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are the dead—the dead that are no molre.tem e
Committee tell; and in its marvellously PE
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appended thereto, as they are of opinio
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the Signatures have beea written on. Sheftsre"s°§nh‘§;§ﬁ;ory,
the Prayer of the Petition. n'tlélée"S'g"a H
have not, therefore, been cou 2 5

Of course, of course. To sign a blgnkitibe:(iblesrl;c:
petition for nothing. When John hm I ahes ot
slowly and laboriously traces out the homely o
his name he may nevertheless be under a misapp

hension of what he is askin for.d W;B::in dt,e;
thousand of him, drummed, deafencd, cach, his

tracted, flock to the Polling Station t‘_Js Iﬁi)et’ FE Teast
identity in a flux of crosses, there lknO\VS 5 e
doubt what he wants. For everyone ) L

The prayer is en

cross stands for. Crucifixion. 9
shrined in the symbol. There might, 1t 1s true, be a

few observers disposed to argue that eveg Spthﬂl?:f
remained the doubt whether these John Smiths .
tended to welcome this fate or to protest agf'amstt}:1 ;iz.'
But the English have always been noted Ol;l g
horse-sense, and have a _short way with pe] ;1; &
Moreover, it is so easy to interpret an electora
date. Mobs never stutter.
» -
of the National Savings
orne emp}11a51§ed the iavg
at the savings of the British people (as mentionec
S}l '1tth<ta Col\vyngReport) are now £130 to £200 mil-
lions a year less than before the war. Against this
Major-General Seely, the chairman, was able to show
that at least one section of the people are increasing

At the annual meetin
movement, Sir Robert
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savings. In 1016 the total of the deposits in the Post
Office, building societies, and trustee banks amounted
to £340 millions. Eleven years later the figure had
grown to £629 millions, and additionally £493 mil-
lions were still due to holders of Savings Cer-
tificates. Commenting on these figures in the Even-
ing Standard, the writer of the “City Man’s Diary ”’
said : —

It seems to be clear that the number of people who
are thrifty is greater than ever before; the trouble is that
these people are not in a position to save sufficiently large
amounts.”’ .

He refers to Sir Robert Horne’s complaint that where-
as the American manufacturers can scrap obsolete
plant frequently, the British manufacturer is unable
to do so, because of his “inability to obtain the finan-
cial resources necessary.’’ Here, once more, is the
exploded fallacy that capital development must
always be dependent on the unspent margin of pri-
vate incomes. That it is so to a very great extent
at present is granted. But if consumers are to stop
giving orders to industry so as to enable industry to
execute more orders from them, where do they both
ultimately get to? The present Diarist could not do
better than ask his editor for ten shillings to buy
Foster and Catchings’ “Business Without a Buyer,”
and take a day’s holiday with it. Again, he is puz-
zled to know ——————
“ Why it is that apparently in spite of vicissitudes, the
working and lower middle classes have been able to in.

crease their savings and the more fortunately situated
classes have not.”

It is largely because of the descent of lower-middle
classes to the status of working classes and of the
fortunately situated to a lower-middle-class status.
The once-rich now patronise poor men’s banks just
as they compete to live in poor men’s dwellings.
Given a general declension into poverty and the
savings of poverty must rise.
* * *

The Daily Mail of May 13 gives an interesting
account of the activities of Sir Esmé Howard, the
British Ambassador to the United States, who has

been speaking to audiences in the South and Far

West of that country on the Debt problem. Appar-

ently our diplomats abroad are allowed to talk a
b;anc} of economics which gets little or no publi-
city in the Press at home. Sir Esmé Howard has
€N examining in public America’s position as a
great wmjd-credltor who ““ wished to sell her own
products ” but at the same time was ‘‘ determined
to protect .h’er own markets from competition.”’
(Daily Mazl.s,correspondent’s summary.) He re-
ain’s determination tq hold to the letter

b ~Compact, but at the same t; lai
what the co T
i th nsequences must be, e have,” he
ays, ™ to find some means *’ of paying. After re-

ta1
25 per cent. of America’s t1 ok present buys

America in addition
logic of the situation jf
on indefinitely as at pre
the Correspondent’s re
ours )—

» D€ msisted, waq the
matters were allowed to go

sent, t,” to
. But, quote from
port (italics throughout are

*“ But he knew in his heart that in pr
not be al]()}vr:d to do so, and that gs
egan to pinch seriously and a crash

Steps would be tak ’ -
e be taken by the experts

actice they woulq
S00n as the shoe
became menacing,
of all countries fq

Lo ! ed that in his o
Taw materialg for markets

O S

- 7;;61{’?[125 source of future friction,
o mmational trade were the
deace, but as : it W50
¢ 4% 4 matter of faep the st

pinion the struggle for

presented the most
People often talked
st potent factor for
ruggle for marlets

frequently brought even those countries who were most
inclined to be friends suddenly into conflict.” /
In justification of his policy in thus speaking, he
says in another place in the report : — .
L the best way to maintain friendship is no
to cover up misunderstandings by what has been call;‘.e
‘ Hands-across-the-sea flapdoodle,” but to expose th
causes of the misunderstandings.”
® E3

Sir Esmé Howard is, it will be seen, beginning to
talk in terms of realism. As spokesman for Britall

(and, shall we say ?—for Europe) he is in the same &

relative position apropos of American policy on the
debt problem as THE NEW AGE is apropos of ortho-
dox financial policy in general. T hls.corresporldence
of the two situations is worth attention. In bghe
cases (of course the Social Credit case includes
other) disaster is foreseen on logical grounds, and ag
effort is made to communicate those grounds to] 1
group of people whose present policy w.1_11_lead to tll‘
disaster. In both cases a means of avoiding the dis
aster is put forward. In both cases again, the groug
in question will neither change its policy nor d1scu15(
it except in a superficial fashion. Hence a de_adloc z
Now, to examine Sir Esmé Howard’s position. It:
a much less difficult one than that of the New Econo:
mist.  Nevertheless he recognises that so long
as Wall Street and Washington like to persist
exacting debt-repayment he is powerless to chang®
the situation, though he were to expound the 1021
of his case in the hearing of every citizen of
United States. As fast as he directed the intellect
of one voter, the opposing forces could misdirect the
emotions of thousands. Vet he talks. What then 1?
the strategy underlying his propaganda of Comm?“ﬂ
sense? Obviously and primarily, to cause a divisio
of opinion, if not in the group 1tself, then among tof
next powerful group or groups in the hierarchy
American_government. Secondly, to commur?’cahe
to every Chancellery in the world the analysis of
expounds, irrespective of whether America llste.nzlly
not. Thirdly, by showing disaster to be logic yes
inevitable, to make America responsible in the l(:acc.
of the world’s Statesmen if such disaster takes pltries
Fourthly, by implication, to assure debtor COl_“lci P
in general of Britain’s sympathy with the pru itor
of economic reprisals on an unrepentant CreCiug,
The dividend on these polemical investments ‘?mme’
British Ambassador will not be declared 51 cho~
diately ; but it is already being earned. The p: };1055
logical accountancy period has no dCﬁmtii e f
because it has no definite opening. But the 15

5 ) hls
the declaration is indicated in a phrase fhfat the
“When the shoe pinches.” It is true h huma”

economic shoe does not pinch except throug ;

agencies. There is to be no extra-human ro

ment. It is rather that Sir Esmé Howard 15 P

Symng a neural explosion.
&

phe”

* . ; a8
. This attitude is sometimes spoken, of dlsp:ff 4
ingly as catastrophism. We have sustained ¢ de?’
of this kind ourselves. In the limited sens® 5o
cribed in the case of Sir Esmé Howard we ar¢ Copef'
trophists. Everyone who weighs up the fOrcesof o¥f
ative in real Government must be. As one ) 1
correspondents (not a believer in our POllctyi g?
marked: “ Politicians don’t move till somet!

. ; & on
gong to hit them.”” But in the wider 1m191‘.catl hf’t-

the above reproach,

believe .z
the world must suffe

namely, that we sl 59’

Ve r a cataclysm as a7 ¢
condition of economic salvation, we are 10 9,0
trophists. For one thing, the very episode wgtatey
een discussing ig prima facte evidence that = wfifp
men smell danger and are manoeuvring to COP nifyf
It. Much as reformers may chafe at the lndI%d g
it 15 not the impact of their words on the P a0
the ordinary public, which is to be the at Uil
force in deciding the event. It is not W alfirll
public may he inspired to do consciously 20

e e et
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istically in the mass that will contribute most to the
Change, but what they are doing instinctively and
sellishly as individuals under the stimulus of their
present environment. Whoever likes it or not, men
will continue to react in their own separate ways to
the system that oppresses them. But the very mul-
tiplicity and incompatibility of their actions consti-
tutes the ‘‘ pinching of the shoe.” Already, the
high financier limps a little. Come out at night and
ox him along the darker streets, and you will see
that brandished cane of his degraded to the prob-
€matical uses of a pliant crutch,

* * *

It would be premature to attempt to discuss ex-
Daustively the police raid on the Arcos premises. One
Is at once in the region of the highest diplomacy—
In the land of lies. To form theories by assuming

¢ exact opposite of all the facts and reasons given
out by the Government would be logical advice were
It not for the subtleties of diplomatic fiction. Some-
times the pure truth is the most effective lie. It is not
what is said, it is what impression it is calculated to
produce, that decides a falschood. A State docu-
ment has been missing for some time, we are told.

ne may believe it—unless he can imagine a diplo-
Mmatic motive for inducing such belief in certain other
diplomatic circles. The only safe ground is to begin
with the fact. Arcos, Ltd., was besieged and
Teduced. Next, a safe inference. The Government
Wanted to examine its papers or other possessions.

ext, another reasonable inference: the Government
Wished to do this in the most dramatic manner pos-
sible; it wanted the news of its action to be broadcast
as widely and quickly as possible. Why, otherwise,
Police methods—and in broad daylight—rather than
Secret service methods? To an ordinary mind it does
Séem unconvincing—though, of course, possible
—that granted a State document of such critical
Import as is reflected in the measures taken to get it

ack, was stolen “several months ago,”’’ its recovery
wow would put everything right. The police had

Just heard ™ that Arcos might have it. Yes; but
Where had it been in the meantime—who may not

ave seen it—photographed it—and so on? More-
over, directly the document was first missed, either

rcos, Ltd., was supect, or not. If it was, the raid
Should have taken place instantly to be any use;
and it could, for the Secret Service could easily have

Created the “informer’’ and “evidence’’ necessary
tOdfulﬁl the formalities for getting a magistrate’s
Order.

If Arcos was not suspect 1t could have sent
the document out of the country. If for any reason
this was not desired, we can imagine no place less
likely for this firm to keep the document than on its
Own premises—especially after the similar raids
which took place recently in China. On these
grounds we are inclined to judge that the present
Search is not for anything in particular but for infor-
Mmation in general. The Qbserver states that it 18
own that Scotland Yard and the Home Office
acted without consulting the Foreign Office. How
'S 1s “known ** it does not explain. The test will
to wait and see whether Sir Austen Chamberrlam
or Sir William Joynson Hicks resigns office. ~ Next
Week we shall be in a position to say more.
= =

In 1025, when the Pollak Foundation in America
Published Profits, by Foster and Catchings, #it
dnnounced a prize of $3,000 for the best adverse
Criticism of the book. = These authors have now
Written a new hook entitled Business Without a

“yer,* which is a summary of the main proposi-

* Business Wi 3 William Trufant Foster
and Waqdil ngalthc(!):i‘rt)gas.m‘%’ixrb]isEl?:ad by Houghton Mifflin
pompany, 2 Park Street, Boston, Mass., for the Pollak

oUndation for Economic Research, Newton 58, Mas-
ac*.]USGttS, U.S.A. (pp. xx. + 205. Price $2.00. Not yet
Available i England.) :

tions and arguments in their two books Money,
and Profits.  In the preface to this last book they
give an interesting account of the papers sent II} for
judgment. They numbered 435, and tf:ame ron;
twenty-five countries, and from protessors tl(;
economics in forty universities. Included among (l:
writers were “ some of the ablest men in the F ederla
Reserve System,’' and “several of the most hlg%lhy
reputed economists in the British Empire. he
auu}?gisgyr as we can see, none of the criticisms wh}nlch
we have received from the prize essays, or frox}} any other
source reveals a fallacy in our main argument.
They give the useful information that the one C'OHE
fusion which seems to have done most totpre;lciaélh
these people from following their argt%men l(rv;; aich
was, as our readers are mostly aware, zlxt rg—to b
ments of wages, salaries, and dividends lea ol
of demand, and therefore over—produgtlofl), o
failure to distinguish between gener%hoxerégmmenf
g s;ﬁeciﬁ{' over-prgg::ltciggnt‘hat caﬁg’es business
that it is general over-pro L pus1
depressio%s, and that general ovpr—prq?ug?l?lrld ISn 02:
purely monetary phe:zq7nenml, 1.}&;:-, led for ipoos!
happen if goods were directly exc an%l e
This point they elaborate because, T
many people otherwise fall into the err oL
ing that general over-production of goo

possible. 5 . i
Another section of the preface
tradictions between the com};])_e >
Some say that there 1s not mg“h e
““‘common-sense and well-estabh% e e
Many critics say that the authors a}\lrend e
covered nothing at all.”’ On the otherk zs i
just as many who describe the boo :

> d its
ary. One professor says thatrglo}:fnciccgﬁg of
conclusions he would have to or thirty years.

what he had been tc_eachmgd 2 Vsound Hhey
Another asserts that if the 1dea A avery of the
are the most important economl?1 g
century. One large group of €O ea“ Jarge group
the ideas are fallacious; another eq“ahy e
say that these are the very ideas t eiad Snet
been teaching. And so on. We ﬁre gocial Credit
that this important aspect of tf e S iters
Analysis has met the attention ot SO o e
and teachers. The authors manner_lo G
Some say that there is nothing m.Pro‘]‘z;tfn Their
the time, a brilliant piece of Iucid wnt 1%. e
present book is written in the Samebs Y oA
matter is ada;t)te% for é}:ﬁ);cf:gsw?fh gtsgtistics il
ot want to be ov :
3:1')51? to have to consider more 1:1'131:5ﬁ qmet ;i:grgi?
point at a time. Itisa thoroughly e 'm:nite e
haustive presentation of the subject in it?on o
shortened form, and is a decided a(;q:ls Sl
literature confirming and Ilnumm]aasl,’sgname S
synthesis with which Major Doug e that thes
sociated. The authors now announ M g
analysis is ended, and that the purpo WS
next. book is ‘¢ to bring about effective .ZIC. . L
upon the truth.” This alnnotllnceem:f?(tagé;i\%glgl%10‘;;&
we can see, they hav 1V S

zﬁ fl?'gnauses of escape’frogn the economic mazekbglt
those which we point to in these colum.ni wes by
week. There are some influential financia 1{1 lg}r i
at the back of the Pollak Foundation, agére ;i
authors advance in their next book rt?l \]:‘),e ol
logic directs them, their so doing \\10f e
a significant event in the progress

Credit movement.

%

“ - » said by a workers’ representative who is on
mnrl Lll‘l\l:’? 32§C£3g$"\\-‘ages committee that when, in the
course of the proceedings, a literary allusion was made‘,, it
always seemed to be in a speech by a worker delegate.”—
J. Robertson Scott in The Countryman,

describes the c?:n-
titors’ arguments.
Profits bu’§
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; g , : ; . olicy in regard to whisky on the distillery areas of

The Quantity Theory of Money. | need not disturb the ratio of goods to money. But Scotland and the Banking System. Moray (Bt A Inverness—whole towns

y g the Quantity Theory does not say that it need. | By C. M. Gricve. J.p ek dependent on an industry that is being taxed

There is a disposition nowadays (9. andict’ the (1o Quantity Theory says is that ¢/ the ratio is dis- (Member S)c tt ; N rfeve,l Co ntion) out ofvexistence, while cheap foreign wines, and

Quantity Theory as obsolete. Such criticism comes | turbed prices will alter; if not, not. Further, th‘: J » Scottish Natjonal Conve ) PReTih becrs arel e ferentially treated by g

from people who are attacking the deflationist very claim that increased roduction will preven A% barliament so composed that for all practical pur-
e 2 2y B | Parlia p

policy of the banks. Naturally so, for the defla- | price expansion rests on the assumption that the [ hope that Mr. Wheatley, m particular, will poses Scotland might as well not be represented 1n it

ioni 1 in justi i i it 1 refuse to 1, ino Ii ints, however, only represent the
tionists plead this theory in justification of credit Quantlty Theory 1s true. e : o € Supine—hecause of the devastating light | a¢ all. Such points, QYED OnLyETe
restrictiol:)n, claiming that though their policy pro- The right attitude towards the deﬁatlpms’lt'i lgr;o hlljs stand for Scottish nationalism will throw on the fringe of the obscure posll}glorél over c;Vgl_Ch o?ile? aersl
duces hardships it does at least bring prices down, | fefer their arguments not to the Quantity Theory, . 3%surdity of those pseudo-nationalists (mainly cleri- | action as I suggest Mr. Whea ley and his ¢ gu

E}?J) i imagine that the “Irish Invasion” is s 1'take—i1]ikf Sg::iag?sem m\s'(;?lsfis thc;cf»v Sac‘iitgosg
o « 3 £ 00 ationalism and o ( =
dizg:ltégxgg Scott_lsh hationality.”” My hope is also g; light which is not likely to be re{ga§ed from any
¢d by a Iongmg to see Mr. Wheatley turn the other wing on this “stage of affairs.

X . PT i cturers an

But that is no reason why anti-deflationists should E:;dtgr;h\,ilfzrtla}) ilcsél de ?vﬁlifi}tllg e;rg}fﬂr:él]zuzfismg out 0
reject the theory. It is rather a reason why both credit-restriction Whatever qualifications 0B€
parties should make sure that they understand it. might consider it.necessa to append to the usually
The following short definition of the Quantity 2 PP t

i i 0les in this respect ”» icy that is being pursued in regard
7 : itics - | Short and convenient formulations of the theory, ! 11> LeSpect, too, on that“ Mo loon,”” Mr. The general policy that is being p _regar
S commodiics “yasis | 12 bad tacics o the oy 2ionS oF s of ell  singui MacDenaid, 1 a0 Moy leon U ME | i e ]
s : : HOC ! reject it. This only plays into the hands o 7 ismy o Unhelpfy] fi- 2 ish national- | the Erribol disclosures. : : :
el g st o e sieaton | S Tl ) R el Matnoel ALt |t e deleane, izt B e of
ceeds to scoff at the qualifying phrace < other | Ve coincident statistics of credit-circulation Erribol for £12,000 an

T€s of Scottis} ionalism he Gaelic 4
and : !Sh nationalism as the Gael S that date only
timev,e,macl{lar interests is that ““ the trend of the of the late tenant for £45,110. Since tha ;

> A thing j4 ; : inst 11 holding has been created in connection
: .. S Impossihle to contend against, | one sma : : ; ] %
st 3 A . embracing, with previously consti
Sation o 0g ToT them—__« modern industrial civili- | with the scheme, embracing, P

e 3 g : ¥) 5 < 7 he wor'
things Ifmamning the same,’ remarking that other ﬁﬁfiiée‘gﬁlj \1331?1%;1;2tg}éll?sfhcg:;n;ne;rggﬂ; impreg-
things do 1ot necessarily remain the same. But | o tTe case for themselye 22
this attitude is unscientific. Tt logically commits s

iti e : | 2Ol e we ; 7 : ety ; n area of 5,500 acres. Twenty-six

ﬂ:tsbcntlc > thg prgpci) Sﬁtmg o ? s_mglfe 2w I?IUSt éitels 5 thinegdirnehte?‘lei’t indti?n:ian(tis' ling(\)/fllglatzon .t?;'f: Ellllg?lg:gd}iriis,h%ndred acrce;s still trerﬁa}]]n tob be

thar o cxamined and define 14 150-ation from others s s ¢ | Mands ; ndustria - heep and other stock have been

that may be operating coincidently with it. This ECQnomlc HOI‘lZOntallSmf | Gaelje Can—lr?e]ggimg of the kind—a ‘man who speatlis al_)sorbe(:jd,ozfmg)rﬂflz,ﬂi after being offered to the

would inhibit a knowledge whatever, We publish 2 letter on the subject of the ‘f hor’ | aS a may, who = Machine a4 easily and efficiently dls;f);)s;fas for £17,265 cash, an offer they manifestly
t the proper time and place the upholders of the zontal ™ and ““ vertica] »’ trust. In our interpretd Un i CLoLC 2

i .10 Speaks Fneoy; Esperanto.  This ] :
ton, b by 3 emanded, St o Lol civian: | S mor S Gemer oLl
at pr). the Policy of the financial powers which | whole transaction 1s ove ,000.

The loss on the

Quantity Theory are just as willing to consider | tion of the term, the test whether a trust Wer The only pos-

these ‘““other things *” as are itg critics. In fact

-“horizontal ** of not would be the question: D€ are at nv - e the scheme has been delibe-
i [ . | & . QT T, . s that the scheme has been deli
more so. For what are these othey things? Com- | it produce from beginning to end, gnd -distributér they\n%t S(f]nt b§3hm§1 Industrial civilisation. It is | giple concllleliltgg i):y the Scottish Officedevised as a
prehensively they are frequently summarised by | everything that the consumer needg for subsistencee ‘ formit » this faenS itself—that demands this uni- rately ue}:lg d which the diametrically opposite policy
these critics as ““ psychological conditions.””  For | It is not solely a question of the internal struct“‘.'c Of the Minds acilitation of the maSs-manlplll%tl_Otn blind behin -sued to that which it was pretending to
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: ¢ would contain the front of the box. Set it the ot!
The Ph}’S.ICS of Reht’l.OIL way, and it would contain the end of the box. Itisa
The Rellglon PhYSlCS. two-dimensional frame of reference, but it has con-
By M. B. Oxon. tained in turn three dimensions of the box. Dra_\'V a
G0y line on it. As it lies on the table this represents, saYs

The reason for the heading of this article is not,
as might be thought, mere charlatanry, but to em-
phasise that the subject is a very difficult and
diffuse one. It resembles a cross-country race,
and any one who is not réady to take the
jumps as they come, but insists on looking for
a gate, will soon be thrown out. There are two
ways of preserving the balance—we may do so by
keeping our centre of gravity always above our
point of support, or by changing our point of sup-
port so that it shall always be beneath our centre
of gravity. Anyone who wishes to follow what I am
trying to say will certainly fail, unless he is ready
to relinquish, for the moment, all his convictions at
an instant’s notice and take the standpoint needed.

Of late various articles in these pages by
writers on the Trinity, and other cognate subjects,
seem to have met with a rather cold reception. Other
articles have pointed out that our present produc-
tion-consumption cycle fails because it is a duality
and does not include the credit which makes it a
Trinity. Possibly many of those who assented to
the latter statement would have preferred the word
Trinity to have had a small T. This habit of keep-
ing our religion in a separate box from the rest of
our world is very prevalent, and as long as it con-
tinues we shall go on being content with a little
Sunday-religion which quite contradicts our ‘week-
day action. But some who do carry their religion
with them all the week may find that they have
limits, often set by a subconscious part of their be-
g, as to what company it shall keep. I would
suggest that Religion is at home in all company and
that no thing, or act, but has its place in Religion.

More than this, in so far as we try to bring our
religion into concrete verbal form, as we always must
do with anything @bowus which we wish to think, the
paucity of our language and the inefficiency of our
mental processes are soon borne in upon us, even if
we have not made the discovery before. This has
always been the case with religion, but it is only of
late years that our mundane world has become so full
and elaborate as to demand a further elaboration of
mind to deal with it. All our mental processes, and
the concepts derived through them,  as, too, the
methods of language and words by which we seek to
convey our results to others, are based on the con-
cept of space. So powerful is the sense of sight, and
the space which results from it, that it gives a formal
or spatial, tinge to the most unlikely concepts. Wé
may, by pondering deeply on such ideas as Good
and Bad, reach results in which we can feel sure that
space plays no part, but we have only to say “good
bad, ard indifferent,” to find that we have arrayed

them side by side with * indifferent ”’ in the midd};e'

All the concepts at which we have arrived as tl :

result of the contacts of our different Ml

with the “outer w » crent sense organs
. the ~outer world,” are artifacts of

makmg.. Not only is it impossible t Rar oW

other thin 2 1 O prove that

er gs correspond at all with the concent
which we have arrived, but in the light of m}())seat
knowledge it is most improbable that they doso. Anrfl1

n all our constructs, not only of objects, but of all

nouns, and of the relatipns between them, we are

lmelthez(ljvletoo r?;]he f;hree—spahall world in which we live.

: v three categories into which we can dis-

g}li};l:lte relationships. We are much hampered by

~ Take a sheet of paper
1s a two-dimensional fry
contain the bottom of 5

and lay it on the table; it
me of reference; it would
box. Set it up on edge; it

a path across a field, set it on edge, and the line reprcs
sents, say, the slope of a hill. Wave a magic wan

appeared, and time has taken its place—the line 15
a barometer curve. Do it again; the second dimen:
sion of space has gone, and the curve is that ©
wheat harvests in successive years. Again; an

time has gone too, and the curve represents changes
of volume of imports per head of population. NO\V}
clearly, nothing has really happened to the 'paper
and the line. The magic change has been mnouf
mind, we have changed our ‘‘ frame of mind,” ©

which the paper was the outward and visible s1gn-

We are always changing our frame of mind, 5?,
frequently that a certain, fairly restricted, numbe
of changes have become so natural that we do 10
notice them at all, and take them all for one, and lt
is very difficult indeed to mark the changes (e;f,cepr
by some result, e.g., that we .‘‘ remember 05
‘“ forget’’ something). Not only do these chang¢
take place by reason of our ‘“ thinking,”” and so 02
but also by reason of the physiological activities ©
our body, for we cannot rightly separate our minds,
as we habitually do, from our bodies: each reacts
on each—inens sana in corpore sano.

Suppose we multiply our sheet of paper by thré€
and set them together to make a corner, This st
of three two-dimensional frames of reference, con”
taining the three dimensions of space, represent?
very well the relationship between the anatomicalf
physiological, and psychological “ bodies *’ of man’
or rather which a man uses, for they really belong t°
Nature, and when a man is born he, as it Wer¢
““ bites off a corner,” and this. little four-cornere
bit he carries with him for his life; it is his Cross-

We will now make use of some of the well-knOWtf
““Flatland *” ideas. Clearly a two-dimensional cong
sciousness moving in the Hoor is different 7z $07-
way from one moving in either wall, even thouge
they are all two-dimensional. They can only meh 4
along the edge which joins them, and so with tr
others. There is only one point, the tip of the c}(;is
ner, which can meet them all. Such a point as t'nt
1s that which is known as the Triple P.Olgs
in physics. It is possible to arrange 'thmto'
so that ice, water, and vapour can exist g
gether at the same moment. If we chaﬂs 2
the temperature some of one of them P25 gt
into one of the other conditions. The cha? b
of temperature, as it were, ‘‘tilts’’ them thrOVde’
the looking-glass of ‘‘ no-thing ” to the other S!“
1t 1s “No-thing ** because it is more than any t"5
Pressure will do the same as heat; a wire wltlocl‘
weight attached to it will cut its way through 2 b ar@
Sf'lce and leave no slit behind it, for the prCSS]i }
tilts”” each particle of ice in turn into water, W f
then turns back to ice when the wire has passeg- e,”
course, this ““tilt’’ is not in any ““direction of Spacthef
and since space itself is only a construct, like all o pov
concepts, it has and can have only the three dlfg be
sions we have given to it, hence “tilt’’ is iny e
looked on as a descriptive analogy. But it is d€s¢ 24
tive of a condition which at present is much 117
of some descriptive method.

19

The “direction *” in which the tilt takes plagc 2%
not a fourth dimension of space, nor is it TI0% 4
Einstein proposes. Time is one of the proteaﬂonjy'
pearances to which such a tilt may give rise, b}}t llicb
On¢ among many ; it depends, so to speak, on ws“D’
side of space we fall through.”” But the Who!arl of
ject 1s fatally complicated by the assumptlomufg

space as a thing in itself; it would really © tter-
less misleading to regard it as the “holes 1n M@

over 1t, and one of the dimensions of space has dis-
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Views and Reviews.
CURRENT IDEAS.—II. J
If it were possible in the very elementary experi-
ment of dissolving and crystallising a substance to
obtain details of its modes of consciousness, I sus-
pect that the various stages of the processes would
be accompanied by varying emphasis on the time
and space concepts respectively. When the process
of solution was in full swing, the period would be one
of violent atomisation, the goal of which would be
the entire absence of form. Everything would ap-
pear to be in unceasing flux, the unknown swirl of
the solvent being a mystery. The concept which
would then dominate would be #i#ze. During the
process of re-crystallisation, atom after atom march-
ing with military precision to its appropriate place
on the emerging crystalline shape, the concept of
space would dominate. During crystallisation the
central fact of consciousness would be the realisa-
tion of shape in space; not ‘“flux,”’ but the formative
principle would be the mystery and the force. Pos-
sibly here may be found a clue to the antithesis be-
tween ‘‘ romantic ”’ and ‘ classic’’ when they are
used somewhat vaguely as representing feeling
and thought respectively. Feeling is of flux,
thought is of form.
* ® *

.As long as the governing ideas of society in reli-
gion and politics are stabiﬁsed, and in no apparent
danger of disruption, men in general do not recog-
flSe any necessity to give conscious attention to
those ideas or to government. They are free to
attend to artistic creation on every plane, in the
crafts as in the arts. It is a paradox of Socialism
that its devotees so often plead that the individual

ad more privileges when he had less liberty. In a
§table polity and economy the impression produced
on the individual consciousness is that there is space
to be filled with satisfying shapes. There is no
swirl, no revolution, anywhere. ?r? music set forms
are taken without question, melody and harmony
ue{ng poured into them. In the drama laws and
a;llltles are accepted without protest or discomfort,
% aws of nature. The basic style of architecture is

questioned, only design varying.  Established
C?l‘{ps exercise over the poet only the welcome dis-
tig e thag: creation must yield to for it to be crea-
e Limitation, by providing a certainty in place

a thousand possi ilities—and, therefore, a thou-
Sand doubts—makes free.

I #* #* »
N protesting against “ time-phi 2

yndh g against “ time-philosophy,
Mmusic,
Poetry,

_ as such,
am Lewis explicitly avoids the question of
He ought equally to avoid the question of
Bentl 51r1\1/<12e both are arts to which time is funda-
o, j;l . y suggestion that not time is the enemy,
UX, or the swirl of formlessness, is supported
Y consideration of music. If music, as Walford
5 :S"S‘,es phrased it, is a picture painted on time, then
o Ical music should be a picture painted on a
timem?l quantum of time, framed in some form of
SHa almost as a painting 1is fr.an?ed in a spatial
that?% It is one of the characteristics of the modern
o he strives, in music as in poetry, to rid himself
ooae desqubes it as freeing himself from—the im-
Prisoning influence of form., Regarding details,
Og:"i"ﬁr, I will say more as I proceed. The hint is
ar, owever, that the alleged creative nineteenth cen-
'Y has actually been the destructive century. Siva

S Deen in power* in the spirit.

*

u I?hthe nineteenth century the process of breaking
Ti?t» de conceptual universe was tremendously accele-
eSSQ - As Leonard Woolf in his latest series of
un S remarks, the nineteenth century was a breaker-
Fll). Ol Images, ideas, religions, and philosophies.
cryosTathe Renaissance the Western World has not

and swirl, with its most violent period of the process
in the European war. The Roman Catholic Church,
incapable of organic growth, was briftle because it
was rigid, and it split into innumerable churches and
sects; nearly two hundred sects of Puritans were
counted in England in the seventeenth century. All
cfforts to provide a shape in place of the dissolved
church failed, Napoleon’s being the final tragedy.
The nineteenth century has accurately been called the
century of “means,’’ in that its economic application
of discoveries and inventions multiplied mankind’s
means of expression. Yet justification, if it is to
come at all, 1s still awaited. Power within the emer-
gent nations, as also power among them, has been so
rapidly re-distributed—and wused when gained only
for the further extension of eans—that every citi-
zen has been compelled to practice individualism
whatever he professed; he has had to keep his eye
on the State, and study with his whole attention the
politics of ckange. Science, the chief source of the
re-distribution of power, has itself been hypnotised
by the single fact that everything is in pgrocess. Flux
—again I emphasise flux rather than time—has be-
come the conscious mystery. Psycho-philosophical
inquiry has been dominated by the shapelessness of
a universe of which every cell and atom is ceaselessly
changing. : ! v
From this it will be evident that the “time”

philosophy of Spengler may not proceed from deltxhbe-
rate choice of medium or from chance. It may rather
be that the world is actually in dissolution, andfthat
every sensitive consciousness is affected by the a(c:)tr;
Spengler may be a considerable adyance on liergs_n_
and the nineteenth-century ‘‘ flux *’ philosophers lw
somuch as he looks out for the form which tbehnie
crystallisation is to take, for the Iocahfi'y n l\ZVIJ-IIC\I iettz-
crystallising rod is to be put into the lqu%'ioso fe
sche, to furnish another instance of a Pll Pn a
who perceived flux, was as sensitive to lving i et
worlcFof becoming as any _thinker of h1sht1me, y .
his Greek leanings made him yearn for s aipe. -
was none too sure, of course, whether to p um}}l‘{ 2
shape as it is imposed on the marble by the chisel,
or as the fountain takes it when the water 1s T€-
leased. He did not really know which to choose be-
tween the method of Vulcan working with a ham-
mer, or the method of Vulcan in wrath, throwing a
flower of fire into the sky with the crater for flower-
pot. " o .
Nevertheless, Nietzsche, in formulating his super-
man with an absoluze if heroic morality, was strving
to give Europe an alternative to flux, with all its
accompanying political and social formlezsness,
democracy, ndividualism, freethou_ght,_1 an hPI'OE
testantism. Actually, as he saw, this philosop fy o
flux was really a false myth. It produced no free-
dom because its stimulated no creation, such crea-
tion as there was bemg the banner Of rebelhon
against the prevailing mode, or a return to the Cla§"
sicism of Greece. The protest of Wyndham Lewis
against flux—for I shall take it as wholly against
flux and not as against flux only insofar as flux is
in time—I welcome. That it has been dismissed by
reviewers who do not like work, smiled at patronis-
ingly by successful writers who are as satisfied with
their generation as they are self-satisfied, and dis-
counted as  extremist-propaganda ’’ by the host of
mediocrities who believe mutual toleration the
supreme virtue, is nothing against _the.work. Its
criticism of the modern movement in literature, of
such as James Joyce, Gertrude Stein, and of all who
betray their wish to avoid résponsibility at any
price, even at the price of meaninglessness, is the
first note of the trumpet of doom for all that seduc-
tive eccentricity now uttered as literature.

llised ; it has gone more and more into solution

R. M.
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Chesterton’s Gospel.
By Hilderic Cousens.

In its widest and vaguest connotation Distributism
IS an attractive idea, for its essence is the belief that
a general diffusion of property would lead to a
society of independent and happy citizens. It con-
ceives of a community where the extremes of wealth
would be so narrow that the richest would be unable
to oppress the poor, and the poorest would have
wealth enough to enable them to withstand prospec-
tive oppressors. Mr. Chesterton’s *‘ Outline of
Sanity ** presents the case for Distributism in this
wide sense. Indeed, he expressly declares that he
includes forms of Distributism for which he has no

great liking; even the ‘“ Dividends for All’’ of
Social Credit.

The promise of the book is not fulfilled, Neither
1n analysis nor in construction is he convincing. His
pages have the merits of his stories, and those who
read them will be amused. But the artifices of fic-
tion are mostly useless in sociology. The Socialist,
the Capitalist, the Trust and the Big Shop are his
characters of villainy and unreason. His heroes are
the Peasant and the Small Shopkeeper.

His ideal is “‘ self-support, self-control, and self-
government.”” He calls for *“ vows and volunteers,’’
asserting that we need the heroic virtues proper to a
crisis. He wants men to become small holders en-
gaged in subsistence farming, and those others of us
who are not peasants to buy of the ‘‘ small man.”
The choice, he says, is between a peasantry which
might succeed and a commerce that has already
failed. He suspects Machinery almost as narrowly
as Mr. Penty, and would damn all forestallers and
monopolists.

His gospel is a moral gospel; his summons is to
right conduct. Because he cannot apparently en-
visage a non-moral problem, he has hardly a word
to say about finance and money, and what he does
say 1s wrong. If he were in trade, for example, he
would learn that long credit is offered, not to en-
tangle the borrower, but because engugh business
cannot be done on short credit. The Big Five prefer
short-term bills to long-period loans, as Irish peas-
ants are now complaining. Most transactions carry
a cash discount to encourage prompt payment.

Again, all moralists must face an examination of
their own practice. Does G. K. C. follow his own
prescriptions? Not a bit of it. He has not ventured
out as a peasant (nor have Messrs. Belloc or Penty)
in all the years they have praised peasants, though

_ older men than they have done so. He asks us not
to buy from Selfridge’s and, apparently, asks the
armers not to sell their product to United Dairies,
but he himself has had nearly all his books since
1919 published by large and well-established firms——
Cassell’s (until a few days ago part of the biggest
combine in England), Chatto and Windus, Hodder’s,
Benn, and Methuen. His theory decries the big con-
cern, his practice enhances its profits. He calls for
heroes to wring a livelihood from “‘trackless
wastes,”” but I doubt whether he himself smokes
Hampshire tobacco, contents himself with home-
brewed beer, or has imitated his ancestors in for-
swearing the use of cotton so as to mcrease the sale
of English wool.

Though G. K. C. talks at large of England, he ers
in describing what he thinks is going on in it. Small
shop-keepers are not disappearing—as a tour of the
towns and villages would show him. Neither is the
““Trust” their enemy; on the contrary most of
them get their living by selling, amongst other
things, the products of the tobacco, cocoa, news-

aper, oil, soap, match and other large combines. If
(}::' K. C. kept a general shop he would find himself

harassed by agents of the trusts endeavouring t0
get him to increase his trade and put more monel)’
in his own and their pockets. They would SUPI}’).Z
him with advertising matter, present samples to dl
customers, and teach him the latest selling m.etho 5.

land, but it is not such an enemy of the ‘‘ Sm.ae
man”’ as the Multiple Shop and ~the Co-operative
Store, neither of which does G. K. C. deign to men
tion. ! I
With regard to his favourite peasants, he wan
men to live on the land, *“ not by carting things Ose
it ”’; but the Danes are prosperous precisely bgecaul_
they are so skilled at ‘‘ carting off *’ that it is Saan
that in Denmark, if a man has but one egg,_he ]cive
sell it, provided it is a good one. The Irish
also by carting their goods away to England. dy
France, it is true, the peasants are prosperous pa}f 4
because their children die off faster than anyw ]-fn'—
else in Europe except Spain; but even so th? =
vivors appear so anxious to get into factory @ g
town life that periodical scares about rural depopt 3
tion are raised. Of the Italians, who are so anxlgpe
to emigrate, of the peasants of South-Eastern Eur
who have the same ambition, he says nothing. :
passion for independence on the land is 1n tru 4
local phenomenon. When the Irish, the Italian, ado
the Slav emigrate, do they go on the land ? The‘y 3
not. They assemble in the factories of New Engla
and Chicago. -
For G. K. C. machinery probably means Di€S
engines and pumping plants, whereas it means muhe
more realistically those engines of independence, t

a

—does not mean standardisation of end—prOd“Ct‘c 5
is fashionable to talk of men being slaves to maow,
ines. But, in fact, the great enslavers are .thet% o
the sheep, and the pig. Occasional attention g
and temperature keeps most machmgas in order, The
animals and crops call for unremitting _ca're]. . is hé
more self-sufficing a farmer is, the more rigidly e
controlled by hostile forces. The agflC“gF‘f.lsi‘sn 0
get prosperity and freedom only by (1) ll\v;;nnt o
labour, (2) partial specialisation, (3) emF chh‘,',nical
improved technique, (4) increasing use o }r}c Srices:
power and devices, and (5) satisfactory sel lgigo!:t far’
All these things to G.K.C. are anathema., MOSt ““,
willing, provided they see the likelihood of I?olr)g
income, to feed cake to their cattle, use a gro"
instead of horses, change their breed of sh?}ffg; oW’
a new variety of wheat, or employ anot ]t ;mﬂer
keeper. While it would be foolish of a Ke}? it 15 not
to replace his orchards with oats and barley, o pu
foolish to sell hops to London brewers,
woollen goods from Bradford. . 2
Agricultural difficulties centre round ﬁnal:;t_g rez
did so long before either trusts or departme 20 0%
were heard of. More than a hundred yearsb‘a ha’
crisis succeeded another, and, apart from = oY
vests—which called for insurance—they aron e o’
price fluctuations. Prices could not be depe = the)
from one season or month to the next. Nor Ctjne Prg;
be now. Let the Distributists wrestle v&{lthtﬁe oth9
blem of reasonably stable prices, and with ,C“]tuf”,
problem of a satisfactory ratio between agr /Ieﬂ%
prices and prices of manufactured goods. . )

/
50!
B

: (
tract of land suitable for small holdings O[fc]}fe \V‘ef
sale near Basingstoke. But I warn him tha hate’
not in all circumstances be allowed to do “»UCJ] i
he likes with his own pig, because there 15 :, ' }’13’
thing as swine fever. It would be edifying to)r ﬁ'rv'"
skinning his own cow and tanning the hlde.”l'u} 1
tory to making his own boots; for so “ he ®

. 7 . 1
in mndependence off his own property.

B
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Drama.
Double Dan: Savoy.

or their talent in craftsmanship.
at you want the Scot will provide 1t
tely to specification. .
you want he will not bother with you.
talent that has set him at the
1ead of so many organisations, especi-
cering.  The Savoy Theatre }Illz}s a tra-
esenting farcical comedy reaching even
i burlesqu 3. and 1l;ecallse allt (icnO\vs,}l\vllat it wants
can provide it.
or blood, for thrills that set the
<e the audience thankful that Lon-
g is as good as its policemen are
ce can equally provide that.
rom the same raw material of
S, policemen, and a dream of a
St of which Scotland produces in
r. Wallace would accept an order
Very theatre in the British Empire.
Il prepare specifications he
into an -industry. He will

Scots are noted f
you know wh
Or you absoly

The Department Store makes a great noise in Eng- If you don’t

Mr. Edgar Vv
as g Storn-a
ma-l‘rOW, and
on street-light;

The Lyceum

=

ave no douht
S eCtheS, Croo

Quantity. )\
play from e
eatre~mana

h ran for a year at Wynd-
onstrycted a puzzle-play as
allace has not, however,
¢ standard in ‘“ Double Dan,
ays the joints and patches.
t of Gordon Hanbury’s maid-
¢ Inconsequential entrances and
cene of the first act to say
1Ing to (g with what had gone
T could believe that this
which I;Iaiiv beeen
dience more of Wish Wynne.
Sre Courllzi hardly be too much
Ining 5 comedienne, the play
d for the turn. :
hole does not help the play-
Was carried over only by
urrie, who, desp

In
R by
y 1IN the par

bicycle, the sewing machine, and the gramophmigf ‘
and the tens of thousands of other end-product®;

2 sma]] e
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Standardisation of unit, e.g., screw or cotton thré Tt Xpande T part

ite a thinness

1f with his comic

ntial clerk at the bank illicitly

nent in g private room
¥ he would not have 1 =

two of this act takes plalc)e 1

€ office of Gordon Hanbury,

1. Peter Dunn hav

Parents, not

ut because wWor

along by the shoc
excessiveness o
intervals. T
fun which Mr.
greatest asset an
thing lasts long enou
tony.
changing from W
periods. It 1s €v
back race
the tlleztt)tlje,
safety brings
is tempted to cro
carelessness of his ch
in the mamller in whic
wrong people.
self for letting
incompetence an

ulta d
& isdain them, They are d e been foumy
mers, however, do not disdain the gtef because their

iskey Luired, 1,

bank apd ru
t haye been
Ing to gepd them to the fL (6
for the selection ©
reasop was tha
arn to keep
Fast as the
W, and some
an he describe

books—with

oung men
g,f the jokes
estnutsigged in C

e
e Clg?tracters had been introdu
gathereq speed. Long b
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I genera]  The audi
C hag n](\rely to be Spect

¢ the same€

er burlesque
ence has no

: : sal g
while I can inform Mr. Chesterton that there 15 fﬁl ‘
¢ t loggerhea

er is pot €
‘Olnen’g part?
e to djstinguls

e Dan—
S Chfll'?l(fters of tbl

g

an’s object,

and there is little wonder that they exchanged iden- .
tities. Three actors surpassed their opportunities
—Wish Wynne, Clive Currie, and Peter Haddon, as
The Hon. Peter Dunn, as delicious a representation
of the silly ass as the most fastidious judge of
horse-flesh could wish.

The Terror: Lyceum. :

The Lyceum play, although designed for different
ends—which it achieves—is much the same in raw-
material before it goes through the mill. It is com-
posed of convicts, detectives, a silly ass who is not
quite what he appears, 2 pompous female amateur
sleuth—who must surely represent the public—a
dream of a girl, and three tons of golden sover-
eigns of no use to anyone, because the only person
who knows of their whereabouts hardly dare tender
them. In “Double Dan” a fool and his money
could not be parted, becaus‘e an angel rl,:l’Shed in to
take care of the fool. In ‘‘ The Terror” a lunatic
and somebody else’s money are finally parted be-
cause a fool rushes in to take care of an angel.
““ The Terror’’ is what I“beheve would h,a,we been
called in the other play ““a special nap. It is

likely to thrill the big theatre full of people into bolt-

ing their windows, hiding their heads under the

sheets, and wishing 1t were morning for months to
come.

Production and cast have gone a long way towards

ing the show. Dennis Neilson-Terry provides a
?::i{tmog} detective-play acting, while Felix Aylmer,
Franklyn Bellamy, Henry Carlisle, Mary Glynne,
and Gwen Wyndham, all enter whole-heartedly into
g;: spirit of mystery to give the audience the sole dis-

5 I;)ntment of having had to be shown who was the
aPEg, That they did not spot him was not so much
c’ll‘errc;g the author’s success in misleading - them,
thueu"h he tried hard enough, as to his refusal to lead
thgmb The technical faults of the play which force
themselves on t o

i red false clues, are the repetition
g}litgglr«;sr;é}é Ssct:gg and a shock just before the cur-

tain of an act, an

t act.
%\?esll go to bed ourselves.

he attention, in addition to the some-

d the scene behind the screen in the
If even the key-hole is covered we may as

ould allow myself to be swept

Apart from theslfcl gnd to be res%:,ued from anp
f them by the humour which filled the
his alternating current of shock and
Wallace can turn on is perhaps his
d contribution to the thriller. No-
gh to hurt s%r to théea}tlen chrili)-
) is like a shower-bath, rapidly
dbesin erﬁr;ﬁeté cold, though not at regular
en more like riding on the switch-
t Wembley—in the dark. Once outside
ne f course, the return of civilisation and
o back a colder logic. For a while one
ssexamine Mr. Wallace about the
haracters and the steps of his plot
hich his detectives question the
That is one way of revenging one” s
the author take advantage of one’s
ibility.
drgull y PAUL BANKS.

CODES.

. wove for me a little cloak
(’I;lf](?\3'01'sted brown and strong,
They wove it firm, those moral folk,

That I might wear it long.

1. who would dance in gossamer
)

g lars on the hill .
g;t&aglodper r?aked with the wind,

They clothe in worsted still!
X SAMUEL F. DARWIN FOX.
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bef a3 pregiselywihiat is right of qEoN ggsasribs (i)foglrrci:;tgzstssl}llgllxlll% Ié?; aédommisftttalx; their btési- g?gf‘éf-shitgl a1ltc Tnar:: 1;2 ;;x;es;gx;nedl; m{) dear Watsorl:, tr.hatf he
2 b4 u ca C ne o. elr I ation e1n, somewha of a
- Catholic SOCIOlogY Once More. fgrofrx(iim}fo A stud}}r/ cI:)ircle subsequently took up cﬁlse ' tﬁ take over the exclusive job of managenlaeg?,ma:d ;“YS‘C’Y{] f’gmq“’hic“ ﬁ is e"ide“ty‘hat.hgis of a pronounced
o e e he syt o e soc ohieatont | POt RO T AP G e Gt ! “BOTVASSISNL SN | RS, i T
not gomg to let the subject of the social obligations | tinction between rules which had behi o g tas like this? -~ Lastly, the worl .as a whole | .o 5 0 not likely, to be particularly noticeable in 4
of the Faith drop. The report of its second Sum- force of Catholic consent and those of less umvebso_ J donoresl the fact that the power of initiative in 10- | crowd; on the contrary, being the average man, he is logic-
mer School of Sociology has now appeared.* It is acceptation.” To hold that azy dogmas areﬂq 7 isléztry lf?s passed to the bankers. That industrial- ally unnoticeable. And he does not grow much beard,
of the greater interest to THE NEW AGE readers in lutely infallible and irreformable is fatal; llSn sett'are I}'fquently’ blockheads is agreed: but before though his hair is of medium length. :
that it is edited by Mr. Maurice Reckitt. Its special exactly the differentia of a Catholicism that can 2 ¢ s emtg a Olﬁt curing them it would be as well to ; Tr o thIe fcm}mglty of John Sm‘tl} was not borne out fby
subject is the social teaching of the Sacraments. one that cannot help the present age. It is tC]vD > i lc')am }I",Hat they could do with their perfected ;’?;gl"‘lye dgéeg?vgis tl‘l’t;i“ ::g“é‘;{l l?tfuzl‘ E’g;‘i{‘tigpuﬁ‘f%or‘l’;
The volume is calculated to give rise to very | hoped that in this case, too, there were some membe f of invén't' t‘ey Hilght,. oo Soncelnlthink Smith,”” my informant answered, ‘‘ is the Uni:-aria'n’s Tom
mixed reflections. Certainly it 1s all to the good | of the school who dissented from the judgment O Fran 'Sllga Ing the principles and practices of their Didkland Harry,” all of which seems mascutia caougHY
that so well-organised and enthusiastic a movement | this circle. K to thg;ﬁ .m?hs.tei)s' But not through anything said Anyway, perhaps those three gentlemen do not require their
should (so far, at any rate, as a very large num- It must be mentioned that the Rev. W. G. Pecl Th 1 this ook:- e surnames mentioned because they are the children of John,
ber of its keenest spirits are concerned) be putting | read an outstanding paper on Fellowship and Saqlé; ® Wrecking of a Scientific Age. By Frederick lt)o thele_xposilre ?f \vllose'f(lient{ty t:'lefq_lixgkeit rO{IIIte msay.b;la
its mind diligently on assimilating and reapplying fice in relation to the Eucharist. This, together w1 Soddy, M.A., F -R.S. (Hendersons. 6d.) sg’ef:: {:Jgnt rl;:’:mn?géest :i;;oifzh?, : sls(:cu:};tﬁozs'ha’:}ﬁg
the great social tradition of the Church. The cor- | Canon Raven’s paper, and the Editor’s summing-up» { This is'a reproduction of Professor Soddy’s Ter- | ¢ pe indulged in, I plank for the opi}zionpthat John Smith
porate mind expressed in that tradition, especially constitutes by far the most valuable matter in the ISnmal Lecture to the students of the University of | and Honest John are the same person; had John Smith
m its full-blown form in the Middle Ages, is, at bot- | yolume. Nevertheless, it will all repay the closest I outh Wales and Monmouthshire at Cardiff on | not been honest he would have cut a more public figure.
tﬁm a?ld in itls main pri{lcipkﬁs, SOMSaNe czlmd central | aitention. It concludes with the announcerneni:_tllh(ii"(t3 ‘ aggﬁi?c-”' Its dchlef faulti Is that it says too little lHis is the Sodrt of pltlblicity which, as we must agree from
that those who sincerely follow its guidance must . ) : : the Catholic attitude -lence and too much about money., In this | his poverty, does not pay. y
inevitably be led alono \?;:ry large and human lines. E};:ja)r’gzr;rg;hecr)g}'mgfiz?sigg{’ a restored Catholic |  respect it fi’i,HS far short of the author’s “yCartesian : The "eﬁresnta appr%ac?] “’u‘;,egfr‘;ﬁegl‘;ewf‘o‘;,f°g?v‘§},‘g (i;r::;
In some of its most characteristic positions, too, it Sociology ought to be well on the way. | mCOHOImCS. Studqnts of credit will find his state- i,’,‘t’{::,zftescd:tiusygf‘h,g n?zn's life. John Smith, according
has so struck down to the bed-rock of realities, that N. E. EGERTON SWANN. q ents on the financial situation of interest but it is to this work, at some time borrowed a hundred pounds at
these must in the nature of things be capable of | oubtful if they conveyed much to the audience to four and oné-eighth per cent. from Harry Jones, and the
re-expression in the light of, and practical ada ta- Revi {| waom' he originally addressed them. It is a pity | schoolboy was requested to calculate how much he owed
bion to, our modern conditions. The tradition as, CVIEWS. N that with his great specialised knowledge he did not | alter failing to pay the interest for twenty-nine years. It
it is true, often been much misunderstood and mis- | Capital For Labour. By W. Francis Lloyd an 1 cal with the physical. aspects of production and | struck me at once that a text-book on arithmetic ough‘; nost
represented; but its true content has now been Bertram Austin. (Ernest Benn. 3s. 6d.) | Sonsumption. Until thesg lgg;’e belen grallglgcaﬂy and :;?rézﬁ\s'eozflsisgfgé:g letssl)eéiignl;h“’li?;‘gl‘?tm;a;?’agllr:ﬁiatsuﬁar?y
the disposal of every enquirer through the labours High Wages’’—a Jearn-from-America publication, anatysis of the money Jones had done about the Statute of Limitations. Anyway,

gL usion than con- | ipe £ b hn Smith t up. He is registered at
vic H Ses T the facts about John Smith mount up. I b

liketlcg}?: _-Owever, it 1s all to the good that lectures | some money-lenders besides being known to writers of text-
1S are being given. They do at least Create | books on arithmetic. His credit must at one time have

an atmosphere of suspic ; ; Ithough it may now be
[ 1 Ely | X : > > : | : uspicion about the policy and | tren good for a hundred pounds, althoug ;
n the end, to a sp endidly satisfying sociology for | look in al directions at once. It poses a semeS,Of || Practices of the financia] interests who rulrjl theyecon- geod for nothing.  After consulting more of these financial

2 lusion
our day. : reforms, hangs a sermon on each, and finishes with | omuc system, and so prepare the public for th - | works I feel myself gradually drawn towards the e
At present, however, they seem to be all over the décr,epit peroration: ““ Are we still going to wal: = i i . Sede X bing John Smith is himself a financier, which compels

of such expositors as Dr. O’Brien and Mr. Tawney. | it will be remembered—is one of those appeals to
If the Anglo-Catholics really set themselves to work | the common sense of industrial administration

J

something like objectively established and put at This book, by the authors of ‘‘ The Secret of ,1 Comprehensively presente
1

this vein fully, they must surely be led ex masse, | which inly succeeds in making that common sens€

. mite developments which will i i
! : v €Y soon be manife i : ‘ , on the whole,
the place. The reports of the various study circles and see, or shall we think and act.” They mlght i t':‘e political field, ifest in 1::“:,?:‘?12 a.il g}\é ﬁtgnrtlitlggxeg:gf:}féet ‘;;,l;,?}:resr tgnshow.
and the general discussions at the conference in | claim that their comments on defects in the indus® = er Adopted Father, By M. Soderland (Wallace ' » * *
guestlon reveal a jumble of unco-ordinated and un- i ;

: : trial system have been accompanied by a ropriat€ = Gandy. 6s.)
1gested opinions. Thus the first report of one of remed}i’es- But that is the tlr)ouble. y’[‘hgg are SO

the circles simply assumed as something to be appropriate as to be already obvious to the peop©

taken completely for granted that St. Paul’s | whom the authors are instructing. For once in 2

2ax ; ; about poor John
This is 3 novel Ly At last I have established the tragic truth about poor h

a 7 Fn 5 g his epitaph,
. @ remarkable one. nd nobody could deny that it is Smith, I find that he is dead. Carlyle wrote his ep

On page 13 we are told that ““a | which almost enables us to write his biography. sH ﬁ?:

pmothered sneeze tisheq its way u | Fes John Smi in nearly sixty years of useles
obiter dictum, ~“if any do not work, neither shall way we find ourselves in sympathy with Mr. Austi? = B‘}llt. I3 was always an unlucky ﬁzmggf- t}}ﬁlén :tg;y C““"g"tex& %Well?tl),’ ‘tY)}:; l:f gOOdnyOd into manure.’ ;I::e
he eat,” constitutes a *“ Catholic position.”” How- Hopkinson who derides these authors, in a revi€ l} IW Ich bears no relation to anything in particular’ whole story unfolds itself.  John Smith was a clclnﬁfq[; bé
ever, at a later session of the same circle it is noted | of this beok inihe Banker, by referring to the teacl” | rieast of all the correct use of the English language’ and this may throw light on why he tl>s de?c%ént el
that ““ it was thrown out as a suggestion that every ing of grandmothers to suck eggs. TLhese philal” [ > What some people might call a thriller, but what | &7 that his death is hushed up by a benevo

Ong : e w etw 0 Ca ; fer to him so as not to dis-
citizen should be given a small but adequate living ¢ could call b betiveen the two camps who rafer to

FEres : 5 . 157
derers 1n itemised reconstruction are as big a nu w

4 y other names. No doubt, like \ ith signifies beyond
e & . m . ccurage the others. By name John Smith signi
mcqme.” Slmlla.fl}’- anOt_her St,udy circle seemed ance as that other school of commentators Wth’ ase&sies’ it bad to come out, .”But how cox’ne? & doubtgan honourable desycent from a line of producers, frofm
anxious to commit Catholics quite unreservedly to | qublimates the whole question into terms of PSY; ¥ say 1n those dry but still United States. a family that practised one of the oldest mysteries or “}’,;f,
support of the League of Nations, but in full session cholo What little analysis they do (which is, % in the world, having been patronised by Tubal C]:"““‘ o
a v g t d 1 thi £y : y : s & . some reason during the nineteenth century his line cea
Toy vigorous protest was made against this. course, the easiest part of their task) betray < astiche et were able to
B ety 1t tt Bt . , UL P L ? ncés . to be producers and became consumers, ye i
et underlying all these matters of detail is a times their unfitness to offer advice. For insta ‘ ON JOHN SMITH. get little beyond mere food, which, lacking opportunities
pemy SErious dan%el‘ Srising out Of the Veny, n.atur‘e Speaking on the advisability of givmg wor F [The face 7emains that o ¢ ith? for culture, they merely returned to the earth in ordpr g
of CathQIICISm. ts great empha51s on authorlty 15 shares in indus'try (called ‘““B” shares in contl'a | Te¢lurned the vociferous “U;ZJ; 2 {:];zestz‘{;e/:l 0/717‘111-:7;":’0t = to be down on the transaction. "l.‘he th.’ee n]:lle fChllctilr;eni
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Judgment and persona responsibility; its devotion ; 7 e £ ¢ R : the authors of Coql.] increase occasioned by poverty, a e y
L SN : . .7 | envisage a time when the voting power o i | For : { : ; > ines, their family name, or are
to ci’us’cor}ical _contmucllty easd)A hardens into a rigid sharesg\?/ould become greater thagn pthat of s A,,, trace aacelft';’?ntfrr&il Ilmve grown increasingly anxious to ;,Zi;&(;,?l;t;fﬂ,;:glgf?f ’Il?ﬁ};"}&?; S]?rllrith must have married
and unchanging tradition s a fact, in the very pr " th d, “the Ol M  have tyq o .2 Who may or may not, for all I know, IR : e. John Smith has
: : . . - e 2 B 5 e f the unfortunate name. .
ntroduction to this 5 ¢ : ’ | shares. In other words,”” they procee 2 7 seems wifsolS:. His name is almost 2 byword, yet nobody [ 28ain to get rid o 70 souls go marching on, the
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mind and the religion of the average ]*E)nglishman Let us quote a sentiment from Mr. Austin el;; ~ Mithheld from 5 person reallynwsqongvi:g toeli-tz'msxg ?tb sc;l: tﬁg even Europe’s.  John Smith preferred, in his immortal
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1€ social consequences will not be slow to follow,”” | $O0 8 reView. Whatever he does not know, . o By one, Jot

transactions recorded in arithmetic books, to rob the money-

) 2 : 0. < . . 2000 Smith. Apparently th ople wh P C
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certain factors of our industrial system. In such assump-
tions, a very considerable margin of error may be allowed
without in any way vitiating the general argument, but it
would be very interesting to know whether sufficient data
are available to any NEw AGE readers to provide reasonably
trustworthy figures in lieu of those assumed. e

If information could be obtained, for Great Britain,
relative to

(a) The annual percentage increase in total productive
capacity. s -
(b) The annual percentage rate of depreciation of indus-
" trial plant, in-fhe most comprehensive sense of that
term: i
(c) The proportion “which consumable products and
capital goods respectively bear to total production.
(d) The percentage of material waste, including sabot-
age, in productive industry.
the value of this presentation of the economic problem
would be considerably enhanced.

But, in any case, whether reliable figures are forthcoming
or not, such a presentation is invaluable in clearing away
financial and other smoke-screens, and leaving us face to
face with the clarifying fact that * the kernel of the problem
is factory cost.”

A. W. CoLEMAN.

[The subject was dealt with from the physical angle by
Major Douglas in The Control and Distribution of Produc-
Zon, Chapter 1V., to which readers who have this boolk

may care to refer in conjunction with our particular applica-
tion of the same idea.—Ep, |

OF FOXES AND GEESE. .

Sir,—I should like to tell Mr. Samuel F. Darwin Fox
that T have thoroughly enjoyed his letter. I saw, as soon
as I read his second article, that I had mistaken his mean.
ing.  But, really, his cry about *“ goose gabble ” and
* bleating democrats *’ and © the fit and the unfit *? sounded
so exactly like the whining bark one hears so continuously
from cerfain neo-Darwinians who call themselves Eugenists
—foxes in distress snowed under by geese—that 1 think I
may claim fair excuse for the mistalie.

All the same, I don’t think I am a Utilitarian—certainly
not a Benthamite—and not many people call me a moralist.
However, as Mr. Fox claims zout comprendre, perhaps he
knows better. I will do my poor best to understand the
aesthetics of any articles he may write in the future.

HArROLD W. H. HELBY.

HORIZONTALISM v, VERTICALISM.

Sir,—In a recent issue you printed a letter from a
correspondent who pointed out that your use of the words
“vertical ’ and * horizontal,” as "applied to industrial
combinations, does not correspond with the ordinary use
of those terms elsewhere. Your comment was- that you
admitted it, but that you were taking the responsibility with
your eyes open. Could you possibly make the difference a
little clearer?

had previously formed the opinion that by ‘“ vertical
trust ** you meant the combination, in some form or other,
of ﬁrms'engaged in producing different stages of the same
commodity, from the raw material to the finished product
(mcludmg instruments, ete., necessary for its production and
commercial forms of its waste products). One might con-
sider them as 2 combination of grub firms, chrysalis firms,
and butterfly firms. If S0, this is certainly what D, 4.
Robertson in The Control of Industry (Cambridge Economije
Handboolgs) and L. G. A. Knowles in The Industrial and

Ommercial Revolutions mean by the same adjective,

Yy ““ horizontal tryst I supposed you to mean the com-

_Of firms producing the same stage of the same

. all grub-makers or al butterfly-makers).
In this case the two writers whom 1 have cited appear to

By “ horizonta] integration "’ Knowles m

1 eans what
I am suggesting that yoy mean, while Robertson (who
employs the word * |

. teral) means the combination of
firms producing commodities related in so

than as stages of the same final preduct—e,
and leather pocket-books, or bicycles and s

Thus, if I was right, the difference
exists in the case of ‘¢ horizontal,” and thep
1S expressed by some economists.

me other way
g., leather hoots
mall arms,

apparently only
only as the idea

: A. O. B.
[We refer to this subject elsewhcre.-ED,]

“Letters 1o the Editor” should arripe ot larer

than l/ze' ﬁrs.t post on Saturday morning if intended
for publication in the following week’s jssue.
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