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NOTES OF THE WEEK.

M
Banlz'ersf'{ 'AC' Saunders, manager of the Illinois
I 1024 th Ssociation, -has vouched for the fact that

Amerma € operations of criminals and crooks in
750,000 cost the banks no less a sum than
econc;mic 000, and declares that there is no
that of ¢ problem more serious and urgent than
Ment, th:Ppr¢SSl“g crime, In view of this state-
Angelo e:lncldents following the assassination of
1€nng himsn?f last year are discouraging enough.
time of 3 was a paid assassin who, at the
twenty mlj cath, was credited with having killed
Catholic t}rll personally or by deputy. Although a
Unera] .’ ye € Catholic Church refused him a Church
les hég tdat his burial in Chicago thirty automo-
His cofﬁnpe with flowers preceded the hearse.
followeq h}Nas made of silver. Among those who
Notorigys m to the grave were not only many
Neluding tgangSter. leaders, but many City officials,
an aldermaw0 Municipal judges, one former judge,
the State 0, a State senator, and two members of
SUrprisin ¢ ouse of Representatives. It is not
timeg asg © know that in Chicago there are three
of Great %a'ny-murders in a year than in the whole
3 rAtam‘?he_ respective figures being 350
Prosperit nd this in the heyday of America’s
dper adﬁia;v}]en’ according to her British news-
‘ages thereofs’ there is a good job and plenty of
€ Wondere b CVeryone with grit and energy.
°n her py és what sort of task America will have
A trade 1n S When her turn comes round again for
SUMp and unemployment.
In con S . »
r]11tr€itets Sequence of the discovery how to make
~Urope Synthetically i, North America  and
D3 jndusgec POLts of itrates—Chile’s
to D Industry of natural nitrates—
2 a d}qfe“. rom two million tons 1 1023
1¢ a third millijon in 1925.  Nitrate

’“im'n

Mep gaf:tefprlses hate gl dovias s may
ISr}l\eet this siteue-nft”{)\v'n out of employment. To
l‘l'Ould foster dnm“ 1t is being suggested that Chile

gricultur T il anc
S (C : e, for which her soil an
(& = ALe Sa ) 2
& Is, as“}:ll to be peculiarly fitted. The diffi-
® always, the landowners’ lack o

“liquid capital.”” It must be reassuring for those
who have feared that the population of the world
was going to graze the earth bare of foodstuffs, to
hear that it is now overstocked with a food-forcing
chemical. And it is amusing to gather that Chile,
who once fertilised the world, is only now begin-
ning to think of fertilising herself. Let us hope
that her example will be followed by other coun-
tries who have much less excuse for neglecting
such salvation.
* *

There is a proposal that the married women c;)j
France should give up their wedding rings tolta .
to the gold reserve of the Bank of Fralnce. L
estimated that these would yield 1!01 fﬁs bearic
4,000 metric tons of gold, with whic ]t eforeign
could be stabilised without recourse doto 25t
credits, and then “nobody Wou > nee hantel”
gtrt})lout ratifying inter-AIIxe:e::Lnigif3 tofang

is proposal is a near T Db
Darlin%’s? He recommended the mobilisation (())f
the Empire’s gold resources, for the puEPOZCher
remitting them to America 1 order to EK}: o
with the dilemma of receiving something S‘ef (1'f
not want, and had too much of already, or 0 lt
she liked) withdrawing her demand for paymeg
or accepting it in the form of goods. While the
French proposal does not proceed from any
authoritative quarter, it 1S just one of those
moves in the game which would appeal to the
French imagination. The snag, of course, 1S thgt
it takes two imaginations to bring the scheme 0} .
The men’s mischief may summon rings from the
vasty deep of their wives' sentiment, but the story
will probably end there.

- L 2 v

The Dean of St. Paul’s keeps miSsing his way to
Damascus. With the old dispensation n the throes
of disruption he stumbles among its Tuins,
pointing out the beauties of fallen edifices to an
imaginary group of sightseers. A superannuated
guide not_quite all there. He announces in the
Evening Standard that when he visited America he
was told that there was very little Socialism there
 hecause every working man is himself a capital-

-
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ist.”” Very good. One gathers that there will
never again be any strikes in America. ‘ The
American employer grudges his men no wages that
they can really earn.” In other words, the American
employer will pay any wages which he can get back in
prices with a good profit.  Yes; but why the implicit
suggestion that the British employer will not?
“ The (American) workman understands that if he
wants good wages he must earn them.” So does
the British workman. ““The American workman
does not feel that his employer is his natural
enemy, whom he must try to injure in every possible
way.” Well, does the British workman? If Dean
Inge means that there are no strikes to speak of
in America, that can be granted. But are we to as-
sume that strikes occur in this country solely, or
even chiefly, because workmen suddenly conceive a
prejudice against their employers?
* * *

He cannot logically uphold this theory, for he ex-
plains the existing good-will in America as arising
‘om an antecedent economic circumstance. This
circumstance is that there have been ‘¢ enormous
mvestments in industrial securities by the American
working man;”’ and that “ trade unions have estab-
lished banks and mvestment trusts to encourage
Saving among their members.’’ Yes, yes; but we
are going too fast: how did the American working
]r(nan Pget the money to put by after paying for his
eep? Surel not simply by touching his hat to his
employer an | hoping his health was good. You can’t
ash an obeisance—at least, the average working
Jlan cannot; although the miracle has, we believe,
been ?ccamqnallly worked sometimes by an em-
ployer’s bowing low and offering a cigar fo someone
n a bank parlour. There are few workmen who
would not grasp the hand in which a pound-note
was stuck. On the other hand, there is no work-
man who, holding a pound note, would hurry
%o press the gummy palm of his penurious master.
ich accounts for the phenomenon of what Dean
Inge refers to as “ the egregious A. J. Cook.”’
° ° °

But, from another an le, why “ egregious ** > :
Cook 1s after all only gsking }tlhat %u'sgclients in l\f}fe
Miners’ Federation shall have wages sufficient to
provide a margin for investment. The Dean should
approve, whereas he inconsistently appears to object
to the inclusion of miners in the Investment class.
Again:; “ It is ill-will—fed by false and poisonous
:gcml}teachm g—which makes our economic problems

e:: opeful, and our people so unhappy.” The

o mmlght reflect on the curious circumstance that
bt o E(ZSC ly causative ill-will never appears until
Might it ng?f{)omlc problems have become unhopeful.
50 Would, of € as well to invert the theory ? To do
out what )wo Course, give him the trouble of finding
the ill-wil| 3; the cause of the problems which caused

ardly 1ii, ;lé 1t would be a task wc‘:rth while. We

im: for S b Mmention the word “deflation ” to

28t 3 we might almost think of him
he Dean of Threadneedle Street. We notice that

, by the wn d by Bishop Hensley Henson (to

3 ay, we offer our apologi for inad
vertently referring 'to hi e e, or inad

: ; o him an’? 1a RN
primanding th % as “Dean ” Jast week) in
ntends to refer
Moralists »?

e Ten Bishops, to whom he obviously

e when he speaks of muddle-headed
who have not realiseq “ the impossibility

e will pro mic problems by flabby sentiment.”
connection pound a question or two to him in this
Tance and | 'AI‘S he knows, England has excused
Did this b ]td y a substantial part of their debts.
SO, was ﬂxf P_tr{ AS(‘lt]e an economic problem? If
Principles g ooion dictated by sound financial
thus to give T"}n'ot, what impelled the Government
those countr'i,.»\‘;m amounts to a large subsidy to
else that can rere. V28 it love, or fear, or anythine
AN req ,(mn])ly be construed as “:?(‘ntlll“l-]'(‘l‘.'t”";

‘“ Sentiment in international relationships ani ri_‘::ﬁ
at home”’ seems to be Dean Inge’s motto.
unpatriotic one. , * * . ‘w
Major Douglas, in enunciating at Swanv v
Possilgle alternative ideas about the pollcybc?tfh of
economic system, formulated two of them ( o
which he dismissed as illegitimate and un?
able)— I
“The first is that it is the end in itsel
<1 E o he
exI‘St’IS"he second is that while not an end in 1‘5el£‘u:| ltsotdo
most powerful means of constraining the 1{1511\1 o
things he does not want to do; e.g., 1t ‘f] f‘t ‘l)he world
government. This implies a fixed ideal of wha
ought to do.” oo 1y_,_“ A
Dean Inge quotes Dr. Johnson approvi };g 7 when
man is seldom more harmlessly occupied t at e fol-
he is making money,’”” paraphrasing him mS is that
lowing comment of his own: ‘‘ What he.sayn admir:
to work hard at some productive }ta’x’sk 1s an ad )
able way of keeping out of mischief.
The attitude of the Dean, it will be S?enb
fully reproduced in the second of Mal?rﬁ ed 1dea’s
formule. And it is against the power of X e d
such as are here exemplified that the S?e&e it re-
the industrial engineer—not to speak %
formers—are struggling. Of what use ¢ come, &
ing the possibility of more leisure, mOl'ebmd of men
higher purchasing power to a man or olzisure 15
who have got it into their heads t'hath holiday
synonymous with mischief? As if t tehs in the
months of the year were the peak mon who €07
national crime chart. Happily for those tion
sciously combat this false view, C,Veryhsemechaﬂ‘
society is unconsciously kicking against the disturb”
ism employed to give effect to it. EVeryreVolt on
ance in industry and society is at root a ¢ this 2t
the part of the ordinary individual agamfs matory"
tempt to use the economic system as a ret®

; « el butis
The “New Economic” sttﬂbuglmp
MR. VINCENT McNABB ON MR. P
KERR. o hatd
The necessity for Distributists to do _somis made
thinking on what they mean by Distributist 7, ¢/
manifest by an article contributed to G.K-S He has
of August 28 by Vincent McNabb, O.P- py MI
come across a letter in 7/e Times, Wl'ltteél 4
Philip Kerr, the late Secretary of Mr. I__.IOYI dustty:
n a discussion on “ The New Spirit in 11 that n
Mr. McNabb is so struck by Mr. Kerr's views £e
says of this letter, “ Does it mean the tlf‘r{i'he i
tide?” and in fact heads his article on it, ding 2
of the Tide.” Mr. Kerr’s proposition, acclot at the
Mr. McNabb, is “so true and fundamentd evoh’t
acceptance of it would be the one pecessa?’ beg’
tion without which all other revolutions .“’Oo ethlﬂgf
chaos.” Clearly, Mr. Kerr must have said s oint 05
of tremendous import from a Distributist V‘ghich ha
view. Let us, then, reproduce the passage
so moved Mr. McNabb. Says Mr. Kerr: in indu s
“ Not the smallest cause of the old bad spirit e erh?nﬂ
has been the perpetual spectacle of profits BT tog D]
at the expense of reductions in piece-rates O e ritor® do
spent on luxurious living by the fortunate ’childfen'ﬂn."
capital ; whilst the employees, their wives anhinli that.Hin
not receive a living wage. . do not t new SPITY
single step would more contribute towards 2 f capit?® e
industry than the acceptance by the owners Oin
what seems to me the manifest truth, that lhehm as &

ick three

f for which man

"

realthiis in its analveis a Sablic tensk and LA AL
of wealth is in its analysis a public trust, al roceeds . Fye
citizens they should not spend more of its P o e g0

themselves than will enable them to d"“harglﬂ"‘jﬂ Tt
sponsibilities properly, and should [;ul’”““',w eind
capilal improvement or public service of SO i
would certainly transform the whole [’mblcm,-cﬂllhy' jviné
an accepted rule that no citizens, however “lqr 9 ~llhe’-"
entitled to spend more on their personal stanc “the i per
than is deemed sufficient for the holders =
offices in the gift of the State.”’—The Times
1. (Our italics.)

ece™”

.
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Mr. McNabb discerns in these sentiments two
“ fundamental principles >’ which he shows were laid
down by St. Thomas Aquinas. The first of them
he formulates thus: “A man's state of life is not
determined by Jis wealth, but a man’s wealth should
be determined by his state of life.”” The second is
that “ Wealth superfluous to a man’s state of life
should be distributed.”’ gij |
€ are not concerned to discuss these prmciples.
We quote them rather to explain Mr. McNabb’s en-
1ustasm. What we are concerned with is Mr. Kerr’s
suggestion for giving effect to them—in particular
¢ second of them. Readers of THE NEW AGE will
already have reco ised that Mr. Kerr’s technique
£3s old as the hills. Far from offering any escape
fom the economic evils in which society is sub-
Jerged, it would plunge society still deeper in
them. We are where we are precisely because the
rich have been doing just what Mr. Kerr now pro-
1f>05e5 they shall do more intensely, i.e., refraining
'om buying consumable goods and spending their
woney on capital development. Moreover, it puzzles
US to see Mr. McNabb single out Mr. Kerr as a
Ploneer of Distributism on this evidence ; for, Mr.
CIT’s proposal can be matched in the case of hun-
C;eds o other publicists. Lastly, and most signifi-
Caltlt of all, this proposal is not simply being advo-
d ed in public speech and correspondence; it is to-
by Lo ng actually imposed on' capitalism and society
tﬁ’ the financial oligarchy who rule this country
ough the Bank of England. If, as M.
chabb claims, Mr. Kerr is “decidedly on the side
an le angels,”” Mr. Montagu Norman is an arch-
coge, . There used to be a theological conundrum
of 5 2ung how many angels could stand on the point
iahneedleZ 1f Mr. McNabb’s views were correct he
magn 2 dppropriately initiate a discussion on how
eg angels can pack themselves into the Court of
N ank in Threadneedle Street. A
Shouclnc‘ll if Mr. Kerr had suggested that the rich
Neceg sell all they had over and above what was
&ive ?};Lr to a reasonable standard of living, and
Slasy, € Proceeds to the poor, Mr. McNabb’s enthu-
View would have been justifiable from his point of
Such ?ﬁ-a disciple of Christ. But Mr. Kerr says no
termg ;ng. What he says to the rich amounts in
Mone 1 economics to this : Refrain from spending
and II}; Op. yourselves, and spend it on new factories
Driceg 3 “ner)’~clzrzrging the amount in your future
uard v 7€ $097.”” " Mr. McNabb must be on his
the Lo\;cllth fPerle' who pro hesy in the name of
1Sow o D’Strlbutism~t eir Lord may one day
= el acquaintance.

am()eunus make three assertions. First: The total
Ol money that could be saved by the pro-
¢ negliaﬁfeml.or.l of the rich would represent only
It's are%l € mitigation of the condition of the poor
“Ver it among them. Second: The amount, what:
RSO th Vere to be, could not be effectively sharec_l,

> '€ poor either would not receive the extra

if they did ir increased Incomes
uy. the)m mc;ret.he’llrhree: The self-indul-
"Ichmen o e rich is not now an obstacle to the en-
1€ poor, :

ticayyy, ISt of these assertions can be proved statis-
i Ut in view of the other two, there is 10
2 £0 into the figures. The second assertion
Creditins Or 1ts demonstration on the facts of a-ci
SYstem > &0 costing under the existing Aﬁnanma’.
10g 06 UPPosing the rich were to set .asule, Sa},
Spenéino’ooo d year which they had previously been
Pose of P,'lon_ articles of consumption. For the pm;
ang g, Cl“'r.‘t_\’ Imagine that the business of making
Single PVINg these goods had been handled by a
Suppl, 152y, the Plutocrats’ Manufacturing and
Worles, “OMpany, employing perhaps some 20,000
missalS' The first effects would be (1) the dis-
the = of these workers, (2) the closing down of

MPpany, (3) the disappearance of the money

value of its shares. If the Company had been mak-
ing a net profit of, say, 5 per cent. one can assume
the value of the shares to have been £100,000,000.
This value would now be wiped out. A certain
number of the victimised shareholders would be poor
people who held the shares either directly or at ong
remove through holdings of their trade unions ag
other socicties. The bulk of the shares we conceue
would be in the ownership of business houses or tVlvle 5
to-do individuals. But to a considerable exteﬁt hesd
shares would be in the custody of banks who 13
advanced loans on them to the owners. Asd§oon =
the rich had decided to curtail their ex;i)en 1.tur§rl o
we have seen, the banks would have ca led in o
loans. To repay these the business houses (we \Zh :
ignore the private borrowers) would havc}el 'tobraxseark_
money somehow. They could only do 1t is by mllect
ing down prices in order to 1??:3 esra lf)Ss / et;) ‘iShich

venue. They, in turn, wou 5
f\?ould react or}: their roﬁti, ax;SS :ﬁustﬁgtthel;; ssl}rlxg;:
ralues, with the ultimate L s
:'lepression would widen out in @ succession : tof c}(l):d
centric waves untilﬁ the ivhggi 1{commun y

rbed the 1initial financial s . y 4

ab%\)/hat beneht would exist on the other ‘s‘fg;et I;)f tﬁgi
account? Merely the fact, for what it l1)5, o
£100,000,000 a year was now godl_ng tC;o EMr. Kerr's
new capital development (accor mgl Lch deperd
programme). But how could tlenum W
on continuing to get this sum pEr al;]stinence? N
new conditions arising out of thelf1 a i iy 158
if that problem were overcome, ?\v (i?;etheir e
likely to place their investments >— s e
try where depression was stalking r e it
Government bonds of countries }\'helretixgc7 A
still indulging themselves and stimuia e o

Now let us look at the question 10 & gl
By common consent the difficulty ango?gctorl}:fs -
generally is that they have a lot o hile o
machinery and few orders. There 15 o iy ealt
of directors in the country which 1s no e
for having spent its war profits on eX.te;ld ldgone e
ductive equipment—for having, 1n a Wow_v_for R
Mr. Kerr says ought to be done agl'\?ug }r)lo il il
tried to be what Mr McNa e

ol e d ag
“ Distributists.”” They could h:;‘fi lil: the event find

jith the money, yet did not; ant Fad spent it
‘tyhlcta}r]nselves in a worse state than Tllfl et?ee}lls o ey
all on champagne and oysters. LT eead in books
“about the cause. It is_setyOUt f)%;; nd P. W. Mar-
like Foster and Catching’s 270795

: and T ke Limited
tin’s 7 /e Flaw in the Price Sy;lemate and final econ-

1 ! J
Market, not to sp(e;{ak oftt}il;i?mcgntamcd “}D.%I?/J)OY
‘ /sis and  syp | Distribu-
(nggl?;?;y;;s{iaz Cmgi[' Tﬁ%f::b[;ifilc aﬂlg{emocmcy,
] Production, ang O s astiaations: ©
\/\{l(igscg {esearches have inspired t{}e t:g\\isi]lgstu 0% iy
these other authors. If Mr. Mcl ahat A e
of these books he will dlsqo;;erart] ot fheit apend
investment of profits by the rll'cf Joea Ty, Vit
ing of them on articles of lite

rerty.

accounts for stagnation, emp oyment fam}rl:?\ (:‘lll’ll);t
‘I-\I vill find, too, the interpretation ol Whd ton’s

T : i rsterious in Mr. Chesterton s
have appeared to him mys he banks to turn the
recent reference to the power of the ;n s
shilling in a man’s pocket mto a Pf‘; thye.second prin-

We must say a word or two abol} Ith superfluous
ciple of St. Thomas Aquinas, WerT il ;™ e
/o[ a man’s state of life s]/éoul((l) :ILV tllferc b e
e olntccgflttd;ﬁz rsr?a(ﬁlhimsclf to dec1,(’lc It)h.c f1)c~)l‘nt
for z'mel ich his wealth is “ 5“176rﬂuou& S
e “1] s said, “ Wealth is a flow, not a store,
ey mtvhaé wealth is wasted if it is not con-
meanéin'g s and when it appears. If anyone were to sug-
sume ‘I\’bh" McNabb that the rich ought to have their
gest tot the sﬁiritual benefits of the Sacraments re-
aeaess dC{)ecauSC they were depriving the poor of their
2{12(;26 he would assuredly rub his eyes.  But the sug-
- )
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gestion would not be a whit more absurd than the
suggestion that natural forces, amplified by genera-
tions of scientific discovery, are unable to serve all
the needs of the poor after having supplied to the
full every conceivable demand of the rich. “ Pro-
duction 1s indefinitely expansible: Consumption is
not,”” said Major Douglas in one of his books. Hence
the practicability of what we will call the New Econ-
omic Distributism—namely,_ the removal of all in-
hibitions against Consumption.

It is a fallacy to suppose that capitalists, in the
conventional sense of the term, would be opposed
to Consumption as a principle if left to themselves.
Each one, of course, would like to reduce Censump-
tion among /s ows employees, i.e., to lower their
wages; but he would prefer that his brother cap-
italists should pay their employees high wages—for
these employees are potentially and ultimately his
customers. A clear distinction must be drawn be-
tween the Working Capitalist and the Finance Cap-
italist—or, as we should prefer tq put it, between
the capitalist and his banker. Tt is the business of
reformers to recognise that the capitalists’ attitude
towards the wage demands of labour is imposed
upon them by the conditions of thejr dependence
upon the banks, ual, the capitalist
s first in the bor-

t osts, plus a good profit, in the
sale of his products, and provided—mark this—

that such a happy situation will be continuous, that
he has not to reckon with the contingency of a col-
apse of demand on the part of his customers. His
anti-labour attitude arises from the absence of
such guarantees, and upon nothing else. Such antj-

onsumption principles as he may credit himself
with are nothing: but the steam off the economic stew

m  which he ig mmersed, and wil] disappear
when the pot cools down.

Now the banks have the POWer, in conjunction
with the Government, to make and fulfil those mis-
SIng guarantees. The way m which they can do so
15 described in Major Douglas’s credit proposals.

he principle inyolyed is the creation and issue of
Iew credit to be ysed | 1

tob oy private individuals in the
g:)rbclhaset Ot articles of consumption, Thus the whole

€M turns on wh tl banl rern-
ment wish 1o ¢ ether the nks and the Govern

course continye to do)
nifest them
€very map, woq
accomplished

If they do, the consumers
sclve; as natural Distributists,
man and c]nld—Dlstributism will be an

supervision  from

ustry,
apitalism, not,
Ot using itg v

them continye to jibe at C
Starving Labour, hut for n
Who and what i forcing it to do S0—and against its
OWn vital interests, Fop after all Laboy; is Capital’s
bcst_customer. Saturday’s wages are Monday’s ti]l-
receipts, Monday’s profits, Monday’s share values,
mrul Monday’ s borrowing powers, It has been said
:(’}lc:).dcn’rm’gh ‘\':\’hcro would Capita] be if Labour
: 1(;9(L' w f)r.ilr\m,;? But there 15 @ much more startling
question; e would Capital he if Labour

, however, for
1ts to discover

>

worked for nog hing 7

-

Labour Banks.

By C. H. Douglas.

3 . Mr.
I am stimulated by the interesting !Izeglfrthzfz
Alexander Thompson in THE NEW A(iven iy
inst., to deal with this matter at some dmgit at once;
It is necessary in the first place to a views in
what no doubt 1s fairly obvious, that 3112:’ orgais
regard to the practicability of usmgf restoring 1o
Labour movement for the purpose o: have under-
the Madividualliis rights and privileges, have el
gone considerable modification. When o Yot the
organisations, I mean exactly that,d to Labour 15
individuals whose functlpnt_m regar 4
exploited by those organisations. £ truth,
Ft has be};h said, with a certain amoug(tmc; are an
that Trades Union and Labour Orgamiﬁr ow up into
organised complaint. As such, they al attributes
positions of power, men whose Somplaint, and Who
are most suitable for voicing this comp ?re(iuire very
identify themselves with it. It does If}o'rs to realis€
much acquaintance with practical a talis’ very mu¢
that the specialist in voicing Cpmpla%’hsre is nothing
like any other sort of specialist. g Ie I regafds
like leather to him, and, subconscious yt’ him out of
with distaste anything which would pu T
job. of t
* J'lczhat is a short and inadequate treatn:—ﬂ;tnisatxqﬂ
theoretical difficulty in using a Labour ﬁ 5101'6 solid
to emancipate the individual. But a muc arises from
ground for the modification of my views A what
the fact that when in 1919 I put forwar considerd”
known as the Draft Mining Scheme foerr; Oragé
tion, and, with the able coTlaboratlQn oL were met
endeavoured to secure its consideration, -“re ]
with active hostility on the part of eve %orts were
leader that we approached, although our est the ran{
in many cases actively backed from among_ception (o
and file. Tt is fair to say that, with the %’* to repent
Mr. Frank Hodges, who was quickly ma 2 Labou¥
of his broadmindedness, every .natlonontact, :
leader with whom we came into IC b= )t/
S0 far as he considered us wort l};ions that
attention at all, devoted the CO“"ers?ery inad®
we had with him to proving, oOn ; coulC . 1o
quate grounds, that nothing effectiv ol posst é
done, and that his own policy was the Oto acquif’e
one, rather than devote any mental eﬁorterly aﬂx'oée
a grasp of what we were both most eag -~ the caSc
to explain to him. That was not al\anl ip thesa
with provincial leaders, but it was genera il
of national leaders, vic of the U=
This attitude is so characteristic Ohat it OUE e
British attitude towards anything new fha\"e m) ?'ﬁfe
not to, and in fact did not, surprise us. workin ‘]
been connected during the whole of my descriptloéﬁt
with industrial pioneering of various he stateé®>
and [ have frequently been met with t nable 315 ¢
in so many words, that there was no reasOVhich W lat
ment to be advanced against the COMSS ThIw 15 it
advocating, but that the concern to W ]efer - (qﬂt
the moment addressing myself would p;e most P°
second. The exceptions are now for t .
millionaires, urprisé got
It did not, therefore, cause us anyﬁS rts had the
the first tangible evidence that our e'oz'm al e
home came from the United State?r cnlled uild
request of the organisers of what \Yaafnise G to
“Plumb  Plan,” “which was Amerlcc{:l i I()IgderS
Socialism, T went to America at the en

i
L v : abour rs !
explain my views to, amongst others, L id yee

ne “hey
there. Tt took about as many days as thwd dwt’ ?ioﬂ
England to convince the persons concer e5

su rst
were barking up the wrong tree, and at m())’ the ]ﬁ d
the first steps towards the foundation Brother en-
Labour bank in the world, 1ha¢ of tl:ie were «t?]crﬂ‘
of Locomotive Engineers at Clevelan tkers’ chill’
This was followed by the Clothing Wor Sidney

tion Bank, under the leadership of Mr. =
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man, one of the ablest Labour leaders I émvfe Ie‘fdi
met, and, incidentally, a Jew. At the enS 0t ; 9{11
there were 30 Labour banks in the United %21 e ks
of them highly successful—as banks. o n fa
defence, I ought to say that I did everyt 1ng (1) s
Power to emphasise my view that no Ob]CCtll\C LR
Portance would be achieved by any plan v
id not deal with prices. ;

e best commer?tary on the result of“the formz_1t10r11
of these banks is contained in the Intematll‘or.‘g_
rades Union Movement,” by Dr. Harry Wh ;}1‘ 4
¢r. He says: “We can, however, say mn 'tle dr 3
lace that the fears of certain Trades Union eak.el'
ave not been realised in believing that the ban gleglf_
movement would give immediate birth to a num e
D' fantastic projects which would ruin them ant

‘ing discredit upon the whole Labour movemem-_
1 the contrary, the banks have been the most CE)
blete success from the financial point of view H%Y
ltalics). At the end of 1024 they uniformly pu s
ished gains anq profits. There has been no case od
ideficiE e nEars operations are, in general, conducte 7
M a more conservative basis even than is 7’”’"“{
V the ordinary commercial banks, seeing that tﬁe
Am of the Labour banks is, above all, to assure ;1 e
cSCurity of their deposits and to render service rather

a1 to achieve profits by speculation, and, in C°“§e/'
quence, the officials feel that they are mve;/ed wf’l 2
& ohonsibility to the whole Z7ades Union move-
ent )’_ (my italics). ) 5
It wil be agreed, I think, that we are in possession
OL sufficient data to be able to say that no scheme
“ich depends for Its success on the personal qua{lﬁ
ties of ¢ ose administering it, 1s worth pursuing. A
Purely banking schemes are in this class. There is
OF Ope for the individual, in a mere transfer to therrfl
th the Power of dispensing money. The features f)
€ financia] system which contain the key to tlccle
of the individual are the Dividend an

Shancipation
FIces, and T think that the situation has now reached
stage t}

'Scud] a hat the onus of comparatively irrelevant
i;ISl}eS such as Labour banks can be well left to otl.]ersci
t e the Socia] Credit movement, if one is oblige
o it that, can concentrate as steadily as possible
aspecs D€ With these negleoted but fundamental
oS of the Problem. It 1s possible, even probable,
Ke(é }S)Ome SOrt of @d Jioc bank will have to be orgmg
<;n]y y the movement itself, hut as a means to an en

Mepy 1, 40 NOt inclined to think that the right mo-
Ot has yet arrived,

T Views and Reviews.
lishehe half-crown series of Hogarth Essays, p;lﬁ)é
lategy oY ~€onard and Virginia Woolf, present]s e
Selye, StTiVings of the eccentrics to express t)ese_
‘lllencs' -Ccentricity which ensues as the C?nbut
Cccent of se “¢Xpression may be of interest ; !
m nt”c‘ty as the means of self-expression 1
‘erely Curious, Tg escape from the common l‘llé‘;:s
we‘ﬁfetched aim if it e the whole aim. Mllsls ull;
axnu:, SSay on ¢ Poetr_v and Criticism, zlltlloeg—
hey 318 Teveals— o the darkening of alf & sthe
herq €Sperate longing to jsolate herself ronzmse-
ql]en'~ hile her negations COH\'H‘lce, m c
e, her affirmations breed emptiness. e
lishee(r determmation to break free from the es ?m-
Dathv Metap) orical convention arouses only s)ens
El\»éldmong lovers of poetry; cheap fountal?;ﬁout
Sven t)een NOWn to write orthodox verse, Wi o5
Bregg de Medium of hands, so far has 1_r1\'e(1txoqspn0t
A povtt Since Byrop. Yet this determination 1 B
i g city. at is novel in Miss Sitwell’s met :105:
Dc,s‘-ne Cantrap for escape, which consists m' t.r‘z}ing
un(,og Sensory mpressions, and consciously wea ng
D associations not for beauty but for tl !
ness. Nq divine fire js breathed into poilgé
non.sen»\:(‘ hke the alle&{(’d prose of.._'ylA],l
Stein, the beauty of which, Miss Sitwe

s, can hardly be denied, might be'utt?rr:éi tﬁz
iy fla per under laughing-gas. If _settm};l.; secTthe
i src)ious meant this sort of thing the o
e might as well remain in its dungeon. LA
SC]O[E thegstrings of words which .bu511r11etise Zen
brea and young lovers, together with all lothes
S f tiine have been forced to adopt, is e
“Ctlm\ioork lest our souls hang in them. e
f)irt}t,ing together the words again let us
Serﬁfs.s Sitwell’s essay is mainly a ﬁrlt‘l;-l}i':lgt, Whlﬁ};
is the usual first step to joining the Lo
spends a long time detailing our mgtgt}?ers. —
'Ii)ctions and the sins of our gran iy
: itics ’however, sensitive as they afre{h S
il whipedbi R tale of their unkind:
cloe Shelley and Keats, to the risk o e
ol tance. If Miss Sitwell foun e e
e rePeesr;ary of course, as a setting fc:;e fosities
tal?iggctlmt Ténnyson, of all men, wfasig
rfr:)ar'tnot being respectable—for S?ncttilﬁgd.
in his verse tobeplalp-—she_ is jus o i
n Poets and critics, in their mutouvaoked O
undeniably stimulating; one 1S pr ol i e

bout their origins. A youth w 0@tr o
e d whether he could write po yf i
1nqu11re had never tried. When ult:txm;xte(),)tf,a e
thz‘l::t lfle (did try, he lost his love andb%m Ty
0 Poets, on the other hand, are E vélopment,
acrxpg. o maf{ing. Light on thef:r eo e
liecgt'!el{r%r,n L ano}t?i e\rv:;?zocz’illatge trouble of

; S oubl
A-S'l??? b‘)‘/;]c;zti;fl’}’, ﬁ: yis reported to hav:dcgglarlgl:i
?hrzituitg sounded so flat in prose. lt?‘}?el;(:rife e

into these stories than they contain A
= d critics becomes intelligible. e
gggltsmmclritic begin to abuse one ang\:rher,

: 1 /S & TOW.
gainer is the crowci, whlchsenjoys 3

ga bigamist

’ ity,” further
) of “ Anonymity, 2 the
?dr. Fi(rJlrsttl: ssasrtluedzeries, gently satllﬁseiet;};er:ader
V? u'm'(tein in which matter whose trut :h Sl
ca “tréSt %Y experience or revelation, s;s e
i lly bears the explicit signature ?ther S
l‘?}?'ilelnatte:r whose accuracy can nesignature. S
nor el s n?f has contributed
nor believ llowed to express one~ sl B SR
o t1?eetgncoe“0f property in thmggs z:;)elrs -
i v
xti?oi _p the impersonality oft tnr?v"ialla. il S
buted to,the prefont S £ t universal. Never-
tribu things are oracular; if N0 iy o
Per?Onal t 1ng1§.n o be said for t]e“.s ity of
e Somektsélthgin the leader and nfhm: S
e e ey ot b0 b, 00
: be agents an R o
{)I?;tlstlrmne?lys(i)g}lytheir %vork. glﬂﬁzo‘gﬁé 10p
world 1s that poets. should‘ e 24

IS etreat,”’
he sub-title of Mr. Herbert Read's © In Retreat,
alsE ]guil}ished by the Hogarfhthf;r(;isf-th s e
sl Olfllthehan;e;t”oa more exact descript_lc:‘n
St. Quentin, N arfnfo ]91is straightforward nar::;:)vrt’
thafn %S;?)%r}ll. embellishment as an official g‘rd;usings.
iir rlggad has intruded neither opqugzdn e
He has put down what he dx_(}. de?zlu'n R s
observed. Although his tale is as P e
ensored account of a war—corrq.pqt o el
the of 3 man who e PR decision and
e Stamhp writer’s responsibility for e
s ’(Ie'he result is a straight }?ea]m Oof %he
Tuminating one epinde of Nap rercling of fhe
\l\,ﬁO]e i fhe ony th'mgsn{)irr(g; designed to destroy.
oo the'l-nShttiltllt:c)lntcl)SgL;atitudc for this journal, and
M 1? CIr’]resq for publishing it. Had there been
s Hogar’t :\f the censor over the men writing home,
e ined letters would have read like this.
a few restrained 5
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The Philosophy of Yaworski.

THE CHIEF HUMAN PROBLEMS.
By S. de Nicolaij.
1.

Dr. Jaworski is a thinker who is more than
original. His ideas are not so much new in their
essence as in the extremity of their development.
His stride into the future discloses an abyss between
contemporary science and the science which is to
come, in which even those who travel with most faith
towards the goal of truth are left, as it were, sus-
pended.

His profound and extensive knowledge is united
with a metaphysical intuition often disconcerting to
the classical mind. His system, which is exposed in
several works—Z’Interiorisation, I’Arbre, Biologi-
que, La Période Geologique, I'Humanité, sa Crois-
sance, and les Etapes de [’ Jistoire, is not only based
upon the study of life, but extends to its least
explored limits. It is from Biology that he is led
ggturally to the sociological revelaXtion: from the
ir‘lssg'\e;;;snzf tt}l;x.e cell to thofsle 1c(:if t}]}xe Universe. 1And

/ 1S immense fie 1 T
every question of philosoghy. L

LIFE.

Before discussing Man, who is the predominant
study of this most erudite thinker, he defines Life.
Completing and surpassing the present data of

cience, he has enlarged the chemical formula of

aude Bernard: “Life is characterised by move-
ments of assimilation and excretion,” replacing it
Ey another which embraces every vital phenomenon :

Life is characterised by specific movements, con-
stant and simultaneous, slow and varied, of Interior-
1sation and Exteriorisation.’’ Life, in short, is thus
conceived as a vibration or oscillation in a double
sense—internalising, externalising—that is to say, a
bringing in to, and a sending forth from, the subject.
These movements are spccigc and constant. Their
arrestment, or radical transformation, puts an end
to what can be properly called Life.

They are simultaneous, adds Dr.
Indeed, one of the characteris
pro;l)‘evrly_so called (for in this philosophy everything
lcSo?nl)\IE)-'ls 't}}e complexity of the organisation. = That
e IB’C?lty' increases with the elevation of beings in
simullto ogical Tree to the point where the individual
: ink“ant_:ously digests, breathes, secretes, moves,

S, speaks, feels, touches, and so forth,

_ _ Jaworski.
tics of the living being

‘:‘tenor1sqtio?§rmol\remcms e o
With movements cfs TR Our life is only compatible
of Jaworshi, 1 Of definite rapidities. In the theory
Movements i)ut‘:tc‘osml'c movements are also vital
ife have net th] 15 evident that atomic or colloidal
movements of MC same rhythms as the strictly vital
phenomens, arefliml‘atmn and excretion. These last
The speed of -thc atively of a very great slowness.

€ nerve current, for example, calcu-

lated at 40 met

e >tr

tf]e 300,000 kil dly comparable with

the same time

of the eye cannot erceiy te cells of the retina

e Jf PETCeive a movement which exceeds
A enth o1 a second, and oy hearing cannot

" » 9 o <

Sccondgound{-i\x aves of a trequency ahoye 36,000 per

20,000 .00(‘?1\]{}) t}}{s 1s nothing compared ~with the
2 ) /1Dra*ions e 7 enc : .

ess waves, 1ons frequently encountered in wire-

On the of]
ments :1roe (;::relzchﬁnd' e flmrlnmc-n'tm vital move-
to the minute l(.“ arly slow: 72 cardiac contractions
u]imemnry dbso * respirations, three or four periods of
tion—not o :)’Cfp]l_n,n per day, one feca] exteriorisa-
gesture, et ST ?\'\'Of the movements of walking,
: d hich fractions of a second are prac-

Reall 5 n Ay
ically negligs R e ¢
y neghgible, whilst n ordinary physics one deals

in millionths of a second. What has been just
described shows also the variety of these speeds
movement.

These two movements combine and <:0qnt.er-b‘alana-ii
but never confuse with each other. Interiorisation ane—
exteriorisation are but a specific form of cosmic mox‘;e
ments which have, in the depths of reality, the sa o
essential nature. Considered as polarity, Interloﬂtshe
tion and Exteriorisation differentiate each O'f i
poles. Attraction is interiorising force, centrl Ug?s
force is exteriorising movement. Dl]at};onoli d
exteriorising, concentration interiorising. Thes o
condition is dominated by Interiorisation, the gase i
state by Exteriorisation, while the liquid 15;1 e
equilibrium between these two movements an
foundation of every vital manifestation.

DEATH. .

All of these movements are partial, might be ca =
sub-movements. The subject internalises OF
ternalises a part of itself or of its surroundmg_:'1 aer
the movement attains a higher order of magn ;t o
if the individual, for example, exteriorises & ztl 0
its being, it surpasses the scale of mdwxduadl )étive
attain that of the species: that 1s a_ 1€pIo ue o
action, which we must regard as another plan
movement. . o the

If the movement is amplified yet more, 1t ly'ron-
total being which is exteriorised into 1ts em]frorﬂ
ment: that exteriorisation constitutes dea’/
the standpoint of the individual.

THE SOUL.

Dr. Jaworski, having in reality a grea
for individuality as something ephemeral an . col
tingent, attributes but little importance t0 thatf oné
ception. His theory admits the existenc€ OF .
soul only: the collective soul of which ours 1% -
one manifestation. The universal consc!
alone comprises our desires, our actions, OUr dis-
tions; and there alone, harboured from every
aster, reappear our survival, our memory, 2
most intimate aspirations. :

Although this question may be outside the S\A
of verifiable philosophy, or, at least, may .ms 1
far escaped verification, Dr. Jaworski beliey Eort of
a remainder of the individuality survives, & he 2P
synthesis of acquired knowledge. — Here to 1€
proaches a spiritualist conception, but only 'rjtua]‘
linquish it immediately, for this which the SP% -
ists consider as essential, is for him, on the
trary, destined to rapid dissolution. peal

This partial survival of the individuality apiod in
as a correspondence with the embryonic PE"
the formation of the being.

lled

MAN. ) dled n
Man is the subject most searchinglv st¢
the Yaworskian philosophy. of view?

Considered from the evolutionary point 1
he appears as the summit of the Biologic? “iphat
He is more than the synthesis of all the bem*gum of
precede him, as the whole is more than t een" Jan®
its parts, since it is projected upon a d‘ﬁ:erui] gemg
of being. Physiologically, Man is a COlom‘rmed by
to the fourth power. He i1s an organism, ngues,or
secondary organs (e.g., liver) formed by Y57/ -ive
by organs of the frst order]1 (e.g., cor
tissues, adipose) formed by cells. ¢ on

Philosoph?callz', Man is a};nicrocosm who neC; 5 1t:
contains the macrocosm in himself, but TeP- par

: : : S nid g
evolution. His embryonic period is like 2 Trri\'e 2_
of the geological evolution. Finally, “’ed;nsed ¥

Man as a social being, whose life is a con¢ ¢

capitulation of the great stages of History ']m’eﬂlef.ls
The birth of the individual repeats the ,I,]\-erﬂ- hlf

of the quaternary man issuing from his (ill'q!ll e ©

growth, as we shall explain later, is @ M=

the world-evolution of Humanity. p.M

)
Translated from the French 09

.
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The Decline of the West.*

In every age, mankind are only able to describe
what is happening to them by a process of externali-
zation. This process is a double process of will and
of representation ; upon the unknown borderland of
the future is projected continually a series of images
of our lives at their most valuable and revealing
moments, images compounded of knowledge and

esire, an eternal stream of becoming fixed into
symbols of being. This process, which 1s familiar to
every artist, that is to say to every free and intelli-
gent man who is determined that his life shall have
SOme universal significance, some vital meaning, 1S
unknown alike to the scientist and to the mob. The
sclentist deals with a sliding scale of values, on which
arbitrarily fixed points—labelled “ cause and effect
—are placarded. The mob, incapable either of
Willing or of representing to themselves any end, do
10t create the truth of it of themselves, but cling to
such common symbols as once had validity until the
time When the few superior men, superior in that they

th will and represent, renew in struggle and deter-
Mination, the sense of life that has been suffered to
§§°“’ less through lapse of time. Such is the process
life, through all times and ages. !

1s age has been called an age of relativity, also
Ir? age of science, also an age of democracy. It
mlght be called with more meaning an age of pure

¢chanical industry without any aim or object be-
yo,?d- that of unlimited devil-take-the-hindmost com-
Is)ceieltlo_n- The business man, the  psychologist,” the
the ntific opportunist are the heroes of this age—not
the artist, the religious leader, the heroic idealist, or
are aster of life and of life’s meaning. Such people
Maj €ld as comic by the great majority—and the
Lejonty’ whether of dollars or of votes, now rules.

anyone write a_book, or even an article against
© majority, and the chorus of Yahoo laughter that
Qnoi l}lp from all the well-paid reviewers is loud
deadgl, not only to stun the wretch, but to strike
Whatever angels may remain in Heaven.
not :\vdald Spengler is not a relativist, not a scientist,
artist €mocrat. He is a historian, that is to say an
tribytj And he has made a real and a_serious con-
by g 11911)1 to our kno\vledge of life. He has done this
gres: ;ferately turning aside from the alleged pro-
the past our epoch, and by fastening his gaze upog
Ome Sb' Not upon the past solely of Greece an
the pz;Stut upon the whole human past. Not upon
of arc molf political Or economic root-grubbers, 01t'
that 1, °b0g1ca1 rubbish-sifters, but upon the pas
Cultyres loomed and fruited for man in immense
5 is’ arts, and religions, From start to finish
—the S Dook, Spengler writes about the soul
ual, ¢ 08 of man as expressed beyond the individ-

s the relio; presse: y it
Soul.? Ny 8i0us soul, or, if you prefer, the [

: oot wonder that such howls of execration

1

e 3
theiy grg? up from all the reviewers turning from 3}
late [)rolo-Sets to the latest newspaper with the

Spe Onouncement of My, Stanley Baldwin! For
Aif?fler S book contains no Aldghs Huxley o:
ne ¢; 00s chatter and sparkle. It contains 1O
Cffort ngle epigram, Tt 1s a silent man’s silent
Crigat thought. Ve gods1” Think of that!

o, of this book hitherto has taken one O
the serI')OSSlble. lines. Either the critic objects to
Seeks tlcfs of historical parallels by which the author
> me lprOV,e that we are at present in a late stage
leaq tga opolitan city culture which will inevitably
tury o ecline and collapse within the present cen-
and ’Ror € critic objects to the treatment of Greek
only noman Culture, which in Spengler’s VIEW 15 not
the fOrt central, but alge of far less importance in
O“Sneg?alt“’“ of the present-day European conscl-
Serts ¢, than has heep Supposea; or the critic as-
~ at the book is badly written, that it has no

=1 ok is b fom) e 1o S5
Vor. ].I he Bfg(l:ne r[)\fl the “TE’HIVBV Oswald Spengler.
L n. Allen, 215, net.)

central argument, and that it is incoherent. Let
us take these three arguments in turn, the last
st. ]
f“-The argument concerning Spengler’s incoherence
may be quite easily refuted. The fact is that a
man with a mind like this shows us not one thing
but many things. The historian of the present day,
if he wishes to deal not with one race or nation,
but with the world, cannot, so long as he is honest,
say that there has been any single drxfgﬁ any one
force making for righteousness, any uni ied effort
in the world so far. There have been, 1t 1s ap-
arent, not one, but several worlds. The world of
Tgypt, the world of India, the world of China,
the world of Western Europe—there is nothing in
common between tlrcllegn.I 'A{:dtt theréa m:)Sre i:;llo
reason why there should be. It 1s better an -
teresting ltg think that man has been able to create all
these fine and various things than to hold that man
should create one thing—one truth. The onlyhper-
sons 1 know who would not infinitely rather have
men different at whatever damage to morals .011
“truth,” than have them the same, ar¢ the t)éprge
modermn magnate of the Henry Ford type, an o
typical modern radical of the H. G. Wells type. M
Heny, Ford woult bave ol 1 0 & e
cars of one pattern, an I. L
by the fact t%]at history shows a numbt?r toi ehr‘;le; ui)cf
development, but no unified progress, tha e
have all minds become of one pattern, Or e
words, he would construct a world %f his O\}Zis’t e
with replicas of himself. S ngler, being a S i
does not think that way. e offers us E;lct?n’ e
many facets. He turns i this way and_ at'a =
for us to see a gleam in the depths. Heisno k{; o
phet, nor a \vencTor of any nostrum, wishing to mand .
easy for us to follow him. Heis a hlstpvrla}xfisa
teacher of history, and unless you calndgl\‘.e;/ g
the dispassionate attention you wou gkilem Ay
piece of carving, or a ma ematical pro! e
well-worked-out diagram you had better no
at all. ] ” Sinles
he second zrgument is more serious. SPENS e
do’{s, undoubted%y, belittle Greek culture attot}u‘tvﬁ;{t
pense of Teutonic culture. And a great ﬁ:cri S
we call Imperial Roman would l}tte ca S g
Magian—early Arabic. But a gnly‘——an Fin
dealing with- Western Europe ™
either Greece or Rom((ai uxl?i%eg oo pest
European c.\penencew SUE Buro

dred years? _Saxon, Gothic,
il;lcl}alrle aﬁxd culturally Teu;t}(:: fzﬁlon of Nero
Frankish, Lombard. Shmi}eling as the Roman

there has bheeri‘ rtx_o Sl;(;e
Empire, in the Latin sense- 2 erals, some
armr;f of provincials, led by prov mg;z] geaibbon and
of whom made themselves Cmp“z"{ > after the fourth
Ferrero alike have shown this. Iif ing force, an
century this too ceased to be @ p?iar}l]it To. talk,
the unifying force became, Chnsh G¥éeks e
therefore, of being the heirs of the S i
revival of Latin culture—In the one Sexse o
was Latin, the‘tfense of Julius Ceesar, Augustus,
iberius—is absurd. y il
TlThe last criticism is that Spengler 1s a pf:S;Itm;::
fatalist, inasmuch as he believes that we gs S e
sent in a stage of megalopolitan ]afg f ailise.
will inevitably be followed by decline e
This is in a sense true, but m anotherfsh ot Lot
true. It may be true that the whole o tie g
reached a stage of megalopolitan ©° e:')"n{” el
mechanical pattern-effort, which i;n yot Sl
inner collapse. That is also the ?ijydn z y
Spengler, but of the Englishman Flinders Petrie,
e gfronirard some years ago in a little known
pUtl— «The Revolutions of Civilisation.” TIf
;zogs\’trllc, we should know about it, and profit by
the warning, if possible. But Spengler says nothing
whatever about the Fast—he does not say that the

There was merely an
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East or that Russia will take this path in any of his
pages. And if he is fatalistic or pessimistic, I find
such an attitude not unbecoming in a historian. For
my part, I could do with a great deal more condemna-
tion of the West than he would allow. The real blot
upon his book is nct his general fatalism, but such
particular passages as the following (p. 203):—
“ Look where one will, can one find the great per-
sonalities that would justify the claim that there is
still an art of determinate necessity ? Look where one
will, can one find the self-evidently necessary task
that awaits such an artist? We go through all the
exhibitions, the concerts, the theatres, and find only
mdustrious cobblers and noisy fools, who delight to
produce something for the market, something that
will catch on with a public for whom art and music
and drama have long since ceased to be spiritual
necessities. At what a level of inward and out-
ward dignity stand to-day that which is called art
and those who are called artists ! In the sharehold-
€1s’ meeting of any limited company, or in the tech-
nical staff of any first-rate engineering works, there
lt;x more intelligence, taste, character, and capacity
:r‘:) rl)r;g\e whole music and painting of present-day
hazrfe gﬁ’g&ghel‘hhad been a wise man he would not
= ed that %gssage to stand. For to say that
IS NOW something inferior to shareholding or
engineering is incidentally to strike at the value of
1S own work, which is either art or nothing. And
Yet more: to say that no one nowadays has the great
personality, or the super-personality, enough to
make art a_thmg of determinate necessity 1s to
talk something like nonsense. Personality is not
lacking, but the public is lacking. That is why there
are so many ‘“box-office artists.”  We have to
deal with a ~“ bread-and-circus  fed mob, as in
Alexandria after 200—true. But that is ;10t our
fault, nor any artist’s fault, but the fault of indus-
trial democracy. And so long as there is one artist
who starves and suffers and is ignored alike by the
rgnog; zlmc'i by the “ shareholders and engineers ”’ of
;igad.g ers admiration, let us never say that art is

JOHN GouLD FrercHEg,

L PRESS EXTRACTS,

. A suggestion that the le
Principally Great Britain
4 Move to regulate

ading countries of the
and the United St

the production of gold w
the House Committee on B S oot o

o't : anking and Currency on June
S‘“tédR{h.'lt. I’J.l}foldt, of Johannesburg, South Africa. ! He
mmmod'n;' d]llls— pPlan would supplement the Irving-Fisher
A (‘Omuaredoh"lr plan, He gave the latter his approval,
Africa if (e dx‘: plan with one now in operation in South
diariond e Mond mining industry, The fact that the
tive haq Jeq hini\ stabilisation committee had heen so effec-
senting the \"|r’m Suggest an international committee repre-
gold St:lbilin;i ious countries of the world to bring about
g ation. o his lc‘(l)mmittce would study all the
world, ang .10 gold requirements throughout
e gUldcoul.d.bnng abogt the speeding up or me rl‘JetarlzlE
would require, 7, SPCFAtONS as the needs of the world
they would gu:nrd} controlling the amount of gold mined
levels caused by ov ;Bainst the wide fluctuations in pri
the mines }‘](-'1’11(1!;:112’“1- lund(‘r pmdllCtiun o lh‘; motZ] Caet
! S. (a d how ¢} 1
effect upon the price Ip:rol,"~']';xec h;falillx'l\-(éll(i],l o H?M fasion
Dtaust, June 26,
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Solitaria.
By V. Résanov. ’
{Translated from the Russian by S. S. Koteliansky-}
IV.

Literature has soared up like an eagle to the skies. Anl:g
has fallen down. Now it is quite clear that literature 15
the ‘‘ sought-after invisible city.”
* # *
*Happiness is in effort—says youth.
Happiness is in rest—says death. |
I shall overcome everything—says youtll. Y
Yes, but everything will end—says deai; in)
(In a railway car,szdtkunen—— e
® ® g

I don’t even know how they spell ¢ morality »—with one
L or two. )
# * % e
And who her father was—I know not; and who ““.1: her
mother, and whethe}:’ sihe hid children, and what 1
n’t in the least know. ]
N {Odt? mt)ralily,*St. Pelfrsburg;—Kl'ev. railway car-)

5 inowW

Oh, my sad “ experiments.” And why did I wani tgcl;e i
everything? Now I shall not die in peace, as I 9-89”.

* * *
. ; ent-

Old age in its gradualness is a loosening of attachm
And death is final coldness. y s irregular

Nearing old age one is above all worried by one's this does
life—not in the sense of ‘ one enjoyed it so little (do what
not even enter one’s mind), but that one did not
was needed.

To me at least the idea of * duty ’ only bffl"‘ i
towards old age. Before, I always lived by mot 1 tiked:
by appetite, by taste, by what I wanted and what nyse £,
I can’t imagine even such a *‘ lawless’ person as
The idea of *“ law ” as * duty »’ never even occurT D.
I only read about it in the Dictionary, under lettegd enough
I did not know what it was, and was never interest

ress
to know. *‘ Duty was invented by cruel men ‘};).n?,pp]ike
the weak. And” only fools obey it.”” Something
that. ; : and

But T always had pity. Yet this, too, is my appetit®s

gratitude—my taste.
* * * myse]f

It is surprising how T managed to accommodafcthis odd
to falsehoed. 1t has aever worried me. And f"r,l rhink?
reason : ** What business is it of vours what precxs’cl_\,) 1
Why am I obliged to tell you my real Eho‘fght.s'hn
profound subjeclivity (the pathos of subJeCU\".‘f.‘)qs
this effect, that I have gone through my \\’hOk"‘ll e body
behind a certain irremovable, untearable. .‘\O. self- 1
touch that curtain.” There I lived, there with "’}_{hin,‘l I
was truthful. And with the truth of "m'\me t "‘,‘;
said on the other side of the curtain—it seemed ‘2 il
no one had anything to do. ** I must say '\vh;xt l] I w'\.,n.g
Your criticism” should go only as far as this: am if it '?
what is useful ? And even that on the c_ondmontixe age °
harmful then don’t take it.”’ My aphorism at i5, YO (-
thirty-five: T write not on stamped paper,” that i$: |
always tear it up. | say nt”f‘ro‘y,

If nevertheless I did in most cases (I should v love ; e
always) write sincerely, it was not because of 1:n,n i ;.ﬂ“e
truth—a love 1 not only lacked, but could not even negﬂ“"o
—but because of careléssness. Carelessness is E?cessnfy :e
pathos. To tell a lie, for which purpose it 1s DEHC 0,-.
*“ invent,” to * make ends meet,” to ‘* build up put g

: e simply 1t
difficult than to say * what is.” And I have ﬁ:?&ﬁess.
paper what is: which constitutes my whole tru
is natural, but it is not moral. ot

't lOC‘k L

* 1 grow like this,” and if you don’t like it, dox wi®
it. s it ¥
t.»\nd therefore it often seemed to me (and Pcr,lf';p \.rgtcl:f;
and is so) that I am the most truthful and sln“‘rfmw in t
although there is not a single grain of mora:v
attitude,

*So God has made me.”’

®

¢ ghts

. thoVs g

The fusion of my life, fatum, especially of n;_\ 20l0s w]«':

and above all of my writings with the dl"”l‘ i

always in me, from my very chl]dhoofv‘vqrclessﬂ"iﬂ_
adolescence.  And hence maybe sprang my

sl
) : - voIiCe 5 5
I was careless for this reason, that an innef 1 said 1y

Sl K S corvthing a
vincible inner conviction, told me that eve x_\lh-ﬂ;&m,s ("ll,lf/r
wanted me to say. This conviction was not o ’/'lcndf‘

————— Gy

"";T‘*A“ T .3 w——":f-"i fr()n] l]‘le &
T'hese sections reprinted, by courtesy,

of July, 1926,
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intense; at times this conviction, this belief, appi rodched o
kind of white heat. 1 became, as it were, strung ufy my
soul became strung up, my thoughts acquired a p erl = )s
different flow, and my tongue spoke of itself. Not a ;vagd
in such cases had I a pen close at hand; and then I uiter )
what was in my soul. . . . But I felt that in what 7 ut(tieree
was such a propulsion of force that walls would not e?du,:o't
that institutions, laws, other people’s convictions woulc I g
{ remain safe. . . . At such moments I felt that I was saying
the absolute truth, and exactly under precisely the faﬂﬁ
angle of inclination, as it is in the universe, in God, in tr
qua truth. . . had
In most cases, however, it was not written down (I hal
1 no pen).
1A ° e S 2 7
The feeling of criminality (as Dostoevsky had it) T have
{ fhever had; but there always was in me a feeling of my
boundless weakness. . . . :
. wveak I began to become ever since the age of seven or
eight. . . . / A curious loss of will-power over mysel‘f.'o‘e,‘,
My actions, over the * choice of an activity,” of a * job.
| Or instance, I entered the Faculty of the University because

M My brother was at that Faculty, without any intellectual or

any other whatever

(at the time) connection with my
! Tother,

I always went through ‘ the open door,” ‘:’md "f

Was 10 matter to me which door was open. Never in my

life did T make a choice, never did I hesitate in that ‘reSPeCté

t was a strange lack of will, a strange impassivity. An
always  the thought: “ God is with me.”” But whatever

| dOor I passed, T went not in the hope that God “'C_‘“]d noy
| qert me, but through my sole interest ** in God who was
:,Lth Me,” and hence the resultant lack of interest als tg

i door T went in hy. I went through the door w e
<re was ! pity 1 o ¢ gratitude.” Thanks to these two
gotives T stifl thing that I was a good man; and God will

Orgive me muych,
. * ® -
i (S?he §ave birth, therefore she had the right to give bl!‘l]h-
| ﬁghin" nowhere else coincides so well with *“ I have the
Yo’ur asldm giving birth. g
7 id . ¢ 5, 5 .
Surely, o' fellow said: “I can, therefore I mus

their o, 24 in view {Hoffrats setting off in the morning to
‘ g arious offices, and also young men who can (*‘ and
abstain from “girls. Let us suppose it 1?
y not different would be the reasoning o
egetbitmen: I can beget a child on her, therefore I must
to Ulis?cn her.”  What would your Konigsbergian sage say
) (In a railway-car.)
W : . s . . ] :
opinihat 1S the pathos of égalité? Standing (in my 0\\r;
on) rather high in literature, 1 would never dream o

Tush; o 3
th:hmg P to her, or of avoiding her (égalit¢). It is all

Same to me, 1’ g 24 h to égalité so
s t . ut Popryschin® would rus A
WOU?dfeel the equal of the King of Spain, and Bobchinsky

G fertainly long to he on ¢ Alité with the Governor-
§| eneralf‘ : “'.h"‘t does it mean th%n 2 Shall we say that the
ing, 0? Cgalité is the longing of all that is abased, self pity-

®ntity » all that is ““ halyeq * trying to be on a level with an

* & *
, in Pronouncing the égalité of the chimpanzee to
oone n}uch more for thg French Spirilt thIan 1f10'rnlt'h)e
People thought: « id N. ¥y Danilevsky ERIER:
ght; so did (In a railway car.)

Dal'\vin

anv as
Bnglich (o

Lo . i ’ .
Russ?-lfr; I too am ending by beginning to hate everything
lan, oW sad, how terrible
tis especially saq '

at the end of my life.
Those g * - F ets
RN s_er-p-\\',"m faces, unswept rooms, unpaved streets.
susting, disgusting, : car.)
) % (In a railiway car.
nd w x # * ? :
roade(:?“ h"- have a friendly reader? Do I write for the
103 \,\r‘hv o) L Write for myself.

Y, then, H M
hey Dy fon 10 You publish ?

Th(i Subjective

has coingj th an external circumstance.
IS oceurg it £ cided with an e g

terature, Ang 7 thus
- And only thus. y
(Luga-Petershurg, in a railway car.)
* P
An g * % } .
fa fr((l)”:\ [\T Vas the arrow | always felt in my heart?
i vaich, i > s literature ?
It is my sinuh' in the main, comes all my literat
r}:‘,m‘ugh sin I
'3 e
eal’th_&" SIn (repe

: 5 and
80t to know everything on emlt'h‘f 10“
ntance) 1 wag related to everything

acters from

Gogol,

h

. g car.)
i e (Luga-Peterspurg, in o railway car)

Drama.
The Queen was in the Parlour: St. Martin’s.

As the author of two plays running in different theatres
at the same time, Mr. N%el Coward may be taken without
hesitation as a good judge as well as a first class executant
of either art or what the public wants. The Queen was
in the Parlour ”’ is a frank essay in the latter mode. If{no“.
ing Mr. Coward’s cleverness I even suspect h;gn_ o c?l;]-
structing his plot with one eye half closed, sa léISlr;xgzltior?
pious patrons of conventional plays for their con tt?m 1
of some of his previous amoralising. In any o 1er even
the play is melodrama dished up in the persor}lla nﬁax:ingr
of Mr. Coward. On the morning of the day when ?ﬁx :
who has lost a libertine husband, 'and !lved a hectic arti c_lezl
light-life to put herself straight with him, was to belmar(;xle;v
to Sabien, her true lover, General Krish, genially p! ayt; 5
Mr. C. M. Hallard, arrives from her native Krayfi—lz:. a Il:-
lous country somewhere in Europe—with the news that she
is queen. ¢

;(\lfter—even:s proved Kraya a country tha.tblan‘y‘"1 :tg(rjm:::
mighs ey, o o gond . S, P e o
stay in Paris with her lover. ! f
her’s{elf however, that her country gmght_ havc_e been Russna:

: while reiterating her deter:
for she made ready to depart wh  Inthe
mination to remain. This was In thehﬁrst a;.had A
second, an attempted assasgmatxon of the qu;e: e
foiled; a stranger just. behind t(ll'le ‘g\:gl?emna&e e
jerked his arm at the right segg)g(i e e iy
whom the queen had been advised to - ¢ e
a smile, is announced, the audience, .bzr?{'e“ il
into view, whispers in loud, tense ‘:-l:lsthe'queenly el
Sabien, ye gods, it was, to argue away A §iceverating
preference %or duty before love by imp L in directing our
that fate or somethking equ'ally concerr]mT e ateniet
feet must have had a share in the am?f::l LRl e ik
events which brought him there. It didn
ate. s
: Some time ago Mr. Coward was tkhe Cim;gvgnf-tiiir?g i
paper stunt, in which the bishops took par e
sexual immorality of the stage. lncndentz{bgdv fpdoen
Mr. Coward as an author of plays that any el e
work up vehemence for the sincere c_onde.mna;] e light to see
ness ought not to miss. It is possible in lt1 }Ssa e
Mr. Coward as a moralist. In fact, thoug his)(,:haracters
he is a moralist. He seems to me to ch;)etz‘siéxs D i el
people whose lives are hopelessly tangled ag ¥ e
opponents the choice of ground. Here ;Sl 10\1 i eten
memory marred by the pangs (_)f undilut: & ti) ks g
with revolution and assassination, ?]rravng agout by a lover
apparently respectable prince, and fo Oz‘;‘nenot el ke
who, never having possessed her, C-edding-eve; yet she
mobilised emotions of a frustrfl;ed > oty concern. M.
speaks the truth simply to all “hm?e hiddun the universe
Coward’s moral critics would hav long before they had
behind a patchwork of earnest llfé: e, Mr. Coward’s
had to live in so many places at Ol"l_nﬁs His contempt for
confidence in his case is its wed “he medium of characters
dissimulation is expressed through but their virtue of truth-
who attract attention to anything b h the result that it is
‘fulx(:e;s under temptation to lie, wit :
noticed only by Sympathxtsqert?(-)r the queen’s marrialgdeh:“(lig

/hile the arrangements - . what wou ¢
thypl;;l:ce are in prggress she ;1‘1?:3’5 h’lI‘I::;t“night, after tl&e
ere she el 10 Bl e gecording o the mode
:;alsnrli;, with die lower, B: ti,:hfhé t;‘lg’nll. hours to help
g:?;ﬁe:: d'lrfcll] ehe?ﬂiﬁl‘dﬂfl‘é‘to esc‘ilpt‘k-‘] fr?)‘l‘_}ntl‘: :;33; ‘;12::‘1“
e and the S >
e, ageeryulimaicly b, ¥wen?beiroom, and t
0 1 nnounces, with a_sailor’s wit and a so nter
Sevotion: © A man has been shot while attempting to S
(}{—({“ 0(;\(‘;2"(3515"5 window.” The prince already ]k"‘“;;s'l per-
e\'ﬁll—', tl;zjit her lover has committed Sumdi'0‘1‘13:le.g\\*ind()\\'.
sonally think he was shot trying to g«zt t(l)wlé i R the
~ Some of the conversation bcl\\c(;ii n 18 esaes, bofore
rince is delightful, including the need c:onﬁdin et that
: ing ceremony, for aspirin, and his ¢ R Statesmen.
? t?’ l'g boyish and a little shy please? ltl»c They confess
}I")hcgg \(“'o'agnin are frank \\'i;hﬂ';’zi‘-;h i’%;\::s at fho: Soant
the e,\‘.tcr/n:nl (50‘1.‘1’,.[5C.§t133§;13 is that if these pcuplc '\vith
[ndeed.h ?Lr.hi('l((\“c"m get “along better truthfully, what excuse
S0 muc > can g

3 2% i ?
for lying have hypocritical puritans W L Ring to el

Titheradge mitted to the caprices of a

s z}"lnd(igcﬂtiiéll?é;dig (l’iltsl\ébmoro at home in 1h(; heavier

queen Wi, e lighter ones. Mr. Francis Lister’s Sabien

parts than -le ing as could be expected, insomuch that this

was as salis )Ing reater importance to the idea of the play,

?““‘“dflf,;,l‘{:: th%n ‘the execution provided for. Ada King’s
in my ¢ , the
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narration, in her part of grand dame secretary to the queen,
of her visit to a café in the town testing the temper of the
people, was one of the good things of the evening. I en-
joyed most, however, Mr. C. M. Marshall’s Prince Keri.
He convinced me that a puppet of state could be fully
conscious of his condition, and nevertheless _take an amused
and equanimous interest in the show, including himself.

The Idiot: Barnes,

The re-opening of the Barnes Theatre restores to London
the dramatic freedom of the world.  After a comedy by
Mr. Guy Pelham Boulton, and Mr. John{ Drinkwater’s
adaptation of ** The Mayor of Casterbridge,” the prospect of
another Chehov season with M. Komisarjevsky as pro-
ducer whets anticipation. The adaptation of Dostoevsky’s
*“ Idiot,” by Michael Hogan, produced by Mr. Hogan in
co-operation with Mr. Donald Macardle, was not completely
successful.  Moving as it was, one suspected that those
who had enjoyed the novel were a favoured audience, and
that any who expected an easy road to the appreciation of
Dostoevsky’s ““ Idiot *’ would be unfortunate.  Judged on
its own merits as drama Mr., Hogan’s adaptation finished
In a state of incoherence, which was threatened from the
second act.

The stage-presentation invited the addition of the plural

sign to t,he title. The first act was clear and beautiful. Ion
S.W“‘ley s Prince Muishkin—the idiot—maintained the child-
* like truthfulness of

: the character without the slightest
Anglican degradation to goody-goodiness. At the end of
that. act one had experienced the man who had not grown
up, in the sense of not grown complicated. For me, indeed,
the bontst‘:«mdmg episode of the production was the idiot’s
conversation with the wife and three daughters of General
Epanchin in the first act. His description of the execution
at Lyons, witnessed while wandering abroad, was first-
class both as acting and as interpretation of Dostoevsky.
When'the simple soul began to turn into the sentimental
moraliser of the second act, typified in so many English
plays for young and poor people, whose whale gospel is
non-resnstance,.and at the same time turmoil overcame the
stage, the affair grew too much like life anywhere and too
little like art in Russia.

Nastasia Philipovna, the real focus of the play, was per-
formed with beautiful restraint by Stella Arbenina, Her
love for the idiot, whose offer to marry her without dowry
s}Je refused, in face of her past, in order not to ruin
him, was portrayed with great understanding.
past to ruin anyone in Europe, and ought to have emigrated
to America, instead of remaining in Russia to be mur-
dered. Stella Arbeninfn‘s quiet acting in the last act, where
irl who wanted the Prince Muishkin

) ia commanded the
Beatrix Thomson, as the young
The gesture with which she

! : Xpect something other than the
hysterica] passion that followed. At the end of that act

the idiot sits i
at a table to show by his h: iti i
Ress for ors v his handwriting his

iy and presumably his partial sanity.  The
woa tahr )t Q presses .-‘\g]a_va—'the young tiger—for the
'nstusi-la t“ ave him from selling himself by marrying
CWrite S‘}: set  her previous princely paramour free.
bargain »,, She Zﬂllls 110 l]he idiot, “ I never condescend to
Sty ovely lady who could bring tt

magn : y y ) oring that off as
i é;e;fc??”.y as Beatrix Thomson did ought not to make
Hen fmo-llht(.r\\'ards that she might scratch

S e Woman.  But what

Lawren

- Ci £ e S i
N e \nd_f.rsop‘a Rogojin,
poast made him biq openly agai
or her, offering him a K red

tiger, hardly did so \\"ell.
ended the first act made us e

and bite—not
a play it was up to that

whose crazy passion for
o e nst the mercenary Ivolgin
3 9 dred thousand ) on-
SR AT R e
nastasia, foreknowing thag Rogoji : bod

Al £ the S0J1N would mur /
{0{ ‘Uu mhd(ht). of her soy], gave herself “r)nlL:gder hm: o
ﬂess, ;o free the idiot to accept Aglaya, \;as im ;?S,Sir;m‘ertllale-
fl? an\ came to an end toq abruptly, Th!‘pidiot e% s fu:
or Nastasia, goes to her, only to find that Rogosi, s
feared, 1 ; e e

has killed her. Th i
2 as g e layin g G
length brealc down in lunatic lnuthtm-' e L

5 in ¢ ; When Aglay:
Z:I}sl,"? and throws herself at the idiot’s feqt “']f]licl’l\ﬁ_l})t'!
lx(n‘1 rince Muishkin’s, since Rogojin is 7 S h

e, < S

a lunatic by this

followed by other characters, one feels that what ought

to have been illumined w

of course, in rimm'nie'nnas 0]n)ly‘(d”rkoned' The difficulties,
anyone from the @ 5Ig a Dostoevsky noyel might deter

attempt,  Perhaps fhe
a word like ”‘]‘(‘s‘t‘-'l{l‘-';pln,:' 8 so brief that only the spine of
of the magnityg diot * could be squeezed infe it. Conscious
ledge !11:111\}1(-”1’1-". n&.“r. i'l(;g:m'sll-'wk Torcan only acknow.
S > steuggied with it herojcalls ta o

; ) Tuggle otcally to succe
n holding ang Moving his audience. DAL tB\u““‘d
AUL BANKS.

duration of Yy ()llght to. The

Life in Prison.
II.

THE UNOFFICIAL VISITOR.

The most important change in prison udm1n|§l-rat10:td::1:ﬁ
the last twenty-five yealrs has been the appointme
local prisons of unofficial visitors. ) p .

Thil; appointment has its roots deep in the Sotlll Of,-gmgeiiial
idea, and is essential to the development of ’l‘ﬁ S hat
policy of present-day prison administration. 11 sS e
is the subject of much discussion in prison circ eu’niform
continuance is strongly opposed by the older
officials. 4 e

The appointment marks an entirely new conceptlfna%fd s
whole problem of the prisoner and his tr.catmt?ttlh.e imita-
chiefly significant for the suggestion it contains o iere
tions of the specialist or trained official, and the postaﬂ‘ of the
of an alteration in the personnel of the g.eneral' Sder The
prison. This is no reflection upon the prison war = "
writer has some experience of prison treatment S ing
times, and found the average warder an grdlr_lar)’osed upon
class man, faithfully discharging the duties imp

their
him. But the Prison Commissioners have bOI&m{r:e;asing
faces toward the light of a new day in prison a aed, to the

their administration upon ideas entirely oppos
principles in which their staff have been trmm;d}.1
Traditions die hard, and the firmly e:;labhs‘e1 -
in prison is that the prisoner is p}xrely.a.phyﬂ?a d};r s were
This was the old conception, and in this idea war :

5 e 10
carefully instructed. It was no part of their dut%i;?aﬁy, S0
terested in the moral welfare of the prisoner. =5 moral
far as they were concerned, the prisoner ha nd is; 0
welfare.  The whole business of the warder was, 2 hat the
see that tasks of labour are properly carried out; that the
cells on the landings are in clean condition, an 2 soCid

risoner is securely locked up at night. : eyor
feformer; he haz little ingzrest in the IJr‘Sonzrn,i)rglﬂ
curiosity, and his main concern is to avoid troublgﬁ jency_ o
his pension secure. The high water mark of ¢ Cco d, life
him is to carry out without slightest deviation the
less creed of the Standing Orders.

The problem of the prisoner is no longer
merely physical. A great and deep humanitar 1 as one.
been sounded, and to-day the question is viewec edily dis-
social, moral, and religious interest. It was Sll)e capat
covered that men trained in the old ideas lackedéls oped 2
to operate the new. There has thus been f the works
curiously incomplete state of affairs. Throughou ae houf S
ing day, from six in the morning until the Sa‘;e ab5°‘“;1
night, the old idea reigns supreme. Strict SI]enlaé; -reed
compulsion, the suppression of social instincts, life 1iV

S
regﬂfdedh:s
g note
ian 2e10

b e f a ses
association, and the cold, hopeless hzu:dness [ our €€
to order are the dominant features. tis Whe.".ltaz the ﬂt‘;‘:
for the day that the warm humanitarian Spiri But

conception comes as a stranger to a strange lan “valu F’}';
idea that the prisoner has a possible future civic apprect?®
only be operated by those who understand an

such an outlook.

To meet this difficulty the commissioners appnu
nomination by the local governor, a limit < are
visitors to the men in their cells. These visitors siness Ao
with great care and are men and women with dl;lr:g SUZs
professional interests or with some local stan “'n,- 'lhoéd
identified with one of the religious bodies in the tlo animatof
I have met have heen sane, level-headed Pef"f ?g’oo ne=ats
by love of humanity and belief in the esseniic point"‘eing
things, but fully alive to the difficulties and d‘lst‘lf - noth’”
of life. Usually when appointed they know lit ifications v
of prison conditions. This is their great quz:ess anl‘pun}ll
the essential need in prison to-day is a fl-eShnthe trﬂd‘“onot
ancy of outlook that refuses to be qL_xenched by
deadness devitalising the inhabitants.

n

oint, UP%¢
mber i
eleC nd

They rare ,rhlﬂ
| er- n-
hampered by the limitations of the trained ‘:r%l;n on'€$ 4
warder has looked at the problem for so long it. To il
pulsory point of view that he fails now to Seethé usud 1 py
prisoner is not a new personality; he is just t unspoll‘( the
in the usual place. The unofficial visitor 15 a frien® jis-
years of usage. He comes to the _prlson“"-‘f “the comv to
tangible evidence of the practical interest O o tenden®qe
sioners in his welfare. At first there wmt]‘w»r’ﬂrl. O the
regard these visits as a piece of strategy on ncef'"'n.g and
authorities to obtain further information Egc(
criminal history of the prisoner. That has pﬂ(j(:r‘:mn(‘ Za in
along the broad highroad of a human l}"d of the ™
visitor finds his way of approach to the min
the cell. s TR
The visitor has a definite object in view- vay
show the prisoner the folly and wrong of the ‘l;ziraﬂ‘tcr' iety
to prison; to discover any evident defect ﬂff'q Ai S
1o present a report to the Discharged Prisoner=

SEPTEMBER 2, 1926

THE NEW AGE 207

on the character and future possibilities of the man. These
visits play a vital part in the life of the prisoner. x}[any m'tgn
who were convinced of the hopelessness of attempting to T
their way back unaided have been encouraged by these visits
to take up the struggle of life afresh with a big measure of
success. In unobtrusive fashion the visitor keeps in touch'
With the man after his discharge, and as he proves worthy
e is introduced to those who will help him on his upward
way. In the provincial town where I rive I frequently meet
men who have left prison under the guidance of an L'mofﬁcml
Visttor.  They have been found employment, and in many
€ases are justifying the confidence reposed in them.
h.ere is some gzmger of this movement becommg a sort
or middle-class hobby and the fad of religious extremists, but
with careful selection and wise development it may become
a powerful factor in the re-making of the broken brotherhood
of the city of cells. 3

Harry J. Woobs.

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.
GERMANY AND THE FUTURE OF EUROPE.
i Slr!‘.YOU" correspondent ‘“ A, J.,” is perfectly correct
W bointing out the anachronisms and mistakes in the second
article of the series which I have written on * Germany
8 the Future of Europe.”” By a slip of the pen I“wrote
regory the Great,”” when I should have written Gre-
8ory VII.» And hasty preparation and still more h‘umed
ﬁrOOLre" , led me to overlook the fact that _it was
ligt Henry V., but Henry VII. whom Dante !uuled as
ot of ltaly. My only excuse for these mistakes is
beer, L SOMmonwith most English-speaking people, 1 have
R believe, by all the devices of early education,
ilised nations worthy of historical study
With the Greece, Rome, England, France, and Italy—
i, . FeSult that my knowledge of the Holy Roman
R reomains to this day fragmentary and imperfect.
‘"‘dn\f‘egard to the Prussian king who was both *‘ miserly
My t%}cked"i [ was referring to Frederick the Great. In
to ‘rfi article, 1 attempted to redress the balance, and
¢ Onec’)?' thf:t the Prussian monarchy, besides having but
Williag, 1y Produced at least one great emperor—Fredericl
e IV. of Prussia and I. of Germany. 3
defencegafrds my remark that French Classicism is really a
ent 'ltol bourgeois industrialism, 1T stand by this state-
Whom, = €4St as regards the nineteenth century. Ingres,
essentia)ly, COrrespondent cites, was an upholder of  the
e bourgeois king Louis Phillippe, and the bour-
e grénperor, Louis Napoleon.  Let us contrast him with
fat ot of French Romantics, Hugo, with his open
"elntieth & for England anq Republicanism.  In the early

wding

Sute}:nzry' the mask has fallen from French Classic-

ATLeS, with pholders as Charles Maurras and Maurice
{nglang :1 their combineq vituperation of Germany and
% r'oss(o?w-on]-)', too clearly that what they really aim at
facturers. fation M in the interests of the French manu-

Jou~n GourLD FLETCHER.

WHERE THE GHOSTS PROWL . . .

Sir, A
c;’m Ng; C}'rll D\A\rcy must try again, for dogbtless
Ore 5 remor.‘“ offensive with an effort than without.
Yatulater P,yl 'S Necessary to the charge of ¢ self-con-
NeEw AerC MUSt produce the evidence; my services to
S GE, other thap buying it weekly for fourteen
SUrance ‘neghgxble, but the time Spent in opposing the In-
vey’s ¢ 135 made me realise the truth of Mr.
and a3 ‘Emarkg Also let him produce evidence of conceit,
Phrag, Y SUggestion of 4 sneer about money making; the
Wasg ¢« many haye found consolation in money
S Jescribe me as 4 foolish cockney would have
Sk had stated when and where the partlcula:;
]nor Y bi ,Z}?‘ and it is ith regret that neither my parenh
ter ooy i place' do not even make him correct on the
On the g Again, it is 4 pity, for Providence ought to
ang Side of one Who is terribly at ease on Golgotha,
ey nsan OVerspill of Christian charity can refer to er.
€Xconvict after the victim has presumably

Mal-; S
h al\lng_ ”»

On p.pUstice with o it A R
1013, K‘ frence to Typ G\,E“'dAo(‘fF‘m]g;uary, on a_nd July,
llsh(‘(l:tlr- He. eyl ¢ pa"‘»‘mEnltnahtics Y heing oubs
1}30 px'('_g(.le Ed{lnr (.\'idemly thought they were suitable then;
l}ll m();'cm[ Editor is of the sﬂme% inion ; and the Australian
:Sul)r(‘lh(. an one najj on the h Pd hen he wiote: © :rhe
.'”{“Qn II)T'::Cm and struggle (e)zfx this age is to convince
§ hey g
by l:)e( compley ‘.‘)fn\rfr men and not heasts.

e

5 . DArcy o s me for the moment;

aps the clari. Cy escapes

e is nn[nl clarity of hig letter is obscured by the fact
Umself.  Banang skins and bad eggs must

be small beer to him, but it is to be hoped that his inside
knowledge of Golgotha has left him with some regard for
his own species.  Mr. Hervey wants Orage back for
England; this shows discernment, whatever label may be
stuck on the one who says it. But dlscernmerﬁ: is not a
feature with one who wanted a ‘ rough house  with me
at the expense of more important matters than Mr. Cyril
D’Arcy, the man himself, or i Ll

“ AMERICA, EUROPE, AND THE EMPIRE.”

Dear Sir,—Thanks for your article under t_his title.ln yc(i)yr
issue of July 8th. Mr. Garvin’s wallow in emotion ! is-
gusted me and I only wish the gent]eman‘would pay us
a lengthy visit in order to view his beloved ** Yanks f{otx\n
this side of the water and the U.S. border. ~ He might
then be persuaded to change his mind about .—\meru’:an fx_-
ploitation of the Empire. Ye gods, we have enough o dlt
now in Canada, and the noise being made about it alrea :
should be sufficient to warn J. L. G. that he is on the wrong
tr(}f'll::.identally, one of our Wheat Pool represe_ntami;zs ']pald g
visit to the Dakotas on behalf of the State \’y‘hea_t Pool, an
his remarks on his return as to the state of et}wIency Tl::
that part of the world were comical to say the least. Lhe
farmers in Western Canada will have solved thﬁll‘ ?cot?othat
problem long before the Yanks wake up to the fac
they are miles behind. oA

Saskatoon, July 26.

INTERPLANETARY COMMUNICATION.

Sir,—In his article, after a lot of hazy tal!( abourtltf:tti:;)ol;
loger; and what not, ‘ P. M.” states that by conczhe& o
of thought, *“ Buddhist seers [l:iav? l{rzciuvi::tgair:alanguage
Sun’s corona.” If he wou e BB
wlllmt the word ** reached ’’ actually here means, \:t(érrsmght
form some opinion of how much the statement ma ;

PamLip T. KENWAY.

. ““ 2 'S

Sir,—In his article on the above subject tPn l\sie;erss?n(i
 The claims which have been made by cer mare ettty
mystics, to have visited the heavenly bodies . e
allowed, by astrology.  Swedenborg 'a‘n;:o bt
had several times visited planets. . . .whic Tthout b
pened in a supreme feat of concentration, wi

any kind.”’ . ’ ”
OfWhglt Swedenhorg did claim was that with l;]les sth;l:]eghitn
about him, and in a full state of wal\'efulm;rsist.s froxg ot'her
the Spiritual World, with .angels andd s\pvlomen S
planetary bodies, that is, with men an the Worll of spiits
and died on those planets, to come m:lo T Tt e of
and thence to heaven or hell after death, ]

is planet shall, in due course. " stinent
thi@s\vlc)ulenborg was a leading Cosmolf_igfs_f'la':l‘ilsg‘)i‘:gy of i
astronomers attribute to himm;he initia

lar hypothesis of astronomy. i5te1a5 forcom=

ne'i)u(l;rno{pnecessarily disagree “"“hf'?:ttrollo%;lsink it highly
munication with other earths; md‘fac‘t in years to come.
probable it will be an accomplishe i Have asited
But it is certain Swedenborg [ﬂi‘dg t 6 one will visit/thiem
other earths, and equally cergalg td‘;es 20) without ¢hought.
(or know he has been there if he g W B,

: sithout thought of any
. M. replies.—The phrase, ‘* Wit oohs
kil’ll)d » did !:10‘ mean \\gtho"" cpnscmusntess.f c(o):sctiﬁfxsness
trary', it was in reference to a higher sta ?e:i)ed We think
in which normal human thinking is supers Hinls int lRnE
in words. Interplanetary conscnqusness“t inks in de-
guage '’ only suggested by the ultimate Ic:z:e!;g:gzesm iHo
scribed by our philosophers. I regret denborg describes
moment identify the passage in \vhnch_S\l\'e bce Sl the solar
his communication with a sphere entirely r{;turn o (EaLth:
system and the length of time it took hfm -wsuch tatarsents
consciousness. In reply to Mr. ken““’f”'". donviction that
do not matter at all if one has an a Pncqnnat R
ertain things removed in space or nn]ed‘ ol
znifed in consciousness; but if so united they are s )
be ‘“ attained’” or ** reached.”

SUBSCRIPTION EATES. g

The Subscription Rates for .The New Age,
to any address in Great Britain or Abroad, are
30s. for 12 months; 15s. for 6 months; 7s. 6d. for

t 3 months.
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Caricatures by “Cyrano.”
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IX.—SIR FELIX SCHUSTER.




