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NOTES OF THE WEEK. 
THE prorogation of Parliament,  last  Friday,  marks 
the end of that busy  period  during  which  shadows  ppr- 
stle shadows  with  great  earnestness  and  with a dignity 
in inverse  ratio  to  the  quality of the work done. The 
end of the  season  has  not been without  its  drama.  The 
death of Bebel,  coming as it  did at  the expiry of a dis- 
linctively  political period,  was  not  without  a  certain 
significance,  whilst the  Sulzer-Tammany feud  in New 
‘fork State comes as  yet  another  reminder  that politics 
and  the  party  game  are painfully remote  from reality. 
Quite  as superficial is  the  struggle in Chesterfield for 
the soul of Mr. Barnet  Kenyon,  a  Liberal Noncon- 
fwmist Labour candidate for Parliament.  The  Labour 
Party claims him ; so also  do  the  Liberals. He 
himself thinks  he  is a bit of both  and  does  not 
apparently mind which, so long  as he gets elected.  Mr. 
MacDonald,  the  Chairman of the  Labour  Party,  tells 
him that  this  hesitancy  and  halting  between  Liberalism 
and  Labourisrn is immoral, but  hardly  succeeds in 
proving why. In any event, whilst the  tired  Parlia- 
mentarian  seeks  recreation  from  his “ arduous  duties,’’ 
whilst the  Socialists of Europe  are  paying  their  last 
respects to  August Bebel,  whilst  Governor  Sulzer  is 
fighting  Tammany, whilst  Mr. Barnet  Kenyon  is ask- 
ing for  votes in Chesterfield,  a  Government  Blue  Book, 
arso issued last week,  tells all the political schools, 
with great wealth of detail,  that  they  labour in vain 
who engage in  politics  because the economic  condition 
of the  mass of the  population  is now worse  than ever. 

4. # .I: 

The  measures  passed  during  the  last  session  have in 
n o  way affected the economic condition of the  working 
classes. The shop-window bills have been constitu- 
tional in their character,  making no  pretence at  even 
social reform. The  Home Rule,  Welsh  Disestablish- 
ment,  and  Plural  Voting Bills obviously make no  pre- 
tence  to  be socially reformative. All the  other Bills- 
forty-eight in number-are the  mere  bread  and  cheese 
of‘ Parliamentary  activities,  and  are  not of the  slightest 
interest to  the  outside  world.  For  the  moment,  it is 
probable that Mr.  Asquith  (now  admitted  to  be  the 
most  adroit  parliamentarian in either  House  or  on  either 
side)  has decided to touch  no  interest  and  to  incur no 

PAGE 

READERS AND WRITERS.  By R. H. C. . . . . . . . . . . . .  486 
VIEWS ASD REVIEWS. By A.  E. R. . . . . . . . . . . . .  487 
GEORGE BRANDES. By C. 4 .  Bang . . . . . . . . . . . .  489 
REVIEWS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  490 
PASTICHE. By William Repton, Arthur F. Thorn,  P.  Selver ... 491 
LETTERS TO THE EDITOR FROM “South  African,’’ Joseph Finn, 

“Presscutter,” Theodore Maynard, John Gould Fletcher, 
P. Selver,  Oliver Cosway . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  491 

further expense. As we  have  several  times  pointed out, 
the income from  the  proletariat  class  is now about  equal 
to  the  expenditure  upon  the  working  classes. Any fur- 
ther  expense would be a charge  upon  rent,  interest or 
profits, and, a General  Election  approaching, Mr. As- 
quith is shrewd  enough  to  understand  that  the  electoral 
power of profiteering  is  greater  than  that of the  passive 
wage-earners.  Accordingly,  Sir  John  Simon  is  going 
to  raise  the  issue of Free  Trade in  Manchester, and so 
conciliate the  great  northern  mercantile  interests.  This 
will leave  the  way  open  for  the  land  campaign  in  the 
agricultural  areas. If the  Government could carry  the 
towns on the plea that  Free  Trade  is in danger,  and 
carry  the  rural  districts  on  land  reform,  they  would, of 
course, come  back to power,  even  with a greatly  reduced 
Irish  representation.  These political considerations 
amuse  rather  than  interest us. The  protagonists of the 
political game  do  not  appear  to differ greatly  from the 
prominent  cricket  and  football  professionals.  They are 
all playing a game. And it is in that  spirit  we specu- 
late upon the possibilities and  chances. T o  begin  with, 
then, it is  tolerably  certain  that Mr.  Lloyd George  is 
gambling heavily  on his  land  campaign.  Should he 
succeed,  he will inevitably  dictate  the  future policy of 
the  Liberal  Party, if he  does  not  lead  it.  Leadership, 
in the  formal  sense, still remains  largely  an  affair of 
family.  Mr.  Asquith  is without blue  blood, but he 
married  into a rich and influential  family. The only 
two exceptions (of course  we  remember  Disraeli)  are Mr. 
Bonar  Law  and Mr. Lloyd  George. And “the families” 
in both  camps  are very  unhappy  about  it.  Apart,  then, 
from  the  Marconi  affair, Mr.  George’s  plebeian  origin 
may  debar him  from a future  premiership.  But  his 
immediate  power  and influence will be  determined  by  the 
success or failure of the  land  campaign. W e   a r e  not 
sure if it  is  not this  gambling  spirit in  politics that  is 
not  its  real  attraction.  Disraeli  gambled in foreign 
policy, Mr. Chamberlain  gambled  in Tariff  Reform. Mr. 
Lloyd George  is  gambling in a land  agitation, in  which 
he will try  to  isolate  the  landlords  by  creating  some  har- 
mony of interest  between  the  farmers  and  their 
labourers. I t  is  assuredly a very  pretty  gamble,  and 
by no  means an easy  affair.  Mr. George will probably 
ignore  the psychology of feudalism. He will be sur- 
prised to find that  the  English  farmer is socially,  econo- 
mically and psychologically  different  from the  Welsh or 
Irish. * * *  

Whilst  Sir  John  Simon is voicing Free  Trade 
platitudes in Manchester and Mr. George  is  discovering 
the  responsiveness Nor otherwise of English  agricul- 
turists, M.r. Asquith will tinker  with  the  reform of the 
House of Lords-a subject  which  he  has  made 
peculiarly  his  own. It is likely that when he  has corn- 
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plet,ed this  task,  he will be  ready  and  glad  to go to  the 
new  House of Lords of his  own  creation. Now, in all 
this  we  hear  nothing of the  Labour  Party.  The reason 
lies  on the surface.  They  have  no  kind of political 
principle Or social philosophy;  they  depend  upon  gusts 
of popularity tol drive  th,eir  little  ship  along, but they 
find it  blanketed by the  larger  sails of the  Liberal  craft. 
They tamely accepted the  Insurance Act and  accordingly 
spoiled any  chance  they  might  have  had  to  strike  out 
some  political  line of their  own. It  now looks as  
though  their  agricultural  programme will be  swallowed 
at  one gulp by Mr.  George. W e  might  hint  with  safety 
that  the  Labour  Party’s  agricultural programme did 
not find publicity  until it  was known that Labourism 
and  Liberalism  were  happily  united  in  perpetuating 
wagery  in  agriculture. Now comes  the Chesterfield 
episode. Try how we may,  we  can  discover no  reason 
why Mr.  Kenyon  should  not as readily become the 
Liberal as the  Labour  candidate.  Mr. MacDonald 
certainly  adduces  no  reason in :his letter  to  Mr.  Kenyon. 
All  h.e suggests  is  that  Mr.  Kenyon  agreed  with Mr. 
Henderson to  stand  as  the Labour nominee, and  that 
after such  a  promise to  permit  Liberals ton his  platform 
or  to .accept official Liberal  support, is “immoral.”  He 
does  not  point Mr. Kenyon to  any political o r  economic 
reason  why  Labourism is preferable  ,to  Liberalism;  the 
distinction  is  mechanical. If Mr.  Kenyon stands as a 
Liberal, a certain  course of procedure  follows; if as 
Labour,  another  electioneering  method  is  adopted. I t  
does  not  occur  to hgr. MacDonald that Mr.  Kenyon’s 
opinion  should  have  anything  to  do with  it.  Mr. 
Kenyon  was, is, and will remain a ranting Noncon- 
formist  Liberal. Mr.  MacDonald  sees no reason why 
such a man  should  not stand as Labour. And neither 
do w,e. And apparently  neither  do  the  miners in the 
Chesterfield division. The  Labour  Party  has com- 
pletely  failed t’o make  the distinction, if any,  clear to 
these  miners, who are supposed to  be so devoted to 
Labourism that th,ey  financially support  the  Labour 
Party. low, this  failure on the  part of Mr. MacDonald 
and his party tlo map  ,out a special programme of their 
own and in  such  (clear-cut  terms that miners  who  dig 
may read, is the  measure of the  Labour  Party’s  failure. 
THE NEW AGE has been appearing  regularly  for fewer 
years  than  the  Labour  Party  has been  in  existence. 
What  would be sai,d of us if during  that  period we had 
utterly  failed to  make  clear  our  intellectual  and  spiritual 
differences with  the  “Spectator”  or t,he “Saturday 
Review,” or  “The Nation” ? Of two  things  one : 
Either  there  are no  distinctions  worth  mention,  or  they 
are too  stupid  to  discover them. W e  do not suggest 
that Labourism  is too stupid t.0 make  clear  its  differ- 
ences  with  Liberalism;  we assert  that  there  are no 
differences so fundamental  as to’ be  worth notice. The 
Chesterfield incident,  therefore,  is not of the  slightest 
consequence. And that  is precisely the  tragedy of it. 
It means that  neither economically nor politically, has 
the  class struggle-the workers’  struggle  for economic 
emancipation-begun; that  the political Labour  leaders 
ar,e still content  with  wagery. 

* + *  
The failure of Labourism,  which  is by now  recognised 

both by its  friends  and  enemies,  raises  the  pertinent 
question  whether  the  British method of evolving  Labour 
leaders  is not  false  both in conception and practice. 
Mr. MacDonald has never  had any  experience of the 
industrial  struggle.  He  graduated in  politics as  the 
private  secretary  of  a  Liberal  M.P.  H’e  learned  most 
of his  political  philosophy  from a little  coterie of 
Liberals  known as  the Rainbow circle. He joined the 
Independent Labour  Party only  when  he had satisfied 
himself that promotion  inside  the  Liberal Party would 
be  slow  and  tortuous.  His  progress since then  has been 
all compact of trickiness  and  compromise. He  has 
never dreamt of an  industrial  career;  his whole idea of 
public life is  Parliament. Obviously, Ihe has no kind 
of credential to lead a n  industrial  agitation. He began 
on  the  platform,  striking a political attitude; he will 
end on  the  platform  still  attitudinising.  Mr.  Keir 
Hardie  was once a trade union secretary,  but  he  was 

hardly  famous flor his  powers of organisation.  He 
was  secretary also of the  Ayrshire Liberal Association 
Qf his  own  district,  and  his  services  to  Labour  from 
beginning  to  end  have been,  with the exception of a 
futile unemployed agitation, political.  Mr. Henderson 
was a paid  Liberal agent until he unexpectedly  found 
himself pitchforked  into  Parliament as a Labourist. 
His experience has been  primarily  political, but we 
believe  he has  taken  some  part  in  the  affairs of his 
trade union.  Mr. Snowden  is  an ex-Civil servant wh,o 
entered  Parliament  purely  because of his  facile 
platformatory.  The  miners’  members  are  probably 
the  most efficient industrial  organisers,  but  even they 
have achieved prominence  in  Liberal  politics by preach- 
ing  pious sermons in Nonconformist  pulpits. It  is  the 
literal  truth  that  there  is  not a single  Labour  Member 
of Parliament who was elected  on the  strength of ;his 
knowledge of labour  economics.  The  result  is  that 
the  unfortunate  proletarian  army, so far  as  its  vital 
interests arme concerned,  remains unled and  without 
intellectual  guidance of any  kind. Nor is  this com- 
pensated f’or by any  habit of serious  reading. The 
political leaders,  either  purposely  or  inadvertently, by 
their  control of the  Labour  Press,  keep  their followers 
in  their  own  density of perception. When clear 
economic  thinking  is  imperatively  demanded, Mr. 
MacDonald is  obsessed  with  India,  Mr.  Keir  Hardie 
with  the Piccadilly  flat case, Mr. Snowden  with 
feminism,  Mr.  Henderson  with  temperance  and Non- 
conformity. Is there no  way  whereby Labour can 
evolve  a  more capable  leadership? 

* * x .  
The  death of August Bebel lucidly  enforces  the 

conclusion that  German political  Socialism is  as  barren 
and  futile as  its British  counterpart. Bebel went into 
Parliament in the  late  sixties. For forty-five years h e  
has seen grow under  his  hand a political party  that  can 
poll  considerably  over four million German citizens. 
He died tbe  leader of the numerically strongest political 
party in the  German  Confederation ; he died the  leader 
also of the  weakest  party economically considered. 
He  turned  the  German  habit ,of discipline to purely 
political purposes, with the  result  that  real  wages  have 
fallen  in  Germany  just as much or  more  than in Great 
Britain. His millions of followers were “ passive ” ; 
he  had  not  the  genius  to  transform  them  into “ active ” 
citizens by applying  the  German  habit of discipline to 
an  industrial  and economic struggle.  It is  doubtful 
if he  ever  gave  a  thought  to  the  necessity of abolishing 
the  wage  system ; there  are  certainly  no  indications of 
it  either in his political  activities  or in his  writings. 
H e  was preoccupied  with  militarism,  with constitutional 
problems,  with  party  organisation;  he  gave no sign 
that  he  was  conscious of the  slavery of wagery. He 
had  less  excuse  than  his  British  confreres  for  thus con- 
centrating upon  purely parliamentary  methods. In 
Great  Britain  there is undoubtedly a great Parlia- 
mtentary tradition-a deeply-rooted belief that  Parlia- 
ment is strong  enough  to  impose  its will upon land- 
lord,  profiteer,  and all its citizens.  Where  such a 
tradition  exists,  there  is  at  least some excuse  for re- 
lying  upon  this  mighty  assemblage to  right economic 
wrongs.  But  Germany  had  no  such  heritage  or  tradi- 
tion. Bebel knew  the  moral  as well as  the  legal in- 
firmities of the  Reichstag. He  must  therefore finally 
suffer in reputation  for  relying  upon  such  a  broken 
reed  and  for  staking  the economic fortunes of his  con- 
fiding  followers  upon  it. There  is  not  a  Chancellery in 
Europe  that  does  not  know  perfectly well that if the 
Kaiser  suppressed  the  Reichstag,  the  Germans would 
tamely  acquiesce. The  Kaiser is not  such a fool as to 
dlo anything so insane. He  knows  what Bismarck  knew 
-that  Socialist  activities  in  the  Reichstag  effectually 
divert  their  energies fr’om  a  more dangerous  propa- 
ganda in the economic  sphere.  Although  Bebel’s  anti- 
militarist  tactics  repeatedly proved  extremely  embarrass- 
ing  to  the  Kaiser  and  his Chancellor, yet  in  the  things 
that  mattered, Bebel unwittingly  played  the  German 
bourgeois  game.  They  kept him busy in politics what 
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time  they  consolidated  the  profiteering  industries in the 
Rhine  provinces  without seriously  weakening the 
agrarian  interests.  In  his  controversy  with  Bernstein 
and  the  Revisionists, Bebel was undoubtedly right  and 
they  were wrong.  In  his  controversy  at  Amsterdam, 
with  Jaurks,  he  was  right  and  Jaurks  was  wrong.  He 
was clear-and rightly scl-that more  social  reforms 
flowed out of undeviating political  independence  than 
by any  kind of co-operation  ,with  the  Chancellor,  the 
Centre,  or any of the  other  parties of the  Centre  or 
Centre left. If  we are to judge Bebel as a  politician, 
we  must  place  him as  high  as any  German ; but if we 
must  judge him as a  leader of Socialists  seeking 
economic conquest,  he  was  no  greater  and  no  less a 
failure than  Hardie in England,  Jaurks in France  or 
Berger  in  America.  They  have all failed because they 
have no alternative  to  wagery. 

* * *  
W e  like  best  to  think of Bebel as  a great  man, simple, 

strong,  honest,  and intensely  loved by his  followers. 
IVe can close  our eyes and  hear th,e  voice of Jaures ati 
the  Amsterdam Socialist Congress. I t  rattles  like rifles 
discharging all  down  th,e  trenches. W e  can  hear,  even 
now,  his  impassioned appeal  for  liberty  for Millerand 
and his  like to join a bourgeois  ministry. He looks 
down  the  long  table  where  sit  the  German  delegates,  and 
sees  his  arch-antagonist  sitting  near  the  end of the file 
and  listening  intently,  but impassively. It is great 
drama,  this  French  scholar  and  orator instinctively  real- 
ising that this  self-taught  German is the  one  man in the 
Congress  who  can  crush him. “What  does Bebel know 
of the  barricades ?” he  shouts ; “what  does  he  know of 
the  undying  attachment ,of Western  Europe  to  its  Par- 
liaments?  What does  he  know of that  intellectual free- 
dom that comes of free  people,  who,  from the  barricades 
have  sprung  into  their  Parliament  and  mastered i t?”  
After the  translators  had vainly sought  to  transform  this 
fiery speech into  English  and  German, Bebel walked 
quietly  up to  the  tribune  and in a quarter of an  hour  had 
crushed  Jaures.  Again,  we  can  hear  the  slightly  raucous 
voice, guttural,  yet  pleasing,  strong  and  authoritative. 
That  particular  argument  has now ceased to  intrigue, 
but  the memory of the  man,  transparently  honest, re- 
mains  with us. Again,  years  later,  we  saw him at 
Stuttgart, distinctly  older  and a little  feeble. W e  re- 
member him in the great  Congress hall. Particularly 
do n-e remember Jaures  walking over to  him,  and  touch- 
ing him on the  shoulder. Bebel looked  round and  seeing 
the  French  Socialist,  smiled,  altogether  friendly,  even 
affectionately. “Bebel,”  said  Jaures,  “venez  avec moi 
-notre petit Comite-vous savez !” and  the  two men 
went  out  to  their  little  private  committee. A little  later, 
we saw Bebel at  the fete in a great  park.  His  friends 
and followers  clustered  round  him,  smiling and  laugh- 
ing  and  joking.  “Bebel,”  “Bebel,”  “Bebel,”  “Unser 
Bebel, ’’ they  cry in jolly refrain ; they  touch  him  on  the 
shoulder  and  draw their  fingers  reverently  down  the 
sleeves of his  coat ; gradually they grow  more voci- 
ferous, louder they  shout  his  name;  they close in upon, 
him; somebody hands him  a  small  flagon of beer;  sud- 
denly they  lift  him,  flagon in hand,  and  carry him to,- 
wards a small  bandstand.  Everybody  is  happy as he 
smiles  down  upon these children of his  faith. That  was 
the last  we  saw of Bebel. W e  like to  think of him thus 
amongst  his  own people. W e  remember  another  human 
touch. It  was,  we  think,  at  the  Jena  Congress. Bebel, 
in arguing  his  case,  worked himself up  to a pitch  of 
considerable  excitement.  Big, fat,  sturdy  Singer  (who 
predeceased  him)  called out  “August ! August ! You 
must not get excited ; it  is  bad  for  your  heart. ” In  the 
inner  councils of the  party,  particularly in the  editorial 
policy of “Vorwaerts,”  he  was  always incalculable and 
often  incomprehensible. W e  should  like the  inner  story 
to be told by Ledebour. 

* * *  
In America, the  Sulzer-Tammany feud  is  providing 

the  same object  lesson that parliamentarism is remote 
from the  actualities of modern life. Sulzer,  who  has 
always  been  an opera-bouffe politician,  declines to admit 

that  his impeachment by Tammany disqualifies him 
from  continuing  to  act as Governor. There  are accord- 
ingly  just at  present  two  Governors of the Sovereign 
State of New  York,  both  sitting  in  the  Executive 
mansion  and  both  signing documents. The Albany 
police back  Sulzer;  the  State Militia backs Glynn. 
Strange  to  say,  the  sovereign people of .New  York  are 
more  amused  than  perturbed by this  strange  extrava- 
ganza.  They  joke  about  it  at  dinner  after  their  day’s 
work  is  over  and  they  are  doubtless  betting  upon  the 
result. W e  expect that  the music-halls are full of it. 
Nobody  cares  two  straws  about  it  except  various 
groups of politicians  who are  on  the pounce to  extract 
something  substantial  out of it. The  workman  gets 
up early  and, as tamely as ever,  submits  to  wagery ; the 
profiteer  exploits the  workman  as  thoroughly as ever 
and  probably  not  a  single  dividend will be affected. 
In  other  words  the  integration of society  is  economic 
and  not political. The Albany Congress is practically 
a fifth wheel  on  the  stage  coach, infinitely less im- 
portant  and influential than  the house ,of J. S. Morgan 
and  Son in Wall  Street. Yet  millions will turn  out 
on election day  to  vote  the  party  ticket,  pluming  them- 
selves that they are  free-born  American  citizens,  and 
next  morning go back  to  their  wage-slavery  happy  and 
content.  The  industrial  and commercial organisation 
of society,  in  its  penetrative effect can,  at  least in a 
great  degree, afford to  disregard  the political buffoons 
who  pretend to  govern it. If parliamentary  govern- 
ment  were  the  vital  thing  it  is  assumed to be,  this 
New  York  imbroglio  should  have brought  the whole 
population ‘of the  State  to a standstill  and  a panic. 
Yet,  after  the  predatory  jackdaw of Rheims, nobody is 
a  penny the worse. In its present  relation to society, 
parliamentarism  is  almost a negligible  quantity.  But, 
whilst  this  New  York  incident  proves  abundantly  that 
the  politicians are of little  significance or importance, 
we must  guard  ourselves  against  any  charge  that  we 
are unmindful (of the  true function of politics. That 
will in the  future  be  made  clear  when  the  industrial 
function  has been  successfully  disentangled from  the 
political. I t  is interesting  and  curious  to  note  that 
with the  spread of State Socialist  ideas  the  sanction of 
parliamentary  authority  has  appreciably  deteriorated. 
Those who understand  that  the  basis of modern  society 
is  the  wage-system will instantly  grasp  the plain truth 
that he in fact  governs  who  buys  the  labour of the 
wage-slave. As Parliament.  does  not  and  cannot  do 
this,  it follows that  Parliament,  whether in England, 
Germany,  France,  or America cannot  govern. I t  is 
surrounded  and affected by great economic interests ; 
it  has  none of its  own. I t  merely registers  the  decrees 
of those who in fact govern-that  is those who pur- 
chase  labour  power  and  who, as a class,  monopolise 
the  wealth produced by  labour  power. Whaen. how- 
ever,  the  mass of the  population  control  their  own 
labour power  for their own  economic purposes, they 
will then  assert  their economic power through  their 
guilds,  but  the  spiritual  truths  that really make  a people 
great will find utterance in a  Parliament  purged of 
economic  bias. The  great  statesmen of a former day 
vaguely  understood  this. In  the Commonwealth 
Parliament,  speeches  were  sermons  and were pro. 
foundly  moving. Those  speeches  set  Puritanism .on 
a i  journey  not  yet  ended.  Burke’s speeches would 
have been  impossible in a  Parliament  whose time was 
devoted  to  an  insurance Act or a mental. deficiency 
Bill. Wagery is  for  wage-slaves to  destroy ; to  talk 
about  it in Parliament would be silly and  futile. 
Governor  Sulzer,  Tammany  Hall,  the  Labour  unions, 
the Universities in New‘ York State have yet to  learn 
and  digest  this  new,  yet  old,  doctrine. 

* * *  
The picture of the Devil, in the  shape of Tammany, 

casting  out  sin, in the  shape of illicit electioneering, is 
amusing.  Yet  Tammany is not SO black as it  is 
painted. The  vast bulk of its  membership  and 
adherents  are  as respectable  and  God-fearing as  are  the 
Liberals  and  Labourists of Great  Britain.  It  acquires 
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political  influence in the usual  way,  and  turns  it  to 
account by getting  jobs  for  its  hungry members and 
large  State or  city contracts  for  the  magnates  who con- 
trol  it.  But  that  is precisely what  Liberals,  Labourists, 
and Conservatives  do over here. In  New York it is 
done  openly; in London,  it  is  done either secretly  or as 
a solemn duty  pleasing t o  Almighty God. Tammany 
can  administer  more efficiently than  any other political 
group in New  York.  Occasionally its  scandals smell 
too loudly, and a reform  administration  is  put in. In 
two  years,  New  York  invariably  swings  back to Tam- 
many. During  recent  years,  it  has  spread  its  tentacles 
into th,e State,  and  at  present  it controls  the  legislature 
a t  Albany. The  man  who  made  Tammany  the power 
it  is to-day was  Richard  Croker,  a  shrewd  Irishman of 
immense  personality. He  spoke little, but  he  meant 
every  word of it. His word was  his bond. The  present 
leader of Tammany  is  another  Irishman,  Murphy.  This 
gentleman  is decently educated,  and  has  amassed a 
huge  fortune  as a contractor.  He  and  Lord  Cowdray 
would  instantly  understand  one  another. Lord  Cowdray 
might with advantage  to his firm send  Lord  Murray, of 
Elibank,  to  learn, some trade  tricks  from  Murphy. 
Murphy,  too, would learn  something. 

* * * 

Just  as Murphy is intellectually  and socially the 
superior of Croker, so throughout American  politics, a 
better  type of politician has  arrived.  President  Wilson 
is in every respect the intellectual  superior of both Taft 
and Roosevelt, and th-e  Wilson  administration  ranks 
high in personnel. This  result  is  due tot a belief, now 
prevalent in America, that a  better  type of politician 
may  bring  some relief to  th,e growing economic pressure 
upon the  working  and  lower-middle  classes.  The 
Democrats  have  begun by lowering  the tariff. The 
Trusts ha,ve  promised  their  investors  that  they will in 
due  course  reduce  wages to equalise  matters.  President 
Wilson  says they will do  nothing of the  kind,  and  has 
threatened a series of Commissions  with  power to ex- 
amin.e books  and fix minimum  wages. “Very  good,” 
reply the profiteers, “we  are  willing;  but  we  must  raise 
prices accordingly.” “ Certainly  not,” replies Mr. vc” &on,  “if you do,  then  I will give  the  Commissioners 
powers to fix prices as well as  wages.” This proposal 
I s  also a prominent  plank  in M,r. Roosevelt’s  platform. 
Here we have  politicians threatening t.0 exercise  their 
power against  the profiteers. W e  have  heard  it  as  an 
argument to confound our  own formula that economic‘ 
precedes  political  power. If may  be well, therefore,  to 
examine  it  again. W e  do not  know what  power  the  Pre- 
sident  has to appoint  Commissions  with  such  sweeping 
powers. He would almost  certainly be compelled to 
ask  Congress  for  those powers. Congress  consists of 
profiteers  and  lawyers. I t  is certain that before  it 
consented ,to  grant  powers  and  funds  to  the Com- 
missions thus  predicated,  the  pressure of outside opinion 
must be  overwhelming.  But  let us assume  that  the 
Commissions are duly constituted  and fully armed. 
They proceed to examine  the  books of all  manufac- 
turing  concerns,  both  large  and small. They  discover 
an enormous  difference  in the net cost of practically 
every  material that  goes  into  the  manufacture of the 
finished product. What  can  the Commissions do  in 
circumstances so diverse?  They  are cpommissioned to 
fix the selling  price, but they  must  leave  a  reasonable 
margin of profit  for  periods of depression.  Then  again, 
they must fix a price that would encourage  the  small 
manufacturer  to  compete  with  the  Trusts.  The Com- 
missioners here find themselves on the  horns of a 
dilemma; if th,ey base th,e  selling  price  upon  the  cost 
sheets of a Trust, they  inevitably crush  out  the  smaller 
manufacturers  and so exacerbate unemployment; if, 
however, th,ey fix a price  within  the  capacity of the 
smaller  manufacturers,  they, in effect, create a 
monopoly for the  Trusts, a  monopoly  profitable 
beyond  competition.  Suppose,  however, that  these 
Commissions, fired with a consuming  zeal,  were 
to fix selling  prices  too low even for the 
Trusts.  Then  the  Trusts would  either close down, 

on strike,  thereby  precipitating a ghastly unemployed 
problem, or  they would  reduce  their  costs,  partly by 
increasing  their  automatic  machinery  and  partly by 
bringing down wages  all round to the minimum fixed 
by the  Commissions.  This  is  the  cure, now being 
seriously  discussed in ‘America, for  high prices. Apart 
from  the fact that  no  Congress  would confer  such 
drastic  powers upon any body of roving Commissioners, 
apart from the  fact  that  any  such  interference would 
be  not only  in restraint of trade,  but  unconstitutional 
the  practical  fact remains that these Commisions would 
require  thirty  years to perform  their  task.  At  the end 
of thirty  years  they would  unanimously  declare that 
the  profiteers  were too strong  and  too  many  for them. 
Ownership of plant, coupled  with the power t o  purchase 
labour as a  commodity, is a stronger lever  in the  affairs 
of mankind  than any amateur  government. We thus 
see that  any  attempt  to  protect  the consumer by fixing 
prices  would  defeat  its  own  object  and  strengthen the 
grip of the  Trusts upon the  industrial machine. Our 
only  hope would be  that  pari  passu  with  the consolida- 
tion of the  Trusts  under  these  Commissions labour also 
would consolidate  and  ultimately  secure  its  own 
monopoly.  But what a n  appallingly  long way  round ! 

* * *  
The impotence and insignificance of politics  which we 

have  noted  in  Great  Britain,  Germany  and America are 
surely  worth  the  serious  thoughts of those  Socialists 
who  honestly  seek  economic  emancipation.  But if that 
does  not suffice, tho  Board of Trade  Report upon the 
cost of living ought  to prove itself a constant  memento 
mori to the  arrogance  and  ignorance of the politicians. 
The main facts  are  known  already  to  our  readers. THE 
NEW AGE has  consistently  urged  that  the fall of  real 
wages is the  real  condemnation of political  Socialism, 
and we have  from  time to time  published  facts  practi- 
cally the  same as those now  presented to  an  indifferent 
public by the  Board of Trade.  The  main  facts  are  clear : 
Between 1895 and 1900 prices  rose  sharply ; between 
1900 and 1906 the  rise  was  slower  and  slighter;  since 
1906, prices  have  advanced  with  great  rapidity.  It  is 
composed of about  equal  increases in the  price of food, 
fuel and  clothing. An interesting  fact in connection 
with  this  advance in price  is that  it  goes  almost  entirely 
to  the profiteer, rent  remaining  about  stationary.  This 
Iittle fact will probably  be  ignored by the  singIe-taxers. 
When it  comes to a rise in prices  and a corresponding 
fall in real  wages, we may  confidently rely upon  some 
Labour  constituency  to achieve the record. This honour 
goes jointly to Blackburn,  represented by Mr.  Snowden, 
and  Bolton,  also  represented by a Labour Member. 
Oddly enough,  the  two  towns  that  have  most success- 
fully resisted the  rise in prices are  Nottingham  and 
Reading,  where  Labourism  is  exceptionally  weak. Mr. 
Snowden was  returned  for  Blackburn in 1906. Whilst 
he has been carrying on a feminist  crusade,  the  cost of 
living in Blackburn  has  advanced  by  no  less  than 16 per 
cent. If Mr.  Snowden  had  concentrated  his mind upon 
the  real  industrial  problem,  is it  conceivable that he 
would  have  been content  to  see  his  constituents  thus 
swindled by profiteers?  Blackburn  prides itself upon 
being  up  to  date. I t  is industrially well organised. 
Prior to 1906, when  it  did  not fash itself about politics, 
it resisted all inroads upon its  wages. Since Mr. Snow- 
den  came upon the  scene,  the  good people of Blackburn 
have relied  upon  him to  bring  about  the revolution and 
have slacked off in their  industrial  organisation.  Mr. 
Snowden has proved to be an unusually expensive 
luxury.  It certainly  seems  to us very  foolish of Black- 
burn,  whilst  listening to  the  oratory of Mr. Snowden, to 
let the  profiteers  run off with  the plunder. But  this rise 
of 16 per  cent.  in  the  cost of living in Blackburn will 
probably  mean  nothing  to Mr.  Snowden. He will pro- 
bably  remark  that  it  wouldn’t  have  happened if woman 
had  had  the vote.  Possibly,  also, the people of Black- 
burn will see  no  connection  between  their  political  pre- 
occupation  and  this  rise in the  cost of living. Yet  they 
sent Mr.  Snowden to  Parliament  to  make  easier  their 
wage-system.  Most  assuredly  Mr.  Snowden  has cost 
his  constituents a pot of money.  Clever fellow ! 
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Current Cant. 
CURRENT CONTEST ? 

‘The task of judging  the first ‘Adlets’ Contest proved 
both lung  and exceedingly difficult, but  after  much con- 
sideration the prize has been awarded as follows :--A;300 
. . . . . &o, M!. Kingston . . . . Hull. Mr. Kingston 
sent  the following successful ‘ Adlet.’ Word chosen- 
ON. Adlet-Off Now . . . taken from the Zog advertise- 
nient.”-“The London Magazine.” 

“Art and Advertisement. ”-HOLBROOK JACKSON. 

‘‘We are  living now in  an  age more religious than  any 
of its predecessors for several centuries.”-“The Times.” 

“I am surprised at  the comparatively small use’ of the 
telephone in LONDOn.”-ISADORA H. DIX. 

“The  age of shame-faced and  ignorant reticence has 
disappeared  for ever.”-T. P. O’CONNOR. 

“When women are  admitted  to  citizenship  they will be 
able to  co-operate.”-Mrs. PANKHURST. 

“Have  you ever been to a  publisher’s  tea ? It is a very 
pretty social habit. ”-“The  Book Monthly.” 

“The  Sunday School Union effort at  the seaside is now 
in full  swing to  give  the boys and  girls an opportunity 
to  help  to build a sand church.”-‘‘The Christian.” 

(( Our vigorous contemporary-the ‘ Daily Mail.’ ”- 
“Daily  Express.” 

“After  all, even in politics, there  are such things  as 
principle  and self respect in  our  great Ministers  and 
leaders. ”-“East London Observer.” 

“English poster printing  is now the finest in the world.” 
-RALPH FROST. 

___.- 

‘ T O  be photographed  with the eyes closed, as if 
asleep, is the  latest fashion.”-“Daily Sketch.” 

“The Walls of Jericho have  fallen before the blast oE 
the  trumpets of science. . . The  shame o f  silence is 
ended. Clean thinking  and common sense  have won 
their victory over prudery.”-“Pall Mall Gazette.” 

‘‘Religious people are  restoring  the Drama to its place 
as one of the  arts of the Church.”-“Saturday Review.” 

“The  Labour Party,  in a word, insists upon the just 
handling of the common resources for the common good. 
. . . . Finally,  the Labour Party knows that direct poli- 
tical action by workers for  workers is the one  means, 
humanly  speaking, by which its aims  can be r e a l i s e d  
“Daily Citizen.” 

“The  careful  student of the  Stage 1912-13 will find that 
the  year  has contained more effort, more hopeful  en- 
deavour than  many other periods when conditions were 
simpler, and  the public  less critical.”-EGAN MEW in 
“The Academy.” 

“Medical missions  mean the mind and  ministry of the 
Master multiplied  by  His Messengers. Christ- the 
first medical miSSiOnary.”-ELIZABETH M. GRAHAM in the 
“Christian  Endeavour Times.” 

“Catching the confirmed reader in  the holiday mood is 
a  pleasant  adventure to which the ‘Book Monthly’ 
addresses itself.”-“T. P.’s Weekly.” 

CURRENT  CIVILISATION. 
“A thrilling,  heartlessly  exciting  moving  picture  play, 

actually filmed at  a height of nearly 3,000 feet from a 
balloon-that is the  realistic ‘shocker’ which will be seen 
shortly  at  the  Picture Palaces. Photographs on page 8.” 
-“Daily Mirror.” 

CURRENT  TRADESMEN. 
“We sampled stacks of ragtime  music, and we picked 

and chose the melodies which we thought would be most 
pleasing to the  British  Public. ’’-MAX PEMBERTON. 

F o r e i g n  A f f a i r s .  
By S. Verdad. 

I said in this  column  a  few  weeks ago  that the Triple 
Alliance was  dead ; and I may  now add that  it is  buried. 
Not  for  generations  can we see  it flourishing as it 
flourished  in the  ’eighties  and  ’nineties;  for  physical 
causes in  addition to  spiritual  causes  have  now  inter- 
vened. The  statement in the  inspired  “Berliner  Post” 
last  Friday  that a  coolness has existed for  some  time 
between  the  Kaiser  and  the  Emperor  Francis Joseph 
is not  accurate as given,  but  it is as  good a way as any 
other of hinting to the world that all  is not  for  the  best 
with  this  most  famous of alliances. 

* * *  
Germany  had  assumed  a  rather  neutral  attitude 

throughout  the  negotiations  at  Bucharest,  but  it  was 
generally, understood that  she would be  prepared,  at a 
pinch, to  assist  her ally, Austria-her only remaining 
ally in Europe  with  an  army.  The  crisis  came,  and, 
contrary  to all expectations,  Germany  turned  against 
Austria  and  sided  with  France.  The decision. was a 
sudden  one,  and,  like all other  sudden decisions  in 
Germany’s  foreign policy, it  was  due  to  the  personal 
interference ‘of the  Emperor  William. “ Kavalla  for 
Bulgaria !” was a  kind of Austro-Russian  rallying  cry, 
even after  the peace  preliminaries  had  been  agreed  upon 
and  Kavalla  had  been  awarded to Greece.  Austria in- 
sisted that  .the  Treaty should be  revised,  and  Russia 
not merely  insisted that  the  Treaty should  be revised 
in Bulgaria’s  favour,  but  pledged  her  word  to  Bulgaria 
that Kavalla and  Kochana should be  handed  over  to 
her,  the  one  from  Greece  and  the  other  from  Servia. 
Amusingly  enough,  the  newspapers  that  contained the 
announcement from Vienna  that  Austria  and  Russia  had 
decided not  to  press  for a revision of the  Treaty also 
stated,  from  St.  Petersburg,  that  Russia had  given to 
Bulgaria  the definite  pledge I have  just  referred  to. 
The divergency  was  caused by the  fact  that  Austria, 
when she  found  that  her  trusted  partner  intended  to 
give  her  the  slip, wished to include  Russia in the snub 
in  order  to  save  her  face  before  Europe.  It  is  erroneous, 
although  the  statement  has been made  and  repeated, 
that  Russia  has  given  up all  hope of seeing  the  Treaty 
revised. She  has  not modified her  attitude in any  way, 
though  without  Austrian  support  she  might  as well do. 
SO. * * *  

The action of Germany in this  instance is due to  the 
irritation  caused by Austria’s policy ever  since 1908, 
though  the  pin-pricks would not  have  resulted in such 
heavy  punishment if the  Kaiser’s  feelings  had  not been 
considerably hurt by what  he  regarded as the  tactless- 
ness  shown by Count  Berchtold,  the  Austrian  Foreign 
Minister,  when  the first  Balkan war  came to an end and 
the Ambassadors’  negotiations  were  begun.  Count 
Berchtold  seemed to  be  more concerned,  in  spite of his 
inclinations,  in definitely subjugating  Turkey  than in 
paying  any  special  attention to the wishes of Berlin. A, 
tactful  word  or  two would have pacified the  Kaiser; 
but  Count Berchtold,  being  busy  with  more  pressing 
matters, did  not think  it necessary to  speak. At  the 
last  moment,  therefore,  the  traditional policy of the 
German  Empire  was  thrown over. That policy, which 
was  the policy of Prussia  before  the  modern  German 
Empire  came  into  existence at all, was summed up by 
Bismarck in a single  phrase : “Friendship with Russia 
if possible ; but  friendship  with  Austria at  all costs.” 
But  the  same  statesman  said,  shortly  before his dis- 
missal : “The  longer I remain  in  politics,  the  less  be- 
comes my faith  in  the ability of human  beings  to  fore- 
see  the  future.”  He,  then, would hardly  have been sur- 
prised to see  his  favourite  plan  discarded.  But, if h e  
had been  alive, he would  certainly  have  emphasised  his 
warning and counselled the Kaiser not to  enter into a 
dispute with Austria. For there was a glamour over 
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the  Triple Alliance which  resulted  in  prestige  and in- 
fluence,  even though  the  substance of the Alliance was 
no  more-exactly  as  there is  still a certain  amount of 
prestige  attaching  to  the  House of Commons  and  to  the 
Roman  Church, in spite of their decadence. 

* ** * 

The Austrian  army  is  “tied  up”  in  the  Balkans,  and 
is likely for some  years to be diplomatically  a factor in 
the  Balkans only. The pick of the  Italian  army  is 
equally lost  in  Tripoli, and  there  again  some  years  are 
likely to elapse  before it is available  for  use  in  Europe. 
Nevertheless,  Austria  forms a great  barrier  against 
Russia;  for,  in  the  event of a  Teuton-Slavonic  war 
Russia  might  be  engaged  from  the  south-west.  The 
long  and  short of the  dispute  is  that  Germany  remains, 
fDr the  time  being,  without  an effective  ally  in  Europe. 

A war  is usually followed by political as well as  mili- 
tary victims. Rumours  have  already been  printed  about 
the proximate  dismissal of the  Greek  Premier, M. 
Venizelos, far  King  Constantine, it is well known, can 
work  best  with  mediocrities and  not  with men of ability. 
I t  is likely that M. Venizelos will “go”  shortly,  and 
not unlikely that he  may  be followed  by Count Berch- 
told  and M. Sazonoff. 

* * *  

* * *  
The  resignations of M. Sazonoff and of his  Austrian 

confrere are not  likely to  have such a wide  effect as 
the  virtual  dismissal of M. Venizelos. The  Kingdom 
of Greece is  not  yet so firmly established that  it  can 
afford to dispense  with  the  services of its  best  adminis- 
trators. M. Venizelos is a statesman,  but  his  rivals, 
including even M. Theotokis,  are simply short-sighted 
politicians, who  think  they  have  done  their  duty  when 
they  have  made  provision  for  six  months  ahead.  The 
late  King  George of Greece  realised that  something 
more  than  this  was  required ; but  his  son  is as short- 
sighted as are  the  intriguers  who  are  trying  to  oust 
M. Venizelos  from office. Though  the  Greeks  were 
able  to combine  with the  Servians  to  the  extent of 
attacking  the  Bulgarians,  there  is  nothing  lasting  about 
the  compact  they  entered into.  General Savoff has 
already  suggested  that an  agreement  between  Servia 
and  Bulgaria should  be  perfectly  feasible, the plan 
being  that  the  two  countries should drive  Greece  from 
her new territories,  Bulgaria  taking  the  towns  she 
wants  and  Servia  being  rewarded by  Salonika. It is 
as yet  too  soon, of course, to predict  new  developments 
in the  Balkans ; but  it is clear  enough  that  the  peace 
signed at  Bucharest will not be lasting. 

+ * Y  

A hasty  reference to the  British  Government  by Mr. 
Lane  Wilson,  the  former American  Ambassador to 
Mexico, has led to  an  apology  being offered to  Downing 
Street by the  Washington  State  Department.  This 
incident is trifling. The  real Mexican  problem,  for us 
to consider as well as the United  States,  is  connected 
with  the  opening of the  Panama  Canal  and  the influence 
of Mexico on the  Central  and  Southern American  Re- 
publics. This influence is  strong ; and, in spite  of  the 
hurried  arrangements now being  made by the  United 
States  to secure  naval  bases at convenient  ports,  the 
hostility of a navyless Mexico is  nevertheless a factor 
of diplomatic  importance. The capabilities  of a fleet 
are limited,  even  though  that fleet may  be as strong 
as  the United  States fleet undoubtedly  and  admittedly 
is. The  weak  point of the  United  States  has  always 
been her  army ; and  the  bitter  hostility of the  whole 
.southern  continent  towards  the  northern  makes  an 
army desirable. Mr. Bryan’s  recent  attempt to in- 
fluence the  Senate  to  establish a de facto  protectorate 
over Nicaragua  has  created a decidedly bad  impression 
in large  South American countries  like Brazil and 
Argentina. The  attention now being  paid by this 
country  to  the  island of Bermuda  is  another  sign  that 
the opening of the  Panama  Canal will not  necessarily 
be accepted by the world at large as  a step towards the 
millennium. 

Military Notes. 
By Romney. 

AN interesting  change is taking  place which shows 
that military affairs as ,well as political are  based on 
economics.  Parliaments  can  pass  laws.  But if those 
laws  are  incompatible with the  economic  conditions 
of the community,  they will either  remain a dead  letter, 
or  be modified into  suitable form. Preparation  for war 
comes second to meat  and drink. # * *  

In  the olden  times, before Haldane,  the  second line 
(or  the  Auxiliary  Forms, as we  called  them), was 
divided into  two great portions. The Militia came 
next  to  the  Regular Army in the  severity of its  train- 
ing  and  the demands,  made  upon  it in  war. I t  per- 
formed two weeks’  training a year. Upon mobilisation 
it was embodied, and supplied drafts  or even  whole 
units  for  the first line. In  order  that  it  might  be able 
to  fulfil these  functions  without  upsetting  the  industrial 
life  of  the  kingdom, it was recruited from  the  ranks 
of agricultural  and unskilled labour,  whose  absence 
would  not be  greatly felt. The  agriculturist  is  not 
indispensable  except at seed time  and at harvest, a d  
the unskilled  Iabourer can  be  replaced in a moment. 
The officers were  drawn  from  the  territorial  aristocracy, 
who  are  not cursed with  businesses  or  professions to 
prevent  their  volunteering in the case of war.  But 
over  and  above  the  classes  tapped by the Militia them 
exist  others which  provide  perhaps  even  better  material 
for  fighting,  but which  could not  provide  any  large 
numbers for mobilisation  without  stopping  the  industrial 
life of the country. You could not call out  the skilIed 
artisans  and  engineers  from  the  North  without at once 
causing a commercial  collapse,  which would do our 
delicately  balanced  society greater  harm  than a couple 
of lost battles.  These  classes  were  accordingly 
organised in units of Volunteers,  whose  training  was 
sufficiently slight to cause no interference  with tbe 
exigencies of their  commercial  and  industrial occupa- 
tions,  and who would not  have been  embodied save 
on actual  invasion  (when of course  their  industrial 
activities would cease in any ,case). If It be objected 
that  the  Volunteers  were  barely  trained at all,  the 
reply is found thzt they  were  not  meant  to be. There 
were  certain  classes of the  community  who could 
be neither efficiently trained  nor mobilised (save  in a 
great emergency)  without  an  impossible  interference 
with  industry and commerce. On the  other  hand, it 
was  better  to  organise  them in regiments  than  not to 
organise  them  at all. Th.ey  were organised accordingly. 
The best possible use was made of what was, mii- 
tarily,  unsuitable  material. * * *  

The  Haldane scheme  upset  all  this. By converting 
the Militia into  the  “Special Reserve”-a force  whose 
very  name is enough to ensure  its speedy  collapse, by 
abolishing its  traditions  and  enforcing  harder  conditions 
than  the men  could perform,  the W a r  Office lost the 
greater  part of its  reserve  formed  from  the  ranks of un- 
skilled and  agricultural  labour.  The Special Reserve 
represents, in numbers  and efficiency of men and 
officers, about half the  original force. The  Volunteers 
suffered an even  more  curious  fate. It  was  forgotten 
that they  were  designed to be a half-trained  force, to 
include all those  who  were  not  available  for  further 
training,  and the demands upon them  were  increased 
until  the  class  for whom  they  were  formed, were unable 
to enlist. In  other  words,  the  two  forces  were  each 
screwed up a point  until  the Militia  became  (in the  shape 
of the  Special  Reserve) a species of half-Regulars,  and 
the  Volunteers  became (in the  shape of the  Territorials) 
a force  resembling  the old Militia. The inevitable  re- 
sults followed. The Special  Reserve  ceased to be re- 
cruited  ,from  the  class which  fed the Militia and filled its 
ranks  from  the  same  stratum as the  Regulars. (Indeed, 
many Special Reservists  are simply immature youths 
anxious  to  improve  themselves hy food  and  exercise 
until  they  become available for  transfer  to  the  Regulars.) 
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Meanwhile the  Territorials, no  longer  recruited from 
the  better  class  man  who  fed  the  Volunteers,  and  whose 
occupation  prevented him  from  undertaking  the in- 
creased  duties  demanded of him,  formed the  natural 
refuge of the class of man  that used to  enter  the Militia. 
(This with the exception of a few class  corps  formed  from 
the  better paid  men of the upper  middle classes who have 
a certain  amount of money and leisure.) The  trouble 
is that  there is  now no  organisation  to include the  class 
who  used to  provide the Volunteers,  and  who  are now 
therefore  quite  unorganised  against an invasion. 

* * *  
W e  therefore  require  something behind the  Terri- 

toriafs to  take  the men who  cannot  manage  two  weeks’ 
camp. The  Territorial Reserve  might  be  adapted to 
meet the  case. As for  the  Territorials,  who  are now, 
in reality, the successors of the Militia, their discipline 
and efficiency are being slowly tightened  up,  and  the 
old Volunteer  traditions  are slowly vanishing  from 
among  them.  Things  are,  therefore,  pretty  much as 
they  were before,  except that  we  have  gamed  the  Special 
Reserve  and  lost  the  Volunteers. I t  is  doubtful  whether 
we have  done well  by the  change. 

* * *  
The moral of all  this  is : Don’t  draw  up  military 

schemes  without  considering  the economic  system of 
the  country.  Countries differ like  persons,  and  what 
suits  one  does  not  suit  another. If your  economic  sys- 
tem  does  not  admit of a certain  type of army, you cannot 
have that  type of army  without  first  altering  your econo- 
mic  system.  Acts of Parliament won’t  help the  matter. 
Meat and  drink  are  stronger  than  Acts of Parliament. 

Towards a National Railway 
Guild.-V. 

THE charter of a National  Railway Guild would  pre- 
sumably  vest in the State the whole of the  railway 
properties and in the  guild  the  almost  unfettered 
management  and  working. 

I t  is probable that  this would be  the first charter, 
or amongst  the  first of two  or  three  charters,  and  for 
an appreciable  time  the  Railway Guild would be co- 
existent  with,  and  work  side by side of, an  almost 
universal  commercial  system. 

Whatever t h e  ultimate ideals of universal guilds 
the Railway Guild must a t  its  inception,  and  during 
the period ,of transition whilst other  industries w.ere 
being  guildised, be  worked on commercial  lines. 

The commercial  practicability of the  guild  idea would 
have to be  demonstrated, in its first experiments, in 
such  striking  manner  that  the  tangible  results would 
convey  clearly to  the  country in general  the  superiority 
and manifest  potentialities ‘of the new system,  and 
create  an  insistent, irresistible  call for adaptation of 
the  same principles to all other industries capable of 
guildisation. 

Working  on commercial lines would mean,  for  ex- 
ample, that  the guild  must  take  over  the  obligations 
and responsibilities of common carriers. If rates  for 
goods are  wanted by the public the  best  commercial 
terms  must be given consistent  with  the  services  en- 
tailed. 

If wasteful  carriage is done  and it  be  found,  as indeed 
it  may, that cutlery is  carried  to Sheffield by rail,  cream 
to  Devonshire,  butter  to  Ireland, fish to  Yarmouth  and 
Grimsby,  etc., or  that  some  foreign  products  take 
upon  themselves  dignified  English names by the simple 
process of repacking  and  branding of packages,  these 
matters  must  be as  nothing t’o  the  Railway Guild how- 
ever high its ideals. 

Obviously, each ,of these  things is waiting  the  atten- 
tion of :other guilds  later  to  be  formed in the Mer- 
chants,’  Farmers,’ Fish and  other  businesses.  The 
Railway Guild will have quite sufficient to do for many 
years in putting its own house in order. 

I t  may not be out of place here to explain to  the un- 

initiated, in some  detail,  the  position of railways  in 
the  commercial world. 

The revenues are derived  almost  entirely  from 
charges  for  conveying by rail,  minerals,  goods, live- 
stock,  parcels  and  passengers ; although  there  is also 
income  from  activities  outside  those of common  carriers, 
such as  ship  owners, dock owners,  warehousers, hotel 
owners,  land  and  property  owners,  and  carters. 

Railways  (like  canals,  trams,  and  port  authorities) 
are  almost  unique in that  Parliament  has  laid  down 
certain  maximum  charges which must  not  be  exceeded, 
and  these  apply  to  all  descriptions of goods,  parcels, 
and  passengers,  except a few  special  articles of which 
the  railways  are  not  common  carriers. 

Every  article  known  to commerce, from  common  sand 
and road-stone to beautifully  finished,  expensive  furni- 
ture comes  under  one of eight  classes,  known as A B C, 
I, 2, 3, 3, and 5 ; and  the  maximum  powers of charges 
for  carnage  are strictly  laid  down  for  each  class. N o  
conscious  attempt  is  ever  made  to  exceed  these powers. 

Parliament,  however,  has  not  laid  down minimum 
powers,  with  the  result  that, in addition  to  the  eight 
“class  rates”  noted  between  nearly  every  pair of 
stations,  there  are millions of “special” or “excep- 
tional”  rates below the  authorised  powers  varying  with 
the  value  and  kind of goods,  risk of carriage,  load 
per  wagon,  distance,  labour  necessary at stations,  and 
cartage ; also  every  consideration of moment  from the 
carriers’  point of view,  such as competition  and  the 
law that no  undue  preference  may  be  given  one  trader 
over  another  has been taken  into  account. 

The special  rates  have been made by the railway 
companies in what  were  the  common  interests of com- 
merce  and  transport  at  the  time  the  rates  were  required. 

The  proprietors of a  new business  may  have proved 
that less rates  than  the  maxima,  in  fact  rates which 
could not  strictly  be  said to pay for the  service  given, 
were  vital to  its successful launching;  yet  although 
later  that  business  may  be  soundly afloat  and  possibly 
earning dividend  pensions to  its  shareholders of from 
six bo forty  per  cent.,  the  railways  are  edged  round 
with  such restrictions  that  it  has  rarely been found 
worth while to increase a rate once  placed as a 
general  rate on the  books. 

The  restrictions  assume  the  shape of the railway  com- 
pany  having to advertise  each  increased  rate  and  the 
onus is upon the  company  or companies of subsequently 
showing  that  any  increase  objected  to  is  reasonable. 
This “reasonabIeness”  is  such  a  ridiculous  thing that 
it is almost  impossible  without  mortgaging  the  value 
of the  increase  through  law  and  advertising  costs, for 
a railway  company to  prove  a  case. 

Sundry  paragraphs  are  appearing in the  newspapers 
just  now,  at  intervals,  foreshadowing  opposition  from 
trade  organisations  to  the  advances of four  per  cent. in 
railway  rates  made  from  July I ,   1913.  

These  four  per  cent.  advances  apply only to  the  rates 
I  have  just mentioned as  “special” or “ exceptional,” 
which are below the  maximum  powers ; and plus the 
four  per  cent.  no  rate will be  brought  above  the maxi- 
mum legal powers. 

What  Parliament  has  given  to  the railway  companies 
by the 1913 Act is  the  power to plead  increased  wages 
in justifying  the  four  per  cent.  advance of a  rate,  but 
has  not  authorised  any  increase of maximum powers. 

This  is  a brief  and fair  statement of the  matter,  but 
it will unquestionably  become  obscured in the  process 
of the  parties  reaching a settlement. 

Traders  say  that  the  four  per  cent. will more  than 
recoup the railway  companies  for  extra  wages.  It  may 
do so in the  case of some companies,  and  it may  not 
in the  case of others.  Rates  are  on  the books between 
stations of different companies,  and  one  universal  per- 
centage of advance  was  unavoidable  for  meeting  such 
cases. 

Doubtless  where  individual  traders  can  prove  hard- 
ship  the  four  per  cent.  must  be  waived,  but they 
should be required also to prove to  the  Railway Com- 
missioners that they have  not  passed  the  increase on 
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to their  customers  and  that they will receive  no  personal 
benefit ,from the concession if given. 

As rates will  be of the  utmost  importance  to  a  Rail- 
way  Guild, I have  gone  more  into  detail  than I in- 
tended,  but I will sum  up by saying  that  it  is of advan- 
tage  to  traders in general  that  the  rates  increase  should 
be  borne all  round ; it  is  in  effect  laid  down  that  railways 
are entitled to  earn  dividends  and  therefore  every in- 
dividual case of remission of the  four  per  cent.  makes 
it more  probable that  other  traders  must pay and  make 
up the  differences  in  one  way o r  another. 

With  the  advent of limited  liability  companies the 
right or power of existence of any  industrial  concern  is 
gauged by its ability to  carry  an incubus of dividend 
pensioners as well! as maintain  its  properties,  managers, 
and  other employees. 

In  the  case of the  railways  this  incubus may  be  said 
to represent  in  hard  cash  an  amount of roughly fifty 
million pounds  annually,  and by whatever  method  the 
railways are guildised  we  may  assume  that  flor  a  period, 
probably  the period during which many  other  industries 
are being  guildised,  this  amount will be held in trust or 
administered  by  the  State  for  the Guild. The incubus 
is  carried to-day, there  is  no  harm  in  its  being  carried 
a little  longer,  under  the  name of a trust fund. 

A profound  faith in the guild  idea,  and  a  preference 
for  gradual  progress, influence  me to a desire  f,or  the 
Railway  Guild  having to work  out  its  own  salvation 
without  making  any  material  call  for  its  own  purposes 
upon this  trust  fund  in  the  beginning. 

In  other  wards, there is a sufficient field for exercis- 
ing economy and  administrative science in the  region 
of (‘working expenses ” (some 65 per  cent. of  gross 
receipts) to provide  striking  and  progressive  improve- 
ment in the  workers’ conditions; but  it  must be a sine 
qua non that  what commercialism can’ now afford to 
pay for  transport  it  shall  be required to pay  under  a 
guild  system.  There  must  be  no condition in a Rail- 
way Guild Charter  that reduced rates will have  to  be 
given  all  round. 

In  speaking of workers,  the  term  embraces all wh,o 
render service,  mental o r  physical  in the  working of 
railways, and includes  th,e better self of a rail-way 
director  which  is  remunerated  by  fees as  distinct  from 
that  part o f  his  dual  personality  which  is  sustained 
on dividends. HENRY LASCELLES. 

The Irish in England. 
By Peter Fanning. 

IN 1883, finding he could  not  pay off a mortgage  on  his 
estate,  Parnell allowed the holder to foreclose, and filed 
a petition of sale. As soon as this  fact  became  public 
the  Irish people, realising  that  the chief’s  financial  em- 
barrassment  had been  incurred on their  behalf, c’om- 
menced a  collection to relieve  him of his difficulties. 
Irish people of all  ranks,  classes  and  professions, joined 
in  this  effort,  the  amount  subscribed  ultimately  reach- 
ing nearly ~40,000.  Never  had been  witnessed  before 
such  a fierce desire on  the  part of even  the very  poorest 
to  contribute  their  mite to a testimonial  for a politician. 
Why?  How had  this  feeling  arisen?  What  were  its 
immediate  effects? And more  important  still,  what will 
be  its  ultimate  results? 

The collection was  proceeding  in  the  usual  manner 
of such  affairs,  being  supported by bishops,  priests,  and 
people,  when  suddenly,  in the  month of April,  Arch- 
bishop Croke  was  summoned  to  Rome  to  answer  for 
the  high  crime  and  misdemeanour of having  subscribed 
to  the fund. On May II the  Pope  issued a rescript, 
ordering  the  bishops  and  priests  to  desist  from  any 
further  participation in the  Parnell  tribute. 

The reply of the  Irish people to this  action of the 
Pope  is  best explained  by its effect on  the  “Tribute.” 
On  the  day  the  Papal  condemnation  appeared  the 
amount  subscribed  was &7,688. A month later  it  was 
&15,ooo, and by  December  it  reached a total of 
iC1371OI 1 17s. 

Here,  surely,  was a startling denouement : the 
hitherto docile,  obedient  Irish,  the people  whom the 
Papacy  had been  accustomed to sell  like  stock-fish for 
seven  centuries,  repudiating  the  right of the  Pope  to 
poke  his  nose  into  their political  affairs ! Wonder of 
wonders ! At long  last  the  Irish  had realised  where 
their  real  enemy  resided.  But what was the immediate 
cause of this  revolt? 

By this  time  the  presence of George  Errington in 
Rome  was a matter of common  knowledge  amongst the 
Irish people. Further, they  observed the Duke of Nor- 
folk  continually  hopping  and  trotting  between London 
and  Rome,  cash  in  one  hand,  petitions in the  other,  the 
one to pay  and  the  other  to  pray  his  Holiness t o  put 
down  the  National Movement. They  also  saw  with 
shame  and  sorrow  how  readily  His  Holiness  shed  his 
sacred  character of Vicar of Christ  and  came  forth as 
the  natural  man,  Count  Pecci,  the  Italian  aristocrat  and 
landowner, in support of those of his  own caste in Eng- 
land  and  Ireland. 

The  results of this  unexpected  intervention of the 
Pope in Irish political  affairs were world-wide and  last- 
ing,  and  the  end is not  yet.  Let us, however,  glance 
at some of the  immediate effects. 

Mr. T. Sexton, M.P., wrote :-“It was  not  for him 
to  interfere  in  any  way  between  the  Holy  Father  and 
the  heads of the  Irish  Church.  But  he believed that  the 
Pope  had been  misled, and  he  claimed  that  the  Land 
League  was  a  movement  constitutionally conceived  and 
legally  conducted. The  Irish  Party  were  sorry  to lose 
any of their allies ; but, with  allies or  without  them,  the 
movement must go forward.’’ 

Michael Davitt,  who at  that  moment  was confined in 
Richmond  Prison,  wrote  from  his cell :-“ Its  signifi- 
cance  is  made  but  too  apparent  by  the  circumstances  sur- 
rounding  its issue-the mission of Mr. Errington  from 
London to  Rome,  and  the  memorial of 300 prominent 
English  Catholics  sent  through  that  personage  to  preju- 
dice his  Holiness  against  the  representative  prelate of 
Ireland. It  remains for the people of Ireland tu  express 
by unmistakable  but  respectful  remonstrance  their  pro- 
test  against  the  unfounded  charges implied therein,  and 
their  emphatic  condemnation of the  manner in which 
our  hereditary  enemies,  the  Catholic  aristocracy of Eng- 
land,  have  sought  to  obtain  from  the head of the 
Catholic  Church a semi-ex-cathedra  pronouncement in 
keeping  with  their  hatred of the  Irish  national  cause. 
I venture  the opinion that  the Holy  See  has  not com- 
mitted a greater  mistake in its  relations  to  Ireland  since 
the  acknowledged  and  repaired  blunder of Quarran- 
totti. ” 

Mr. Tim  Healy,  who  was  also a prisoner  in  Rich- 
mond,  wrote as  follows :-“The oath of obedience taken 
by  the  Irish  ecclesiastics  friendly  to  the  Irish  cause  is 
availed of to deliver them over tongue-tied to the  distin- 
guished  persons  who would make  the  Vatican  the ante- 
chamber of the  Birmingham  caucus, while Castle  Catho- 
lics will be allowed free  play  for  denunciations of 
righteous  movements. A Protestant  leader  has been 
assailed  from  Rome  at  the  bidding of those  Liberals 
who  gave Mazzini and  Garibaldi trhat English  aid which 
despoiled the  forgotten  Pio Nono.  Shall  we make  our- 
selves  accomplices  in the  conspiracy which has culmi- 
nated  against  him?  The  contribution enclosed is the 
response of one  Irish  Catholic at least  to  the  machina- 
tions of the  British  camarilIa,  and I feel confident that 
the voice of the people  which can make  thrones  and 
Powers  and  dominions  tremble will proclaim a sufficient 
answer to those plotters.’’ 

Mr.  John Dillon, M.P., “ advised  the  people to  make 
the  Parnell  Testimonial  such  a  success  that  the  Pope 
would  realise  how  grievously  he  had  been  deceived  by 
the miserable  clique of pauper  landlords  who  infest 
Rome. ” 

As we have  already seen by the  amount  subscribed, 
the people  did so; but, they did more  than  that. At  a 
public  meeting  held at Cappamore, co. Limerick, th 
parish  priest  in  the  chair,  they  carried  the following 
resolution : “That thls meeting  condemns the action of 
the Pope in his circular to the  Irish bishops, and the 
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Cappamore branch of the  Land  League  calls  on  the 
Pope to  retract  it.” 

But  the effects of this ill-advised  action  were not con- 
fined to Ireland. The  Irish people throughout  the  world 
took  steps  to  resent  it in  some  way or  other.  The 
“Standard” New York  correspondent  telegraphed : 
“The collection of Peter’s  Pence in Baltimore has de- 
creased go per cent.  since the  Papal  circular. ” 

The subject  came  up  also for  prominent  discussion  in 
the  House of  Commons.  Speaking  on  the  matter in 
June, ’83, Mr. Joseph  Cowan  remarked : “I t   was known 
now that Mr. Errington  had been treated in Rome as the 
English  representative. The English  Government  might 
not  have  wished  him  to  be so regarded-probably  they 
did not. They wished to  have  the  advantage of his 
residence there  without  any of the  disadvantages of 
recognition. But  at Rome  he  was received and  treated, 
both  publicly and  privately, as the  acknowledged envoy 
of  the  English Government. He visited the  Vatican 
on days  set  apart  for  the  visits of diplomatists.  Now  his 
objection to  that procedure  was twofold. First,  he con- 
tended that by sending  Mr.  Errington in the  way  he 
had been sent  we  had been using him to  gain  the  aid of 
the  Pope in the  government of Ireland. In  other  words, 
the  Government confessed that  they  were unable to 
govern  the  Irish people  themselves  without  external 
help. We admitted  in  fact,  whatever we might do in 
words,  that we were  unable  with  the  ordinary  constitu- 
tional  means  to  govern  the  Irish people, and we sought 
the  aid of a foreign  ecclesiastic  to  help us. He con- 
sidered that  to  be  degrading  to  England as a nation. 
Ne looked upon the  utilisation of the  Papal  authority 
in the  internal  government of Ireland as  a humiliation 
for Englishmen,  and  as  such  he  resented it. It  was on 
these  grounds, therefore-his sense of humiliation that 
England should  seek the  aid of a foreign  Power  to help 
to  govern an  integral  part of the  United  Kingdom,  and 
that  that  Power should be invited to use  its  great  autho- 
rity to  damage  a political  opponent of the Government- 
that  he condemned the  action of Mr. Errington.” 

Now what  right  or  authority  had  Count  Pecci,  an 
Italian,  to  order  an  Irishman  like  Dr.  Croke  not  to 
participate  in  the  Parnell  tribute? If he  really  pos- 
sessed  such authority,  where did he get it from? At 
that time,  and  many  a  time  since,  numerous  Irishmen 
have  asked  that  question. As for  myself, I  have  tried 
tlo work the  thing  out  from  the  beginning  upwards ; but 
after  thirty  years of research  all that  I  can discover to 
justify  the  interference of Leo XIII is the  following :- 

In  Palestine,  some  nineteen  centuries ago, a poor 
Jew,  a  carpenter by trade, lay  down  his  tools  and went 
forth to teach  the  people  that  their social  salvation  was 
only to be attained  through  Communism.  (Mr.  Randall 
says  the  wage-system,  but mine is the  time-honoured 
definition.) 

After the  Carpenter  had  spent  three  years in propa- 
ganda work  the  possessing  classes,  with  the  priests a t  
their  head,  got so alarmed at the  results of  his  labours 
that they  had him put  to  death on the hill of Calvary. 

In  the  twelfth  century,  an  Englishman, Nicholas 
Brakespere, by guile and  cunning, succeeded  in raising 
himself to  the  chair of Peter,  and  then  declared  that  the 
crucified carpenter of Calvary  had  given  him  authority  to 
sell Ireland to  England  for a cash  consideration. 

In  the  nineteenth  century, on the  strength of the 
matters  related  above,  Count Pecci, an  Italian, claimed 
the  right  to  forbid  Dr.  Croke,  an  Irishman,  from 
supporting  the  Irish  national  testimonial  to  Parnell. 

No doubt that is a plain  way  of stating  the  facts.  But 
after  reading  tons of matter, it is really  all 1 have been 
able  to  extract  from it. I  wish,  however,  the fact were 
all,  and the  worst  that could be related as to  the  results 
o f  Pope  Adrian’s bull to  Henry 11. Unfortunately  it is 
not. The  more we examine  our  national  records  the 
more we discern that  the Roman  connection for Ireland 
since the time of Adrian  has been nothing  but  an un- 
mitigated  curse  without one redeeming  feature. 

But  the  Roman  apologist will tell me  I  am  wrong 

because  he  can  quote  reams of beautiiul stuff addressed 
by various  Popes  to  their  “dear  Irish  children.” 

Yes, I know it ; and  have  read as much of it as would 
fill a ship.  But when I  read  the  history  of  Ireland, 
without  Roman  blinkers,  I  discover  that if all the  Irish 
blood  shed through  the  action of Rome could  be ,col- 
lected together  it would fill Lough Neagh  to  the brim. 

I t  would, of course,  be  impossible in a place  like  this 
to  quote all the  facts in support of my  contention.  But 
I will set  forth a few from  the  seventeenth to  the nine- 
teenth centuries which cannot  be  disputed. 

On  June 14, 1645, was  fought  the  battle of Naseby, 
between  Charles  I  and Cromwell,  in  which the  Royalists 
lvere  defeated  beyond  the  hope of recovery. At that 
moment  all  semblance of order  or  government  had dis- 
appeared from  England.  Then, if ever,  was  Ireland’s 
opportunity  to  strike  for  freedom, if she  were in a posi- 
tion to seize the occasion. Was  she  at  that moment  in 
such a position?  Only  ten  days  before Naseby there 
had been fought  and won the  battle of Benburb,  one of 
the  best-planned  battles,  and  resulting in the  greatest 
victory  recorded in all  military  history.  Let us recall  the 
day. 

Summoning  his officers around  him,  Owen  Roe 
O’Neill  addressed  them : “Gentlemen,”  said  he,  point- 
ing  to  the enemy’s  centre,  “in a few minutes  we  shall  be 
there. ” “Pass the word along  the line-Sancta Maria ; 
and in the  name of the  Father,  Son  and  Holy  Ghost, 
charge for the old land.”  Like a living  wall  O’Neill’s 
forces  came  on,  flinging  back  the  English  and  Scotch 
like  foam. Then  the  Scotch  and  English  broke  franti- 
cally  from the field. In  the blaze of the  setting  sun  the 
Ulster plain  looked  like a sheet of blood ; 3,248 dead 
bodies  were  lying on the field, and  the whole proud. 
array of the  invaders  was  wrecked,  mangled  and  anni- 
hilated.  Never  was  a  victory  more complete. Tents, 
baggage,  cannon, 1,500 draught  horses, twenty sets  of 
colours,  and  provisions  for  two  months  were  taken ; and 
all this  with,  on  the  Irish  side, only a loss of seventy 
killed. 

How  was  it  that  Ireland failed to gather  any  fruits 
from  such a victory,  which  was  recognised even at  that 
time to be of European  importance? 

The  Vatican as usual  had  thought well to  interfere 
in  Irish affairs. On  this  occasion, to  push  her own 
interests,  regardless of the  fate of Ireland,  Rome em- 
ployed a wild Tuscan  named  Rinuccinni as Papal 
Nuncio. W e  get  some  idea of this  gentleman’s qualifi- 
cations  for  his office  by looking at his  performance  in 
Paris  whilst on his way to  Ireland.  “In  France  he  was 
detained  nearly five months in a fruitless  attempt to 
come to some  definite arrangement  with  Queen  Hen- 
rietta  Maria  who  was  residing at the  French  Court.  But 
a nice point of court  etiquette  embarrassed  their busi- 
ness. The Nuncio  could  not  uncover  his  head  before 
the  Queen,  and  Henrietta would not receive  him other- 
wise than uncovered. So after  three  months  lost in 
Paris  he  was obliged to proceed  on  his  journey,  ex- 
changing merely  complimentary  messages  with  the 
Queen,  whom  the  crushing blow of Naseby  could  not 
induce to waive a point of etiquette  with a priest.” 

Such  was  the  man  to whom the  fortunes of the  Irish 
nation  were  entrusted at  one of the  great  crises in her 
fate.  One would  naturally  suppose  that  after  such 
treatment  as he himself had received in Paris,  the  Papal 
Nuncio  would  be  loth  to  hand  over the  Irish  to  the 
house of Stuart were  it  possible to avoid  it.  Yet, as we 
shall  see, that is  exactly  what  he did.  At the  moment 
of his  arrival in Ireland  there  was a glorious  oppor- 
tunity to  free  Ireland From the  fetters of England.  How 
did Rinuccinni  use the  occasion?  He  entered  into a 
private  correspondence  with  Charles, who at  that 
moment  was  heading  straight  for  the block, and  wasted 
by  inane  buffoonery the  hopes  and  opportunity of Ire- 
land. Instead of taking  advantage of the situation  to 
secure the  interests o f  Ireland,  he  summoned a General 
Assembly, the  proceedings of which,  even at  this day, 
bring a blush of shame to the face of an  Irishman. Con- 
template  the scene ! “ The Nuncio,  the  Primate of Ire- 
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land, and eleven  bishops,  took  their  seats ; the  peers of 
the  oldest  title in the  kingdom  were present ; among 
the  spectators  were  the  ambassadors of France,  Spain 
and Charles. The  debate  lasted a month,  and  embraced 
all that may be said  on  the  question of clerical  inter- 
ference in political  affairs, on conditional  and uncondi- 
tional  allegiance,  on the powers of the  Pontiff  speaking 
ex  cathedra,  and  the  prerogatives of the  temporal sove- 
reign. And then  he  sailed  away  in  his  own frigate 
from Galway. ’) 

“ The  debate  lasted a month,”  but  not one  solitary 
word was  said  about  Ireland  or  the  Irish as a nation. 
‘The rights of kings,  popes,  and  nuncios  were  debated 
from every  aspect ; but of the  rights  of  the people 
not  a  word. 

Had Rinuccinni  proclaimed  Owen Roe O’Neill king 
of  Ireland  under  Papal  protection  nothing could have 
prevented its accomplishment.  Everything  was in 
favour  of Owen. Eighty chiefs of his  line had  reigned 
and ruled in Ulster. He was known  and  honoured 011 

the  Continent as  the  greatest soldier of his age,  and in 
Ireland all the old Irish  clans  were at  his  command. 

But to preserve the  English  interest of the  Vatican, 
the  Pope’s  Nuncio  thought  it fit and  proper  to  hand 
Ireland  back to  England ‘on conditions which they  who 
offered them  were  unable  and unwilling to observe,  and 
Rinuccinni was  unable  to enforce. Instead of the re- 
ligious  freedom  promised to  the  Legate,  what  Ireland 
got in fact  was Cromwell,  Drogheda  and Wexford. 
What  a pity  it was  that Owen  Roe did not  march into 
Kilkenny and  squelch  the  assembly of tricksters with 
as little  compunction as he would a horde of rats. 

Some  forty  years  later we again find the  Papal  crook 
being  poked into  Irish  affairs  with  the usual disastrous 
results.  Another  English  king is  on the  run  and  another 
chance of freedom presents itself to Ireland.  But as 
Tod  Hunter  says in his  “Life of Sarsfield” :- 

“William had succeeded in obtaining  the  sanction ,of 
Pope  Innocent X I  for  his  expedition,  though His 
Holiness did not probably contemplate  the  actual de- 
thronement of James, when the  Dutch fleet sailed  from 
Holland  wafted on  their way by Catholic Te Deums. 
‘ James,)  Prince  Vaudemont,  William’s  envoy, told 
the  Pope he could not do  anything  for  the  Church while 
openly a Catholic;  but  William,  though a Protestant, 
was  in favour of toleration  and would procure tolera- 
tion for Catholics in England if now helped by the 
Pope.” “The  Pope  trusted William; he did not  trust 
James. How  far  William  kept  his  promise  we  shall 
see. ” Observe,  “William would procure  toleration 
for  Catholics ir, England if now helped by the  Pope.” 
Ireland and  the  Irish were again  to bme sacrificed to 
the  English  interest of the  Vatican,  and  our Holy 
Father,  the  Pope,  without  a  moment’s  hesitation, 
handed us over to  the  tender mercies of the  Orange- 
man. Now,  whilst  William was fully empIoyed  with 
his English  and Continental affairs, Ireland, possessing 
an .army of her own, summoned  a  native  Parliament 
to assemble in Dublin. Of this Parliament, Thomas 
Davis  declares : “ It exercised less severity  than  any of 
its time. I t  established  liberty of conscience and 
equality. I t  proscribed no man  for  his  religion,  the 
word  does  not  occur  in amy  of its Acts. I t  introduced 
many  Iaws of great practical  value in the  business of 
society,  it removed the disabilities of the natives, th’e 
scars of old fetters,  it  was  generous  to  the  King,  yet 
it  carried  its  own  opinions  out against his  where  they 
differed. I t  finally-and what should win the remem- 
brance and veneration of Irishmen through all time- 
it boldly announced  the National Independence,” 

“Let us then  add 1689 to our  memory;  and when 
a  Pantheon  or  Valhalla is piled up to  commemorate thee 
names  and guard the effigies of the  great  and  good, the 
bright  and  burning  genius,  the  haughty  and  faithful 
hearts,  and  the  victorious  hands of Ireland,  let not the 
men of that  time of glory .and misfortune,  that  time 
of which Limerick’s two  sieges  typify  the  clear  and 
dark  sides, defiance :ind defeat o f  Ih:: Saxon in one 
trust on the  Saxon  and ruin in th.e other,  let  not  the 

legislators  and  soldiers of that  great epoch be for- 
gotten.” 

But all this-the Patriot  Parliament,  the  Patriots, 
the  Soldiers,  and  the  Independence of Ireland-was 
ruthlessly  stamped out by the Ally of Pope  Innocent 
XI,  the  Protestant  Prince of Orange. And,  more- 
over, when, the  news of their destruction reached Rome, 
lour Holy Father,  the Pope, ou r  loving  and  tender 
parent in Christ, offered songs of joy to God a t  our 
humiliation and  defeat.  In  reviewing  the consequences 
to Ireland of this alliance between the Catholic  Pope 
and the Protestant Prince, John  Bright, as  before 
voted,  remarked : “ Instead of having  the  free  exercise 
c.f their  religion,  there  was imposed  upon them for a 
whole century  afterwards  the  most  odious,  cruel, 
galling,  and  unjust  system  of  laws which, I think, one 
Christian people  ever inflicted upon  another. ” 

Mr.  Gladstone,  speaking of the  results which accrued 
from  the  same  alliance,  summarised  them  thus :- 

“In  order  to  measure  the  space which had at  this 
period  been  covered by the  forward movement of 
liberality and  patriotism,  it  is  necessary  to look back at 
the early  years of the  Georgian  period, when Whiggism 
had  acquired  a decisive ascendency  and  the  spirits om€ 
the  great deep  were  let  loose  against  popery.”  Rut  the 
temper of proscription in the  two  countries exhibited 
specific differences. Extravagant in both,  it  became in 
Ireland vulgar  and  indecent.  In  England it was 
Tilburina gone  mad in  white  satin.  In  Ireland  it  was 
Tilburina’s maid gone  mad in white linen. The Lord 
Justices of Ireland in 1715 recommended the Parlia- 
mment to  put  an end to  all other  distinctions in Ireland 
“but  that of Protestant  and Catholic Papists,”  and 
the  years  that followed seemed to mark  the lowest 
point of consltitutional depression for  the  Roman 
Catholic  population in particular, as well ‘as  for  Ireland 
at  large.  The Commons  in 1715 prayed  for  measures 
to discover any  Papist  ,enlisting in the King’s’ service 
in order that h’e might  be expelled “and punished  with 
the  utmost  severity ‘od the  law.”  When  an  oath of 
abjuration  had been imposed,  which prevented nearly 
all priests  from  registering, a Bill was passed by the 
Commons in 1719 for  the  branding of the letter “ I),’’ 
on the  cheeks of all priests who were  unregistered, with 
a red-hot iron. The  Privy Council disliked this 
punishment  and  substituted  for  it the loathsome measure 
by which safe guardians are secured for Eastern harems. 

Such  are  the  things which came  to  the  Irish  through 
the  prayers offered to God by their Holy Father  Pope 
Innocent  XI.  But  that  does  not  exhaust  the evidence. 
The  “Drapier  Letters,”  “The  Poor  Lady,”  and  “The 
Modest Proposal” of Dean  Swift are eloquent  testimony 
to  the effects  produced in Ireland by the  Pope’s  intro- 
duction of William of Orange. 

Phoenix-like, Ireland  rose  again in 1782, and re- 
gained  an  Independent  Parliament.  Its  members  were 
wholly Protestant,  it  is  true,  but  it  had  been won by 
the  efforts of Protestant  and  Catholic alike. From  its 
creation  it did not  oppress  Catholics ; on the  contrary,  it 
soon set to work  to  remove  such  disabilities as they 
laboured  under. As an  earnest of its  intentions  it 
established  the  great  Catholic  seminary lof Maynooth 
and  voted  it  an  annual  subsidy of &8,000. 

Here,  at  last,  one would think,  the  representatives of 
Rome  in  Ireland,  with  such  tangible evidence  in their 
possession of what  they  might  expect  from a 
native  parliament, would have defended the  Irish  Legis- 
lature  at all costs. It  was  not so, however. When 
Pitt  determined  to  destroy  the  Irish  Parliament  he 
called to  his  aid  the  Catholic  bishops of Ireland,  and, 
be it said to their  eternal  infamy, in all Ireland  he 
found  no more  active  supporters  for  his policy. But  not 
only did they  support  it  themselves ; but  they  also  pre- 
vented  the  Catholic  population  from  opposing  it. 

So we  see that, in 1645, in 1689, and in 1800, Ireland 
and  her  freedom  were sacrificed  on the mere promise of 
an English  king  or  minister ; and  all  to  promote  the in- 
terest of the Vatican in England.  It  was  to  promote 
this same interest,  that, in 1883, Pope  Leo  XIII  ordered 
Dr. Croke  to  desist from participating in the  Parnell 
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tribute.  It  is  in  this  same  interest  that  the  English 
Catholic  clergy  and  aristocracy  are  opposing  Home 
Rule at present.  But  that  is a matter I must  leave to 
future  papers. I have  only  to  remark  here,  that  while 
the  quarrel  over  the  Parnell  fund  was  in  progress I left 
England,  and as I was  absent  for  seven  years,  I  shall 
resume  this  narrative at the  period at which I returned. 

The Restoration of the Guild 
System. 

By Arthur J. Penty 
IV. 

THE current  commercial  practice  of  re-investing 
dividends is directly  responsible  for  the  development of 
class  separation  by  withdrawing  money  from  circula- 
tion  where  it is ,needed and  causing it to circulate  in 
orbits  where  it 1s nd-required.  Whilst on th,e  human 
side  it  is  responsible for the  great  contrasts of ex- 
travagance  and  poverty  in  modern  society,  on  the 
industrial  side  it  has  struck at the  roots of all  healthy 
production.  It  impoverishes  works of real  utility to 
create  surpluses to be spent  upon  works $of luxury- 
making  Art  an  exotic  and  artificial  thing,  since  its 
true  basis is in  utility  and  not  in  luxury. For it   is   one of 
the  paradoxes of our  so-called  utilitarian  age  that it 
is  always impossible t,o ge t  sufficient  money  spent  on 
real  utilities to, make  them  substantial.  W,e  first  im- 
poverish  works of real  utility,  and  having  thus succeeded 
in rendering  all  useful  labour  utterly  unendurable,  we 
expend  the  surpluses in providing  such  diversions as 
free  libraries,  art  galleries,  and  such  like. 

Ylet why  should  utilities ,be expected  to  pay 
dividends?  Why  should  it  always  be  assumed  that 
what  is  intended  for use should yield a profit,  and 
what  is  intended  for  luxury  not?  Why,  for  instance, 
in municipal  expenditure  should  it  be  assumed  that 
houses for thre working-classes  should  be  self-sup- 
porting,  while  art  galleries  and  free  libraries  are a 
charge  upon.  the  rates?  Why  should  not some of the 
money  which  is  spent  upon  these  things be spent in 
making  municipal  houses  more  beautiful?  And if it  be 
right  for  one  thing  not  to  pay  dividends,  why  not 
another ? 

Frankly, I can  see n,o reason,  except  the  superstition 
of financiers  and  the  fatal  tendency of all  things to 
crystallise  int’o  formulas.  In  the case cited, a mtore 
generous  expenditure  upon  such  things as municipal 
houses would do more  to  encourage  Art  than  ex- 
penditure  upon  Art  galleries, if at tbe  same  time 
means could be devised whereby  genuine  and  not 
commercial  architects  could  be  employed  to  build  them. 
I t  is certain  that  the  substantially  built  houses  and 
cottages of the  past  were  never  built t,o earn  dividends, 
and  we  shall  never  be  able  to  house  the  poorest  classes 
so long  as  we d,o  expect  these  returns. The  fact is  that 
in really healthy finance, as i n  life, t here  is no formula, 
and  it  is  precisely because modern reformers’ have  never 
seriously  questioned  the  truth of modern  principles of 
finance  that  they ‘ar,e powerless to  introduce  really 
effective  measures of social  reform. 

Another  instance :of the  failure of Collectivism 
comes  out  in  the  Fabian  tract  entitled  ‘‘Twentieth 
Century  Politics, a policy of National Efficiency,” by 
Mr.  Sidney  Webb.  In  this  tract  Mr. Webb gives  an 
outline of what he considers  should  constitute  tbe 
political  programme of a really  progressive  reform 
party.  After  dealing  separately  with  particular r’e- 

forms,  Mr.  Webb  passes ‘on to consider  ways  and 
means of effecting  them.  And hlere he  is beaten.  For 
the  life of him  he  cannot  see  where  the  impetus to 
carry  them  into  effect is to come  from.  And so, in 
desperation,  he  proposes a measure  artificially to 

stimulate  political  activity,  which  is  worthy of “Punch,” 
but  is  quite  wasted  in a Fabian, Tract. 

Recognising that  the  Local  Government  Board  has 
always  to ble coercing Tts local  authorities to secure 
the  National  minimum,  Mr.  Webb  says : “for anything 
beyond  that  minimum,  the  wise  minister  would 
mingle  premiums  with  his  pressure. He would  by  his 
public  speeches,  by  personal  interviews  with mayors 
and  town  clerks,  and  by  the  departmental  publications, 
set  on ho t   t he   u tmos t  possible  emulation  among  the 
various  local  governing  bodies as to which  could 
make  the  greatest   str ides in municipal  activity. W e  
already  have  the  different  towns  compared,  quarter  by 
quarter,  in  respect to their  death  rates,  but  at  present 
only  crudely,  unscientifically, and  perfunctorily. 
W h y  should not the  Local  Government  Board  avowedly 
put  all  th,e  local  governing  bodies of each  class  into 
honorary  competition  with  ‘one  another  by  an  annual 
investigation of municipal efficiency, working  out 
their  statistical  marks  for excellence in drainage,  water 
supply,  paving,  cleansing,  watching  and  lighting, 
housing, hospital  accommodation, medical service, 
sickness  (experience  and  mortality,  an,d  publicly  classi- 
fying  them  all  according to the  result of the  examin- 
atio.n?  Nay, a ministry  keenly  inspired  with a passion 
for  national efficiency would  call  into  play  every 
possible  incentive t,o local  improvement.  Th,e  King 
might  give a ‘ Shield of Honour ’ to the  local  authority 
which  had  made  the  greatest  progress  in  the  year, 
together  with a knighthood tor the  mayor  and a Com- 
panionship of th,e  Bath  to  the  clerk,  the  engineer  and 
the  medical  officer o,f health.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
six or eight  districts  which  stood at the  bottom ,of the  
list  would  be  held  up to public  opprobrium,  while  the 
official report ton their  shortcomings  might be sent  hy 
post  tfo  every  local  elector, in the  hope  that  public 
discussion  would  induce  th’e  inhabitants to choose  momre 
competent  administrators.”  (Presumably Mr. Webb 
would  accept Mr. Mallock’s definition of th.e  modern, 
conception of progress, as an  improvement  which can 
be tested  by  statistics,  just as education  is  an im- 
provement  that  can be tested  by  examinations.) 

The  most  interesting of all  the  contradictions in; 
which Collectivism has become involved,  and  which 
more  than  any  other exposes the  weakness of th,e 
position of its  advocates is one  which  during  the  late 
war  split  the  party  in  two; for while  all  Collectivists 
recognised  that  the  war  was  a commercial one,  waged 
in the  interests  of  unscrupulous  South  African 
financiers,  only  part of them  declared  against  it  on 
th,e  grounds of its  manifest  injustice,  the  remainder 
arguing  that  the  best policy for Collectivists  was to 
allow  the  war to run its  course,  for  the  reason  that 
as internationalism  and  not  nationalism was the con- 
dition of the  future,  a  United  South  Africa  would, not- 
withstanding  the  present  injustice,  hasten  the  Collecti- 
vist  millennium. 

Now both  these  positions  are  valid  according to the 
theories of Collectivism. The  first is a necessary 
deduction  from  the  position  Collectivists  have  assumed 
respecting  the  morality of trade.  Recognising  the 
growth ,of capitalism  to  be  the  cause of the  presentevils 
in  society,  they  were  perfectly  justified  in  opposing 
its encroachments.  Yet,  taking  their  stand  on  this 
ground,  they  clome  into collision with  their own 
theory of social  evolution,  which  teaches  them  that 
.the growth of capitalistic  control  and of inter- 
nationalism  is a necessary  step in the  development of 
society  towards  the  social  millennium.  While  again, 
those who took  their  stand  on  th’e  social  evolution of 
Collectivism  found  themselves  in  the  unfortunate 
position of having to compromise  with  all  the  evils 
which  they  set  out to eradicate, 
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What,  then, is the significance of Collectivism? Is 
i t  a product merely of the  disease of Society, or a 
sign of health  in  the body politic? The  answer  is  that 
it  contains  the  elements of both.  Collectivism  came 
into  existence to  do a definite work, with  the fulfil- 
ment of which it will assuredly  disappear. As 
Liberalism appeared in opposition to  the  corrupt 
oligarchies of the  eighteenth  century, so Collectivism 
has come into  existence  to  correct th'e evils  which 
Liberalism brought  with it-to dispel the laissez-faire 
notions of the  Manchester school-to  expose  the in- 
humanities of commercialism-to reawaken  the  moral 
sense of society,  and  restore  to  it  the  lost  ideal 
of a  corporate life. To, Collectivism we are indebted 
for these ideas, and in  their affirmation it  has  amply 
justified its existence. I t  may be, also,  that  the  statis- 
tical  method  which  it  has  pursued,  though  impossible 
ftlom the  point of view of social re-construction,  was 
yet thje only  way of impressing  certain  broad  truths 
on  the  national mind. It  has indeed set  forces in 
motion which may  yet  be turned in the  direction of 
true social  reconstruction.  But  just as  Liberalism 
failed  because  it  had t o  usme th,e  plutocracy as  the force 
with  which to effect its  purpose, so Collectivism must 
fail because  it  has  had  to  make  its  appeal  to  the  crowd. 

Feeling .comes nearer  to  truth  than logic,  ,and in the 
hesitation of tbe  masses t,o respond to his  appeal,  the 
Collectivist may, if he will, see the condemnation of 
his own measures.  Thee people are  right in neglecting 
this  appeal; in so acting there is unconscious  wisdom. 
The people feel instinctively that Government ist nlGt 
their affair;  it  leads them. out of their  depth, and 
with true inspiration  hitherto they have  refused  to' in- 
terfere  where  they  cannot understand. They  are  right 
also in another  and  profounder sense. Not only  is 
their  indifference  a sign  that politics have moved out 
of contact  with  actuality,  but they instinctively feel 
that  Utopia  does not  lie along  the  road  the Collectivist 
indicates;  for in its  appeal Collectivism made  one 
great and fundamental error.  It  has  sought to remedy 
the evils occasioned  by the  individual  avarice of the 
few  by a n  appeal  to  the  avarice of tbe many-as if 
Satan could cast  out  Satan. 

V. 
The underlying  cause of this  failure of Collectivism 

to fulfil the  conditions  required  for  the  establishment of 
a sound  social system is that in concentrating  its  at- 
tention  too exclusively upon the material evils existing 
in Society  it  loses sight of the  spiritual  side of the 
problem ; for  indeed, rightly  considered,  the evils  which 
the Collectivist seeks  to  eradicate  are  ultimately  nothing 
but  the  more  obtrusive  symptoms of an  internal  spiritual 
disease.  Religion, art  and philosophy have in these  latter 
days suffered a serious decline, and  the social  problem, 
as  popularly understood,  is  the  attendant  symptom. 

The  truth of this  is  borne in upon us when w,e view 
the present state of things  from  the  standpoint of social 
evolution. We may  then  see  how  the  growth *of 'this 
external  material problem coincides at every  point  with 
an internal  spiritual  decline,  which,  separating  religion, 
art  and philosophy from Me, has  plunged  society  into 
the  throes ,sf materialism,  with  its concomitants of 
ugliness  and money making,  the  reckless  pursuit of 
which throughout  the nineteenth century  has left us 
for  our  inheritage th,e Rings,  Trusts  and Monopolies 
which exploit  Society  to-day. For had the  spiritual 
forces in Society  not dwindled into  impotence, social 
evolution wo.uld not thus  have  tended  towards  the 
ignoble  ideal of Collectivism, but  towards  that finer 
individualism  upon  which the Socialism of the  future 
must  be  founded. 

To understand  how  these  things  are related we  must 
go back to thle  time of thle Renaissance in Italy, when 
the  effort  was  made to graft th.e ideas of antiquity upon 
the  Christian  nations of Europe. The civilisation of 
the Middle Ages was  undoubtedly  a  lapse  from  that  of 
Paganism, in that thse freedom of thought formerly 
permitted was  everywhere  stamped  out by the  dogmas 
of Christianity. Yet, strangely  enough,  though  from 
one point of view this  lapse is to  be  regretted, it 

achieved a useful  work,  for in addition  to  bracing  the 
moral  fibre it became  the  means of enlarging  the 
experience of thfe  race. If .it put  boundaries  to  the in- 
tellect, it thereby  enlarged  'the  boundaries of the 
imagination.  For  it  was precisely because in, the 
Middle Ages  men  had  their  minds at  rest  about  the 
thousand  a'nd  one  doubts an.d difficulties  which  beset 
the  pursuit  of  the  intellectual life, that  they  were  able to 
develop that  sense of romantic  beauty  which enabled 
them  to build thle cathedrals  and  abbeys  which cover 
Europe. 

And so, without  committing  ourselves  to  the unlikely 
theory  'that  the Middle Ages  were in every respect an 
ideal  .age, and while certain  that in many  respects 
that  time  suffers in comparison  with  our  own, I think 
we  must  admit  its  superiority  in  some  directions.  It 
was greater  than  our own  in that it  possessed a "sense 
of the  large  proportions of things,"  and  according  to 
its  lights  it  pursued  perfection.  For  pursuit of religion 
and  ar t  were  then  the  serious  things of life,  while 
commerce and politics,  which, have to-day usurped our 
best  energies  were  strictly  subordinated  to  these 
attributes of perfection. Unfortunately human,  ideals 
are rarely fulfilled and  though  these  ideals  pervaded 
medieval society  they were  never completely  embodied 
in fact. Nevertheless Kropotkin  says  that  most of 
what  tbe  Socialist  aims a t  existed  within thte  walls of 
the mediaeval city,  and  at one  time it was possible to 
put  into  practice  the  dictum  "Love  thy  neighbour  as 
thyself." The principle  of  mutual  aid  became every- 
where  recognised in the civic structure.  Each  section 
of its  population  had  its  own  appropriate  duties  to 
perform, while any  confusion of function was jealously 
guarded  against.  The  craftsmen  and  merchants  were 
organised. into  guilds;  the  former for the  maintenance 
of fine standards of quality in production,  and  the  latter 
f,oc the enforcement of certain  moral  standards in 
respect to the  conduct of trade.  That  the social,  system 
was  never  entirely reduced to  order  outside  the  towns, 
that  the village  communes  and  afterwards  the  cities  were 
enslaved by the  Feudal  Lords is the  tragedy of the 
Middle Ages. To identify the Middle Ages with the 
disorders of Feudalism  is to  do  i t   an injustice and 
to prevent  ourselves  from  learning  valuable  lessons  from 
an  age which made a bold bid to establish  the  Kingdom 
of God upon earth. 

Similarly,  when  we  consider  th'e  external  life of that 
age,  what  most  impresses us is  the  marvellous  and 
universal  beauty of everything  that  has  survived  to 
our  own  time.  The mediaeval period was  not only 
great i.n i.ts architecture,  but  the  very  humblest  forms 
of craftsmanship,  even  the  utensils  were  beautiful. 
What  a  contrast  to  our  day,  when  ugliness is just  as 
universal. It  matters  little whlere  we look, in th'e city 
or  the  suburb, in the  garden  or in th.e house; a t  our 
dress  or  our  furnishings : wherever  modernity is to be 
found, vulgarity is also ther,e. For th-is  ugliness knows 
no exception save in the  work of an insignificant and 
cultivated  minority  who are in conscious  opposition to 
th.e present  order of society. The Renaissance  brought 
about  this  change by cutting at the  roots of tradition 
which hitherto  had been the  support of thle Middle 
Ages. 

The  sense of a consecutive  tradition  has so com- 
pletely  disappeared from modern  life  that  it  is  difficult 
for most of us to realise  what it means. To greater 
or  lesser  extent in the  form  or  custom  or  habit  it is 
always  present  with us  in  debased  forms.  Yet  this  is 
a different thing  from  that living  tradition which 
survived  until  the Renaissance, the  meaning of which 
will be  best  understood by  considering its  relation t o  
the  arts. 

~ 

1 t '  111 a traditional art each product has a substance 
and content to which the  greatest  individual  artists can- 
not hope to attain-it is the  result of organic process of 
thought  and work. A great  artist  might make a little 
advance, a poor artist  might  stand  a  little  behind, but 
the work as a whole was  customary, and was shaped and 
perfected by a life  experience whose span was centuries." 

Mediaeval Art," by Professor W .  R. Lethaby. 
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Tradition  ,then, in relation to the  arts,  may  be 
defined as a current  language of design, and,  indeed, 
design  in the Middle Ages  bears a striking resem- 
blance to  the  language of speech.,  in that  the  faculty 
of design  was not as it is to-day, fhe exclusive 
possession of a caste-a body of men  who give 
prescriptions for  the  craftsman  to dispense-but, likle 
language, xv,as a common  possession' of the  whole 
people. Certain traditional  ways of working,  certain 
ideas of design and technique  were  universally 
recognlsed, so that when the  craftsman  was called 
upon to design he was n,ot, like  his  modern  successor, 
compelled to  create  something  out of nothing,  but  had 
this traditions ready t o  hand as th.e vehicle of ex- 
pression understood by all. It  was thus that  the  arts 
and crafts of former  times were identical-the artist 
was  always a craftsman, while the  craftsman  was 
always  an  .artist.  In  the  production of architecture n,o 
architect was employed in the  modern  sense  to  con- 
ceive and supervise every detail,  since as every  crafts- 
man  was  in  some  degree  an  artist,  it  was  the  practice 
of each  craft  to supply its  own  details  and  ornaments, 
the  craftsman  being  subject only to  such  general 
control  as w.as necessary to  secure a unity of effect. 
Architecture w.as thus a great eo-operative art,  the 
expression of the  national life and  character. 

We realise, perhaps, more  fully  what  tradition 
means when we compare  the  conditions of craftsman- 
ship in those  days  with  those which obtain to-day. 
The modern  craftsman,  deprived o'f the  guidance of a 
healthy  tradition, is surrounded on all sides 'by forms 
which have  persisted,  though debased and  vulgarised, 
while the  thought which created  them  has been lost. 
Consequently,  he  uses  them  not merely without  any 
perception of their  meaning,  but as he  does  not  realise 
that  they ever  had any meaning, h'e has  as much 
chance of making himself intelligible as a man  whose 
speech is a hopeless jargon. of all tongues, and who 
has  lost  the  capacity of realising that  any word h+e 
uses has ever actually  had a definite meaning. 

In these  circumstances  the  designer  or  craftsman of 
to-day has a task of far  greater  magnitude  to  perform 
in order  to produce  creditable  work  than!  had his 
predecessors. It  is not  merely a question of possessing 
good  taste, since  before  he  can  design  he  must recover 
for himself a language of expression. He  must, there- 
fore,  be not merely an  artist,  but  an  "etymologist of 
forms," so to  speak, in addition. How, then, can we 
wonder if little  good  work is produced? 

Similarly we find the  absence or degradation of 
tradition exercises its baneful influence in every 
department of life, for  just as the  craftsman  cannot 
design  beautifully  because he  has lost hold of a living 
tradition of design, so men are  unnatural and inhuman 
because they  have  lost  the art  of right  living, S ~ O I P  
taneity  and  instinct  having given  place to conventions 
and fashions which exercise an intangible  tyranny 
over their victims.  Incidentally I would refer to  the 
corroborative testimony of Mr. Bernard Shaw,  who 
emphasises the  same  truth in "'Man and  Superman." 
Mr. Shaw  observes  that  English  critics  disapproved of 
Zola's  works  not  because they considered  them 
immoral, but  because  never  having been taught  to 
speak decently about  such  things,  they  were  without 
a language by which to express their ideas. 

To return to ,our  subject : I said that  the Renaissance, 
by cutting  at  the  roots of tradition,  brought  about 
the  changed state of things  we see around us to-day. 
In  seeking  to  liberate  man  from  the  fetters of the 
Middle Ages the  Renaissance unfortunately destroyed 
what was really good  and valuable. 

Without minimising  in the least the  ultimate benefits 
which the  growth of the spirit of criticism  stimulated 
by the Renaissance has in store  for  the  human  race, 
the  development of that  spirit  has so  far  been 
attended  with  disastrous consequences. It  is  admitted 
that by undermining  *the  authority o f  the  Church  and 
th,e Bible, criticism has  largely  destroyed  the  spirit of 
consecration to ideals, but  it is  not  generally recognised 
that this same  spirit  operating upon the  arts  has 

brought  about  thek decline, tjy separating them from 
life. First we see the  gradual  formation  of canons 
of taste; then  follows  the  growth of academies which 
impose  rigid  classical standards upon, the people, and 
finally,  tradition,  which  has  hitherto  been the source 
of vitality  in the  arts, is  everywhere  extinguished  and 
a complete divorce  is 'effected between  Art  and Life. 

Art,  ceasing  to be the vehicle of expression,  for  the 
whole  people,  now  becomes a plaything  for  the con- 
nois.seur and  the  dilettante, hidden away in galleries 
and  museums,  while Life, having  lost  the  power of 
refined expression,  crystallises  into  conventions  and 
becomes  ugly in  all  its manifestations. 

Simultaneously  with  this separation of art  from life 
comes thre separation 'of the  artist  from  the  craftsman. 
The  fine  arts  having  turned  their  back upon their 
humble brethern, craftsmanship  everywhere degenerates 
into  manufacture-uniformity  having  supplanted 
variety as the ideal of production,  machines are 
invented  for  multiplying  wares.  Factories a re  built 
t.o contain thce machinery, and labour  is  organised  for 
thse purpose of working  it, while  universal  markets  arise 
through  the  desire of avaricious  manufacturers  to find 
some temporary  escape  from  the evils of over- 
production. And now, when  supply has got ahead of 
demand,  comes a complete divorce between  production 
and use-owing to  the  circumstance  that  under  such 
conditions,  speculation, and not human need,  becomes 
the  motive f o r e  of production. Business and money- 
making  become  the  all-absorbing  interest of life, 
while  democracy takes  its  rise in the  seething discon- 
tent  engendered by the growth of such conditions 
simultaneously  with  the  degeneration of the Guilds into 
close corporations, and  the  subsequent exclusion of the 
journeyman,  who  is  thereby  deprived of the position he 
formerly  held  in  th'e  social  scheme. 

Such would appear to be  the  true  interpretation of 
social evolution-Religion,  Art,  and Philosophy  having 
separated  themselves  from life,  business,  money-making 
and politics, hitherto subordinated t o  the  pursuit of 
these  other  attributes of perfection, become the all- 
absorbing  interests of life. T,o this reversal of the 
natural  order of things  is  to be attributed  the  growth 
of the social  problem. 

What  the  future  has in store  for  us it  is  indeed 
difficult to 'say. I t  would  seem that  the  present  system 
is doomed to collapse  through  its  own  internal  rotten- 
ness. Commercialism will reap  as it  has sown-a 
social catastrophe is clearly its fit and  proper  harvest. 
For a century  we  have been putting off the  evil con- 
sequences of unregulated  production by dumping  our 
surpluses in foreign  markets;  but  this cannot continue 
indefinitely, for  the problem which on a small  scale 
should  have been boldly faced a century ago, when 
machinery  was  first  introduced, will have to be  dealt 
with on a gigantic scale. The  foreigner,  who  was 
once lour customer,  has now  become  our  competitor; 
and so instead of expanding  markets we have to face 
the problem of contracting  markets.  The  appearance, 
therefore, of a large an'd ever-increasing  unemployed 
class becomes  inevitable. The probability is  that  this 
phenomenon will make  its  appearance in  America, 
where  industrial conditions are  fast ripening for such  a 
catastrophe.  Until  quite recently America was occupied 
not SO much ,in the  production of wares as in manu- 
facture of machinery. It  is obvious that when all 
this  machinery becomes engaged in  actual  production 
the  output available fior exportation will be  enormously 
increased; and it is stated  on  very  good  authority  that 
the competition we  have  already  experienced  from 
America iss as nothing in comparison with what we are  
likely to encounter  during  the  next few years.  Mean- 
while,  th,e growth of Trusts, Combines, and Monopolies 
by eliminating  the  waste consequent upon  Competition, 
tenld,s in the  same direction. 

Under these  circumstances we shall  be well advised 
t.0 prepare for eventualities. Though unable to Save 
existing  society, it may yet  be possible to build some- 
t h h g  - out of its ruins. 
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Readers and Writers. 
WHEN so much praise  is  going  about  I  do  not mind  Mr. 
Oliver Onions having a share, even a large  share. 
His  writing  is workmanlike, quiet  and  sincere;  and  it 
is a n  honest  reflection of his  own  character.  But  the 
“Daily News” has  passed  the  permissible  bounds even 
of the cheapest  eulogy; it  is in danger of making Mr. 
Onions  undeservedly  ridiculous. “Th.ese  three  books,” 
says  the  “Daily  News” of the trilogy completed by 
“The  Story of Louie”  (Secker, 6s.) ‘‘are  the  highest 
sustained product of English  literary  creative  genius 
in the  present  century.”  The fallacy as well as the 
absurdity of this  is, I hope,  apparent. “ Sustained” 
can  only  refer to  length,  and Mr.  Onions’  three novels 
amount  to  no  more  than, ablaut a quarter of a million 
words-a trifle in comparison  with  the  number  I  have 
written myself To “sustain” a product  after thi.s 
manner requires merely good health and a capacity 
for  hard  and  regular work-a navvy’s  outfit.  The real 
“sustaining” power of genius is the power. of imagina- 
tion which may  be as prodigious in a short  as in a 
long  work. “Creative  genius,”  again, is all  wrong 
as  applied to a trilogy of novels. The first  trilogy of 
novels may have been a work o’f creative genius- 
though, of course, I doubt it-but the  hundredth 
certainly cannot be. Creation is *of something new, of 
something  the  like of which was not known before  and 
yet at  once becomes natural  and  as if it  had  always 
been. And “genius”  I would  ‘reserve  for  this  very 
rare  quality,  all  the  rest  being only talent  greater  or 
lesser. For instance, in my severest opinion I would 
deny to  France  any  literary  “genius” in  all  her  history. 
Her  greatest  works  have been better  done by other 
nations; in no  form  or  mould of literature  has  France 
been a  creator.  But  this  merely to  safeguard a super- 
lative  term. The “ Daily  News”  continues that  this 
trilogy of Mr. Onions  is “ perfect”-which, once  more, 
is  unjust to Mr. Onions.  Neither “Little Devil Doubt” 
nor “Good Boy Seldom”  is  anything  like  perfect, even 
of their  own low kind.  Both are  loaded  with  super- 
fluities  such as  a story teller with  an  audience to hold 
would instinctively  cut.  Mr.  Onions  could not  read his 
novels to a public audience as Dickens  could his-and 
this  test of a story is final. Lastly,  our reviewer can- 
cludes that  the  trilogy is “ a  pageant of minds, an 
exercise  in pure intellectual insight.”  This description 
is true of some  Indian  stories I have read-“The Story 
of Lila,” for e x a m p l e   t h e  finest short  story in the 
world (Mr.  Bain’s “Digit” series are  clumsy  effigies of 
it);  but  it is incontinence of language to apply  the 
phrases  to a story of murder,  death  from  shock  and 
suicide, A pageant o’f minds ! A cinemelodrama. * * *  

Professor  Saintsbury’s  historical  work  on  “The 
English  Novel,”  which  Messrs. Dent  announce  for im- 
mediate  publication, will give us the  material  for a last 
judgment of this  form of literature. Bone by bone,  hair 
by hair,  though  each  be combed out with  comparisons, 
the real  shape  of  the poodle  is  discernible  only by the 
few ; but when  Professor  Saintsbury  has  anatomised  the 
creature,  the dullest  reviewers will not  fail to  
see  it as  a  whole; for Professor  Saintsbury  has  the un- 
enviable gift of enabling  his  readers  to  see  more  than  he 
can  see himself. One  has  to  pity him even  while stand- 
ing  to  do so on the hillocks of learning which mole-like 
he throws up. I shall  return  to  the  subject  of  the novel 
when  his  book is out. * * *  

A note in Mr.  Lane’s monthly catalogue  (imperti- 
nently  named “The Bodleian,”  and  posing as  a maga- 
zine) informs  the world that Mr. Francis  Grierson’s 
“The Celtic Temperament” is now  being  used “as a 
text-book in Japan. ” As a text-book of what?  “The 
Celtic Temperament”  contains  thirteen  essays on as  
many  subjects,  and  not  one  is of the  kind  to  form a 
“text-book.” The  rarest  thing in Mr.  Grierson’s  essays 
-and I have  read  them all-is a definite statement;  he 
lives in so heavy a n  atmosphere of ideas that no  ideas 
are visible ; he  even appears to be terrified  lest anything 

he  writes  should  commit him to something. This 
timidity  of  exposing himself to  the  light  has,  to  be  sure, 
the  effect at first  glance of deliberate  restraint, of legiti- 
mate  reserve;  but  when  the  reader  has lived with the 
essays  long  enough  to become  accustomed  to  their  dim- 
ness,  the  ideas still do  not  appear  or,  more  often  than 
not,  turn  out  to  be  mere  platitudes. In  “The Valley of 
Shadows,” Mr.  Grierson’s  masterpiece,  reflections are 
unnecessary ; it is an historical  romance,  and  deals in 
real  persons  and  events.  There  atmosphere  is  not  the 
major  but  the  minor  consideration ; and in the earlier 
chapters  at  any  rate Mr.  Grierson  reaches a very  high 
plane  of  description.  Latterly,  however,  manner  has be- 
come  of  more  importance to him than  matter,  with  the 
result that his  essays  contain  better  sound  than sense. 
I wonder,  therefore,  what  substance  for a text-book  can 
be found in them  even by Japanese  readers of English. 
Mr.  Lane  very  adroitly  omits  to  say. 

* * *  
Another  biographical  “study” by Mr. Frank  Harris  is 

announced to  appear  this  autumn : “Oscar  Wilde,  His 
Life  and  Confessions.”  From the title  alone I gather 
that  the  contents  are  intended  to be “thrilling,” for  it 
would do  very well for a Life of Charles  Peace ! Mr. 
Harris really should not  play his old and  dead friend 
such  tricks of style. Wilde  has  long  since  ceased  to 
have a n y  interest  as  a  personality  far people  who  read 
to live ; and  his  works now take  their place as   an in- 
teresting  example of a  false  dawn in literature-no 
more. What  the  man  was,  what  he suffered, what  he 
experienced are of no  concern. All that  was essential 
in  them  was  expressed in his  work,  and  it  is  the  business 
of literary,  not  biographical  criticism, to discover it 
there. If I  had  my  way nobody  should  be  allowed to 
penetrate  the  wings of the  stage on  which writers play 
out  their  drama of style. What  could not  be discerned 
from  the  front by attentive  observers  should  remain  the 
secret of the  writer  and  his  valets. If the  latter could 
not  be  trusted  to  keep  their  mouths  shut they  should 
be discredited as  I am  discrediting  Mr.  Harris. A com- 
peting  work on Wilde by Lord Alfred Douglas  is  also 
announced.  But police proceedings do not  make  a 
writer  immortal. * * *  

Do readers of journals  prefer  to  have  their intelligence 
insulted? Are they  all  women  with a natural  admira- 
tion  for writers  who  knock  them  about?  Being, I 
hope, no slave, I  personally  am  simply  enraged when 
some  journal  or  other  holds  me so cheap as tto attempt 
to palm off on  me manifest lies. Insignificance in the 
journal itself does  not redeem the  act in my judgment. 
“ Everyman”  or “ T.P. ’s Weekly” can, I confess,  annoy 
me as easily as the  “Times  Literary  Supplement”;  the 
gamin  and  the  Philistine  are  equally  detestable.  A 
sentence in an  article in “ Everyman,” by one  “Capri- 
ficus,”  for  example,  runs as follows. The subject is 
Mr.  Bridges,  the new Laureate : “ But  for  such scholarly 
influence as his we should be in danger of having  the 
language  as clumsy  for literary expression as it  is 
already degraded in musical  value  by  our slovenly tzlk- 
ing.” Considering  that Mr. Bridges  is notoriously a 
“nu speler”  who would have  the  written word spelled 
down  to thte level of slovenly talking,  the  foregoing 
claim for him is something of an offence. As I say,  it 
holds us too  cheap, as  incapable of examining  the  truth 
of  anything  we  read. Mr. Holbrook  Jackson in “T.P’s 
Weekly”  is similarly contemptuous of his  readers’  intel- 
ligence.  Doubtless  there are ‘excuses  for h i m ,  for  the 
readers of “T.P.’s” are  not, I  should  guess,  fastidious. 
But  excuses  are  not  rights.  Writers  actually  owe  more 
than  their  readers  demand. In a n  article under the 
title of “Art  and  Advertisement,” Mr. Jackson  first  has 
a stone  to fling at  me. “There  are people  who are so 
lofty in thought  and so superior in taste as to  look 
down  upon anything in the  nature of an  advertisement.” 
The  stone, however, misses  its  aim,  for I do, not  “look 
down” upon advertisement  any  mme  than  I  “look 
down” upon  commerce. What I  look  down  upon  is  the 
prostitution of “art”  to profiteering,  the  mixing of 
motives and appeals. Mr. Jackson  next  pleads 
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with advertisers  to  follow  the  example  of  some  whisky- 
distiller or  other who, it  appears,  has employed  Mr. 
Joseph  Simpson, a high-class  pavement  artist,  to  draw 
portraits  for  his  posters.  “The  two  arts,”  he  says, 
“of publicity  and  distilling have  to  their  credit a collec- 
tion  of  masterpieces  in a third  art.”  There,  I  think, 
I will leave  the  late  secretary  of  the  Fabian  Arts  Group 
and  biographer of Mr. Shaw. * * *  

“At 21 I  was  writing  regularly  for  the  ‘Saturday Re- 
view ’ ”-Mr. Guy Thorne.  “My first novel was well 
written,  but  its  attitude  towards life was  brutal  and 
youthfully cynical”-same gentleman ! 

* * *  
Here  is  a sentence from  a  “Times” review : “Her self- 

less love for  the  mean-spirited  and  faithless  restores 
him to  manhood  and  self-respect.”  Will my readers 
look around  and find a parallel in fact for this  fiction? 
I cannot ! The superstition that love, selfless or  other- 
wise, can  work  miracles of transformation  is,  of  course, 
one of women’s great  assets ; but  a reviewer ought  not 
to  encourage  it.  In  the  same  issue  that  contains  this 
ju-jube  is one  of  the worst  long reviews  I have  ever 
read. It  is  apropos of  three  works by three  French 
writers on  Meredith,  Jefferies  and  George  Peel  respec- 
tively. In his  notice of these  books  the reviewer  con- 
trives to drag in  every  ism in the philosophic  dictionary, 
and every  well-known writer  from  the  Greeks  onwards, 
the whole  concluding  with  an  astonishing  display of 
spreadtridentism  produced  absolutely  regardless of truth 
and decency : “England  has wrestled  with  Nature-has 
vowed that  it will not  let her go until she  has revealed 
her  name. And the French critics are beginning to be 
alive to the  fact.” France, please take note. 

R. H. C. 

Views and Reviews.* 
BOOKS of this  nature  are fit only tu  provide  subjects  for 
silly season  discussions ; and  for  this  reason,  I  have 
waited  until  now to review  Mrs.  Snowden’s  book. It 
was  not  to be expected that Mrs.  Snowden  would  say 
anything new  on this  subject,  and  she  does not;  but 
her  selections  from  everything that  has been  said  enable 
u s  to see  how  utterly contradictory,  and  therefore  anar- 
chistic, are  the  aspirations  of  the  feminists. Mrs. 
Snowden  talks much of ‘equality, but  she  means  identity. 
She thinks that if women have  the  vote on the  same 
terms  as  men, if women are allowed to  practise in the 
professions ‘on the  same  terms  as  men, if women receive 
the  same  wages for the  same  work  as  men, if the differ- 
ences  between marriage  and divorce  law  for men and 
women are removed, that  the equality of the  sexes  is 
thereby  admitted. What would actually  happen would 
be that sex would be entirely disregarded in these  cir- 
cumstances : an  identity would be  established in which 
sex would not be considered,  and before  the  law,  the 
woman  like  the  man would be only  a  person. So far  
as feminism means  the elimination  of sex  considerations 
from  those  affairs  that  are  not properly  concerned  with 
sex,  most  unmarried  men, at  least, will not find  them- 
selves in violent  opposition  to  feminism.  Controversy 
is  only  possible when controversial  matters  are  intro- 
duced. 

The infernal  subject of marriage  is  one of the ‘contro- 
versial matters. At the present  time,  marriage  is  a 
privileged status  for  the woman and  a penalised one 
for the man. Feminists  say, Mrs.  Snowden  says,  that 
“the  present  apparent  favouritism  is  not  desirable fior 
women.” They  do  not  want  their  husbands  to be re- 
sponsible  for their libels,  their assaults,  their m&- 
tenance,  their  Income Tax  returns, and so on. The 
danger  of  the  situation is that while the  Feminists  are 
protesting  their  good  intentions,  while  they excIaim 
against  the  injustice to women that  the  present 
favouritism  means,  the women who  are only  women 
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sans  phrase  are  increasing  the injustice. Before the 
introduction of compulsory  insurance, a wife  had  no 
legal  right  to a maternity benefit for which the  husband 
paid; now, as  the  writer of “Notes of the  Week” told 
us in the  last  issue,  the  man,  although  he  is compelled 
to pay the contribution, is  not  entitled to receive the 
benefit. It  is a benefit for  the wife, not  for  the  hus- 
band ; and, although he  is liable to a month’s  imprison- 
ment if he does  not  make  adequate  provision  for  his 
wife during  this  period,  the  provision  that he  has been 
compelled to  make  is  assigned  as  the  legal  property of 
his  wife. Facts like  this  justify us in ignoring  the 
professed  good  intentions of the  Feminists. 

I  have  reached lone point  of  agreement  with  the 
Feminists : marriage  as a legal  contract  is  a  bad  one for 
the man. I t  behoves us not to forget  this, ‘for Shaw 
said  some  years ago (I quote  him  because his personal 
knowledge of Feminists  makes him an  authority on this 
subject) : “Give women the vote,  and in five years  there 
will be a crushing  tax  on  bachelors.”  That, of course, 
will be only one of the  means  adopted  to  force men inbo 
an inferior relation to  women;  others  are  stated by 
the  Feminists themselves.  Mrs.  Snowden, for ex- 
ample,  proposes  the  boycott  against all unmarried men 
who  are  not sexually  ,chaste. She  says : “The  hope of 
the feminist  is that  [the  mothers of the  future] will 
refuse to admit  to  the intimacy of their  homes men of 
doubtful  character, whlo hold  themselves  free to  indulge 
in  vice.” I suppose  that  I  shall  not  be  slandering  the 
bachelors of England if I say  that comparatively few 
of them would find themselves  eligible  for  admission 
under  this  test.  Further, when  women  have  the  power, 
they  intend  tlo make  it difficult, if not  impossible,  for 
men to  make  arrangements  for  sexual  satisfaction  out 
of the  bonds of wedlock. Apart  from  the  suppression 
of prostitution,  they  intend  to  raise  the age of consent, 
and  they  hope  to  get women on  the bench and in  the 
jury-box,  with  the  deliberate  intention of enforcing  more 
strictly  the  law  against illicit sexual  intercourse.  The 
straight  and narrow way to  marriage will be  prepared, 
nay,  is  being  prepared;  and  it  is  interesting  in  this 
connection to notice  what  sort of marriage  it  is  that  the 
Feminists offer us. 

Putting  aside  domestic  and  sentimental  considera- 
tions,  we  may  say  that  marriage  is  one  way of provid- 
ing  for  the  sexual  needs of man. In  one  way or another, 
by seduction, by the  use of prostitutes, by the  mainten- 
ance of a mistress,  or by marriage (E say  nothing  here 
of unnatural vice),  men make  provision  for  satisfac- 
tion.  Rut  when the  feminists  have succeeded  in  pre- 
venting  any  other  provision  but  marriage  being  made  for 
sexual  satisfaction,  it  is by no means  certain  that  the 
man will then  obtain it. I t   i s  intended that  the  right 
to  the sex-relation  shall  be  abolished,  in some way or 
other ; Mrs.  Snowden  says : “The equality  in  sex- 
relations for  which the collective sense of women  yearns 
must  be yielded to  them  as  an  act of delicacy,  considera- 
tion,  and  high  chivalry.”  In  other  words,  sex-suppres- 
sion must  be  the  rule, in marriage  and  out of it. 

This, of course,  may  sound  very  moral  and  proper; 
but  its  physiological  consequences are not  considered, 
except by doctors. The method of psycho-analysis  in- 
vented  by Freud as  a cure  for  certain  forms of mental 
derangement  (notably,  dissociated personality),. has re- 
vealed sexual  suppression as one of the  principal  causes 
of these  troubles.  I  know a mental  and  nerve specialist 
in  the  West  End of London,  the  majority of whose 
patients  are  suffering  from  some  form of sex trouble. 
Over-indulgence  and  under-indulgence,  sex-suppression 
or surfeit,  come  to  the  same  thing at last : a  visit to a 
nerve  or  mental  specialist. I t  is  not as  though one  were 
free from  sex  stimulation : women are everywhere ; and 
in the  home,  the  proximity of the  persons  can only  in- 
tensify  the  excitement.  These  incitements  are  not 
always consciously  felt : repression of sex-feeling is a 
habit,  but  its  consequences are none  the less disastrous. 
But  we  are told  now that when a man  makes  the only 
provision for  satisfaction  that  is socially  considered 
proper, he is  not  even  then  entitled  to  that  satisfaction. 
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He has  assumed  many responsibilities, but  he  has no 
rights. 

At the  same  time, we are  assured by  Mrs.  Snowden 
that  “the time will never  come  when  women will cease 
to  regard  the  home  and  children as their special  con- 
cern. A God-implanted  instinct has  taught them  this 
truth.”  The  facts, of course, are  against Mrs.  Snow- 
den. She  appeals  for  the  equality, as she  calls  it, of the 
sexes,  for the  complete  introduction of all childless 
women into  industry  or  the  professions ; and herself tells 
us, concerning  Germany,  that  “industrial  training  for 
women has been partly won only with  tremendous  effort, 
and  yet  only half of Germany’s  adult women are 
married.”  But if industry  and  marriage  are  not com- 
mensurate  terms in Germany,  neither  is  higher  education 
synonymous  with  marriage in England.  Dr.  Bernard 
Hollander,  lecturing in 1912 on “Eugenics  and  Mar- 
riage,”  said : From the  reports issued by two  of  the 
women’s  colleges at  Oxford and  Cambridge,  it  is  shown 
that, excluding  those  who  have  left  within  three  years, 
out  of  some 3,000 girls only about  twenty-two  per  cent. 
subsequently  married. The  proportion of marriage is 
distinctly higher  among  those  who do  not  take  the final 
examination  or x h o  fail to  obtain  honours.  It  is a 
strange  fact  that  the  girl  graduate’s  chances  of  matri- 
mony are smaller  than  those of almost  any  other  class  of 
girl in the community-certainly far below those  of  the 
musical  comedy actress  and of those  comparatively 
illiterate  young  persons  who  serve in bars  and 
restaurants. ” 

The “ God-implanted  instinct ” to which  Mrs.  Snow- 
den  refers  seems  to  fail in direct  proportion to  the 
development of women  demanded by Mrs.  Snowden. Of 
America,  for  example,  Mrs.  Snowden says  that  “in no 
country in the world has woman, as  woman, so much 
liberty as  in this  great Republic. Every  profession is 
open to  her,  not  excluding  that  of  the  preacher.  She 
may enter  every  business.  Industry is an open  field, and 
agriculture  is  her  sphere by right.  The  average 
American  woman has  more money to spend  than  the 
average  woman of any  other  nation,  more  leisure in 
which to spend it,  and  more  beautiful  things  on which 
to spend it.”  There, a t  least,  the  “God-implanted in- 
stinct”  ought  to  be  powerful ; but Mrs.  Snowden herself 
tells u s  that “America’s  most  famous  woman  citizen” 
is a spinster,  “Miss  Jane  Addams,  of  Chicago.”  There 
are in America, so I  learn  from  Commissioner Beale’s 
compendium  on “Racial  Decay,”  two million married 
women  who  have no children. I t  is  known that in  all 
those  countries  where women are comparatively  free, 
the  birth rate is  declining ; even  Germany  is  now  mani- 
festing  the  same  symptom.  It would seem that  the 
“God-implanted  instinct”  cannot prevail against all that 
Feminism means;  Dr.  Cyrus  Edson,  for  instance, 
writes : “Expressed in the fewest  words,  the evil is  that 
an  increasingly  large  proportion of the women of the 
American race are unable to perform  their  functions as  
mothers,  and  these  women include the  mentally-best  we 
have among us. The  gravity of the evil confronting us 
lies in this,  that  we seem  able to  bring  the women up  to 
a certain  point in mental  development,  and  then  they 
cease to be able to be  mothers. . . . Those of us who 
are interested in women’s questions,  and,  wanting  to 
know  what women are  thinking  and  saying  about  them, 
attend Socialistic meetings  at  home  and  abroad which 
are  addressed by women,  must  be  struck  with  the  mental 
power of the women of all  nationalities  who  speak at  
them. Their physical appearance,  however,  is  disas- 
trous.  Keen,  vigorous in mind,  ready  and perfectly 
competent to  give replies to most  able  questions,  they 
exhibit  very remarkable intellectual  powers. But  judg- 
ing from  the  sparkling eyes  blazing  with  light,  the 
quivering  figure,  the  nervous  tension,  the  short  hair, 
the  spectacles,  they  certainly  present  about  the very last 
specimens which one should be likely to choose to be 
mothers. Tn accordance  with  their  natures, such 
women loathe the idea of maternity, znd  are unqucs- 
ti~nably  right in refraining  from  it.” 

I say nothing now of the  increase of insanity, of 
female  cancer,  and of women’s  diseases  generally,  that 

has accompanied  the decline in the  birth-rate. It  is 
only my purpose to show that Mrs.  Snowden’s re- 
liance  on  the “ God-implanted instinct,” of which ‘‘ the 
most  rampant feminism would  never  accomplish the 
destruction,”  does  not  reassure those who  know some- 
thing of the  vital  history of the  last  thirty  years.  It 
is a physiological fact  that,  as  Dr. F. Napheys  puts  it, 
that “ th,e more  active  the  brain  and  nervous system is, 
the less is the physical  power of thte body.  This in 
women ,especially prevents the  proper development of 
generating  power,  consequently women of genius  are 
always infertile. This  fact,  as women  become  more 
and  more highly ,educated, will tell largely on popula- 
lion. Women will be able to choose  which th’ey will 
indulge  in,  books  or babies ”; and no profession of 
good  intentions  can  invalidate  that  fact. 

Mrs. Snowden reveals  th’e  intellectual  poverty of the 
Feminists. She  has nlo clear idea of the  nature of 
woman.  She  speaks; ‘of “ thle cares  and  obligations 
following  upon the  carrying o u t  of woman’s special 
‘and particular  work a s  woman. . . . the  glorious re- 
sponsibilities .and  deep sufferings (of motherhood,  the 
greatest profession in the  world,  the  bearing an’d rear- 
i n g  of the  race.”  But  she  “objects  to  the  forcing of 
woman’s  interests  into  one  groove,  the  pressing down 
of woman’s  personality  into  one channel, the  directing 
of woman’s  emotion,  with  its specially rich quality,  to 
one ,end, the  confinement of woman’s genius  to one 
achievement.”  But if motherhood  is  the  special  and 
particular work ‘of woman, if it is the  greatest  pro- 
fession, wherein is  the  indignity in directing ,education 
an,d  training  to  producing perfection in  this  activity? 
Why should we be  told, on  the very  next  page,  that 
“for  the woman as a human  being,  and  not as an 
animal,  the feminist demands  opportunity  and free- 
dom ” ?  I s  motherhood an  animal function, or is  it 
the  greatest profession in the  world? If it  is an  animal 
function, why not  make  sexual intercourse under any 
circumstances  a  criminal  offence?  Let u s  be holy 
and  spiritual, and all that,  above  all  things;  and 
bludgeon  every “ animal ” as a “ carnivorous  voluptuary 
roaming  free.”  But  Mrs.  Snowden  has  no principles, 
and  therefore no, logical  deductions  fr,om  them; sh,e 
envies what  she  calls  the  freedom’ of men,  and says 
that  “the object of feminism  is to  make  female human 
beings  as  free as male  human  beings,” of course, i n  
everything  but sex relations. 

Mrs Snowden can tell us  that he industrial  re\-oh- 
tion  was  responsible  for  robbing  women of their work, 
at  least of all that  part of their  work  not  directly con- 
cerned  with  the  bearing of children,”  and  that  “in  the 
loss of their  work by women lie the  roots  of  the  modern 
feminist movement.’’ But  she does not  suggest  the 
revival of home  manufacture : the  women must follow 
the men into  the  factories  and the workshops,  and  as 
the men’s  “efforts  towards  the solution of the problem 
of the  workless  man  are  on  thc  lines of the  legal mini- 
mum wage, a shorter  working  day,  national  insurance 
against unemployment,  and  kindred  measures,  along 
these links w’ill the  working  woman’s problem  also  be 
solved.” It will probably  not  interest Mrs.  Snowden 
to know  that M. Fothergill  Robinson, in an  appendix to 
“The  Spirit of Association,”  says : “ I t  would,  there- 
fore,  appear  that  whether  we  regard  the  consequence 
as desirable  or  no,  any  extensive application of the 
legal minimum wage would surely  he  accompanied 
more  especially  in  times of trade depression,  with an in- 
crease in some  form  or  another of State relief.” 

Mrs.  Snowden  tells us that  “Parliament,  through  the 
votes of good  women and  men,  can  secure a legal mini- 
mum wage  for every girl  and woman worker,  a mini- 
mum sufficient to  procure food and clothing  and  a 
moderate  amount of simple  pleasure.” She  does not 
tell us whether  Parliament  can also  secure  employment 
for  every  girl  and  woman  worker on these  terms.  But 
her advice to the men n’ho protest against the  dogma, 
‘‘equal pay for equal work,”  arguing  that  it  means in 
practice ( i n  New York, for  example) that “ the  wages 
:)f men teachers  have been  slightly  lowered  to  equal  lhe 
women teachers’  salaries, which have been raised,” is 
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this : “A strong  Trade  Union  or Professional  Union 
might command for  its  workers  any  reasonable  rate of 
pay it  chose  to  demand,  and  the difficulty might be 
obviated  in  this way.’’ Indeed,  she tells the women 
that  “Trade Unionism is  the immediate  remedy  for  the 
too serious lowering of wages,”  and,  in  the  same 
breath,  tells  them  that  “the  enfranchisement of women 
would  probably do  more  for  the  enactment of a legal 
minimum wage in  all  low-paid  employments than any 
other one thing.”  The  reader  can  take  his choice of 
industrial  or political action ; Mrs.  Snowden  says every- 
thing  because  she  wants to  be on the  safe side.  More- 
over,  she  has  to copy the divided  counsels of men, as 
she is  a  Feminist. 

So I could go through  the whole of the book,  con- 
fronting one statement  with  another;  but  there  is  no 
need to amplify. There  can  be no real contribution 
to  the  subject  until women make  up  their  minds con- 
cerning  what  they  want;  they  cannot  have  everything. 
While  marriage  remains a contract  with all the privi- 
leges  on  one  side anld all the responsibilities on the 
other,  every  attempt to add to the privileges of the 
married woman can only  result  in. a further  decline of 
the  marriage  rate.  On  the  other  hand,  it  seems  pro- 
bable  that  the  entry of more women, into  industry (Mrs. 
Snowden suggests  that  “in  the absence of children it 
would be the  best  thing possible for  married  women 
to earn  their  own  living ”) would only intensify the 
present condition of things.  The  Census of pro- 
duction  tells  us that  the value of the  output  per  head 
varies with the  rate of wages,  and therefore with  the 
number of women employed; that  the  net  output  per 
head in the textile industries,  for  example  (where 62 
per  cent. of the employees are females)  was only 
valued a t  g 7 3 ,  while in the  iron  and  steel,  tinplate, 
iron  tube,  wire,  ship-building, anld engineering in- 
dustries,  where  less  than 3 per  cent. of the employees 
are  females, the net output per head was valued at 
A~og. The effect of industrial  and  professional  life 
does  not enhance  the woman’s value  for  marriage; in 
industry,  she  is  condemned,  probably by nature,  to a 
second  place. The women  may  have  the  argument 
whichever  way  they  please ; but  they  are  counting  with- 
out  their  host if they imagine  that  they  can  dictate  terms 
in both  the  industrial  and  matrimonial  spheres. 

A. E. R. 

George Brandes. 
By C. A. Bang. 

I am as a  spirit who has dwelt 
Within  his  heart of hearts; and I have  felt 
His feelings, and have  thought  his  thoughts,  and known 
The inmost converse of his  soul,  the tone 
Unheard but in the silence of his blood, 
When all  the pulses in their  multitude 
Image  the  trembling calm of summer  seas. 
I have unlocked the golden melodies 
Of his deep soul as with  a  master-key, 
And loosened them,  and  bathed myself therein- 
Even as an eagle in a  thunder-mist 
Clothing his  wings  with lightning.-Shelley. 

Dr.  George  Brandes,  the  world-famous  Danish  pro- 
fessor, who during  this  autumn will lecture to English 
audiences, is  the  most  cosmopolitan of living  critics. 
His  rare  gift of dlscerning  what  is  distinctive  and  what 
is  best in the  literature of the chief European  nations 
has  gained  for him a host of readers  and  admirers in 
the English-speaking  world. He  has understood  better 
than any of his  contemporaries how to  throw  into re- 
lief the personality of an  author upon the  background 
of his  works ; his  collected  studies of European  writers 
thus  bear  the  characteristic  titles  “French  Personali- 
ties,”  “German  Personalities,”  etc.,  and  the wide 
range of his  sympathies is shown by the  names  these 
volumes  contain. 

Dr.  Brandes  is of Jewish  parentage.  His fellow- 
feeling  and  understanding of oppressed  nations, in their 
struggles  and sufferings have found a literary  expres- 
sion  which  has  brought  honour to his  name  and pen. ‘ 

Nobody has been a greater  patriot  than he, and he has 
been the  spokesman of his fellow-countrymen at  such 
times  and  such  places  where  it  cost  him  great self sacri- 
fice. His life has  had  many  periods of storm  and  stress ; 
they were the condition necessary to his  development, 
the element  in  which he  has  always thriven. He  was 
inflexibly determined to acquire  culture a t  all costs,  and 
he succeeded.  At twenty-two  he  was  among  the  fore- 
most  leaders of philosophic  thought in Denmark  and 
Germany.  After he  had devoted many  years to the 
study of philosophy,  this yielded place to historical  and 
literary  criticism ; not,  however,  before  he  had  added 
to philosophical literature  some  contributions  of  origi- 
nality  and value. 

Naturally,  the  fever of travel  soon seized him,  inciting 
him to go abroad  and  see  the world for himself. 

His first  journey  was to France,  and  it  was  to  Paris 
that he  returned  again  and  again.  There  he  came in 
contact  with  Taine,  Renan,  Philarete  Chasles  and  many 
of the men who  became  conspicuous  in  the  stormy days 
of 1870-71. He  formed,  during his  stay in France, a 
warm  friendship  with  John  Stuart Mill, whom he has 
characterised  with  acute  insight  and at  the  same  time 
with  admiring  sympathy. 

He deserves  in  the  highest  degree  the  gratitude of all 
English  lovers of literature  for  his  efforts  to  spread 
the appreciation of Shakespeare  throughout  the 
civilised  world. In Florence  he  once  witnessed  an 
Italian  performance  of  “Hamlet,”  and  describes  his 
impressions  in  these  words :- 

‘‘I derived my chief enjoyment,  not  from  the  acting, 
but  from  the play. I t  suddenly  revealed itself to me in 
new  aspects,  and I fell prostrate  in  such an  extreme 
admiration of Shakespeare  that I felt I should  never 
rise  again.” 

His  admiration  for  Shakespeare  has  never  flagged- 
Not only has  Dr.  Brandes  translated  some of the plays 
into  Danish,  but  he  has  written  a  Study (of Shakespeare, 
his  work  and  his  art, which has  taken  its place among 
the most  eminent  contributions to  Shakespearean  litera- 
tur’e  in  any  language. And it  is a noteworthy  fact  that 
Dr.  Brandes  has not only  opened the eyes of foreign 
students to the  (beauties of Shakespeare’s  work,  but  has, 
in a  way,  made  Shakespeare live again in  England it- 
self. He  has persuaded  even  unliterary  Englishmen t o  
read  half-forgotten  works  such a s  “Measure for 
Measure,”  “Troilus  and  Cressida,” ‘‘Timon of 
Athens,”  and  others,  and  through,  him  we see the  more 
familiar  Shakespearean  dramas in a new  and  dazzling 
light.  This  classic  work of Dr.  Brandes  is  regarded on 
all  sides, in England  as  abroad, as the  best book about 
the  most  famous of all dramatists. 

It is greatly  to  be  regretted  that  Dr.  Brandes’  essays 
on  English  authors  are only  few  in number  compared, 
with  his  voluminous  studies of German  (Martin  Luther, 
Arthur  Schopenhauer,  Berthold  Auerbach,  Paul  Heyse, 
Ferdinand  Lassalle,  Friedrich  Nietzsche, Max Klinger, 
Hermann  Sudermann,  Gerhart  Hauptmann,  etc.)  and 
French  personalities (Renan, Taine,  Flaubert,  the de 
Goncourts,  Zola, Alphonse Daudet,  Dumas fils, d e  
Maupassant, Marcel Prevost,  Paul  Hervieu,  Victor 
Hugo, Verlaine,  etc).  Still  among the  best of all  his 
sketches  is  his  masterpiece on Disraeli, but  it is  signi- 
ficant that a gap of no less than  twenty  years  divides 
his book on  Shakespeare  from  the  publication of his 
first work on English  literature, “ Naturalism in 
England,”  which,  like  his  “William  Shakespeare,”  has 
been  translated  into  almost  all  European  languages. 
The sections of this book that  relate  to Shelley are 
without  doubt  the finest and  most  spirited  things 
Brandes ‘has ever  writen.  They  show  that if he  had not 
been  a great critic,  he would  certainly  have  become  a 
great poet. H e  describes  Shelley,  for  instance, in these 
feeling  words : “This profound  longing  for a sympathy 
which was denied him by the  surrounding world of men, 
this  it  was  that  caused  his  interpretation of Nature  to 
become a desire  for  Nature  unexampled in its  ardour, 
and  that  gave  it a profound originality.’.’ 

“He loves her  as one loves a mistress, he pursues 
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her  most  hidden  steps  like  a  shadow, his pulse beats in 
mysterious  sympathy with Nature’s.  Like  his  own 
Alastor,  he  resembles  the  spirit of the wind and  air, 
with  shining  eyes,  fresh  breath  and  light  feet.” Or  
like,  again,  this  passage : “Romantic  as a poet, 
courageous  as a hero,  gentle  as a woman,  shy  and 
blushing as  a  young  girl,  light  and  active  as  Shake- 
speare’s  Ariel.” 

Edmund Gosse was  the first  English  friend  George 
Brandes  made.  They met in  Copenhagen,  where 
Gosse, before any  other  Englishman  had as much as 
heard of his  name,  was  studying  Ibsen,  and occupying 
himself with  Scandinavian  literature.  Dr.  Brandes 
makes,  no  secret of the  fact, indeed he  has publicly 
declared that  it  was  through his  friendship  with  Gosse 
that  the  idea  first  occurred to him of actively  interest- 
ing himself  in English writers  then  living and  in thje 
modern  tendencies of English  literature.  Brandes  was 
warmly  appreciative of his  young  English friend. He 
writes of him : “ I t  would ble impassible to meet  with 
a  more  sensitive,  more  passionate  Northern  votary of 
poetry. He was all enthusiasm  for  lyric  poetry  and 
lyricists. As a poet he himself had  sincerity, idyllic 
and  erotic  feeling,  but  yet did not  lack  the  power re- 
quired  for the  construction of a drama. As a critic,  he 
already  (in 1874), gave evidence of th,e  remarkable 
ability  which was to make him one of the  most  eminent 
personalities  in  England.” 

George  Brandes is no longer a young  man. He 
has  passed  the age of three-score  years  and  ten ; but  he 
still gives an  impression of youth  and brilliancy. In 
his  own  country  he  is  always  surrounded  by clamour- 
whether for  or  against his) ideas  and  convictions. H,is 
is m e  .of those vivid and  ardent  natures  that  give off 
sparks  to  the very  end. He inspires *or offends all 
who come in contact  with him. And he  remains a 
free  spirit. He  has  made  no concessions, has bowed 
before no  authority,  nor  has  he  sought to impose any 
arbitrary  authority. 

Of late  years a new school ,of Danish  criticism,  tired 
.of living  under the  shadow of Brandes, has been  raising 
its voice in opposition to him. I t  may  be  questioned, 
however,  whether there  is  not  more of the  spirit of 
youth.  in  Brandes than  in  his  youthful  critics.  In.  any 
case it behoves, these  younger men to ask themselves 
where  they would have been but  for him. In a sense 
it may  be  said, that  their  very  intellectual  existence, 
.and the  fact  that  Denmark  enjoys a culture  that  is  no 
mere  academic  echo of Germany’s, are  due in a n  over- 
whelming  measure t o  Brandes. And the youth. of 
Denmark may  still find in him the  individual who 
stands  out  from  the  great  crowd of writers;  may  still 
love in him the  eternal  unrest  that  answers to the un- 
.rest in their  own  souls;  may still  feel that he loves 
youth,  since  he,  the world-renowned  critic, approaches 
them,  not  with  the affected  importance of authority, 
but as guide,  philosopher,  and  friend. 

George  Brandes  prefaces  his  book on  “Naturalism 
in England”  with  the  above-quoted  beautiful  lines of 
Shelley. The choice was a happy  one.  These  verses 
characterise in a remarkable  way  Brandes himself and 
his  wonderful  power of becoming  absorbed in a poet’s 
nature, of making us see his  works in a new  and 
richer light  and  hear  the  deepest  and finest tones  of 
his voice. 

REVIEWS. 
The Six Panics, and Other Essays. Ry F. W. 

The  “six  panics” would be  more  correctly  described 
as “war-scares,”  according to Mr. Hirst’s  own defini- 
tion of the word “panic” ; but  let  that  pass.  The  first 
four  panics  occurred  during  thirty-seven  years,  from 
1847 to 1884; the  other  two  are  the  familiar  Dread- 
nought  panic  and  the  later  German  airship panic.  hfr. 
Hirst  establishes  the obvious  conclusion that all these 
panics have  had only one  result,  they  have  committed 
ES to an  extravagant  expenditure on armaments, which 
still does not,  according  to the alarmists,  ensure us 
.against  invasion.  Mr. Hirst publishes the  figures of 

Hirst. (Metheun. 3s. &I. net.) 

the  total  naval  expenditure o€ Great Britain,. Germany, 
and  Austria,  from 1901 to 1912 : they are these :- 

Great  Britain ............. .: ;G456,000,000 
Germany ..................... I 7 9 , ~ 0 , 0 ~  
Austria ........................ 

In 1858, the  total  expenditure  on  the  British Navy was 
~10,029,000; for  the  year 1912-13, the  expenditure  was 
;G45,616,540. We had  panics in 1859, we  had,  and 
have,  panics  now ; we may  spend as much on  the Navy 
as  the  country  is  worth,  and  still  the  scaremongers will 
tell us  that  we  are  not secure. As other  representatives 
of the  armour-plate  ring  are  frightening  other  countries 
into  increasing  their  naval  expenditure,  we  are, accord- 
ing  to Mr. Hirst,  committed  t’o  an all-round  increased 
expenditure 02 armaments  without  any  corresponding 
increase of safety.  Mr. Hirst’s  other  “essays”  are of 
no moment. We do  not  expect  any  original  ideas of 
any  value  from  the  editor of the  “Economist,”  and  we 
are  not  surprised  to find him  advocating  cottage  gar- 
dens  as “a cure  for  one of our  worst economic and 
social  evils.” H e  does  not, of course,  suggest  that  the 
gardens should  be  given  to  the  tenants ; that would be 
demoralising tlo the  tenants.  But  he  instances  a  case 
of a  row of cottages,  without  gardens,  abutting on a 
field of about ‘one acre, which had  just yielded a  hay 
crop. H e  estimates  that  no  farmer would pay  more 
than A2 a year  for  that field ; but if the  landlord were to 
split up that  acre .into  twenty  gardens,  he could have 
double  his  rent $of that  acre,  and  the  tenants could  add 
~ W Q  shillings a week to their income by  intensive led- 
ture of that land. In  addition  to  this,  they would  en- 
hance  their  health ; and,  therefore,  we  suppose, be 
worth  more  to  their  employers.  Such  suggestions are 
puerile  nonsense  in  view of the  tremendous  inequality of 
the  distribution of income;  for  the  total  increase in 
the national  income as estimated by Mr. Hirst would be 
only two  and a half millions. Real  wages decline more 
than  that  every  year. 

Motor Ways in Lakeland. By George D. Abraham. 

As a  practical  travel book for  motorists,  this may be 
recommended.  Mr. Abraham  informs us  that  any 
modern  car of IO h.p. ought  to  be  able to manage  the 
whole tour  without difficulty. In addition to  giving  the 
average  gradients of the  various hills, he  states  the 
actual  gradients in various  parts of the  same hill, 
gives  information  about  road  surfaces,  and  turns in the 
road ; the  last  being a consideration to  those  with  none 
too much money to spend  on  tyres. W e  get, of course, 
the  usual  citation of literary  reminiscences,  but Mr. 
Abraham’s  personal  experiences will be of more value 
to  the  motorist ; and  these  include  information concern- 
ing hotel  accommodation  for man  and  car.  Altogether, 
it  is a handy  and  interesting  book  for  those  who wish to 
find comparatively  unfrequented  runs  through  the Lake 
district, and are  not  averse  from  being told where t o  
look for  beauty in natural  scenery. 

By the Open Sea. By August Strindberg.  (Palmer. 

This is a variation of the  now  familiar  Strindberg 
plot. The completely  intellectual  man  comes  into  con- 
tact  with  the  entirely  sexual  woman,  imagines  himself‘ 
powerful  enough to control  the  emotional  disturbance 
caused by her presence and t o  make of her  a  fitting 
mate for himself. Failing  to  retain his sexual illusions, 
and becoming  jealous of a rival, whose appeal  is  frankly 
sexual,  he  breaks off the  engagement, and devotes 
himself to  the seduction of the lady. I t  is  hinted  very 
strongly  that  she  does  not need much seducing,  and 
she becomes engaged  to his  rival  almost  directly  after- 
wards.  Throughout  the book, the  lover  had been 
developing  paranoia;  after  the love  affair  there was 
nothing for him to do  but become  completely insane. 
He does SO, and he sets  sail at  Christmas tim.e €or  the 
constellation of Hercules,  and is, we hope, drowned. 
There is much of interest in the  book  for  the s tudent  of 
morbid  psychology;  but  the  ordinary  reader, acd the 
artist, would he well advised to leave  it  alone. 

3 0 % -  
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Pastiche. 
MODERN HERALDRY. 

0 panel man ! 0 panel man! 
What  croaks  are,  these, we hear  from thee? 
Who cares, who heeds thy hired voice, 
When  eight and sixpence is  thy  fee? 

Who locked the  chains on Englishmen ? 
Who fought like women at a sale? 
W’ho sold themselves for eight  and six ? 
X dastard’s trick, a  dismal  tale ! 

With  Phallus  flirt,  and  syphilis, 
A4nd tickle  ears, now grown so long, 
But cease your  talk  to men who know 
You sold your  practice for a song. 

I sometimes think  that you  should  have 
Some trade-mark  neat, some simple sign, 
Some badge to which we could bow down ; 
Some fitting,  apt  and  rare design. 

In charity, I offer this- 
A cod piece garnished  with a leek, 
Bespangled with the  eight  and six, 
In memory of Congress week. 

WILLIAM REPTON. 

A BLACK EYE FOR SOCIALISM. 
“ The King  gets himself up very well, considering, 

doesn’t he ? ” I addressed the remark to my  neighbour In 
the crowd, who replied,  peevishly : “‘Show me the man 
who says he doesn’t look handsome, sir,  that’s  what I 
always say. Every  inch  a  King,  sir,  that’s  what  he  is.” 
My neighbour, a middle-aged middle-class person, was 
annoyed at  my criticism of his Sovereign. “ Every inch 
a  King,  sir, that’s what he is.” “ Nonsense,” 3 retorted, 
“ any normal  man,  with a well-trimmed beard and  a  full 
stomach, could look exactly the same. The ‘ Fighting 
Parson,’ for instance, could make up for the job in fifteen 
minutes, and knock  spots off any  king.  He could raise 
his hat with more dramatic effect ; he is handsomer, and 
what’s more, he is a  gifted person who earns  his  living. 
What on earth  do you know about the  King apart from 
what little you can see of him-about twelve square 
inches? absolutely  nothing.” My neighbour moved 
away in disgust. I followed upon his heels. “ I’ll tell 
you what you see,” I persisted, “ you see a faultlessly- 
made uniform upon an indifferent  figure. You see a 
prancing steed that any stable  lad could ride  better; you 
see hundreds of soldiers,  hundreds of flags, hundreds of 
gleaming  bayonets; you hear  the Guards’ hand playing 
magnificently, not  one instrument, mind  you, that  the 
King could play himself. What you’ve done is  simply 
to idealise a paid super;  what else is a king, I should 
like  to know, if he isn’t  a  paid super? Tell  me that. 
But  here you are  trying  to  tell me he  is a  leading actor- 
rot,  my friend.” The  man I was following, turned 
abruptly upon  his heel, and faced me with  a  flaming 
countenance. (‘ You’re a damned scoundrel,’’ he  splut- 
tered,  “ought to be shamed of yourself, talking about 
the, King  like  that; it’s nothing  short of libellous  what 
you’ve said, a disgrace to your  country,  that’s  what you 
are.” In his excitement  he was about to complain tq 
one or two people standing near, but I touched him upon 
the  shoulder,  and  stayed  him. “ What do you mean by 
libellous? ” I exclaimed. angrily, “ you’ve called me a 
damned scoundrel for telling you  a few facts  about  the 
King-where’s the  libel? Come, tell me-where’s the 
libel ? ” He did not  answer,  he was almost  choking  with 
rage. His face amused me, so I continued. “ You talk 
about libel,” I exclaimed, “accused me of libel,  didn’t 
you?  but you know as much about libel as you know 
about the King-nothing, absolutely  nothing.” “ You- 
vou-scoundrel,” he burst  out, “ You damned scoundrel- 
for two pins I’d knock you down-you dirty-rotten, 
Socialist-you-” He appeared to be tongue-tied with 
wrath ; the pupils of his eyes  dilated, and before I could 
raise a  finger,  he  plugged me  in  the eye  with such force as 
sent me headlong upon the grass. 

I lay for a moment almost  stunned,  then rose unsteadily 
to my feet, and looked painfully  around for m y  assailant. 
The  Imperial  gentleman had disappeared. 
The crowd, not  knowing  the cause of our  quarrel, was 

very sympathetic, and two gentlemen saw me oat of the 
park. ARTHUR F THORN 

LOOKING BACKWARD. 
(Being some unsentimental reflections on the “curiosa 

infelicitas” occasioned me by the  study of Horace in 
my youth.) 
Rummaging in a lumber-room to-day 
I lighted on a Horace blazoned with 
My name in ample  script  remotely  penned. 
A stubby  volume;  in  the  margins  sprawled 
Strange pencilled phantasies, the  trophies of 
My truant  musings, when with  listless  mien 
I heard old Flaccus parcelled out in lots 
And stanza-wise  interpreted. 

Among coeval classic zealots, garbed 
With  glad abandon,  tieless,  inky-haired, 
Collar  askew  (much as I am  to-day). 
Textual puzzles irked me. How I loathed 
Hazy conjectures of the scholiast, 
Paraphernalias of pedantry 
In this  or  that  drab  manuscript.  And moods 
And  tenses  with  their  citadels of rules 
Assailed by  musters of exceptions-all 
The  quibbling rigmaroles of pundits, filled 
My brain  with that same  weariness of which 
Ecclesiastes  speaks. 

But yet I felt 
Some lurking magic in  the prosody 
And in  its due  adjustment;  thus,  to  trace 
The symbol of the  lumbering choriamb, 
The  chart of splightly trochees, till I caught 
The  rippling cadences that undulate 
Through  Sapphics  and Alcaics and the march 
Of dance-beset Asclepiads. I heard 
Faint  distant music of the harmonies 
That from Aeolian measures  he, the  first, 
Attuned to  Latin song. 

With  twitching  fingers in  the gloom that  shrouds 
The  mystic why and wherefore of these  things, 
A voice that sounded  from the ends of space 
Smote  chillingly  upon me, with  behest 
To act  interpreter, to single out 
This Dative, this  Subjunctive,  to perpend 
And hold grave  discourse on the justice of 
This  or  that reading. X, nonplussed, distraught, 
Cribless,  unprompted, floundered in a mire 
Of treacherous inflections, and received 
A due  requital.  While some wordy loon 
Nonchalantly reeled off the  lore  that I 
Had lacked.  But I was all  agog  to  scan, 
To set  the verses  throbbing  out  their  chant, 
Unmindful of their skeleton. 

Unlike  the  guild of rhymesters whose demure 
,4nd coyly maudlin  measures  best are  gauged 
With a  lactometer, I do not pine 
For  my lost boyhood.- 

“That jackass  Selver  with some footling trash 
About a schoolbook.” “Does he calf it verse? 
It doesn’t even rhyme ! My goodness me, 
What drivel some of these young upstarts  write ! ’7 

I lolled 

B;:t while I groped 

And so, 

[“What’s all  this queer stuff ?” 

P. SELVER. 

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 
THINGS SOUTH AFRICAN. 

Sir,-The Ministers  and the Mine Magnates are not 
much out of the ordinary  kind of fool. By some dodgy, 
shifty work now, which may bring a temporary peace, 
they  are  laying  as fine a rod in pickle  for  themselves  as 
one could wish. I have  gathered  quite sufficient of what 
the Government attitude  is  and  what  the  mine owners are 
prepared to concede to enable  me to see  the  setting of jaw 
of the Labour  men.  There is to  be a  meeting of Labour 
delegates  to-day to discuss things,  and it is possible that 
they  may decide on an immediate strike,  but I do not 
think  they will do this. I imagine  their  attitude will 
rather be : Thank you for  nothing,  gentlemen. We shall 
go to work as usual now, but we shall consolidate our 
forces and choose our own time  and convenience (which 
will  not be when you  have  your  troops and artillery so 
ready to  hand, nor when yon are so well stocked with  fuel 
and supplies as you are now) for calling  a  general and 
paralysing strike  throughout  the  country. And we shall 
then know better,  worthy  sirs,  than to accept your 
simple and honourable words for anything whatever. 

The Government was gauche enough to  bring forward 
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the word. “Commission”  again, or they  may be 
humourists,  for you never saw such  a grin as the town 
has worn since the  ministerial commission proposition 
\vas put forward. I should like  to be at  that meeting of 
delegates  to-night ; one would surely  learn something 
new in expressions of scorn and  contempt. 

A farce of an inquiry is taking place here  into  the 
rioting and  shooting of the  5th. To me it  seems that  the 
British  Federation of Trades  authorities, if there is such 
a body, should  approach the Unions or  Federations in  all 
parts of the  British world immediately and decide upon 
a complete and  absolute laying down of tools,  simul- 
taneously, for a whole day. No exception  should be 
made-trains should  hang up where they may be and 
ships should  not  leave port-for the  attempt of capital 
to cow and  degrade  labour  was  deliberate  and  wanton. 
The  shooting of the Dragoons into these crowds will be 
a  curse upon the  regiment, no doubt, but it is up  to 
labour  throughout  the world to see that  the real  culprits, 
bloody-handed slave-drivers,  are not allowed to escape. I 
see the Government refuses the demand that  July 5 
should be made a public  holiday, but I expect  to  hear 
that Labour has decided that it shall be a  holiday in 
spite of any Government. This will be an  annual re- 
minder  and  protest, but  the whole British  labour world 
should as early as possible strike for twenty-four  hours 
and  register  (and  forward  to the  King)  their fixed and 
solemn determination that, on pain of revolution,  British 
troops  shall  not be so used  again. 

As though  Phthisis were not  enough ! It’s pretty 
hellish. 

Monday, 28th : Morning.-The papers  this  morning 
have it that  the Labour  delegates decided to reject offers 
of Government  and Mine Magnates  and  to take  to  the 
general  or scientific strike,  as  and when it suits  them, 
for the purpose of forcing their claims upon the  attention 
of the country. One hears in  the street  the usual silly 
expressions of surprise,  dismay  and  stubbornness,  and  re- 
cognises that  these people, having been brought up to 
“Love the  Squire  and  his  relations” can only be taught 
through  their hides. 

Well, it seems that we are  in for a bad time,  and once 
again I wish the  family were right away  out of it. The 
mine  authorities  may now decide on the offensive and 
declare a  general  lock-out,  and u s  the Government is 
with  them it is possible for them  to  make  things 
generally unbearable in  the  country. It is, perhaps, 
more likely  that  the Government  will  appeal to  the 
country; have a General  Election.  There is a GENERAL 
mess up, anyhow ! How I could LAUGH and  enjoy i t  if I 
were alone. As it  is I must go very  gahle. 

SOUTH AFRICAN. 
* * u  

THE  TWENTIETH=CENTURY  NAPOLEON. 
Sir,-&Ir. Kitson devotes the  greater  part of his  letter 

to the Jewish part of our  controversy, which formed 
quite a minor point in my  letter.  The  very  able  and  in- 
teresting  article on Anti-Semitism in  the same  issue of 
THE NEW AGE makes it quite  unnecessary for me to 
further  deal  with  that  point. 

The  “Jewellery” argument would win a prize in  “Tit 
Bits.” One might  as well argue  that Mr. Kitson is the 
inventor of Kitchens. The Jewish  propensity for “spoil- 
ing the  Egyptians” is only biblical; but  the  propensity 
of the  Egyptians  to  spoil  the Jews is historical. The 
expulsion from Spain of 300,000 Jews, who have  lived 
there before the  Christians conquered that country,  and 
the robbery of all their immovable property  (they were 
even forbidden to  take  their money with  them) is suffi- 
cient proof, without  mentioning  similar  spoliations  by 
the  English, French, and Germans, and others. 

Mr. Kitson is wrong in  saying  that  the monopolies 
have been created by  only  legal  enactments.  They  are 
more the  result of economic laws than of written laws. 
Like  slavery, which was the economic. result of War  and 
Agriculture;  like modern Commercialism and  the  factory 
system, which were the economic results of the discovery 
of America and of the invention of machinery ; so is Mono- 
poly the economic result of Competition. It is true  that 
some monopolies were helped on  by the  State,  but  that 
is of little importance when compared with the economic 
laws. Mr. Kitson thinks  that  the present monopolies 
would collapse if the laws  favourable to them were 
abolished. If every  written law were abolished to- 
morrow, the  oil,  sugar,  meat,  steel,  and  Railway mono- 
polies would remain  unaffected ; unless the whole of the 
people, including  the Army and Navy, were to become 
Socialists. 

Mr. Kitson objects to  being called a cheap money advo- 

cate. lie says that his cure is Freedom. But what is, 
after all, the  meaning of the abolition of the Bank 
Charter  Act,  and  the freedom of every  banker to issue 
paper money if not to facilitate  cheap borrowing ? “Free- 
do~”- tha t  is a very  elastic word. The sweater claims 
the  right  to  exploit  in  the name of freedom;  and in  that 
same  name the  mad  anarchist  claims  the  right to throw 
a bomb in a  theatre.  Capitalists try to smash  trade 
unions,  and  shoot down strikers  in  the name of freedom ; 
and in  the  same name, strikers destroy  property  and  kill 
blacklegs;  but  let us come to the  main  point. Granted 
that by  legally  restricting the  payment of debts  to a 
costly commodity curtails  industry, etc. Granted also, 
that usury is at  the bottom of our economic troubles ; the 
question  remains : What is to be done ? The monopo- 
lists have  already  got  the  principal  industries  and  the land 
in  their possession, and  nothing less than physical force 
can  dispossess  them. Wilere is  that force to come from, 
since they also control the forces of the  State? 

Freedom to issue money by  all  bankers would be 
advantageous  to some struggling  petty traders. It would 
also for a  time  increase  production,  and thus temporarily 
benefit the  workers;  but  ultimately would increase the 
“surplus” of commodities tvith which the readers of *THE; 
NEW ACE are  already  acquainted  from  my previous 
articles.  However,  all that could not  reverse the motion 
of the wheels of economic evolution. The  future belongs 
to monopoly, however much we may dislike  and deplore 
it. Shall we by  currency  and land reforms help competi- 
tion to maintain  itself,  and thus keep  up two  opposing 
principles in  our social organism ? A dual  system never 
works well. 111 factories where piece-work and day-work 
exist  together,  the workers  find that dual system  in- 
jurious  to  their  interests. Countries where remnants of 
the  Feudal  system  still  exist  side by side  with modern 
Capitalism, are  not so advanced economically as those 
countries which are wholly  modern. The same is true of 
competition  and monopoly. The two principles in our 
social organism are  the cause of much of our economic 
trouble. We must  either have  universal,  free competi- 
tion,  as advocated by  the  individualist-anarchistic school, 
or universal monopoly. The  former is now impossible, 
because the  latter is already in possession of the most 
important  industries. Competition is now taking place 
mostly between nations for the world market, with 
disastrous  results  to  mankind.  Let monopoly take  the 
final step, and  organise  internationally,  then most of our 
social evils will disappear. 

If all sorts of social reformers and Socialists were not 
so egotistic. If they could sink  their cherished ideas for 
the  sake of suffering humanity ; then  they could not  help 
arriving  at  the  same conclusion. I have chosen interna- 
tional  partnership,  not because I like  the idea better than 
Socialism. Personally, nothing would contribute to my 
happiness more than  to live in a pure  communistic 
society.  But, a true social reformer must  disregard  his 
personal  inclinations  and  likings, if he means to  do good 
to  the world rather  than  to satisfy his own ideas ; nor 
should  he allow pride to prevent  him from changing  his 
ideas. Some people boast that  they remain  steadfast to 
the principles they  have advocated for the  last forty  or 
fifty years.  Such a state of mind does not  always denote 
intellectual honesty It often denotes  intellectual  steri- 
lity. Conditions of life are  continually  changing,  and as 
our  ideas do not come down to us from heaven, but are 
born of our  environments, we are bound to change  our 
ideas if we think and observe. JOSEPH FINN. 

* * *  
“THE N E W ’ A G E ”  AND THE PRESS. 

Sir,-The “New Freewoman,” of August I, has, I find, 
a long discussion of THE NEW AGE view on the  subject of 
“Feminism.” The writer groups together Mrs. Hastings 
and ’THE NEW AGE with Mr. G. K. Chesterton and Mr. 
Belloc, and proceeds to  criticise  your common view. The 
line of attack is as follows : Power means  ownership ; a 
woman is worth just  what  she owns ; this  ownership  must 
be of something  external  to  herself;  the  alternative  is to  
sell  her  sex  in  the  slave-market; since this is old- 
fashioned, the new freewoman must  acquire  property to 
become free. How women are  to acquire  external pro- 
perty; or  what they  are to do with it when they have 
acquired it  the writer does not  say.  She  has, it is true, 
conclusively proved that women are a form of proletariat, 
and, in. this way, in  the same box with  industrial wage- 
slaves ; but  her adoption of the  proletariat solution for the 
problem of women is surely unreflecting. Tag NEW AGE, 
I understand, advises men wage-slaves to acquire pro- 
perty-but the means are clear, and the use to be made of 
the property afterwards h3s likewise been defined The 
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“property”  the proletariat must acquire is a monopoly of 
their own labour-power; and its “use” will be to force a 
partnership between the  workmen  and the  State. But 
what natural monopoly have women besides their  sex? 
If the “New Freewoman” will not allow women to utilise 
their sex-monopoly as a means of power, their remaining 
qualities  are worth nothing.  To  parallel  your  solution 
of the wage-system, the “New Freewoman” ought not to 
adopt it identically, but  to apply i t ;  and  the application 
is surely  this,  that woman should  create a guild-monopoly 
of their  sex, and utilise it  to force a  partnership between 
thgmselves and men : the Guilds for men  and  Marriage 
for women! Mr. John Scurr,  the Labour and Socialist 
candidate for Chesterfield, narrowly misses  being the first 
parliamentary  candidate to declare for the National Guild 
System. In  his electoral address, which someone bas 
kindly  sent  me, Mr. Scurr  says : “I believe in  the mines 
being owned  Fy the  community;  but  under  the control of 
the workers in  the industry.  This  applies  to dl our  great 
industries,  such  as Railways, Transport,  Shipbuilding, 
and Engineering.” Mr. Scurr does not utter  the word 
Guild, though why  he  should not passes my guessing. 
The  timidity, however, is characteristic of bold rebels 
nowadays. PRESSCUTTER. * * *  

T H E  ECONOMICS OF JESUS. 
Sir,-Mr. Randall  has  returned  to the charge  by  intro- 

ducing a number of new and irrelevant  arguments  into 
this controversy. He is amused because lie thinks I 
make  the suggestion that he has invented the theory of 
the esoteric and the  esoteric  in religion. As Mr. Randall 
appears  to possess a  positive  genius for failing to  grasp 
an  argument,  let me tell  him that  the novel part of his 
Christological theory is not that  Jesus had an esoteric 
doctrine-for that idea is as old zs heresy-his novel 
theory is  that  the esoteric doctrine of Jesus is concerned 
with the justice and  beauty of the wage-system. -4ccord- 
ing  to Mr. Randall the exoteric meaning of the parable 
sf the vineyard is  that which has almays been accepted 
(prior  to  the advent of our new guru as the esoteric one; 
namely, that  the Jews have failed in their mission as  the 
chosen race (or  the keepers of the vineyard)  by their 
rejection of Christ  (the son of the owner of the vineyard). 
Mr. Randall’s *disordered wits have at  last discovered, 
two thousand  years  after the parable was uttered,  that  its 
esoteric teaching is merely  a somewhat subtle  brand of 
anti-Syndicalism. 

Observe  how Mr.  Randall  gives his  case away ! He 
quotes  Matt. xxi. 43, “ The Kingdom of God shall be 
taken from you and  given to a  nation bringing forth the 
fruits  thereof.” Now, if Mr. Randall’s interpretation of 
the parable be correct, this passage becomes meaningless. 
If the  “fruits thereof” be the wage-system, etc.,  then the 
Jews had  (and have brought  forth  these  fruits  in  plenty. 
Why,  then,  take  the Kingdom of God from them? If 
Christ’s object was to  establish  Capitalism, then,  surely, 
the Jews have always been his most earnest supporters. 
But Christ foretold the destruction of the Jewish nation 
because of their  rejection of His doctrine ; hence, 
Capitalism (of which that nation  heartily approved) can 
have  nothing to do with His doctrine. 

1 am not going io be drawn aside into  making  minute 
comparisons between the mediaeval guild system and 
“National  Guilds.’’ That  they r7re “not  unlike” is, I 
think, sufficiently proved by the  title of a  series of articles 
now appearing in  this paper-“The Restoration of the 
Guild  System.” 

Mr. Randall is thirsting  for  my quotations. I mill give 
him one, for change, on the Abbot Landlords of Catholic 
times. Henry Brinklow (a bitter  opponent of the Catholic 
Church), says In “Roderyck Mors’s Complaint,” 1545, 
Early  English  Test Society, page 32 : “ Your pretence of 
putting down abbeys wzs to amend that was amysse in 
them. . . . It is amended, even as  the devel mended his 
damys legg ; when  he  should hare set it  right.  he  brake 
i t  quyte in pecys ! . . . the children of Antichrist of 
Rome, the  monks  kept hospytalyte.  The Kyng  hath 
geven and sold their  landys : it had bene more profytable, 
no dowte, for the common melth, that  they had remained 
styll  in their  handys.  For whv? Thei never inhaused 
their landys.  nor  took so cruel  fvnes as do our temporal 
tyrannys. For thei cannot he content to late  them at  the 
old price, but raise  them UD dayly, . . . so that  the poor 
man that laboryth  and  toyleth upon i t  and is  hys slave 
is not able to  lyve.” 

Mr. Randall,  perhaps, is justified in feeling  agrieved 
that I have made SO few quotations from the Gospels. For 
my part, I feel justified in not  giving  them  for  two 
reasons : 

I. Nothing is easier than  t o  f ind texts  to  bolster ufi n 
private theory. Thus  the Mormons find support for their 

eternal  phallic  bliss in  the  text : “ Abraham’s seed shall 
be as  the  stars of the heavens for number.” I would 
suggest  that Mr. Randall  should  read Professor Nelson’s 
brilliant apologia for Mormonism except for the pro- 
bability of “A. E. R.’s” being  able  to  give its author 
points in his own gentle  art of worrying  the Bible. 
2. Mr. Randall i s  an expert  text-twister. He even suc- 

ceeds in  twisting  an innocent little quotation that I made 
from Browning, to my  discomforting  and  his own damna- 
tion. 

Now, Sir, I submit  that Mr. Randall is not  competent 
to  interpret  Christ.  In  saying ths, I do not wish to 
disparage  my  opponent. I admire  his  gifts  greatly- 
especially  his gift of begging  the question-but after  all, 
the  history of the Church iF3 the  truest commentary  on 
Christ. To understand  Him  one  must also  understand 
St. Paul  and  St. Thomas Aquinas--only  as Mr. Randall 
has determined to ignore  them,  he will not be able by  his 
own untutored  intelligence to arrive at  any  very sound 
conclusion. 

As P do not propose to continue this controversy,  I will 
leal-e Mr. Randall  with this one thing.  He seems to con- 
sider himself free to  manafacture  his own Christ,  but  the 
capitalist  Christ  he has manufactured he  also claims  to 
have found (being the  first to have  done so) in  the 
Gospels. The  Christ Mr. Randall has found, however, is 
the  antichrist. THEODORE MAYNARD. 

[Mr. Randall  replies : I am sorry  that Mr. Maynard 
should  retire from this discussion before he has said any- 
thing about the econcmics of Jesus ; more particularly as 
he was just perfecting the  trick of vituperation  probably 
learned  by  him from Mr. Hare, who is also  a  Christian. 
“Positive  genius for failing  to  grasp  an  argument,” “Mr. 
Randall’s disordered wits,”  “Mr.  Randall is an expert 
text-twister,”  are  really  not bad attempts E t  epithets for 
an  amateur.  With a little more practice, Mr. Maynard 
might be able to ignore  completely everything  that I 
have  said,  and to concentrate his  attention  entirely on 
what  he  thinks of me. It is certainly  amusing  to be 
accused of “introducing new and  irrelevant arguments” 
by a man who has  not  said  a  relevant word, and in reply 
to a  letter  in which I refused to go any  further  than  my 
article  stated  until we had agreed about  that. Who  said 
that “Mr. Randall  has a new Christological theory ?” Not 
I, but Mr. Maynard. Who introduced the subject of the 
Guilds? Not I, but Mr. Maynard. I have  already 
characterised  the  introduction of this subject as an  at- 
tempt  to “side-track” the subject of discussion;  and now 
Mr. Maynard  pretends that I am guilty of “side-track- 
ing ” the subject. “I am not  going to be drawn  aside,” 
says Mr. Maynard, “into  making  minute comparisons 
between the mediaeval guild  system  and  ‘National 
Guilds.’ ” Drawn aside from what ? Mr. Maynard has 
not  yet said  a word about the  subject; he has occupied 
your space with descriptions of myself and  with  the  cita- 
tion of irrelevant  matter. R e  introduced the subject of 
the Guilds,  and  he discovered that 1 knew  something  about 
them ; and now he  wants  to shuffle out of the  controversy 
that  he raised on the plea that I am  “side-tracking.” It 
won’t do : these tricks  are  unworthy of any controver- 
sialist, most all  a  controversialist in THE NEW AGE. 

Let me say  at once that  the difference between local 
and National  Guilds is not  a  “minute” one. I believe that 
357. Penty is not in  sympathy  with  “National”  Guilds; 
certainly  he was not when his hook was first  published. 
But when Mr. Penty writes of “The Restoration of the 
Guild  System,”  he is thinking only of one type of Guild, 
the Craft Guild.  There were four main  types of Guild . 
the  Frith or Peace Guilds, the Social or Religious  Guilds, 
the Merchant  Guilds,  and  the  Craft  Guilds.  When Mr. 
Maynard  writes, as he  did  write : “From  an economic 
point of view only,  surely it is an historic fact that  in 
the Middle Ages something  not  unlike ‘National Guilds’ 
obtained,  and that these were destroyed  by the incoming 
Protestantism’’ : I am justified in  putting  him  right on 
the questions of fact and of history.  There was nothing 
at all like  the National  Guilds in existence;  and  the 
Guilds that “were destroyed  by the incoming 
Protestantism” were neither  craft  nor  merchant  guilds 
{the only  guilds we are  considering),  but  religious,  or 
Catholic g-&ds. Mr. Fothergill  Robinson, in “The Spirit 
of Association,” say? : “The  Craft  Guilds were altered, 
their work was modified, but  they were not destroyed. If 
the annihilation of the Religious Guilds was catastrophic, 
the history of the  passing away of the Trade  Guilds,  both 
Merchant  and  Craft, is  that of a peaceful euthanasia,  and 
it is  to misconceive facts to describe them as victims of 
violence.” To estop Mr. Maynard from raising  the ques- 
tion of Protestantism  v. Catholicism in  this connection, I 

will go further with my quotations. It was not because 
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the Religious  Guilds w a e  doing good work tnat they 
were abolished : “It was alleged that  many of the pos- 
sessions of the Colleges, Free Chapels, Chauntries, Hos- 
pitals,  Fraternities, Brotherhoods, and  Guilds  had of late 
been misapplied, that  there had been instances of indi- 
vidual  misappropriation,  and that foundations which had 
been created ‘to the  intent  that alms  to the poor people 
and other good, virtuous,  and  charitable  deeds  might be 
done,’ had been misused.”  But,  although this Act of 
Henry VIII clearly  shows that  the  institutions aimed at 
were mainly of a  religious  character, Professor Ashley 
argues that  there is “no sign  that  the Government  in- 
tended to  make  a  clean sweep of  all  the religious faun-da- 
tions.” The Commissioners, he s ~ y s ,  performed their 
task  as accurately as possible in those  days, and in no 
unsympathetic  spirit for the charitable work of these 
bodies. “In several  instances,  indeed,  they pointed out 
the  utility of the Guild  chapels, in  enabling worshippers 
wh.0 lived at a distance from their parish churches to 
attend Divine services conveniently.” Mr. Maynard now 
has some reason to protest  against  being ‘‘drawn aside” 
from- his self-appointed task of calling me names.  The 
quotation that he  makes  has no obvious connection with 
the Guilds, which was the  subject raised for discussion 
by Mr. Maynard ; and as the  date of this complaint is 
1545, which was the  very year in which “the  first blow 
was struck  at  the  Fraternities,” according to Mr. Robin- 
son, its value as evidence is somewhat  discounted.  There 
was not time for the economic consequences of the Act to 
become apparent ; nor, owing to  the difficulties of com- 
munication in those days, could the complaint have refer- 
ence to more than a very  restricted area. 

Having finished  with Mr. Maynard’s subject,  let us 
come back to my own. It is my argument that  the imme- 
diate disciples did not  understand  Christ’s doctrine : their 
naive  question  concerning the rich man, “Who, then, can 
be saved ?” Christ’s  remark to  Peter, “Are ye also  without 
understanding?”  the  ‘statement  in one of his  farewell 
addresses, “1 have yet  many  things to say  unto you, but 
ye  cannot bear them now,” the fact that  Paul querrelled 
violently  with  Peter,  “withstood  him to  the face,” and 
with James, Cephas, and  john, over a  matter of interpre- 
tation of Christ’s  doctrine,  all  tend to prove that  the 
immediate disciples did not understand  Christ’s  teaching. 
Therefore, If I had discovered that  the esoteric meaning 
of the parable is merely  a  subtle  brand of anti-Syndic- 
alism,  there would  be nothing- remarkable in the  fact. 
But the professed Christians  have discovered it before 
me ; without  explicit reference to the Gospels, they up- 
hold the  theory of property  taught  in  that parable,  and 
as esoteric meanings are  only made plain by facts  (“By 
their  fruits  ye  shall know them,” is sound doctrine), I 
adhere  to my interpretation of this parable. It is,  at 
least,  curious that, according to Luke’s  report of this 
parable, the crowd did not “proclaim” the awful conse- 
quence of Syndicalist confiscation ; Christ  said, according 
to Luke xx. 16 : “He  shall come and  destroy  those  hus- 
bandmen,  and  shall  give the vineyard to others.”  The 
crowd, in  this instance,  sympathised  with the husband- 
men : “And when they heard it, they  said, God forbid.” 
After the editorial  article in your last issue  on “The  Folly 
of Anti-Semitism,” I should not like  to admit Mr. May- 
nard’s contention that  “the Jews have  always been the 
most earnest  supporters ” of capitalism.  Certainly, I am 
not aware that  the Jews have  adopted the wage-system in 
anything  like  the same proportion  to  their  numbers that 
the Anglo-Saxons have ; and if  this be 3. fact, it would 
accord with my  interpretstion of the kingdom 0,‘ heaven. 

The Jewish race has  the historical  reputation of being 
usurious; but  your  article  suggests,  at least, that, as 
usurers  they compare with  Christians  as  gnats  to scor- 
pions. Christ’s prophecy is  thereby fulfilled even in 
economics. 

Mr. Maynard said, in his last  letter,  that  there was an 
answer to  my  argument  that  “the Gospels are full of 
Christs,”  but  that he would not state  it  thm. He  has 
frankly admitted the  truth of my  contention by his reason 
for not  quoting  the Gospels. “Nothing is easier than to 
find texts  to bolster up a private  theory.” I point tu all 
the sects  and schisms that have  equally  authentic 
evidence for  their  interpretation of Christ’s  teaching  with 
the Catholic Church as support of my  contention.  From 
Christadelphians to Christian  Scientists,  the whole range 
of various  Christians  have  Scriptural  basis  for  their  in- 
terpretation. I could have no I T ~ U T ~ ,  but  my argument 
that  the Gospels are  full of Christs is thereby proven. 
Mr. Maynard has  carefully  ignored  the  texts  that I have 
referred to  him ; and  is, therefore, reduced to  saying  that 
1 have discovered the  Anti-Christ. But he, dso,  is in 
the Gospels.] 

CHRISTAIN SCIENCE. 
Sil-,-I appreciate the courteous  reply of your  reviewer 

(A. E. R. to  my  letter  with  regard to  his review of my 
book, “A Plea for the Thorough and Unbiased Investi- 
gation of Christian Science.” I  did  not, however, lightly 
charge a dozen notable  men, whose names I published, 
with  having  written on Christian Science without  under- 
standing  the subject- upon which they  had undertaken to 
instruct  their readers,  nor  did I fail to give definite 
evidence in support of my  contention. As to  his own 
knowledge of the  subject it appears to me that he has 
now provided clear evidence of the fact that he does not 
understand it in  making  the  statement  that  the philo- 
sophy of Christian Science is contradictory. 

With  regard to  the clearness of my  statement of the 
philosophy- of Christian Science, I took the precaution of 
submitting a draft of my MS. to two men of unquestion- 
able  scholarship who are not  Christian  Scientists, who 
carefully  examined it and  agreed that T had  expressed 
myself clearly  enough to enable the philosophy Os 
Christian Science to be understood by all careful and  in- 
telligent  readers.  Since  the  publication of my book I 
have received a  letter from a  notable doctor of Philosophy 
(an accredited lecturer on the philosophy af Bergson) 
warmly  congratulating me upon  having succeeded in pre- 
senting a clear statement of a difficult and complex sub- 
ject in a form that c m  be readily  understood  by any man 
of ordinary  intelligence. Your reviewer is doubtless  a 
man of ordinary if not  extraordinary  intelligence, 
and I can therefore only conclude that  he  has not taken 
the trouble to read my book with  the care I hope it de- 
serves. 

Other  points  raised  in  your reviewer’s reply  may be 
waived for  the  present, as he  has committed himself to 
the two following statements which are  either provable 
facts or otherwise :- 

st-That  my  statement of the philosophy of Christian 

2nd-’’‘hat the philosophy of Christian Science is con- 

I directly  challenge A. E. R. to prove  both  these  state- 
ments,  and  if  he or anybody else is able  to do so I un- 
dertake  to  withdraw  my book from publication  and to 
forfeit the sum of ten  guineas  to t h ?  London Hospital. 
My interest  in  the philosophy of Christian Science cease 
if it can be proved to be contradictory  or  unsound. I 
shall, however, still be  faced with  the fact that my ex- 
periences.  continue to prove that  Christian Science is a 
very  reliable  and  practical  method of healing of incal- 
culable  value. In spite of what  your reviewer has said, 
I venture  to  think  that every  cure that ever has been or 
ever will be accomplished must  admit of scientific ex- 
plFnation, but  the discovery of that  explanation 
will not be hastened  by the  British Medical  Associa- 
tion  closing its eyes  to  a  vast field in which i t  
knows that cures are  constantly  and  regularly being 
obtained in response to definite  work,  or  by its  issuing a 
very  misleading if not  dishonest  report on the subject of 
spiritual  healing,  to which reference has been made in 
my book. Of what  value  are  the  great professions of the 
Medical Congress in  the  light of its attitude towards 
spiritual  healing?  Surely it is  time those responsible 
ceased fooling the public and,  like honest  men, faced the 
facts of Christian Science healing- which your reviewer 
contended are so well known and SO widely acknow- 
ledged as to  render  my book unnecessary. C. H. LEA. 

rA. E. R. replies : I can  make  nothing of Mr. Lea’s 
reply. I have already  shown that Christian Science is 
contradictory  and  therefore unsound; and have been told 
that I do not understand  Christian Science. Mrs. Eddy’s 
postulate, quoted by Mr. Lea in  his work,  is this : “All 
is  infinite  mind  and its infinite  manifestation, for God is 
All-in-all ; Spirit  is immortal Truth ; matter is  mortal 
error.  Spirit is the real and eternal ; matter  is  unreal 
and  temporal. Spirit is God, anc! man is  His  image and 
likeness.  Therefore,  man is not material ; he is 
spiritual.”  There is the contradiction. If “all is in- 
finite  mind  and its infinite  manifestation,” there cannot 
be m y  matter : and the descriptions of matter  are there- 
fore  unnecessary. Y o u  cannot  get more out of a logical 
preposition than you put  into  it ; and the postulate of 
Christian. Science philosophy  makes it impossible hgi- 
cally  to  derive  Christian Science healing  from it. For it 
must be apparent that if there is no “matter”  (ex hypo- 
thesi,  there  cannot  be),  there  is no mortal  error,  nothing 
unreal and temporal : there n e  not two  factors to he re- 
lated  and  brought into harmony,  there is only one ever- 
present  fact, the perfection of  God. The postulate must 
be re-stated to reconcile the two apparent contradictions 
of spirit  and  matter before we can logically give any 

Science is not intelligible. 

tradictory  and  therefore  unsound. 
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attention to matter.  Huxley  said, for example : “For, 
after  all,  what do we know of this  terrible  ‘matter,’ 
except as a  name for the  unknown  and hypothetical 
cause of states of our OLVU consciousness ? And  what do 
we know of that ‘spirit’  over whose threatened  extinction 
by matter a  great  lamentation is arising,  like  that which 
was heard at  the  death of Pan, except that  it is also a 
name for an unknown and hypothetical cause, or cundi- 
tion, of states of consciousness? In other words, matter 
and  spirit  are but  names for the  imaginary  substrata of 
groups of natural phaenoma.” There is a  formula that 
resumes both classes of facts; it does not  eliminate by 
definition one class,  and  find it necessary, to accord with 
facts of common experience, to reintroduce that class of 
facts by a breach of logic. The  essential  fact is not the 
existence or perfection of God, but  the existence of some- 
thing  that we call consciousness that may be aware of 
two different classes of sensations. In  short,  the question 
is not a philosophical one, but  a psychological one ; and 
the  philosophy is thereby  ruled  out of court.  That  this 
is no merely arbitrary  ruling  out of Christian Science 
philosophy as a factor in  Christian Science healing,  the 
following citation from Professor Sadler’s  “Physiology of 
Faith  and Fear’’ (p. 430) will prove. “John Alexander 
Dowie comes along  teaching the existence of a physical 
body afflicted with disease because the devil  controls it. 
He also taught  that God heals  disease in answer to 
prayer,  thus destroying the devil’s power. Dowie cu:-ed 
thousands. Mrs. Eddy  and  Christian Science teach tE.at 
there is no  physical body, no sickness ; that  these  things 
exist only in  the mind ; and likewise they  are able to cure 
thousands. Both of these  teachings  cannot be true,  yet 
both can cure disease. It is simply  a problem in sugges- 
tive  therapeutics,  and the element of cure is not the 
correctness of either  their physiological or  their theolo- 
gical  teaching, but  rather  the  intensity  and sincerity of 
the  faith which the sick  one  exercises  respecting the idea 
upon which he  depends  for  healing.” 

Taking  this view of the  matter, I am  not at all coli- 
cerned about  Mr. Lee’s sporting offer. The fact that he 
has twice made the  statement  that I do  not  understand 
Christian Science is a proof that  his  “statement of the 
philosophy of Christian Science is not  intelligible ” to 
me. I cannot  answer  for other people with differently 
organised mental  complexes from my own ; and, as I 
have said, from my  point of view I have  shown that 
Christian Science philosophy is contradictory and there- 
fore unsound. It is contradicted  by the very thing  that 
Mr. Lea cites  as  a proof of its soundness, the  Christian 
Science system of healing. 

As for  the appeal  to the British Medical Association 
“for a  thorough  and  unbiased  investigation,” I think 
it is futile.  In 1831 (I think  that is the date) the medical 
Faculty of Paris  listened  to  a  report of its own CGITI- 
mittee on Hypnotism  and Mesmerism. A doctor rose 
and  remarked that if these  things vvere true,  as  the report 
declared, half the work of the doctors would be gone; 
and,  on  his motion, the  report was suppressed. I believe 
that somewhere about 1910, the  “British Medical 
Journal” devoted a whole number to  the consideration of 
hypnotism  and mesmerism ; and  in  spite of convincing 
testimony to their  value  therein  printed, has refused to 
give  any more consideration  to the  matter.  Why,  the 
public boycott of homoeopathy has not yet been with- 
drawn;  for doctors in  the mass  are  committed to ello- 
pathy,  and  are  supported  therein by the apothecaries. 
Think of the claims of such  methods as  Dr. Abrxtn3kv- 
ski’s “fruit  fast,” or Dr. Haig’s “Uric-Acid-Free-Diet,” 
both of them  “cure-alls,” like every  other  system  or 
method;  think of the vested interest in  the present 
method, and i t  is clear that however much the profession 
may  privately  adopt from individual  systems, it is not 
likely  to  admit  publicly that  the principles it now pro- 
fesses are  wrong. A thorough  and  unbiased  investiga- 
tion of rival  systems  is possible only to individuals,  not 
to organised bodies ; and while I think  that  such  an  in- 
vestigation will never be made, I do not  think  that, if it 
were made, it would lead to  the  result  that Mr. Lea 
expects.  The fact of spiritual  healing  is  admitted; but 
the connection between that fact  and  any  set of philo- 
sophical ideas, good or  bad,  has  not been demonstrated, 
and, I think, cannot be demonstrated. * * *  

FIRE AND WINE. 
Sir,-I wish to thank: your reviewer for his opinion that 

my book, “Fire  and  Wine,” is rubbish,  but  that “Fools’ 
Gold,” which I have  also  written,  is good for something. 
1 would rather  have reviews like  these  than  all  the  treacly 
praise in  the world. I am  glad  that my books are  finding 

one person who possesses courage aud independence 
enough to  say what  he thinks  about  them. If your re- 
viewer cares  to  glance again  at page 77 of “Fools’ Gold,” 
he  may find something to reassure  him  concerning “Fire 
and  Wine.” JOHN GOULD FLETCHER. * * *  

CORRECTION. 
Sir,-In Strindberg’s  verses, “My Friend  and I,” which: 

formed a  feature of last week’s “Pastiche,”  the final  line 
of the first stanza  has been deprived  both of metre  and 
meaning by the word “idealism” ; it should, of course, 
have been “realism.” P. SELVER. * * *  

DRAMA IN ENGLAND. 
Sir,-John Francis Hope is always  interesting, more, 

perhaps, when dealing  with  the  theatre generally than 
with some specific play.  The  article  on the economics of 
the  theatre excellently  summarises  a  deplorable  situation, 
without, however, indicating  a  way  out.  The  theatre  as 
at  present  constituted is essentially an affair of the middle 
classes,  and more so than ever  since the Repertories  have 
attained a more than  purely local influence, and  ha= 
begun to impose upon the London stage  their middle-class 
plays,  by middle-class authors,  like  Houghton  and Brig- 
house,  written for middle-class publics.  The state of the 
theatre  in  England  in no way differs from that of the Press 
and  all you say  in  the “Notes of the Week,”  of the 
Newnes and kindred. publications is applicable  equally to 
the  stage. Is there a way out? Abroad, things  are  not 
ideal,  but, possibly, thanks  to  the  subsidy  system,  they 
are  better. At  least,  the poets are in  the theatre.  This 
is not  the  time, nor are world conditions  appropriate, to 
find great poets, but, whatever  their status to-day,  there is 
work of D’Annuncio,  Rostand, Hauptmann, Maeterlinck, 
and  Verhoven, which is better  than  anything we have to 
exhibit  in competition. We have Stephen  Phillips ! What, 
then, can be done? A recent  silly season discussion in  
the “Manchester  Guardian”  about the  virtual  extinction 
of the London pit is possibly illuminating. More and 
more the  theatre  tends  to become a  pressure of the 
leisured rich-of the classes tc\ be reached by the  “Strand 
Magazine” advertisers,  from whom it is flatly  impossible 
to hope for  any  revitalising movement. Drama is the  art 
of the mob, and  the sooner the middle-class sycophants 
who  mismanage our playhouses recognise the fact, the 
sooner will drama re-assume its proper place. The way 
to cope with  kinema  and  music-hall  competition is not 
to drive  away  the real  theatre public? by  increasing  prices, 
and  gambling  on  the choice of a  fashionable success ; not 
to select plays  carefully  calculated to offend no  middle- 
class  sentiment ; but  to  make  the  theatre democratic in 
price,  play, and production. Two actors, bare boards, 
and a passion are worth a dozen plays about the difficul- 
ties of marriage  on &oo a  year.  And  the people want 
them.  Throw  down the tariff wall of price and prejudice, 
and  there is still a chance-a small chance--of drama 
coming into its own again.  “Organise  the  theatre,” not 
for  the income-tax  payers, but €or the many.  Even  the 
Censor has abandoned the “young  person.”  When will 
he  and  his  supporters,  the  managers, abandon the rich 
person ? OLIVER COSWAY. 
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