:e r:afvith -

ic disturbance. o {
:ﬁ?gl%mr;cinglscggéline to endorse intervention even of

the mildest quality. i
) 1 ing is this. The
upshot of what we are saying is this.

bag‘l?eers ﬁave no preéfnt Cli’IISC rorstte};ed(g%u;g:dgE?s gcf)

: he Church. In ' [
gisiflrffyfiﬁg}? farte relying on lgfuc.lentsné)rfa lei)oorll?cr;lciz

serve their purposes. heir ge _

:g lilélgp fixed in the minds of people tl\l\c;hbeths(f:rtltxl?é
economic scarcity is a law of nature. ‘th zt e e
reasons may be, it 1s beyond dlsp]ute a of 1"f'
hysical problem (e.g. the lack of the means Od ife)
gnyoverwhelming majority of people w l(lil altlta' h crI}mt
weight to the instruction of Religion and all weigh
to that of Science. Hence any person possessing a
diploma in the science (so-called) of Economics can
duce more effect than could hundreds of clergy-
= Therefore the Economist is an immeasurably
Zrllli’;'per agent to employ than the Clergyman.d T lndt
is why Chairs of Political Economy are en O(:‘f-d
by the bankers while Chairs of anmllty are ign ‘r e

by them. The only thing that the c eygym}z]m lC( ul
lyead as a justification for supplcmentmg}t e 1eac -
?ng of the economist would be that hel, the ¢ e{g:\v-
man, could additionally offer the (tp{]lsp {11101}135 ;) Ul]C'_'
ligio’n to victims of material ll.ay(,lsnpis. Sut 1lT
would fail as a business proposition uniess it coulc
be shown that the *° common-sense of the econo-
mist was insufficient to keep these p.copll‘c—: tlroxtny rc;
volting against their condition. There 15 plcg ’\ 1?
direct evidence that this end can b‘qsccure;. ¥ 1.({
use of purely secular methods of instruction anc

admonition. % .

Students of the credit question are agreed that the

*Church is in this humiliating position partly as a

in 2 7 e thev
I it may be supposed that in any casc thes
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result of her own policy. She has held aloof from ““ It sounds incredible, but I came on a case where ‘hi ; .
politics.. It appeared a’ wise thing to do because she priest—the man who could bar the gates of Hfsxzntte The Screen Play. of the Censorship is an outrage on liberty rather
had no experience of any politics in which there was a trembling peasant—actually opposed as -;S:padequatc f e TSN than on art. The excised ﬁorticn is extremely ef-
not involved a struggle on the part of one section plaing (?lf-ci"bbag,cs injtheynewiinanner i | There | Féashiousiin Loye: fective in its realism, but the spectator can safely
s G community to seek an advantage at the sacri- space in which to grow. . ht to ere 1s a certain sense of adventure in seeing the | be relied on to fill in the gap, and to bridge it with
fice of another. Hence the word politics connoted | In another case when peasants were being t?lltlg i ' Ist talkie of a player with whose methods and per- | Such embellishments as his imagination or his
discord instead of concord. But to-day it is known | fight drought by ploughing deep, they ress % glof ¢ aonality the silent screen has made one familiar. | sadistic fancies may suggest. In saying this, I
to some thousands of students that there is a de- | instruction under the conviction that GOd-Seg,vas to ' 2 : 1}:11mes the result is complete disillusionment, as | am not for a moment attempting to excuse or con-
veloping political issuc in which the Christian Church | Withholds rain, and that the way to get 1t e D the case of Janet Gaynor, but the spoken word | done the British Board of Film Censors, which has
e o Jay.also enhance the player’s personality, as has | merely provided another outstanding instance of

may consistently take sides, because—to be para- | Pray for it. Such prohibitions in the nam re : : . :
Vi s p knowledge 2 appened to Gloria Swanson, Bessie Love, and | its complete and inherent unfitness for its job.

doxical—both sides are on the same side; or, to be | Church on the utilisation of scientific are : ¢ i
accurate, will discover themselves to be on the same | much more dangerous to her in themselves than 4 Milton Sills. < F ashions in Love ’’ will not heighten ‘ The Queen’s Necklace ”’ introduces Marcelle
side as soon as they comprehend the nature of the | the frontal attacks on religious faith whic d vital

- . . & <" & n 1 1 i e
issue. On its material side it concerns the condi- | €vitably provoke. There is no more urgent an e ot a particularly good film, but mainly because lieve, an amateur who assumed the role of the

s r. Menjou’s extremely finished art, which is in Countess de la Motte, which was thrown up by a

l
h they 1 | * Adolphe Menjou’s reputation, partly because it is | Jefferson Cohn to the screen. Mme. Cohn is, I be-
tions on which populations shall eat their bread, and | question to which Christians should add'resxcarcil}’ l

on its spiritual side it concerns what St. Paul de- | S€lves to-day than this one: Are economic delil}'? ) %he €st mimetic tradition, is so complete in itself professional, because it appealed to her. Ihope she
Sibed a3 principles of widkedess i Ehohee and insecurity conducive to Faith or 10 In behiﬂd' perast the; spoken word adds nothing to his screen will become a permanent recruit. _Incx_dentally, this
The two are causally related. It can be roved to- | It will not do to leave it unresolved and h'lc?eon th ' CCrsonality.  For this reason the. film has a certain | film is notable for some most “admirable sound

gllterest, since it indicates by comparison how | Sequences in which the voices of a crowd are used
3 any well-known screen actors and actresses were | in true contrapuntal fashion. This is the intelli-
Ot completely suited to a medium of wordless ex- | gent use of sound as it should be used, to supple-

: o
day that material poverty among civilised communi- | the formula: ¢ There is much to be said and the
ties 1s the result of their obedience to a certain code | Sides.”  There must be a definite answer; @ e f

of conduct. According to that code it j bl il it is found.
duct. d e it is the duty | Problem must be explored until it 1s ol > { [ t
og the individual to accept economic scarcity as alaxjv bankers are causing scarcity and msecufétywheat i ?aﬁ{sismn’ and thus serves also to explain why the megt atchtlon! t?h St}ggest,f ‘i; to hle(xghten smotxon,
= fﬂaturef’ and to abstain from consumption for the | America they are financing a scheme to hOle Yeal" are g S e ety sheas, Oy < day P s%)A‘\f;? woor 1
:a ﬁ:y of his fellows. Now, if it be a scientific | Off the market in quantity equal to a who at mil thig ompletely equipped without dialogue, and in DGR
t{ll&liolotg}ilg;tﬂ Sfar:::]ltythls aGlagv of nature then it is a | €xports. In China it is stated somevlvhcreat from tC;;egory] come Menjou, Chaplin, al?dd ]g\x}nm_gs.
ruth that Go i 1 ith de - .vas a pleasur i rer t r. Menjou . : :
It)gr?anent terrestrial phenomgggi{HCdTlﬁzv(e:ﬁzrcf iﬁ lfl;)lrrll?né).f ?ﬁolgzjf;srtc tlﬂ:1 rli:;?;:;g c;v;jged the deslt;‘;i' l df_splte rumgurs t: tt}?ed::SocnotVrer\},hastpeaks witI{ a e o CONFERENCES.
at case has no option but to preach patient sub- | tion of a practically new textile factory a0C £ are evench and not an American accent. It will be an | * Since 1867 Lambeth Conferences have been held at in-
mission to the inevitable, and to offer consolations to | All over Britain there are unemployed people W this ’ is N greater pleasure if this distinguished artist | tervals of approximately ten years, namely, in 1878, 1888,
stimulate that virtue, Lo P Listen to * One da t f s £ him. instead | 1807, 1908, and 1920. It has become an established insti-
at all ab ng ago there was no doubt | unable to procure adequate clothing. L15 q of hein Y cast for a role worthy of him, imstea 07, 1908, s be
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—the controllers of th ts held up by one agency | them? If accord; gt Okho what purpos€ mat the theat, Cguarders of the morals of our picture | . . o, ceded to preserve unity and keep the constituent
decision the work }(i monetary system, on whose infer? Th S ) . the on€ = con” of o €S 1s that their index expurgatorius, .Wthh 15, | Ghurches of the Anglican Communion in touch with one
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s withheld op two grounds Hve decision | resultant abundan f oducts shoul i | dg sc wn to all exmbitors, Y another. It is doubtful if it would have b :
moral,  The technica] 5;? ”t.(a) htechmcal and (b) | sumed: the other (t:le]af it I;fmuld be wﬂste,vflat doe brandinegneshshf“’mg the flogging of “’omec']‘ dand The Chureh of England and the Churches which derive
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: )

uld prefer ¢ t
years o 0 say that : ; > e > 1 thatl Sder p : ) : D age i N fe
5 of the pre another ten | cause of the likeness between th nd <105 they Stand the meaning of the phrase. No doubt | . heultation and discussion at regular intervals. It is

sent frustratio; )

may well do 3 ) won of Sczenltfec eff isati nferenc o wWitipe feare : ‘ s T so if it were an authoritative body
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Divorce Law Reform.

‘“ When a man hath taken a wife, and married her,
and it come to pass that she find no favour in his eyes
because he hath found some uncleanness in her: then let
him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in her
hand, and send her out of his house. And when she is
departed out of his house, she may go and be another
man’s wife.”’-—Deuteronomy, ch. xxiv. 1, 2.

‘“ And unto the married I command, yet not I, but the
Lord, Let not the wife depart from her husband. But
and if she depart, let her remain unmarried, or be recon-
ciled to her husband : and let not the husband put away
his wife.”’—1 Corinthians, ch. vii. 10, 11.

One of the most alluring dreams of the inter-
national lawyer is that of a universal law of divorce.
Though there are, unfortunately, too many differ-
ences m the respective practices - of the various
peoples of the world to permit of such a project
being put nto immediate execution, it would be
quite possible for some of the countries whose
divorce laws are in a backward condition (such as
. England) to introduce certain reforms in order to
approximate fairly closely to those countries whose
laws on this subject are more rational, At present
divorce is allowed in one country and denied in
glilvootr}:;r- onTgxex Roman Catholic Church forbids
e g' ground whatsoever, though its

1T members can usually for ?1 consideration

: i ull by means of

a papal dispensation. The Union of Soc)ilalist Soviet
epublics permits divorce on the application of
either party. In England divorce can be granted on
only one ground, viz., adultery. In Sweden it can
be granted on at least twelve, including mutual con-
sent. In the U.S.A. the grounds for divorce vary
great!y In accordance with State laws—in South
arolina there is no divorce, while in Nevada such
a slender ground as ‘‘ mental cruelty > has been
known to suffice. In China, till comparatively re-
cent times, a man might put away his wife for
being a chatterbox. )
ost countries make no distinction between hus-
band and wife as to grounds for divorce, but there
are a few exceptions to this rule, notably Egypt,
Belgium, and (until quite recently) England. Under
M_ohammedan law in Egypt a husband may divorce
his wife without any misbehaviour on her part, and
€ need not assign a cause for so doing, but a wife
can only obtain a divorce if her husband has been
c)(telprlved of his organ of generation and for a few
refler rleasons such as msufficiency of dower, or his

usal to embrace the faith of Is] U i
domicile of the hush d i o, e
e inst'tjcm 1s the place where the

. stituted, but in the U.S.A. a wife

ceparate domicile from that of her

husband’ 1s th Sy ﬁls her petition there if her

country poss ¢ " guilty” party: Ngarly every
€Sses a speciall -

the purpose of tryi pd" Y constituted court for

Teliad (argely c})\:}g 1:orce applications, but in

cumbrous. and Cxpensweomcl(]mcal influence) the

Parliament must be set in Aot Lo 2l et of

solve a marriage, = eEaSrden s

€ antinomy of the Mosaic 1a i i
' i M * law, which
a }ull.sband to dl\'orce_hxs wife at will p;;rglti}eld
auline (’so-called Christian) doctrine, ’which d'cel
gsitrg:rmxt dmirce even in the case of adultery r:a
* N0 emphasis.  The first js ially the
s ; o ; S essentiall
;O;;Cfrggocfoe[ a.t[l)n}mml:’e legislator who clas};ig?g
a mez vite with his.house. his 1
the second is the ¢ 08 F i e A
e se R CONCEption of o, Pelinings iaias
Isri(;x;ztirgzajgcéoﬁhbats \v?o, realising tha‘{cg humalrrlli]tsy
: € outlet for its sexual desire
B e : al desires, toler-
a ogly € 1t appeared to fulfil this pur-
ng on hoth partie
£asion, in order tq oo
boasted that he wo g o
chief capt

s. On one oc-
a4 scourging, St. Paul
ks as a Romqn citizen. “‘ Then #he
ain came, and said unto him, Tell me,

as a sacrament which must be bind- !

art thou a Roman? He said, Yea. And the IChl‘?§
captain answered, With a great sum obtained 15
freedom. And Paul said, But I was free.boﬂggm
(Acts, ch. xxii. 27, 28.) Yet St. Paul’s view I

quite counter to the marriage laws of (tihe il:t‘h"i’;
whose citizenship he so proudly clalmfav.v o

time it was a fixed principle of Roman X
marriage was a con?ract entered into by the z:gcrleien
ment of the parties to it, it could be termina |
the same manner—this termination waﬁ rfn v
Divortium (literally a separation).  Furt 2nt g
either party could repudiate the ggrefem e
sending to the other a letter to this effect e
had to be sealed in the presence of \v1t{165?efmah.ty
procedure was called Repudium. This D%C e
was declared to be unnecessary by i >
(c. 300 A.D.), and absolute freedom remain (Em-
law under the Roman Empire till .]ustmu;lrils S
peror 527-561 A.D.), no doubt inspired by Cheistian
cal advisers and the writings of the early = very
fathers, practically forbade divorce excep
flagrant cases. ave
%‘hough both Catholics and Prot.estanftrsomh the
always been inclined to regard marriage i,
theol}clygical point of view of sin, the Per “n cer-
while admitting the practice of divorce W! D ltery
tain limits, have been careful to stigmatise i &
more severcly than the Catholics. The r 7 the
this sectarian difference is well summed —uPas fol-
Hon. Bertrand Russell, in a recent woOIK,
lows : ey
" * One finds, accordingly, that in those Protcffﬁﬁieiy is
tries where marriages are easily dissolved, 4¢ which

A A 5 . . ries
viewed with extreme disfavour, while in count

do not recognise divorce, adultery, though regare once
ful, is winked at, at any rate where men ar:an“Y di
In Tsarist Russia, where divorce was exce 11“;, private
cult, no one thought the worse of Gorki for Yitics. !
life, whatever they may have thought of his PO = nis
America, on the contrary, where no one Oblecs and 10
politics, he was hounded out on moral grount Marriag®
hotel would give him a night’s lodging. —
and Morals,” p. 178.
Neither point of view can be supported
grounds, for the Catholic results in needlcﬁ -
suffering and the Protestant encourages Y
and licence. . in Eng”
The history of the law relating to d“’orcfe absoluf®
land is briefly as follows. Before 185° st 10
divorce could only be obtained by apply m%ed theif
the ecclesiastical courts, and, having receé acostly
““ nihil obstat,” then to the House of LotC® "c"par-
procedure which necessitated a specia ing 2
liament in each individual c\e/l{se-
poor man for bigamy in 1845 Mr. ] :
mented on this gscan}(ialous4§tate of the . ?;”c'our ’l‘;g
“ You should have gone to the “CC]CSIQSUC: y o
obtained a divorce a mensa et thoro; | w‘nal
have brought an action. [the action of C“Ttlercr ane ot
tion which «formerly lay against the adulter"c ply

: » uf
tained damages, which the other side W "”13«?10 Pﬂ}’hgfdd

have been able to pay, and you would have an you i
own costs—pcrhall))s' 4100 or £150. ‘Th\f:;lege. hnv;ltr;f
have proceeded to the House of Lords, omP“ed ‘V]Ses
proved that these preliminaries had been € he eXPS'
you would have been able to marry ﬂg;“n': £1,00%
might amount to 4500 or 46c0, O perhaps Matrimom?&/
The remedy came in the shape of e Court 0 trrce
Causes Act, 1857, which instituted @ o o9
matrimonial causes (now the Divorce Co 5 adultfrhe
Wwas to be granted on one ground only, ‘2‘0_" ay-
The bulk” of this Act is in force f Ryje, &%
adulterer is generally made a party th the etitio";
he is liable in damages and costs. ! he aj)ultery by
has been accessory to or connived at Az resent d
has condoned it, or if the petition 15 P ed.
collusion, no decree of divorce can be grannisi,
decree is in the first instance a decree}qave exP” oy
cannot be made absolute till six montth ee to B0
after which latter date either party 18 T ist

: 3 creé
again.  But at any time before this de

——————
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Made absolute by the Court the King’s Proctor may
;"tgl‘letne to show cause why it should not be made
ute.

-W.hemas under the Act of 1857 a husband could
Ogtam a divorce solely on the ground of his wife’s
d ultery: a wife could only obtain a divorce if her

usbapd s adultery was accompanied by cruelty or
wes_ertxon. This has been altered by an Act of 1923
4 ich puts a wife on substantially the same footing

S regards valid grounds for divorce, i.e., the new
A ct e€mpowered the Court to grant a wife a decree

I the ground of her husband’s adultery without any
Othe}' matrimonial offence on his part. In 1014 a
Sbecial department in the High Court of Justice was
SStablished for the assistance of poor persons in lit;-
Sation, including divorce. A poor person has to
Satisfy the department that he or she is not possessed
of more than £350, but there can be few ‘¢ poor per-
%ons ** who can afford the luxury of availing them-
Selves of the services of this department, since in the
“ase of divorce the applicant has still to find the out-
%-pocket expenses of the solicitor and witnesses,

Ich always amount to at least £10.

190 2rd Sumner referred to the effect of the Act of
. 157 n his judgment in the House of Lor’(’is in the
§ Ebrated case of ‘“ Russell v. Russell ”’ [1924],

"~ at p. 746

Da:s am afraid t.hat the s‘zmctity of marrieéi i.ntercouiﬁz

IO}'aﬁ(’i Into the limbo of ‘lost causes an m:goslse e

right 1¢s "in 1857. You cannot give the spouses the ugrt

“’ﬁh to have their married life investigated in open _c? :

. A view to its formal and legal germmatlon, wit louf
thatg Prepared, when necessary, to violate the s;mct(ljty Ot
sit ife. The law recognises tl]ls. The Dn:orcc c:su

S that the secrets of married life may be divulged.
1on°‘e’gh evidence in divorce proceedings mayf r}:o
Partier be published to the world, the names of t (:
In ¢ es, the co-respondent, and the w1tnes§ces appﬁl
?0mpel?ewspapers, and in court they are r(?que}l} %1’
twon ed to undergo a degrading ceremony 1n g ic
e d be idle to pretend that either Bench or C ﬁ}m-
t sugoy I assisting. Unless the parties a‘r‘e_wcl1 _mg{
Separaf_llt to the definitely unsatisfactory * ju (liCIEl
lot all 100,”” which allows them to live apart buctl oej
Wiy OW either of them to re-marry, husban }?’nl
: Qi me Aware that the only legal method by w 'lr(;l
hay dTlage can be dissolved is by one PTQVIIg
grese te Other has committed adultery. Such is tlg
g(’ubt State of our divorce law, and there 1s 1

faye that since the war it has been open to very
T a.buSeS

he - :
0 entigmwth of the use of contraceptives has put

iq Tely d;fp . stion ©
e, different complexion on the que :
fie hery from the hithertg conventional one to which

FrdegS m 1 which re-
Mo ded , 10stly  been accustomed, anc
S;n‘nti ultery as 3 crime with social but no legal

T . : i in
& att 11 a crime
e, o tached.. (Adultery is sti s

Cre the ‘‘ guilty ** party is
n e u1 y
NNt ) Marito] inddelities, so-called, have
’gince the risk of

(R lmln,ished in importance, since
'“lsgr Cgretnt‘ ’ is much lé)ss, while the economiC aéln
iy Steq E}l)ln extent) political emancipation of wom n,
g, teq ty Post-war legislation, has greatl}{ o 3
Q’ﬁards Place both sexes on the same fooLmIg E}S
{g, ey, XUal intercourse outside marriage: ) tlld
r)(3trn QVS;’ll-dOUbtful whether adultery per se shod %
’I\susceml.( ground for divorce, but this question
forghe difg DL€ of discussion here. : e
QQr &p h ICultiegq which confront the divorce lafYI T
R been excellently stated by the loni
to Ussell, who incidentally puts forward w,:}?e
ol be  the most rational solution © '

Crait . . as

ivls very great difficulty in framing ::;;Sb‘e,
o ang jgr?e, secause, whatever the ]izlii)ns, while
s o 20les wil] he governed by their pa sary to

i
i? t:nv,ent n&w’."es will do whatever may bcs "ecﬁihough
angflish 1,0¢ intentions of the legislator ‘where there

ﬂgreen‘ 2 divorce cannot be obtaine

S very-
ent between husband and wife, ¥et € y

body knows that in practice there often is such an agree-
ment. In New York State it is not uncommon to go
further and hire perjured testimony to prove the statutory
adultery. When the most eminent of all film-stars was
divorced by his wife for cruelty, one of the counts in
the proof of cruelty was that he used to bring home friends
who talked about Kant. I can hardly suppose that it
was the intention of the California legislators to enable
any woman to divorce her husband on the ground that he
was sometimes guilty of intelligent conversation in her
presence. The only way out of these confusions, subter-
fuges, and absurdities is to have divorce by mutual con-
sent where there is not some very definite and demon-
strable reason, such as insanity, to justify a one-sided
desire for divorce. The parties would then have to settle
all monetary adjustments out of court, and it would not
be necessary for either party to hire eleven men to prove
the other a monster of iniquity '’ (my italics).—; Mar-
riage and Morals,”’ pp. 184-3.
A rational system of divoree, such as that advo-
cated by Mr. Russell, would put an end to such de-
grading features as faked hotel bills and suborned
chambermaids which disfigure our Divorce Court.
The contract of marriage 1s a simple civil proceed-
ing, and its dissolution should be characterised by a
similar simplicity—just like the formation and dis-
solution of a business partnership. The fact that
the Court will grant a nullity decree where either
party is unable through some physical defect to con-
summate the marriage is proof that the State has
realised that the object of marriage is the production
and upbringing of children, and no union which fails
to discharge this obligation should remain binding
on the parties. Where there are no children, there-
fore, divorce should be granted on the application of
either party. Where there are children divorce should
be granted on a basis of mutual consent (as Mr.
Russell has suggested), such questions as alimony
and the custody of the children being decided by
the parties themselves, or, in the event of a dispute,
by the Court. Divorce should also be granted on re-
quest of either party in the case of desertion (as
under Scottish law to-day) and cruelty, and when
one of the parties is suffering from insanity or a con-
ious disease. y /
tag’llﬁgsfact that there are over 850 matrimonial cases
down for hearing' in the Probate, Admiralty, and
Divorce Division of the High Court of Justice this
ferm (an increase of over a hundred as compared
with last year) is indeed a sign of the tupesl, t?ough
it would be wrong to regard it as a palrth“ 2]‘;11'}’ }1:";
healthy one. It merely shows that h? public il:
begun to realise that divorce is not a luxury only
oyed by childless millionaires for convenience,
S tors and actresses for publicity, but can be
= byél Cborrzmv of its members of moderate means
Obct)?rli?izd t)hat'compliance is made with the legal
llg;rmalities. On the first day this term that thg
Divorce Court sat Mr. Justice Hill dma(%c a godo
: - e nisi in under four and a
sast by graning ne dece o el U7 2
CIiired, not only in the granting of divorces, but in

revising the grounds on which it is possible to obtain

em P W 1 irect encouragement to

them. The present ]z_l 1sa direc € {

licence, and as such is entirely out of keeping with
4)

the needs of the community.

ERIC MONTGOMERY.

imilar ¢ itions prevailed
X -ear similar conditions preve
‘ ser extent last yea ! s il
: b »lIﬂ :Ehlfiizd States, \vhcrc,_howcver,'thc ]L:uogf; lgg\t‘]gg
o tl:eis more Serious. Following the examp 3
men ;

& = ) C .P 1z l ave de-
’]d]: n Whea I ()Ol the U‘~. W heat manipu ors have l
N S o maitil {

i stricted selling, and in order
cided upon a;f?::]“nil:{q;;i?cg’si ];f has bccn'dccided, as ulrfea;i_\'
R ? b(la cglumns. to buy up, with the helpl o ta.o
stated in t.}csthe bullk of all the wheat offering on tll(:.‘ mm;
Farm Board, tent, it is said, of at least fifteen bus il ;m.
ket—to th_“' exte "I‘hiS naturally requires a 'long [_)lus.c, hut
of every snxt(‘.;“,‘l.m1 Board has annOu_nccd its mtenﬁovnb!(?
the Fed?raldmziln stabilisation operations o.n '11 really ‘lg
engage 1 -‘ﬂq‘ccon‘q)lish this will finance a surp \és segre;’a‘-
s anélr(s:;‘k to protect priccs.-"——]ournal of .Commerce,
tion 1n

leading article, March 20.
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Drama.
Out of the Blue: Lyric, Hammersmith.

Evreinov, who wished mankind to take life itself
as a harlequinade, in ‘‘ The Theatre in Life,” mtro-
duced a compainy of actors as paying-guests into
a boarding-house to brighten it. Soon the hitherto
life-weary son of the proprietor told the leading lady
that she was not as other women are, but rather
as women cn the stage; and life became fcr him,
if nct more real, at least more attractive. Evrei-
nov’s theory was that all life was theatre, from a
kitten playing with a ball, or a cat with a mouse. to
the love-sick youth tearing his soul to pieces 'for
wordsas fine as Romeo’s. Recognising that ycuth
rarely succeeded even in his own estimation. and

that his suit must have failed but for the char,ity of

the beloved audience, Evreinoy preached and illus-
trated on the stage how Iife might be better acted

Han§, Chlumberg, author of ‘“ Dag Blaue vom Him-

mel,”” which Michael Orme has excellently adapted

{>0erglt1}:1€ Erig}z]hshtﬁheatrg, as ‘“ Out of the B}iue ”phgs

at the other end. Life, he would . i
analogy with the supposition ,that hledn
) A truth 1 ange

than fiction, is more dramatic than dra?nzl.nmﬁ:g

; and the auditori
The stage—;nana e
( > st er h
:}llleg}gt mistake. Believing that “gto-moariox?%din%
e lc;rscthr:sgt}x}atl’ }lll:n?a? s};nt tﬁe actors, stage-hand(sb
t 1€.. but the first night, th :
: ;l-;?ghct?ntv}igcgzd}ilé?c mn the1 eng, is a%ive’rtisgdpfrgr
nt; ! € 1s already in the theat
indeed, the st b A, U
‘ - Iy tackler,” whose wife had
gone to spend a week-end ' s
-end at her mether’s, and who
{lorgotten on the Saturday morning by the knocker.
P, appeared at the mill-gate on Sunday morning

ééoi’i’éd"'dﬁ* complete with overalls and white.
But let Heey Chiporoichiel containing _breakfast
ke POetserinus%ul?;ber% have his way.” Dramatists,

) J 3

i B i ey Biue L

ight young lay-reader with the Gate

€atre beard, ig y !
ut experience to f‘:]}Iere old-stagers with nothing

y hat you lack is the seven Gon S T
SSS, mvention, initiative
and audacity twice,

Man descends into the

stage to represent—a
> —a sta
an auditorium. 5

» Zumption, imaginati
Whereupon the briglflgt you(;lng,

it the auditorium ang ic1
ho drags his tmid wife after h};)lilrllgs : Sdglb
—on the

Stage. There
5 = are two actors. anv
e TS, anyway
thltlnsto I;l)e had for fetching. Nsmyéét (';md ith
S t.(ll you act? ake yours ln o
S2ys the %roducer and proceed witehveS o
thera SR : ; ;:yso:xhcuor’_s house, unfortuna}t]c‘(:)l‘;rr
» there 1s only a squabb] ’
s e A

lover is wante
d. ; 3
teers, the whole When the producer calls for volun-

of the :
volunteers. This quite audience

wife from going on with the game
gfatsii?he Iréuibangl. Suddenlg by the producer’s <
S ]o\?e?a etermined man, who claims the p:rzld?
g gamst all comers. If the play is ada tod
o Wl_tl}llcago stage, this lover wil] no doubIt) ?"
el (;L)\Taf}nlne—gun, and establish his clai)rr(:
e L t]n 111 f the audience, For his qualifi-
e .1]at 1€ can act; he is really in loy
ciative huglfaiscfl;%;’dsw T tthe' ched ot s unappr:'-
e o he_r ]over(’s g(l::dl?xt(,hed her into the lime-

e 1illusion is successful,

It does not even

ives a
Minnie
performance

P€riormance,
0 also acts wi

which steadily improves as the play prqceed'S-
ing the cocksure husband who has o_bvxously e o
himself to the front at every meeting Of palterna’
his life, Mr. George Merritt goes through an a'et}’ 7
tion of convincing torment and excessive gale ;
he forgets and remembers that he 15 engagstand—
theatre make-believe. By Mr. Merritt's un ‘e;n )
ing acting this malicious caricature of a husb tsman-
comes an almost lovable character for the Spgf o be-
ship with which he sees through an advcn;uu; C At
ginning of which threatened so little of tlet home @5
tion. Nobody in London could be more 85, g
the bewildered producer, showing his ched on, the
the curtains to observe progress, tlptoeﬁng’band off
stage to give ‘‘ cues,”’ or whistling the um a pIo
to, remove his embarrassing presence. r\?- ol Play~
mising scene between the lovers, than Sir 2 yignse y.
fair. The-audience enjoyed the shoW IS accident”

The first time I saw a stage-conjurer o genﬂ
ally *’ tread on a bowler-hat borrowe from.ﬁe o
man in the stalls I was thrilled and hOg’L , beint
my laughter mixed with- shame, I wor ntlemal
about twelve years old at the time,

if the g€ for

would be angry and if the conjurer go(l)l «Qut of

the damage. During the performance v, ;s ot
the Blue ”’ 1 felt that the same 'Oltd _f-,lhlgw, it {fo}l,'
again, not for an instant in a varllclszs for his Pt?qe

a whole show. Herf C'hlurnber% :
every hitch that might occur 1n e ac
stick);ng of the curtgin to the absencct?ef tll;ut to the
in a way that belongs not to the thea oramme
funny man of the music-hall. The pr.O’f,ut it 15 D
“ Out of the Blue’’ an impro"lsa.“o?-(’)n
of course, in the least an improvisd 1'm.Provisa
claborate and studied imitation of an lnotice
It recalls the man who wantcd’ a day Sto give anhich
a prepared speech and a week’s not‘cedy nto Wy
temporary one. The domestic com® trite @5 7
“ Out of the Blue *’ develops 15 @5 % attrad p
divorce-case. The dramatist’s methoqrv journ2c
interest is precisely that of the llter‘raiﬁ: and .~
who drags all the readers between tar'ivial affall
chester into excitement about some x
Glasgow. In the play this is done ce at
drawing characters from the_audlen\vondere e t0
During this fishing in the audience tudents welsin
would happen if a dozen universityzs 3 ., q e
roll up one evening, and, like the hlality ant_ st
in the fun. The bridge between 5 oun tha¥an
theatre would not, of course, be any :
is. As it is, it disappears between o
interval, and at the end of the play cal llt
does not apply to Pirandello’s thea .”O
ridges between more than one sphere
Socrates: Stage Seciety:
Of the six scenes in Mr. Clifford
the last one, the death of Socrate®, ..
dramatic. Al] the scemes ar¢ &g
tableau.  For those already inter®® “rointe
that is enough for an afterncon of P ]
entertainment. Byt drama requirey
tions, even the passions, be engage: -
ax brings forth from Socrates and enet®
}Vlth his family, pupils, friends, '?I:voul
already possessed by readers, and 1 £ e
preferable if the author had attemb he event? c,ut’oat

theatre, from

ocrates against a background Of YU fot a8 2.5 2
hme; instead of glvmg a SOCI'thCS ah t eﬂlat, th‘:
from them as a professor of prCafes "fgre h&
Cambrid Only once does SOCFa 7 o Wi iop%
: ge. nly woﬂde FantiP
he is human: in prison when he od X% 5

philosophical insight was when he ma(f;;mahc #

The trial-scene was not nearly S° i )

might have been. in the “]3 g"?,f
Mr. Lewis Casson’s 1)erform§!ncel.lne55 ab = arer .0

was distinguished b}/ its -friendtP 0y ich

§ 501

C w sfeer
humour. In spite o Mr

: es
] ; his speech Cas
course, twice edited Socrates, ***

e — i it
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which involves physical conflict. This has been
made the great argument for political assassination.
Resolutions passed at public meetings can be com-
fortably overlooked, but a crime demands an
enquiry. The joy of fighting, and more particularly
of watching others fight, has influenced literature to
an extent only realised when we complain of books
in which ‘‘ nothing happens *’—books, that is, ap-
pealing to the intellect, the aesthetic sense and the
less tumultuous emotions. It may be said that his-
tory, too, is only interesting when it is as vivid as
fiction. There 1s, I believe, historical evidence of
the Trojan war, but.not a particle to suggest that
Hector and Achilles ever lived. But who would find
the history bearable if - their heroic conflicts were
eliminated ? { :

Although torture, mutilation, and violent death
may, in the intervals between wars, be regarded as
_too crude for the modern taste, the first principle of
social life—that it is inexcusable to persecute a
person because you dislike his opinions—has cer-
tainly not been learnt. In various disguises and
with slight modifications gladiatorial shows have
survived the Roman Empire and under the forms of
democracy they flourish as lustily as under the im-
perial purple. = The spectacle of human suffering
has an inexhaustible interest and delight, which is
all the more intense when one dislikes or disap-
proves of the perslon who is suffering. Th]e m'Stmt(;zts

\ primitive hunter survive, not only in_ the

Sf)otrl:?ngugentlemen who chase foxes and shoot
birds, but also in the majority of people who cantr;?t
afford such expensive pleasures and who'.lgfry V.
their instincts in moral heresy-hunts by vilt {ﬁng’
ostracising and, if possible, 1mprisoning those

wide off the oracular manner, and emphasised the
modesty of wisdom. Nevertheless, I could not help
Seeing Socrates as an old man of long debating ex-
periences delighting in tripping up high-brow school-
oys, and his modesty as a smoke-screen to cover his
Sophistries.  His argument for the existence of
mind as the fount of creation was final. Only those
€an reply who cannot see it. But his reasoning that
a philosopher should welcome death because he then
8ans the truth which is a philosopher’s whole pur-
Sult could be answered by any modern schoolboy
:Xcept, of course, one taught by the higher educa-
100 to take Socrates’ word for it. Granted the pre-
;mSGS there would be a short cut to truth. If we were
“? accept his philosophy about death, the death-scene

ould at once change places from the most to the
€ast dramatic. As action alone death is brief and
€asy while life is long and hard; as an emotional
Prospect life is the pleasanter. That thousands of
‘f:,lllhons have died before us makes death no more
elcome. The aim of philsosophy, Seneca said, i1s
0 learn to die; not to welcome death, but to be able
0 bear the knowledge of its inevitability without
:.llljowlng the fear of it to spoil the meantime. Pos-
\1, ly that is the way to learn the truth about it before
"€ come to it. Rationalisation is in one aspect a
Merciful trick tplayed by Nature on ourselves for veil-

T

gleg the truth from us until we have been prepared to
ar it, '

PAuL BANKS.

The Pleasures of Persecution.

By W. H. McKenna. . 92 £ the
ang, the psychologists who believe that pugnacity | whose opinions on_religion, patnotaf, Rk
ert C‘"l;elty are the most firmly rooted of human Fr- “rpé’ o :;) faggzeé?r?ﬁztmédem world, where men
torja; oS I dedicate the observation that gladia- g(]): Stertllllgsglml\—dly that they have freedom and self-

Sing] °2OWS and combats of all kinds, especially

1 ument has been devised which
Dentg ombats, haye always been popular entertain-

instr
e and freedom of state-

Government,

il ut 1t should not be supposed that the | stifles origm'ality_(.)f1 tht%l;%h;ny i e
are < o lood and the death of the vanquishe ment more .Effect“tcly ance It has been called
nO“-IESSential to their success 5 They are as popular | by t.heOIO-gl-mI- 'm}O Sralso been known under other
blﬂoc}a 3they have ever been although at the moment Public Opinion; 1t has a=

Sheq :.'S Out of fashion and those who propose to na’rll']l?iss‘ e persecution has advantages

1 o 2 7
ot o, b Whether in the bull-ring in the name of sport 1d it which older instruments have

1 12 - : ies, ‘or those who wie
+ebuk Brinciple as regicides and revolutionaries, are | for

Chamber and the Inquisition were

tegq:. o9 for : ot i« is still | lacked. If Star ular, for the perse-
bl%gltmnal aégelr lnhumamtly'. VY)llleenrg t;y spilling | revived they méghlt Iégfxrlé?inp(lipi)s enjoyment if he 1s
ang d, as in the Izjroper to solve _proof Sane peoples | cutor can onl__\i1 eet Shm.e to take his turn upon the
,bnethtls]e oreign Sﬁf&“c d}-s'}llltxisopean nations, the assuredT]ﬁe wziq ﬁg fun i watching tortured men if
S ics of E i k. ere i s heir agonies.
Ornly, 'S Popular and all other methods are stub- | rac " that soon you will share their ag
Stk Y res; nd all otner 2 s | vou know tha d. not because
tégéht sslsited. Even in dxscussilons g}fa ;hgepge_ Robespierre fdl}é mf]dtlt?esigi?zrf %?ggd’, R e
ed ., _ IDsurrection at home there le were sick oI the Si55 Z later
SRS A ceptas 2 T No general | people cion that sooner or lat
ot 'tain sadistic anticipation. o g comfortable suspt t
Ingiaion, hoy P tter what | of an un ke a spectacle. The poin
Aefq b DOwever keen] tested and no matte  blood would provide a SpPECta . . =
1 uty : yiconiesia uch | their blood W¢ : s not this natural un
Qttl}ﬁzrest, ;:iﬂtemeé‘tf. it may have, argrueS:: : S}é:r in | to be enlphasxsgd, tﬁ(éwfffg}nbbut e
ap 'S and cen a delight in some, as, 6. as willingness to D€ th hes present persecutions
Arr as vi : in everyonc, e hich distinguishes prescit e
178y ped reVOl:l?}(e)I;t al?atrltmlgag:glllzh Revolution © Frrgglg]xgsgolf the pastc., The Inquisition (to take it

le) did not affect the modern hypocrisy

rror O :
e L= as an examp: The inquisitors did

0ot been transformed into t Hebert,

1os }lai
RS it

seoDesos ~Ouis and his queen, Danton, ’ | of pretending to be tolerant.. i The religion we
Qtpﬁaq llerlrle and the rest hcilld died therx)rfi lE:dlSitltllle i notpsay to the ;negl tgggnll):;n::& sectarianisgm. o
ianal tQtpon the scaffold 1t woul hI i;s import- profess 15 trei tri?)n of our Church you may avow
it ti “"0u1de Public imagination, .alt.hc?‘igd Why is | by the conS.Uhu L like.” There might be a thou-
Uy, Jat ¢ Not in any way be diminisie 688, which whatever faith yo and heretics, and it would do
ﬁgDOSe Constitutional revolution of 1 Ll harm, | s2nd blasphemers them out. But the blasphemers
thaures o g without doing him any hodily Pooke | its best to stamp ! us of blaspheming; the heretics
ak’ﬁ e > Prominently in popular hlSth}): cut off | were always Cof]sﬁg}){ unpopular opinions on the
{ alng)s g?volt of forty years before, whic ! o, but | knew that th? d tthe functions of His Church.
by anvt‘ad? There may be political reasors: nature of God anc foolhardy to deny be-

dogmas it was

e
nced mor ~ ?
o knew the consequences of demal.

sy 1mc.ef1 that historians are ! There were

t )

¥ JONEe - ¥
Sapt 1S 5 . Ofical ones. ' hest- | cause €VELYOU heretics by the Church re-
£ Her. & truism in Fleet Street that War 13 e . | The persecution of ersecution of criminals
Op effecting T this sense, the p
anlhs e € part played by Reason i{l Saually hap- <emb esf in s not in the least resemble the
lipS thyy < Bligible for this reason- lv an abuse | by the 1a%Ws © ¢ by Public Opinion. There
| Qil: a ‘SDEO measures are taken t(‘i) ren;:?(C }’_oc e o modelgl E:jrggmas then as there are bad laws now;
o ~CCtacular protest isgnade, a were ba
I t than oné

Spectacle has a greater nteres L]
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but however bad they were the penalties were-not
arbitrary. The Church did not profess freedom of
belief and punish men for believing freely. It did
not proclaim from its pulpits that doubt upon the
Trinity was a matter between a man and his consci-
ence and then burn him for thinking it an impos-
sible metaphysical assumption. It might do one cr
other of these things, but it was not guilty of the
hypocrisy of doing both. And because the limits
of liberty were defined there was considerable lib-
erty within the limits.

To the man who wants a quiet life more than any-
thing else the modern democracies are not to be re-
commended. Where the limits of liberty are un-
defined persecutions are universal and unescapable.
A fault frequently to be observed in democracies is
that they take liberty for granted, forgetting to in-
quire whether it is infringed in practice. The con-
sequence of this forgetfulness is that the operations
of Public Opinion cannot be reconciled wit
tensions. While it is asserting freedom of
1s penalising those who take advantage of
1t3}§eis urapoputljﬁr olilinions. While it is

at modern thought dem;:

right to think andg o o

h its pre-
speech it
1t to ex-
proclaiming
e citizen the
speak as he likes within the limit
. . . . e 11
of decency it is placing him under severe social %i:

abilities for supposine t ot
e ;i)}lr)s, g that ““ modern thought *’

In a recent defence of ism* thi
y of Fascism* this u1Cconsci
. . . c

gl}':!.?r?lcsnf?gr If‘sa ) qmustl}rllgly illustrated. The au‘i(})lgi

csm that it is restoring to the I ali
people almost a]] their former 1 RO

| th iberties. Once agaj

they may worship in the traditional way, and t%glsré

who are i
ik control of industry and
ness no longer have cause to fear undueyinter-

. On the other hand, it

: strictly censored, that

speech is limited to speeches in suj

. . > t

ggerll\/[gssi)hm, and that strikes and lock-ouf;plgaoxfe
ec a{)ed illegal. Unexpectedly the cat escapes

I must quote. ¢ They (the youth

?(f ét;zlﬁlh?vicl learnt to make thought and action one,
at they say, to say what they do, to stand

up for their own opinions. to b i

2 ) e courageously sin-
g;:rge t?)r:iir sfmce;ely courageous. To hearg thernysing-
S als%?t songs as they go marching out of
attractivg" Pi 1%lbo’ys and little girls in their most
B aiia = uniforms, is mogt touching and
B can one add to this? It is de-
o Faséli;ste’ltglknol‘)v that children sing Fascist
e b ¥, but it i pot necessarily a

nd cours : s
to doubt whether, as 5 r?xlller:?%ﬁildrl s e

ascism or any % en are interested in

! ther politi
i political theory S (o
e fs'mg? 'l?rf{w{]ts one from acclaim}i’ng i'esrensch_(l)é
%51 48 i ule Britannig ** o i Lo

: t
that children wae 20d a sense of realit

_ a
to the people their
an}c31 ml.gh‘t €ven encourage them,

ut it is part of the business of

ignore liberty in the jntere @ dictatorsh;
tions I haveyin € Interest of order, o hip to

mind are those of € persecy
\range from the lmprisoning of pa qﬁm‘?cmcw they
var to the lynching of ne . Pacifists

5 In time of
‘ ; groes in i o
o ul}gllsx;clzé i from the persecution ot?%gglrgllité:ebparts
i Fa:n (tlo the persecution of free~thinkey e
“ il Mdamentalists ; from the Victimnis; Ly
i Amer?e proscribing of radica] journalistsmgBOf
i ég? llls most democratic ip tradition he-
S W o o
% : cratue of Liberty in N
»arbotu- 15 too plain to pass unnoti}(/:e(lil? I\ift‘l’\{

B e e e

cts of Fascism,” By J. S_ Barnes.

The Unpi versal Aspe

d which

the uneasy conscicnce of the rest of the wolrl 3
makes a scapegoat of America to concea lrs1er0l15
delinquencies, must not be mistaken forf gersecilt’
and genuine indignation. Both the joy © ple)eneath
ing and the semblance of humanitarianism e
which it hides are as widely diffused lrlft £xn
World as in the New, and of all the rlghtztlofltic the
men have struggled on both sides of _thed uapotters‘
right to persecute has the most determined SUpPP®*

A Poet’s Economics.

r-

; s . % was PY

The original manuscript of this d;gg;, by the laﬂ;
chased from a descendant of Southey mto i Institute ©

Sir Robert Rawlinson, who presented 1t’ ;
Civil Engineers in 1885. At the CcntC“‘lrytlmt Institute™
1928 of the grant of a Royal Charter tOS u‘they's felloW-
obtained mainly through the exertions of .ﬂlo engineer who
traveller, Thomas Telford, the great S.cottns lf this almos
was its first President—the exhibition © The- frief
forgotten MS. led to the present P“bl'(-:atmnx.l sineer © 1lf
ship of a Poet-Laureate with the lcndln’g ?rc;l'l'ord limsie
own day may be set down to the f”ft lhatbecn fire tre.
was something of a minor poet. Both }3“.(1 as which we of
French Revolution with ¢ democratic (‘1 (1; the laurets o
however, in the case of the poet, subduc' ,)nel‘ prevl Uslr;
his Royal office, The two men had n?Vfi‘_’c, summe o(;ia]
their setting forth together on a six W€ :{.q; upo s?rvaS
but of Telford the poet says that h‘(‘? ~]'d‘ﬁ]e Tam u"I'he‘
terms with him in five minutes.” Ef’t‘.o‘n. whi i
62, with an established European reputa lro\,veSS e

Wolf ’* (Southey earned this name from hlsrg his junior:
as he genially fells us) was seventeen years

Telford had to make a professional tour ©

celebrations *

of
f inspecnonhis

r ;

; in progress . ove

the extensive schemes that were then ‘3 ‘])mrbour x_mP;ri,,g
designs—of ‘roads, bridges, canals, an ast engin® nd

. y a
ments. The public fund which made those.\n ¢ rents

. 2 latio
works possible arose from the accumu fter the con”
profits derived from the estates forfeited '; unwillingly The

of 1745—the defeated Jacobite chiefs éhttllw Highlan 5;,;dg65
tributing to the general improvement © disparageé I
hero-worship of the Laureate led him to ¢! ine 75 years P
and roads carried out by General ‘V“dcl s(z wori; c
ously. But it should be remqmbered fmation an
hurriedly for purposes of military OFCE'p,l less enchiy an
transport of heavy armaments against hs across h’gu
“ enemy ” who used dangerous footpat are unfavl
rugged mountains, would naturally comP ore leisur®
with similar schemes carried out under & : dim‘Y
pensation in a later century. ; f SoutheY ® Geotr
For NEw Ack readers the chief 1ntef9§ttl13r|)- count: 5/ g
of his tour through England’s most no to E ﬂf’mlcrl')]e ‘o
landshire—lies in his passages relative put was Peds the?
was an avowed Conservative in p-OImCSé]or(s towar
at the tyrannous conduct of certain lan g
poverty-stricken tenants : f"rmeg:affordof

¢ There is at this time a consnderiltbllg M. of 2o,
country concerning the manﬂgemcn%?thc of the
estates : they comprise nearly t\\'O-A (;r;C{ them
Sutherland, and the process of _Com"f 9
sive sheep-farms is being carried on
mist has no hesitation concerning thcn
view, and little scruple as to the I
bleak regions, he says, for cattle 2
remove to situations where they at the A
thrive. The traveller who IonKS}?I] 1-(‘2l50ning‘qbitﬂ“‘:l]‘7
things might easily assent to “,'b , human 3
never—not even in Galicia—seen ‘"’ips U VE )
s¢ bad as the Highland ¢ black-hous in distine i of b foii
the people of the country call them, The \\'Ofsrget
such as are built with stone and l'm(:j of very
black-houses are the ¢ bothies '—m?a \?ood(‘ﬂ PO ople 1y
from 4 to 6 feet long, fastened “'lt_h]tnt these P g rﬂqccﬂ’
wooden frame. . To transp' . consh 0 000
their native mountain glens to the = ;rA ﬁshe""wﬂxcfitiﬂg
them to become some cultivators, otl een ﬂCCllse esi% il
pations to which they have never l)y}bils in, B
expect a sudden and total change f’fh,‘c;ng i 1hvu
generation, instead of} grzldul;‘]g r:;foiq\v rom ¥
dren; to expel them by proces g the
houses, zmd[ if they demur 1in Obo-"m'{’,:tib]e 1-0“}%

pef

fitness of ave

can exer

5 .o combt
oust them by setting fire to these Loml 3 o

this surely is as little defensible on’_’/_/,f‘ﬁy ngsgar
)
Tl TS T
# ¢ Journal of a Toug in Sgotl;md 111N‘0t("5 by
Southey. With an Introduction anc

C. H. Herford. (Murray. 10S. 6d. net.)
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of morals, And however legal this course of proceeding
F‘?Y_be according to the notions of modern legality, certain
't;-]ls that no such power can be legitimately deduced from
¥ e feudal ‘system, for that system made it as much the
uty of the Lord to protect his vassals as of the vassals to
DSEI‘Ve their Lord.”’ 3
ofetsll;)l)te the fact that Lady. Stafford annually spent the whole
as a '1.14;6,000 from the rents of her Highland estates, as well
T ml ¢ amount from her l_lusbangi’s English properties, in
eﬁlc’ﬁ vements on her Scottish heritage, the sight of these
A anon;dxsturbed the poet’s political morality. The passage
generOt‘ €r century, moreover, has not enabled successive
& crations of ¢ prilliant * political economists and pushful
pr(‘)’g;’;‘léng "’ politicians to solve this hardy perennial
n(l);l:r Diarist was again distressed by the insecurity of
5 lh'e tncouraged by his Conservative friends in the North,
‘TS extract shows :—
hit If a man improve his farm, instead of encouraging
T they invite others to outbid him in the rent; or they
23People whole tracts to convert them into sheep-farms.
lereas it they would offer beneficial leases to their
i ;n_ts to men who are willing to bring it into cultivation
oL s the disposition of the Highlanders (manifested by
ine}l,n wWherever they have opportunity to manifest it) that
2 l'alf a century the Highland valleys would be as well
Ultivated as any part of England.”
ar:dNew Lanark Southey visited the factory of Robert Owen,
ex Was appalled by the methods employed by this pioneer
“Ponent of what is now called ‘“ scientific management *’
40d ¢ welfure work * in dealing with the ‘“ mass produc-
tion ? of cotton goods. The ex-revolutionary Conservative
Poet, after his talk with Owen, piously journalises thus :—
‘‘ But I never regarded man as a machine; I never be-
lieved him to be merely a material being.”
9 more did the whimsical Robert Owen, of course—but
at is another story. 174 i
“Xactly a century from the year of Southey’s Highland
gour with the eminent Scots engineer, another far-seeing
£o0ts engineer was busy forging that famous economic
(;r"!“la which will ultimately remove all the muddled per-
Plexities of the poets, the philosophers and the politicians
a1 0 are still limping along the old economic hlgh\\'ays that
ays end, like many Roman roads, in a quagmire. ;
jou Ur poet rides his Pegasus with thg snaffle during hxs'
seerHEY; and seldom soars above recording }vl1at hcf actual[)
QORS] and hears. His deference to the towering genius of hl'S
< Pampn is conspicuous; and his admiration of Telford's
freSOHahty as well as his engineering achievements, find
Diege‘lent expression.  Not the least entertaining are .ﬂjle
Sgu'ﬂs] Of gossip and the records of chance encounters W 1115,‘1
tie ofe}'_preser\'cs in that pleasant prose .\\'luch is Ch{lrnﬁterb-
ang s his style. Professor Herford's introductory ch:}ptcr
on ccotes clarify sundry points that are somewhat o .scurei
Wag v, o0nt of the century that has passed since the JOUlf]"f‘_
Wourq ften. A key map of the route taken by the trave ffa
Uree. 8 @ useful addition to any subsequent edition of this
€able oo,

te

ten
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Reviews.

[(}:(?na“e“ge of tfe Dead. By Stephen Graham. (Ernest
o Ltd. 35 6d. net.) i
nee -2ham describes vividly a visit to the battlefields o
and Flanders in 1920, and recalls one’s state of
that time, when, though we knew that the war
@ ghastly mistake, we still thought it was a mis-
Which we might profit. The war was still a sub-
ag ey, Ine‘ writing”” and noble sentiments, and the ’blf'al&
the o3 of “ All Quiet ” would have seemed as marke
D Mter 'Shtmarc. bitterness of * The Silver Tassie.
faead 2 x(ln years of disillusionment the ‘* Challenge of the
e Makes ironical reading, but that is not Mr. Gr\rl'alh,ix{m s

The

Chay

Qi(\\/l?l’;ge to Nenrasthenia® By Doris Mary Armitage.
n

2 ams - oo ; d
tyaNce " and Norgate, Ld. 2. 6d.) s
qtr? e 1: flooding of ‘the world with psychoanalytic litera-
ty ®ast V© Nearly all discovered that we are neurasthenics,

o laghOtentially, so that this little book should appeal
fl the . Public.” Tts unusual feature is that it is written
tha'® throOINt of view of the patient, by a lady who ]"."‘!S
r’f\h"‘n Olflglh the hell ‘of neurasthenia and emerged, Wt
lig Vhi}\v 1€ wise {reatment of her physician, Dr. Bar l?(l;n
Beg, Patie, 0 Herts, Realising that his business was to make
'Dvl b At for g normally happy life, rather than to
kh():"'cl“!ea'-Cﬁrnf’l(‘l‘(‘ and minute dissection of the vpntlcnt’s
Sugp'  Dr. Barnes pinned his faith not so much to a
Soing analysis in the Freudian sense, as to a

dentle but inexorable leading of the patient up to his diffi-
culties, and a careful demonstration of their purely sub-
jective nature. One of his favourite sayings was:—

‘* The subconscious mind has no power over you other
than Fear and Bluff. He can make you a puppet in his
‘hands by these two means. Why be the miserable slave
when you can be the happy master?

No doubt insistent suggestion upon these lines can be of
immense help to the milder types of psychopath, but I fear
it needs for its success the presence of two factors very
difficult to obtain: (a) a physician with the tact and per-
sonality of Dr. Barnes, and (b) a * neurasthenic * of the
calibre of Miss Armitage. ; :

N. M

Politics and Literature. By G. D. H. Cole. (Hogarth Press.
3s. 6d.)

Mr. Cole, selecting the writings, including pamphlets, in
English literature which treat of political questions, leads
the reader to expect that he will treat of them as literature.
But he is so much more interested in ideas than in forms
that he very soon forgets the task he set himself, and treats
of ideas only. In his chapter on the seventeenth century
he shows very little concern for the style in which writers
upheld the divine right of kings in his eagerness to destroy
‘their arguments: In the eighteénth century he is much
more at home, and his notes on Swift and Defoe, the latter
of whom he cites as the founder of modern journalism, are
excellent. Even here, however, he is more interesteq in the
political reasons why Swift wrote in the §tyle of Swift, and
Defoe in the styles of Defoe than in ‘any human or

literary reasons. ~Consequently although entitled * Poli-

tics and Literature *’ the book is much more a history of the

development of political ideas, and a criticism of those with

which Mr. Cole disagrees. A

Romance of the Machine,
Scribner’s Sons. 4s. 6d.)

** Romance of the Machine > actually turns out to be a
defence of American romanticism against anybody in the
world who may be inclined to ridicule it. As the author
sees machines where there are none (he has a chapter en-
titled ¢ The Cosmic Engine *') it is natural that he should
also see romance all over the place. Nobody denies that
science, invention, development, experiment, and the Ameri-
can Republic have spread wonders over the face of the
earth. The question is whether they are spreading their
benefits as widely and as fairly over society as they might

By Michael Pupin. (Charles

do. There would be nothing romantic about the answer to
that question. ACING
The Thinker’s Library. (Watts and Co. 1s. each.)

VII. AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF CHARLES DARWIN.

VIII. THE ORIGIN OF SPECIES. By Charles
Darwin. i

IX. TWELVE YEARS IN A MODERN MONAS-

TERY. By Joseph McCabe. :
X. HISTORY OF MODERN PHILOSOPHY.
BBON ON CHRISTIANITY
X1. BON ON CE TAD & :
‘\}ﬁ %ll-ll?i DESCENT OF MAN. By 'Charles I')nrwm’.
These new additions to the excellent.“ Thinker’s Library
maintain the high standard of the earlier numbers. McCabe
gives a vivid picture, based on !}15 own ‘experience, ’of
modern monasticism. A good ** bird’s-eye view of l)l}l!o.
sophic thought, useful as an introduction to its slu\(‘!_v, can
be obtained from Benn. The two c!mpfer.s of bxbbpn§
« Decline and Fall 7’ aré amusingly sz}rdonnc_. Especially
attractive are the three works of Darwin, \_\-hwh represent
amazing value for the cheap price. In spite of later glo-
logical worlk, they will be of value to all who wish to under-

stand something of organic evolution. 1. 0. B.

By

LETTER TO THE EDITOR.

MEN’S ERANCHISE. o

Sir,—It is all \r"(x.sr)woll to say the Suﬁ'mgeu‘es’h{ld ‘l hlbgrrty
of action !’ to go to prison. Not all of us were \1;\ -tj‘z‘l or-
tunate position. I well remember that when x1~l‘?? ( ,\[;g:
tabel Pankhurst called upon me to take my p «ll(,L \‘n n;
front line, the thought of an .m\-nhd mu.l\he; !“.lf‘(. ml(, 1\\'1t'1
misgiving. Still I chm}cu(l it, got m5\->~(.[ﬂfllmltﬂbv‘%\jt‘
gigantic, red-haired policeman—and was rescued by Mr.

’inston Churchill!
Winston AGNES CLARKE.

« What solution will be found for the almost world-wide
over-supply of workers, and the nlmogt"\\'ox'ld-\:'x(ltz over-
supply of the things workers produce? "—B. C. Forbes,
San Francisco Examiner, March 7.
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CHEST DISEASES

% Umckaloabo acts as regards Tuberculosis as a real specific.”’
‘(Dr. Sechehaye in the ¢ Swiss Medical Review.”)'
It appears to me to have a specific destructive influence on _th’e;
Tubercle Bacilli in the same way that Quinine has upon Malaria.
(Dr. Grun in the King’s Bench Division.)
If you are suffering from any disease of the chest or lungs
—spasmodic or cardiac asthma excluded—ask your doctor about
Umckaloabo, or send a postcard for particulars of it to
Chas. H. Stevens, 204-206, Worple Road, Wimbledon, London,
8.W.20, who will post same to you Free of Charge.
Readers, especially T.B.’s., will see in the above few lines

more wonderful news than is to be found in many volumes
on the same subject.

THE “NEW AGE” CIGARETTE

[ Premier grade Virginian tobacco filled by
hand in cases made of the thinnesf and purest
paper, according to the specification described
in an article in this journal on January 23.

Large size (18 to the ounce). Non-smouldering S
Prices: 100’s 7/6(postage 3d.); 20s 1 /16 (po:ef;{g-;.Zaj)

Price Sor export ex English duty quoted
on  muinimwn ‘quaniity of = 1,000,

FIELDCOVITCH & C0., 72, Chancery Lane, W.C.2

(Almost on the corner of Holborn and Chancery Lane).

—
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A.consecutive introductory
Social Credit is

pamphlets :—

; reading couise in
provided by the Jollowing sets of

SET A.
Comprising : —
Social Credit in Summary (1d.).
The Key to World Politics (1d.).
Through_Consumption to Prosperity (2d.).
Great Britain’s Debt to America.
Post free, 6d..the set.
SET B.
Comprising ;:—
Set “ A ” above. R
‘The Veil of Finance (6d.).
Post free, 1s. the set.

CREDIT RESEARCH L&'BCIEARY, 70, High Holborn,
Ly \
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CREDIT RESEARCH LIBRARY

Books and Pamphlets on Secial Credit.

BRENTON, ARTHUR.
Social Credit in Summary. 1d.
The Key to World Politics. 1d. 5
Through Consumption to Prosperity. .
The Veil of Finance.

COLBOURNE, M.
Unemployment or War. 12s. 6d. (Procur
New Y);'nk to order.) y

DOUGLAS, C. H.

Economic Democracy. 6s. el
Credit Power and Democracy. 7S: o T
The Control and Distribution of Produ

ial i . . and

%‘l’lue:c g::g;;t 17)siscf£1tents: The Labour Party
Social Credit. xfs.D e e s

i i istri . o

Eg:a%:'gsmg:x;‘xggr: and Canada’s Cfed‘t(;(g,':l:::lent
Major Douglas’s Evidence at the

Enquiry in Ottawa). 2s. 6d.

The &orld After Washington. 6d.

DUNN, E. M.
The New Economics. 4d.
Social Credit Chart. 1d.

H. M. M. .
An Outline of Social Credit. 6d.

HATTERSLEY, C. MARSHALL.
This Age of Plenty. s. 6d. and 6s.
Men, Money and Machines. 6d.

POWELL, A. E.

The Deadlock in Finance. 58.
The Flow Theory of Economics. 55

SHORT, N. DUDLEY.

It's Like This. 6d.

TUKE, ]J. E.

Outside Eldorado. 3d.

D
Critical and Constructiva
Finance, Economics, wd/Poh“cs.

CONNOR SMITH. 2 2  1s.
Where Does Money Come IFrom?

YRty d
DARLING, ]. F. ] d Credit
Economic Unity of the Empire : Gold an

FOSTER, W. T., and CATCHINGS, w.
Profits. 17s. '

HEWART (LORD).
The New Despotism. 2Is.

HORRABIN, J. F. o
The Plebs Atlas. 1s. hy. 25 6d
An Outline of Economic Geography:

MARTIN, P. W.
The Flaw in the Price System.
The Limited Market. 4s. 6d.

MCcKENNA, RT. HON. REGINALE-
Post-War Banking Policy. 7s- 09

SODDY, Professor F., M.A.
The Inversion of Science. 6d.

d
. an
Instructional Works on Finan®—

Economics. ¢
/

ed from

s. 6d-

45, 6

BARKER, D. A. ’
Cash and Credit. 3s. - G

; ersic®
COUSENS, HILDERIC (Editor). Con“‘"‘er
Pros and Cons. A Guide to the
the Day. 3s. w"c.l'
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