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!
aboirt' vj:aw H%mphrey has published a short book *
of a lay ege’ts)' % he matter was written as a section
A .gb rt ook which the author contemplated pub-
56 he%l ; but as he has been obliged to postpone doing
i asllssued the present one ‘‘ on account.”” It
N \;C?l Okng the lines adopted by Chiozza Money
ol _t nown pre-war work, Rickes and Poverty,
that authg ,reproduces some of the most striking of
L l’g statistics of wages and incomes. Mr.
S Showsyth rings them up to date. For instance,
e at in the year 1924, ““ 15 per cent. of
entisc igce w1t,I’1 incomes took more than half the
the Rowntome. (p- 43.) Again (p. 83) he takes
eXpresuey irfee Poverty-line Budget of July, 1914, and
B ts 1cost at the price-levels of 1928, showing
508, 7d mily of five would require jn that year
line (1) aﬁveek in order to live up to the poverty-
Danies./'f e quotes wage-rates of the railway com-
that g Ort]a certain week in that year, and shows
More th;}: wree grades of workers out of eleven get
T n8 59s. 7d., the others ranging from 37s.
Statistice 4h s.  On the basis of these and many other
chaptes e comes to the conclusion in his last
populat‘(p' 88) that at least 25 per cent. of the

s 10n are living at or below the poverty-line.

Dhrey Synopsis on the cover of the book Mr. Hum-
that t}?ays that the evidence supports the view
Capit l_e Poverty problem cannot be solved within
be pra ism, By the term * Capitalism *’ he must
Casa SSUI_ned ‘to mean private enterprise; In which
= e lmphcgtlon is that public enterprise 1n some
that t10r other is the remedy. But it 1s at this point
2 thle trouble really begins. It is easy enough to
equits at it is possible for the State to redress 1n-
COInmes in the distribution of a given aggregate
tate unal income, but very difficult to see how the
any MQOL}Id do it, and more difficult still to picture
is 21 Inisters of State even attempting to do it. It
very well to point out that say six people out

By ‘ih@ Workers’ Share. A Study in Wages and Poverty.
3. 64 N. Humphrey. g2 pp. Allen and Unwin. Cloth
- Paper 2s. 6d. net.

of 100 are taking say 450, and leaving only QHOthef
g %ay,450) T but it does

£50 to be shared by ninety-four people; but,
not necessarily prove that under a collectivist con-
trol of distribution the 100 people can all get &1
each to spend on the means of life.

* * *

There are two obstacles. One is technical, and
the other is moral.  The collectivist controllers, 1
they distributed the whole £100 in this Way for
raising the standard of life of the ninety-four people,
would, by so doing, be allocating all of it to pur:
poses of consumption and none of it to purposes ©
saving. Secondly, one would have to 1magine th?se
controllers having antecedently agreed that 1t v-a}s
wise and prudent to allow the poor to draw sO ml}ﬁl
as £1 a week, or in fact to draw anything perceptibly

more than they get at present.

Mr. Humphrey, apparently,‘would be thlil;lngotﬁ
try it, but unfortunately, as things work ou e P’ i
tical life, the power of * trying 1t = 1 re_s;er s
Ministers who can be trusted not to Ly ot
comes about because whereas the electorate I10 ¥4
the House of Commons, it is the City which 31005 S
the Cabinet. Hence it is that to-day we vmvgis_
Socialist Cabinet who, whatever else they may S
agree about, are unanimous Il declaring B
‘“Socialism in our time’’ is not practical politics.
Snowden and MacDonald left the IPdePC“dent
Labour Party on account of that very 1SSUS.. ur
commentary on this is that if ‘‘ our time 1s too
early for Socialism it is too early, for a Socialist
Government.  Every argument which the Labour
Government can advance to prove that nothing can
be done for Labour is an indictment of its policy
in having taken office.
L 2 * b g

As the Daily Express has advertised THE NEW
AGE as a Socialist journal we had better remove all
misapprehensions by stating that we are definitely
hostile to all predatory political programmes, from
whatever party they emanate. They are based on
an illusion about the actual strength of this country’s
cconomic resources—an illusion derived from observ-
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ing the apparent weakness of this country’s finan-
czal resources. This apparent weakness is due en-
tirely to the acts done by the banking monopoly in
pursuance of its financial policy. The situation that
we picfured just now where six ‘‘ capitalists ’ take
%50 and ninety-four ‘‘ workers ”’ take £s50 illus-
trates our pomnt. The friction arises because (a)
there is only £100 available for distribution and (b)
at the current retail price-level £50 will not buy
enough to keep ninety-four people in tolerable com-
fort. Neither of these conditions is under the con-
trol of either the capitalist or the worker. Both of
them are under the control of the bankers. The
bankers administer two ‘‘ laws,”’ the one governing
the. lending and withdrawing of money and the
other governing the accounting of costs. These
two ““ laws *’ are complementary : that is to say that
loan-policy affects the retail price-level, and the retail
price-level affects loan-policy. The consequences
are automatic, and take place irrespective. of the
virtues and vices of employers and workpeople. For
instance the “ good employer *’ cannot necessarily
pay the wages he likes. He certainly cannot if he
owes an overdraft to his banker which he finds diffi-
* culty in repaying when asked. The banker’s auditor
then steps In as arbiter of wages. Again, apart
from this direct difficulty, the generous employer
<an only exercise his generosity at the sacrifice of
his borrowing powers. Banks lend money most
readily to.the employers who can earn the highest
profit in the shortest time. This means wage-cuts;
and although it is the employers who announce them,
it 1s really the bankers who impose them. ;
= » *

when criti profiteering notice those six
people ““ taking ** £50, as against ninety-four people
Elz}}l:mg }::noltéle.r £50, ilhey O not notice enough

€y should inquire how the g i of
b o q 1€ s1x people dispose of

If they will do so they will find th
a considerable proportion of t > T
invested in in dustry‘f.) Thisﬁ hose “incomes is re-

as an important bearj
ggatlﬂ}]z:i problen: of poverty,hbecause in the ultiml;t%
s poverty is not a shorta

sportage of things. il goney but a
* fifteen per cent. of people with in

_ . of comes
than half the entire income *’ that thoge pEgOIl{e Torli
more than half the tota] pro ety

1, the injus-
ot necessarily resylt in
It would do so only

tice of such division need n
poverty among the majority.
1 the case that the total produc

stimating that after 5 very short

at least twice the present quantit

consumption market. ) /
*

#*

Because of this we have no hesitation

our Wholehearfced sympathy with My
15 supporters in the Independent Laboy
they ].n?_lst on something which they
OC1alism 1n our time,” In fact W
act we would
the slogan an%dqm}z;nd s}omethmg which thf»;hﬁ;?ffg
ocialism this year.” T} S g
?owever, has nothing to do with partis 2 2t
Oy Programmes. It can be advocated
Servatives, Liberals i A
a purely economic Proposition ang
it and he
}we Mmust command general assent ap
when properly understood. The pro

11 declarin

Maxton and
r Party when
describe a5

cause its objec-
1d Co-operation
Position is that,

for a beginning, the unused resources of industry
shall be mobilised for the deliberate purpose of filling
the needs of the general Eody of*consumers.

*

‘““ Easy to say; but it can’t be done,”” will be th.‘é
immediate reaction of most people. But whether1
can be done or not is for disinterested technicians
to decide. The only question which the public may
legitimately answer is this: ‘“ Supposing that it CSII
be done, do you want it done?” Take any ind:
vidual in any station in life and ask him to ,5413;’_
speaking for himself, whether he would like his lx
come to buy, say, 10 per cent. more thmgs.nf?t
quarter than it has bought this. The vast ma’J(;l”r}é
of responses would be in the affirmative. T eho
would be a residuum of congenital moralists V‘; 2
would object to the policy on the ground that o
poorer classes could not be trusted with more P
chasing-power; but thess would be swampcd.tute
the reasonable and humane people who const! ol
the majority. It is hardly necessary to point the
that political party-traditions could not affect of
answer. We know of nothing in the principleS o
the four parties in the State which involves OPPI?fe.
tion to the raising of the general standard -Oft 5
On the contrary, does not each of them clalfr\’f\,hat_
It 1s trying to bring that very thing about? W 0~
ever do they mean by ‘‘ prosperity ”’ and P
gress” if they do not mean that:

#* . * 3

. The strife between these parties, and the -rfsgl;‘
ing deadlock in the House of Commons (Whlm-ef
pears likely to be the inevitable aftermath of €V
future election) arises from the fact that €ac for
them seeks to practise a predatory techniqu®, =,
attamning its objective. They have to deal fy]rf o
population of which every section is quite wil Ln?: to
accept economic benefits but is decisively hos 1c o1
being deprived of any. To each party some Sestaﬂ
of the community can say: ‘‘ Yes, we un Aerill do
what you want to do, and can see how you Wiy 4
it; but we don’t like it and won’t have it. as t0
these sections so employ their voting power “~ ;¢
return three impotent Oppositions instead of 2 that
crnment with a clear majority. The result lsgl?lf‘
the Governor and Directors of the Bank of Enoctive
have become, and look like remaining, the eff€
British Cabinet,

* * #*

nced!

Now suppose that a new policy were annot juiig

of which eachpof the aforesailc)i sections of the“C({Ne
munity could be reasonably expected to say : o 1ot
understand what you want to do, though we a1ty
see how you will 'do it; but we like it and W atio”
1t. his attitude would provide the foun = ol
for a healthy polstical coalition. Not a CP?IIUO all
two parties to suppress a third ; but a coalit1io? “rpis

But no

Parties to carry out an agreed national policy: et
would break the Parlia%nentary deadlock—1 fse'
the Government would represent the whole torat®
It need not havye previously consulted the elect® "id

ccause the electorate’s opinion on the polic¥ £ ipe
/: lfalfen for granted, while the question '?1655 to

eccigzg,u: of the policy would not be its bust alteds

: VN supposing i ted to be com®: ont

which it would pxgot. g'll“thaxarils to say, the prcs/zﬂ

ouse of Commons could resolve itself into an & With
yeonomic State Council and proceed at once

the administration of the policy.

#* * * L)

= aS

Wwho has grasped Major Dougér a

he credit-system will realise, 2 £ the

0, that a Government convince ates:

Everyone
analysis of ¢
little reflectio
rightness of

5 . oC >
the new economic policy he advo®: m-
and the tech et eco

nical soundness of the means he T ;ﬂcl
ccomplishing it, will find little or DO ig
ministration. The reason is that the * 1d
Mimstration will be that of direéﬂoﬂ\’vhich

OW, of coercion. The particular acts

mends for 5
culty in a9
of the ad
not, as n
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the Government will require to be done by people
engaged in economic-activities will be congenial in
their very performance. The congeniality is assured
by the fact that these acts will be immediately pro-
fitable to the parties performing them, whether they
e owners, managers, technicians or workpeople.
This will be so because the Government, having Te-
sumed its constitutional prerogative of controlling
and dispensing the nation’s financial credit, will be
In a position to bestow a financial reward on every-
body who co-operates in the working out of the new
policy. That is to say the Government buys the
Co-operation and pays cash with order. The finan-
cial credit so dispensed will not be the proceeds of
taxation but the proceeds of creation. It will be
additional financial credit issued to secure additional
€conomic effort.
* *® #*
By hypothesis, the Government will have adopted
e principle that economic effqrt in production re-
quires co-equal economic effort in consumption. So
While, on the one hand, it will finance all new opera-
tlons which end in the delivery of more goods into
shops, it will also finance the equally vital operation
Of clearing the goods out of the shops. The tech-
nical method of doing this need not be discussed at
Present: the point is that personal incomes will in
the aggregate buy more goods, and that every

Single personal income will participate in that general
enefit,

& * =

The class-conscious agitator will of course growl
at the idea of the distribution of the benefit without
istinction. He will complain that this policy will
Perpetuate the existing inequitable distribution of
Wealth.  Very well; let it be granted that it does so
Tat least initially: what is to be done about it?
et us hark back to the six people who take one half
9! £100 and leave ninety-four to take the other.
There are, let us say, 200 articles available. In that
tase the share of the worker is approximately one
article, and that of the rich man approximately seven-
~en articles. Now let us suppose that the same hun-
red people are able to produce double the quantity,
and Jet g grant for the sake of argument that the
Scheme under which they can do so will fail to rectify
€ Unequal distribution of the product. In that case
the 0 people will be able to get 34 articles each and
< 94 people two articles each. Would any reason-
able person want to scotch the scheme on that
account—to withhold a concrete ration of one extra
article from every worker while he raised an inter-
t-nable hullabaloo about an arithmetical ratio? If
«t«hat 1s Socialism, then Governor Norman is the
compleat Socialist.”” Nobody who claims to voice
the Deeds and desires of the working class popula-
Yon hag the right to assume them to share the revenge-
Com i
SVer may 1, ¢« sust share >’ of the worker in the
Wealth 1}; bi tcllliffs,trilj)uted (supposing anybody CPUI_(I
Calculatea such a thing) his one pre-occupation is to
S Something on account. He is in a hurry: 1'“3
¢S not care how little the relief may be so longlas
€ gets it quickly. Any working-class le.ader.t\\; (1)3
ﬁi%lecﬁs to explore the 1)ossi1b11}t}t’ cifmg}ewtqtrllr(li% (; S
quickly is playing directly into the he :
falkers Wﬁ,ossc’: Ipolyicygit is to keep ah"%t?e ‘?XPECE%Q
rlo . O prosperity while constantly delaying 1t
eahSation. 5

#*

#* * < :

e We do not cverlook the imme.dmte prac}?calrgéggt
tim Which confronts the Socialist. At tl e P e
an.n. 1e has enough to do to protect tlel Wf life
ke{ 4t lurther reductions in his standard of Tfe,
the O0€ getting it up a little higher. 1 s e oF
the ~‘tuation will be hopeless unless the So'lt 1 and
'ehpres«“urc—r is realised. For until it is, Capital ‘the
“Abour il continue to regard each other as the

Plex which affects the left-wing agitator. What- -

“cause of their discontents: they will mistakenly

ntinue to fight each other for supremacy in Par-
Iclc;ment: theygwill do so under electoral conditions
which are sure to negative the supremacy of either.
On this last poimnt it 1s a matter of commonf know; ;
ledge that plans are in hand for a further reform o
: 7 - which is expressly designed to
the electoral system whic pressly : o
ensure that every future Party Admlm_strzlljtloﬁ wi
depend on a minority of the total votes 1n t ed ”0111;e
of Commons. We say ‘' expressly designe 1 e-
cause whatever the precise form which those p. _aris
eventually take they will be based on the prmcﬂlpi
that the balance of votes in the House s}}alldre e};:0
the balance of votes at the polls; and anybody w :
cares to examine the figures at the last few Generilt
Elections can judge for himself what the reil;:n
must be. We are not sorry for this, because v»lrc 1
that prospect is clearly defined the lm%Oterxlrf:nci)fest
presentative government will be ma eth Laboux"
Every Administration will be able, like erters o
Government, to excuse itself to 1its S'uppoelectoral
the country for failing to carry out gs Slecios
promises. And, again like the Labot;r O‘non-part};
it will confine itself to legislation o aromote e
character. This legislation will not pl' oy
economic interest: 1t will promote pure inerded =
interests. All parties will have beglome_o e
the Bank of England Party and w1.1 cosugser\'ient
legalising its decrees. We shall ha}\e.: aannot e
Pz?rliamentary Coalition whose policy (;. =
tered by anything that the electors may

, g s e he situa-

We are not sorry for this either. glr:fiiigne ey
tion has led to the necessity for a ? o poten
on its own initiative in the ??rme'ﬁ)" gl
electorate, taking the peoples’ * Wl1 o
this will establish the cons'gtutxo;ﬁ:l Px;laﬁl e e
virtual autocracy. The propriety wi . gcise oo
whether the autocratic power behex nation’ T e
to enforce the obedience of the T
bankers’ policy, or, as will happen, :

: licy. That
obedience of the bankers to a natlonalcfee:idZd upon

is to say, the Government, havmg-‘fg e
its new 'élicy cuts out the farce o Ct S
: eso le :fnd prbceeds to admmlsteﬁ it straig 4
Eivgn the will, the means are to 'an f

* *® )
the bankers have contributed

jon O
v he rosecutlon
easy, for md;d Sgiritual values

Ironically ; encguglil
to making the tas
their poli?:y they have so dggral D anced &m
that practically all non-crimina g G
services are purchasable for money.

- te money
, its right to cred ,
ment which has resumed 1ts rfc’(%r its own purposes

7 thi = LIon : cause
T emp}llo_\f th;i %;:S;%G so in this c&lsslolzlél‘(tl i
the patue of the co-operation req s of the vast
e r}attxr‘c_eﬂ the conscientious $Cmpyeu]d climinate
contht e = fact, the new policy WO able duties
maJontfy—;l—m distasteful and QbJeCtlont present,in
mf;t} | eo]lee are obliged to C1Y OUtozrlne of them:
he ‘com epof their work: Look at s = et b
H;Z Efool\l:;t Garden dealer piling u‘llj C%L‘:l svt‘aff sefids
tomatoes for the refuse-heap; hls- c ell;o\:vind (in one
ing account-sales to the growels1 = rowgl‘ o one
instance recently) a return to 't ]Clogcﬂ e riaa:
penny for each fifty-six pounds; Ut)ers r;:fusina S
acer under orders from hendquar‘ethe e
drafts or pressing for rgpaymentl - il ey
brosecuting penurious householders ltionaries real
& it to be supposed that these funct e
i hey owe loyalty to anything bu AT
th-?lt- ?t ]eﬁ] a number of cases it would n(t)he -ewoulil
alle?. : to outbid their paymaster—b t}ter o
necﬁ?ﬁ?lesq if they could work with a be
Wor ¢

science.

ns the bankers are faci-

SR e irectio :
Gimilarly in other dire B Catoniaontcun

litating the means by. which
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dispense with them. They have multiplied the
number of their branch premises. Good, these are
of potential public service: we can make good use
of them. They have centralised the direction of f}n-
ancial policy under a single control. Good again:
an excellent economy of means when the Govern-
ment takes over the direction.: They have procured
great amalgamations of economic enterprises
under public corporations, which again will save
time and trouble in administration under a new
economic policy. And incidentally to all these de-
velopments they have made possible a compilation
of mass-statistics which will be of direct use when
the Government calls for the calculation of the first
national price-factor.
* #* =
It is necessary to realise that the things which the
bankers are doing are evidences only of the use they
are making of their privileges as credit-monopolists :
they are not evidences of an increase in their power
to retain those privileges. That power fundament-
ally rests on their superior wisdom being unques-
tioned. From this point of view it can be argued
that they have less power now than in, say, 1920,
when they brought in their deflation policy,—palm’-
Ing 1ts nitiation off on the Government., Notice that
whereas Sir Austen Chamberlain at the time took
the respon‘s‘lblllty of announcing that the Govern-
ment had ““ set its heart ”’ on a deflationary policy;
to-day responsible criticism of that policy is wide-
iﬁreéd, and is dlrected, not against Sir Austen, nor
e Government, but without a single exception speci-
fically against the Bank of England. ~ Let it be
granted that few critics assert that deflation should
not have taken place, but they all say that it took
place too soon or was administered too drastically—
which is only a degree less damaging to the bankers’
hitherto reputed omniscience. The public are well
on the way to a realisation that high-financial ex-
perts can make mistakes, It js because of this ap-
Pearance of distrust that the bankers have brokgn
their tradition of dignified silence and have been re-

leasing through the press and th
tinuous stream of subtle e

allay the distrust or at least to prevent its spreading.

How well or ill t}'aey are succeeding is for our readers
to judge from what they see in the press
* * * :

Since 1920 the banks have secured f
leges from the Government, the most dramatic of
which was the transfer of currency-note issue from
‘the Crown to the Bank of England. Byt this trans-

1 power of the
th their mono-
make the chal-
the framework
It can be no protec-

urther privi-

deliver within
?’f normil political procedure.,

1on to them at all if a certain alte i

¢ a : rmative proc

1s adopted. The position is that under nolrmale(}i)lll-g?

cedure a proposal to reverse the transfer would, being

one of major

the electorate. Left to t jori
would be indifferent. e S e

But th
themselves, The b;mkls1 ltuﬁ,}é “;EUId not be left to

pockets and the press has the electoe o i

0 1n two or three days the whole co :
5 N -ou
scared stiff. And even Supposing t}?;iy l\;’Ould be

miracle the sponsors of the proposal did gety e

the Government. It is nearly certain that t}i?eCkB;il]sl

to give effect to the proposal would L
for debate by the same Committee :J‘llqeictl? lr)ﬁlepgssed
Mr. Maxton’s Bill to nationalise the Bank of Egut
lan_d a year or two ago on the ground that it wi
legislation against a specific interest and form of
property.  So that would be the end of that.
i t #*
Another procedure is necessary,

_ It consists i
doing what the banks have always ey

done. They

have acted first and talked afterwards—when they
have talked at all. We can drop the subject of the
currency note and deal with the exercise of the
State’s control of national credit. Basing its policy
on the new economic principles it would have got @
scheme ready for attacking two urgent practica
problems, which may be described as follows Ty
(2) To raise every individual clear of the poverty 1'“,9(;
(b) To raise every business enterprise clear of 10
bankruptey line. t
The two problems being not only inter-related bt
aving.one common cause, the scheme could attapl
both simultaneously. What is more important st S,’
it could produce instant amelioration of busin€s
and personal conditions, For instead of being bas;
on the injunctive principle underlying every rem
dial scheme hitherto known, namely, ‘* Do your,
now and your relief will come later ** (which 1t é.
not) it will be based on the opposite prinCiP A
** Take this relief now and do your duty in ,fet‘t’re
for it.”” The State Credit Officer would receive i
business manager (there are no individual own
left now) and say something like this:— ak-
. ' Now; what’s your trouble —What are you m ch
ing >—How much more can you make >—How m?lls
money will you want to make it?——MateUa]S'ax
much: yes—T abour? so much, yes.—By the W )

what is the rate drawn by your lowest-paid em- |

ployees? Ah, a bit on the low side. Give them ltﬁﬁ
per cent. more—the whole lot, I mean, Of.yé) its
have jealousy. What’s that? Oh, never min ther
raising the cost. Let me see; you sell to ,zmo 5
manufacturer and not to the public, don’t ¥ ti-
Well, you won’t drive him to any of your com

duty -

3 . as
tors; their wage bills will be raised the same€ ‘o

] faif

yours. And now what profit would you Can you

and reasonable in your trade? A bit more thaou

ave been getting? Quite so: well, it’s fordyr for
say. So that’s that. I’ll make out an of eu re-
you to draw on State up to that amount as YU |

. . 3 1 1 a
quire it, and the loan is to be liquidated az o

3 m
when you receive payments from your Cusotld the |

e shan’t drop down on you before you’ve S
goods. All you do in the meantime is to pro
commitments, and draw the money to meet of
The goods will be wanted all right—enoug®

I
ve you' |
the; |

them to keep you and your competitors har e |

with your existing plant. And as we shall b¢

ancing your customers on the same princP

: m
yourself, your market is assured and your Pa¥
certain.”

ent

* * *

: d
, a

Here is embodied a business proposition ar}:ntsult
of a political wangle. There is nothing t0 ﬁ

the electorate about beforehand, You mig 1t<f'aSt'
as well ask them to say yes or no to a brea¥ s
A dividend or a wage—every Liberal, every want?
s€rvative, every Socialist, every Communist, oved
one or the other or both. When once it i5 P ation
technically feasible to give it to them, a founc« “;id

. e}
or a united policy has been provided. And it “d >
best be initiated by a Dictatorship eITlpowerepted i

deal in any way it chose with people who att€
to frustrate itg objective,

id
. Sﬂ’
“ M. Bergery, Speaking for the Socialist-R“dicalS: pee”
that the powers of the international Bank should ha?® 1ieS
more sirictly limited, They were left with the “ll_ﬂ”ﬂ fit:
of the Treaty of Versailles or control by inle’”““mm. int?
ance. At this point a man in the public gallery thre® col
the Chamber 4 handful of pamphlets, which the uS
lccte‘(? and handed round. M. Paul Reynaud, the
of Finance, who severely .

t was drawy, up, veplied to the debate.

. ietd
Mint?

S
The Plan, B¢ ity

. i H
represented q moral victory for France, since it gave i ym/'l '
"o < 1 &0
I'he debate was a(l](),lln“ '[,',m’-" 1

to reparation payments.
to-morrony,*”

The
March 20.

—Debate in the French Chamber.

16;],5,

hers ~ i

T |
ARG 2] Cass
criticised the Young Plan grd' |

-+ The German
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Current Political Econemy.

Graf Zeppelin which flew over
London on Saturday, ;

excited only enough interest *’

While over the ninety thousand crowd at the Cup-
final to make Mr. Hannan Swalffer

‘“ wonder why rather more people were waving their pro-

grammes than had been the case a minute before.”

When it passed over Fleet Street Mr. James
Dopglas, Mr. Swaffer’s Commander-in-Chief, was
sitting in his office in Shoe Lane. Whatever he was

OIng it cannot have been so interesting as the Cup- .

ﬁnal.

“

Mr. Douglas

suddenly caught (his) unconscious nerves growing
tense, tight, and taut.”’
“ He shuddered without knowing why he was
shuddering. Horror took hold of him, name-
ess horror, which gave him gooseflesh *’ (the
Words up to now are Mr. Douglas’s choice),
and war-fever, ill-temper, and an urge to rip
graves open to the extent of about half a page
of the Sunday Express. Mr. Douglas was not ex-
becting the Zeppelin, although he 1s a newspaper
editor and therefore knows all the news. It came
upon him as a surprise, and he wrote his feelings
OWn spontaneously under the thrill of the experi-
ence.  When he knew it was the Zeppelin he ‘“ panted
Up the stone stairs in a stampede of compositors,
typists, and office-boys. Gasping . . .”
#* ¥ *
Being entirely unprepared for the coming of the
ppelin, Mr. Douglas was emotionally off his
Buard. [p italic, he says:—
“ the first Zeppelin over London since the war fanned the
cold ashes of memory into a flame of rebellious resent-
ment. The war emotions surged up. I bristled with the
old anger. A man beside me muttered, ¢ A fine show,
Ut I was better pleased when I saw the Zepp at Potters
2ar falling in a golden rain of flames.’ ”’ j
Since this last is the style in which_men mutter
When they are beside Mr. James Douglas, no
Wonder what goes before is the style Mr. Douglas
Jrites when beside himself. Note the colloquial
touch of Zepp *’ in the man’s remark; and the un-
Mistakeable phraseology of the mutter, as the
}‘gher Critics might say, in
.fal[ing in a golden rain of flames."
While the Zeppelin passed over Fleet Street Mr.
Suglas seems to have had that awful experience
O seeing all his past life filmed in front of his eyes,
S people in crises are said to do. He even re-
Called the night when he dined with Field-Marshal
' William Robertson in Kitchener’s rooms, that
1 William sat in Kitchener’s chair, qnd that Mr.
EOUglas smoked Sir William’s cigars. Dr.
Ckener’ the commander of the Zeppeln, is inter-
SSted ip acronautics. He even holds that there
“houlq be no international rivalry. But Mr.
douglas, after digging up all his memories of Lon-
2 under bombs, says again in italic :— .
** The experts have no war memories. But London
S not forget,” ke
Makes this statement shortly 'aftef writing thiact
€ pr 1 nnot visualise . . . . =
Cadilly Cirons S0 T cam it 7 etc., but the muddle
S o enouch for Mr‘ Douglas. Aftel‘ 'all, he _15
Onlyb in journalism, not responsible writ-

do
e
Cc

?“ga 3
ing ged

* *

JaEisewhere in the same Swnday Express Ngfs
on 4> Douglas, for another third of a page, Ci :
of the public to ‘ refresh its mind with the poebr)t
as nrture.”  That does not seem bad advice, X

: Comes from Mr. James Douglas one can be

Te 't
asonably certain beforehand that it 1s cant.

When- it is coupled with an injunction to ‘‘ Shum
foreign casinos,” one knows that it is cant; that
Mr. Douglas 1s writing up a British jingo sentimenf
in his characteristic cant style. The reason why he
was caught unawares by the Zeppelin may be
gathered from this article. Mr. Douglas had spent
Easter
* steeped in the silences and solitudes of the Welsh moun-
tains and vales and lakes and rivers . . . drank deep:
draughts . . . pure snow-cold mountain air .. . re-
freshed . . . poetry . . . air and sea and sky and the
green earth.”

No wonder he was seized with goose-flesh at the
noise of the unadvertised, secretly spying Zeppelin:
Lo me back to London a new being, with a new
storeI oﬁathoughts, and a new stock of health, and a fixed
determination.” % g
Let us offer up a thanksgiving that the Zeppelin
did not fly over Fleet Street just before Mr. Jamfcsi
Douglas went to the Welsh mountains. He w_?:n
surely have seen red, and, possibly hasg‘ wnhcﬁe
something he might have regretted. '1115 }v o
article on his-experiences on the Welsh I}]l s for
a perfect commentary on his Zeppelin article. .
“ The mind should be a picture-gallery for our dfe}lghff
a mansion for all lovely forms, dwelling-place _o; :'e
sweet sounds and harmonies. In moods of de}ecfutc))eauty
can re-create joy by thinking back to life images 0
and quiet and peace.’ )
In this sort of writing Mr. James Douglashgfstciilr]lb;:
his impressions of Tintern Abbey and o,t e :
. ““shadowy light . . . hallowed mystery - .

i 10nS.
radiant vision . . . ghostly unreality . .. exg?(l)zs?ng
and revelations of spiritual \Vonger]ovelir{ess .
adoration annal-steepe e

serenity and sweetness and peace . . - U o
crowded solitudes . . . apple pies and cheﬁr:V d’?iting

Pcssibly Mr. James Douglas was a%mait) ks
this poetic reminiscence, absorbed c)l/ R
Zeppelin came upon him and inspire

another article. " A

Neither is the spontaneous

; : any-
response of emotion to experience. Nelglliigcgzli.s );
thing to do with literature. Both are pd o
James Douglas has consistently purFsuem e
fooling the emotions of the people. r?'rred e
to murder-cases, Mr. Douglas has st! S
muddied pools that others were irying i
and always in the name of morahtfyt}c:; N
The Graf Zeppelin reminded one Qd i
as strongly as the English airship le (\j e
over London; that is to say, it recalled €p

tall O
next to no emotion. If the ef{ectM?n [t)l:)eugslas de-
the Sunday Express had been afs A heir feachers.
scribed it, God save the people fre . uest. Every-
The Zeppelin commander was here ]%S 2 gias el
body knew he was coming. Mr. Do %vill sl 3]
the teachers of the victors cannot or 2d wanting
the war without becoming hot all ovsr(,)f T iehilers
to start it again, what can be expecte - est oen o
of the vanquished?  Much use for.eathe - ope that
think out the material causes o war 111 e Puritans
intelligence may prevent further wars, behind the
out to shock their flock at any price, from it‘rht e
screen of morality, put themselves into the rig

; rar-f bout
of mind for the generation of cant war-fever a

past wars. BeN WILSON.

Both articles are cant.

AN OLD GARDEN.

'To the garden, 01(5 treest o

Tling dark-scented memories. ; &
’Il:hisbhouse is much too rlwwly built for dreams,

3 e, in this old garden, : e
I,ﬁf‘i Igr1<,~ remembers feet that passed lorllg, long ag
Young lips that kissed among the flowers.

> 2 2
A Juliet and her Romen HeroerT BLUEN.
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“The New Age’’ and the
Press.

Owing to the fall of Easter, last week’s number
of THE NEwW AGE had to be mac}e up only three days
after the number for the previous week. Hen;e
there was no time to see whether the interruption in
our usual weekly commentary had argused any in-
terest in any other papers than the Daily Express.

We reproduce below all the refgrences that we have

seen since. JThey are very few in number, bl:lt that
is nothing to be surprised at. For the pubhqatxon
of the suspended matter was bound to result n an
anti-climax. It was, as everybody who has since
examined it will agree, a reasoned argument against
Mr. Garvin’s suggestion that this country should
give military hostages to another country which hap-
pens to be its most serious commercial rival. His
judgment was impugned, but his character was not
attacked. Altogether it was a tame ending to what
the Daily Ezpress had made to appear a thrilling
story.

‘It is a humorous situation, Here we have the
writer of ““ The Londoner’s Diary ’ in the Evening
Standard saying that it was inexplicable how any-
one should want to attack Mr. Garvin, and testifying
to the universal respect and admiration in which he
is held in journalism. Now, one would have ex-
pected that, this being so, they would have made
it their business to check back the version of the
affair published so conspicuously in the Daily Ea-
?ress, because its account undoubtedly left Mr. "
Garvin under the imputation of having procured the
suppression of our comments. There were two alter-
native courses open to Mr. Garvin’s loyal friends.
The first was to examine what we said and to show,
if they felt able to, that Mr. Garvin was justified in
doing that which was imputed to him. The second
was this: that having found nothing in what we said
which could justify what was imputed, they could
have asked Mr. Garvin if the imputation was in fact
true.  We cannot suppose that they neglected to
make both investigations. But they have not made
any public comment on the result. By their silence
they have let their esteemed colleague down, because
as a matter of fact (a fact which they must be aware
of) Mr. Garvin’s attitude with regard to the publi-
cation of the expunged Notes was impersonal. He
was asked what he thought about the advisability of
publication, and his answer can be faithfully "em-
bodied in the sentence: I don’t mind for myself;
but am doubtful as to the consequences.’”” ~ This
clears Mr. Garvin’s reputation as g fair-dealing
journalist; and it is a curious circumstance that it
hich ““ attacked »

should be left to the journal w
him to defend his character. We cannot congratu-

late him on his admirers.

Retuyning to the question of Press comments, the
report in 7 /e Times is the one that really matters.
It is as full and fair an account of what happened
as was possible at the time of publication, It cor-
rected the distortion caused by the Daily Express’ s
Prémature version by reproducing the extract from
Mr. Garvin’s speech which was the subject of our
criticism. ~ Moreover, the report was “excellently
placed, occupying a position in a colump next to an
account of the Naval Conference. In face of this
]ﬂ;fl silence of the rest of the Press matters very
ittie.

We wrote to the Daily Express as follows : —
Sine— ,

. Will you be so good as to let me
m your account on the 17th in
of a certain amount cf editor

correct an error
st. of the excision
1al comment from

the issue of THE NEW AGE of the same d?tei ;
The statement was made tha}d this journa
Socialist. - Never in this world. :
philosophy is best described as Old Tory—in the
tradition of Dr. Johnson.
ARTHUR BRENTON,
X Editor.

This is what appeared cn April 21. It was puthheg_
at the bottom of a centre column on a miscellane
ous page:—

“ THE NEW AGE ’—OLD TORY.

Mr. Arthur Brenton, editor of THE NEW ‘AGEE
writes to the Daily Express that his journal lSil{ig_
Socialist in its opinions.  ‘‘ Its political pT<1)ry
sophy,”’ he states, ‘‘ is best described as old
—in the tradition of Dr. Johnson.

So one inch on page 10 is to serve as an efileclt:lvg
correction of a misstatement appearing i ha L
column on page 1. However, we suppose it nbaaz'lj"‘
very little difference so far as readers of thel
Ezpress are concerned. To them probably
Tories and Young Socialists are members ©
same breed of queer animals.

The Press extracts first mentioned are as
lows :—

jin
*“ The nature of the attack made on Mr. J. L. -ﬁgr(\)u

which has resulted in a certain Socialist paper comi it was
with two blank pages remains unknown. I Prcsu‘mevin can
personal, but I am at a loss to know what Mr. Gar olitica
have done to provoke it. As the doyen of English ‘])1 equa
journalists and as a writer who states his views wit attack,
force and candour, he is in a position \Vhl‘Ch invites ~s any-
but I have not encountered any jour.nahst Wh? haersonal
thing but respect both for his abilities and his Pl; wit
qualities.  All Fleet-street will regard this at‘f.’cn‘s
astonishment and disapproval. On a few occasl%qughts,
Garvin has been the recipient of ill-tempered ons if with
but he has always known how to comport ‘Iglmsedoncr's
dignity and restraint.”’—Evening Standard, ** Lon
Diary,” April 17.

f the
fol-

* #* #*

y o pages

“ THE NEwW Ak appeared on Thursdax with t\\t‘;lcpp%o-
almost blank. The paper, which is published by Presss
prietor, Mr, Arthur. Brenton, is printed by the {\rg}fs Argus
Limited. A paragraph in heavy type says: 1! eti]e re-
Press decline to take the responsibility of pl‘mtl”g.ca e
mainder of this week’s notes. We shall com.mumsupple-
our readers the text of the expunged matter in aBrentof’
ment to the next issue of Tue New AcGE.’ Mr. ter wWasd
told a Press representative that the expunged ma.zrds the
a criticism of Mr. J. L. Garvin’s attitude to\?};,c Mr-
United States. It is a comment on a speech in W el to live
Garvin is quoted as saying : ¢ I advocate, and hop Fleet of
to see, the putting at the disposal of the American on the
every British naval base throughout the world, Elg estab-
most reasonable and practicable terms that can sea aré
lished between our two countries. Not rivals of thﬁe Argu®
we, but joint guardians and trustees for ever.’ ,T dited
Press are also the printers of the ‘ Observer,” €d! stated
Mr. Garvin. At the offices of Tue New AGE, it Wa2 n tha
that the printers informed them on Monday a“ernosacking
they did not feel inclined to publish the article at 5 weré
Mr. Garvin, ¢ With our consent proofs of the notes, and,
sent by messenger to Mr, Garvin,’ said Mr. Brenfon'rticle-'
as you see, the paper was published without this acrcis d
A representative of the Argus Press said: ¢ We exn weé
our rights. We did not approve of the matter @
refused to publish it ’—Times, April 19, 1930.

*“ Sir,—You allude to Tar New AGE as a Socialist when
You will

naturally wish to have this view put right antl”
you remember that the paper alluded to is the Very
thesis of Socialistic since it is the primary orga? -ement
Major Douglas Credit Reform movement, a mo}_ﬂ\\"
Which is, as yq, know, based on the Constitutional =%,
Equity, a law which connotes maximum liberty 0

ject.—J. GOLDER, M.I.Mech.E., M.Inst. Fuel.”—
Standard, April .

pape’

the =:
E,vf;ﬂﬂg

24.
(e 4 ¥ 3 ’Ce]; it
Tue NEw Ace caters for everybody.  Last “f thos
came out with two blank pages—for the benefit ©

Who have not learnt to read.”’—Reynolds, April 20
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Music.

B.B.C. Mahler Eighth Symphony: Queen’s Hall, April 15.
This great and glorious work, the summit and
crowning achievement of Mahler's life work, re-
ceived its first English performance—after nearly
twenty years' existence—on this occasion. In
spite of an indifferent and completely uninspired
Performance, the - burning exalted spirit of the
Music—the work of a very great and ardent musical
soul—made the .occasion one of the great experi-
snces of a lifetime.  No work since the B minor
Mass has more wonderfully, nor with greater lofti-
ness, nobility, and such all-consuming passionate
Slncerity, expressed the Catholic spirit. And from
the magnificent setting of the great Latln_Church
ymn, Veni creator spiritus, which works its way
through a majestic double fugue to a sublime climax
through the amazing richness and diversity of the
truly inspired sentiment of the closing scene of
oethe’s " *“ second > Faust, the one-wholeness of
€ work, its supreme structural conviction, its un-
Cviating progress to the ineffable grandeur and
nobility of the mighty final choruses, the work is
one of the authentic marvels and glories of all music
of all time. One must, of course, be grateful for
€ven one very imperfect opportunity of he’armg this
8Tand work, but that cannot prevent one’s chagrin
and disappointment at hearing it treated on the
all concerned with complete lack of under-
Standing, total lack of sympathy, and, on the part
of the soloists, sheer incompetence, into the bar-
S3.  Our singers, our ‘‘ vocalists,” as they call
themselves, it seems, have alway_s somethmg
worse, some more shocking exhibition in store, than
anything they have yet committed. ~To begin
With, scarcely one of the soloists could technically
ope at al] with the great sweep of Mahler’s superb
vocal lines, and in default of being able to feel, let
aone.express, the pure exalted and passionately
cVotional and religious (in the finest sense) feeling
e ¢ ausic most of them had recourse to a rev.olt-
hop.iodnctimonious sentimentality that was very
Orribje

o And what of the attitude of the Press to this great
CCasion? | should think any English musician,
fgrlous minded, intelligent, and with any feeling
for the mysica] honour of this country, must be pro-
ur?ld%y ashamed and humiliated at t.h; ?Xhllzlltlon

alignant stupidit , impudent parfi przs and un-
zcr“p ulous pettinESS fgr thi)ch it has been made the
pcuse, " LG old tags apropos the alleged
ju\\,?akness ” of Mahler’s themes pop up Wlt}ﬁ re-
ance ted vigour once again, of course. No allow-
Dece of course is made—indeed it is doubtful if
thop le Capable of such remarks are even aware of
Canextent to which clumsy or unsympathetic handling

. 1Slgure and make trivial the greatest and
nghmeSt things under the sun. . . . cf. the 133%1_
Sllrln'i Crawling foulness of f‘WhenA ]_:,iu eve:
auol\:.s (the title of a jazz-piece). n

i ; ffer this
isf. D€ for a moment that the work did su
?vl}f.flgurement r\nv?mt of the Leonora III. overture
erhl ! went before it, which sounded the flimsiest,
thiptlest of trumpery’? I have just been dlSCufSS;rlll%
§res Matter of Mahler’s themes with one o i
of Aest of contemporary creative musicians, alleled
S“lbt‘f'ast nowledge and a critic of urll]para et
o le(‘-ytan.d el e pOigtild qutisterfb?eo and
! s Fonit truly wretched, S I
fotrer-ly chétif clglearactez’ of Beethoven’s, th,emez ﬁl’
In Irllnstance, the fifth Symphony—and mc1d_<in ?ha};
g .Y other places—wretched little fra%merll)lz s
Sisteparmered and banged at with an 1mp acaf thlcjem
d 5 that stuns people into acceptance o )

Straviic 1s t surpassed until we come toO
Det?:tlnSky_ Hacrilci\/lahlef, for instance, dafljlefctlhtoS pg:
Dhonye a theme like the initial one of the V.

of those of

the Leonora overtures, and manufactured whole
movements out of them, he might have deserved
what is said of him; but, of course, Beethoven
having died a hundred or so years ago is sacrosanct :
Mahler, whose work is unknown except to a few, is
game for any wretched scribbling hack who has ink
to sling at his betters. And what possible vzlllue o:
weight can be conceded to opinions of peopeCi n}(l)
one in ten of whom had probably ever hear d’g 3
work before, and had almost certainly never St(lil ie
a score of 1t? And what of the unmitigated 1m-
pudence, the presumption that dares profess any
opinion at all of a work of this size and mtlilcacy
after one hearing only and with no previous lncl)_\z—
ledge? Only in our charlantry-ridden musical lite
is such a state of affairs possible. ;

The B.B.C. would earn the very great and deep
gratitude of those few of us who %zow and lo(;/e mir
Mahler—as Mr. Ernest Newman well pointe ou_,
we may not be a very large crowd but we are E:n x‘::i
markably distinguished one—and may be. I})lresuWhO
to have forgotten more about Mahler than t (})156 s
have been treating us to their opinions a}s] they s
pleased to call them, will ever know—if they onm
do the work again with singers who camdSIII_lg('i A
have the great generous voices the broa Fllnrence
the music demand—voices like those of th0 3
Austral and Eva Turner, for instance, for -o(;k 4
soprano parts. They might also leave the ::try 2
Goethe’s own incomparable and glor‘l‘ous P_‘(’m 0
stead of inflicting on us an English ver.sél.n u
the sort of thing a translating and typewriting

sipplies KAIKHOSRU SORABJL.

Drama.

Down Qur Street: Vaudeville.

As a Stepney schoolboy, born. a{}d bzr;dl’a cll\Ilrn
Ernest George was one of the lads. 0f e
Stepney one has to have a qmcknessfo ) upne D
and movement which would make a tor s o
other class of society. With thfeS“t?I rquéeorge had
minent, as the phrenologists say, lh L i e
preserved his childhood’s devilry he w GuriStraet ”
come a dramatist of genius. clljm;’r;re S
is an uncommonly live play, an WIthor S
low the best the cause 1s that the auI e
as Christian first and dramatist otr:lgi3 o
elected fo think the best of human m:he Thoatrelns tha
of the worst of mankind, known 1n t andl oratorys
public. In aliveness, character irawn}‘gjuno ond the
the play comes close to a Coc nel}zs el as the
Paycock.”” It has the same faua.or quality which
same qualities, but it lacks one msteS Both plays
O’Casey’s work invariably POSSIe ¢+ its best; and in
have the flavour of the music-hal tﬁe et _~In
both the music-hall is overdone 1 VBl Collins,
the second act of ‘* Down Our Stree e o A
who corresponds to Cap’n Jack Boy his grievances
walks about his barber’s shop alrmgi el d
with the shaving-brush as baton ulndtlhave stayed in
Anning, for all his docility, cou
th?ﬁg:léoes not, of course, move the playmfootri\c::;r?r;
but Mr. George, instead of starting it in e balle
the first act, had given a magmﬁcentde% oo
ture of an Italian café in the East En W
acting, setting, were perfect; the wllm meog e
ing, with the zest of a boy sucking a eIe e o
this, opportunity of mimicking peop o whom
how at every moment of their lives, o e o
Slo\d manners do not require the inbreeding o
flons down to Pekingese magnitue.  Jhe ctlC B
pUsion excesswelly gsgg-z}; l}?aorrgf ’disorder, based o
wore ot fvi;};lg%gée him ready, at the first sign (zg
f\f:x pt%rlgﬂgtl’e the trouble-maker out; the flashy Jewes
1 )

> Or of the empty, pert triviality
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ho let the world know how much she despised it
’\gecc:xuse a boy had thrown her over; her pal,.who
realised that both would be more sensible to parade
for a couple of new boys; the resigned husband and
wife taking a cup of tea ‘‘ in peace ’ (which means
that if either speaks the other flings an accusation
of nagging) on the way home from shogpmg for
a funeral; the bookie’s tout and the ne’er-do-well
who played- out of their turns at dominoes; the pro-
prietor’s nephew, Pietro, just over from Italy, ‘who
knows little English, but has realised that a smile is
the secret of business; one may not meet all of them
at the café on the same evening, but they are all
true, and together make good theatre. The call by
a tram-conductor for a can of tea—brilliantly per-
formed by Mr. Ronald A. Shiner—warmed every
Cockney heart.
Why did not Mr. George collect these people
again in Bill Collins’s barber’s shop? And collect
them. again—or some of them—in a pub or a club?
No plot or story is necessary to such a dramatic
collection as this. But Mr. George dare not do
without a story, that of the barber’s “ modern *’
daughter, who, misunderstood by her old-fashioned
parents, kept herself chaste, independent, and self-
reliant, even after running away and taking shelter
under the roof of a girl who had fallen from good-
ness. To this story all the first act had contributed
was that Charlie Stubbs, who was sweet on her,
had been in prison; that he might be a thief; and
that he had certainly a‘bad reputation if not a bad
character. So the play had to begin again for the
sake of the story, g)r which also Mr. George de-
veloped the major fault that sets up the barrier be-
tween his play and work of genius. That Charlie
Stubbs was innocent and straight—I do not yet
know how-he came by the fur-ccat honestly—and
that Belle returned from the West End a virgin,
diminished the tragedy of Mrs, Collins—the ‘Juno
of the play—and allowed the audience to go home
feeling that all was well with the East End. To
accomplish this Mr. George had to steer his play
against wind, tide, and fate, into a harbour to
which it was not destined. When O’Casey had
awakened us about the slum-folk of Dublin he kept
us awake; Mr. George awakens us to the reality of
the East End—and puts up a screen of conven-
tional romance that we may go to sleep again. Mr.
eorge could, if he would, create the unsentimental
comi-tragedy of the East End.
Small parts and large ones are well done,
Morris Harvey as Bill Collins and Mi
as the Juno are seen at their best
before Belle returns, in two ma
character-studies. These and Mr. Rosmer’s Sam
the tipster-bookie’s-agent, Mr. Nan Brandt’s
Charlie Stubbs, and Miss Maisie Darrell’s Belle—
—which also rose to greatness in the third act be-
fore she confessed her virtue—provoke regret that
ondon has no equivalent of the Abbey Theatre as
a home for such lays. Mr. Milton Rosmer’s pro-
duction and Mr. Aubrey Hammond’s three settings
—the café, the barber’s. shop, and the barber’s hio
Jig-room—are first-class work that honours  the

Mr.
ss Nancy Price
in the last act
gnificent dramatic

theatre,

Debonair: Lyric,

Mr. Frank Vosper has collaborated with
Stern in dramatising the latter’s novel

“ Debonair.”” The play would haye been obvi
recognisable as a dramatisation of a novel if this
information had been withheld. Tt does all the
thmgs which are appropriate to the novel form
and inappropriate to the drama. In Scene I. Love.
day Trevelyan arrives at her mother’s home in
Porto Rinaldo, destroys her passport, looks hag-
gard, and finally sits at her mother’s feet to tel]
her story and thus create the precedent of intimacy
between mother and daughter. The curtain then

)

ously

rises on Charles Elvaston’s rooms in Gray’s Iﬂné
where part of the story is enacted. The next scenis
1s a hotel in Budapest, where more of the St%)ryrto'
shown; then back to Gray's Inn, and again to ’1qhis
Rinaldo tc hear the end of the story. hich
is not the end of the play, . however; lel &
continues for two scenes at a villa at lz;gr_
nello. In the course of this Grand Tour ch a’
acters come to the surface, are seen f?rl;ist-
minute or two, and then disappear into the =
This kind of panorama is life, and it is the n i
but it is not drama, and it can have neither can
form nor the clarity in theatre-setting that it b
have in a novel. In a novel one accompanies athem
tain person or persons; if one digresses from 5
it is to return to them; their fate is the waNrgarl)’
which the changing patterns are woven. T
all the justifiable censure of Shakespeare’s rpving
has consisted in pointing out—without Obs}fan 0
the fact—features proper to novels rather "tf that
drama. Drama may no more be a slice of Ii eethiﬂg
a novel is a length of life, but there is som adeds-
in the distinction. The novel is character extlf-s n-
drama is character under pressure. In tclapjng
stance the authors find great difficulty in es Not
from the narrative form even on the stage. .
only does Loveday begin a story as the ﬁrsdt told
Much of the second is a story about Love a}él\’as’
by Elvaston to his mother. In this scene 31500 1s
ton actually reads aloud a description g villa
mother’s character. At Judith Ma‘.tlandonverse
characters who appear for the first time Clay, a
about matters entirely irrelevant to the pbehind
well as bring Loveday’s affairs up to date
her back, d
Mixed with irritating foreign matter ann
doubling backwards and forwards in time 2
over Europe are hoth good scenes ;md goomatis?‘
traiture. The middle-scenes, in which draéene 1n
tion has been accomplished, particularly the Streng
the Budapest hotel, are excellent. On the sni cent
of these and of Miss Celia Johnson’s mag ma
performance as Loveday Trevelyan the P la}’e piha
be trimmable into a success. The authors apep
heSitate_bet\\reen the truth about Loveday I

cenet-

this
d all

por-

trade is providing wealthy men with kitten! %
NESS, naiveté, and anticipations of possessio ! mep
turn for money, clothes, and presents. v alr
8row insistent that anticipation should beco

sation and gratification, to quote the 'old & runﬂ’ﬂg
ment, she exercises her speciality, which lst pecat! g
away. She ran away from any job she go Iy an?
she would not exert herself to do it propeid’ ned
preferred payment in advance. When Sh?elegram.
up at her mother’s house at the tail of a o 19
she had been running away every day or tV ter 15 1’;
year. The briefest expression of her charact®_

the fact that to leave her Budapest job, an jven. “_
the dancing-partner employer—who had &! p bo*
bresents of fabulous cost—this female P“g

PEst prostitute. As she is the type Contlﬂenl ;
garded as representative of English deerlw.as afllc
1t 1s understandable why woman-beating Y itab

ciently éncouraged by English law, aﬂd.reg

career is that all men are mugs, some of ‘Vhoégrt ?h;
toney ; and that woman, being woman, m?yamazlﬂy

20's and the money with impunity. It i the plf’.f,
that any other character consented to stay 0. p MI?!,
With her, the only possible explanation belstertoﬂ -

ohnson’s acting, which reminded me of Chere l‘?rz,
remark that a Borgia may not have been more ali¥y>:
than a London clerk, but he was certainly moleles?ly,
i 10hnson exposed her immorality shal ~,’tal’ty

1 . 5 5 v
with almost indecent delight in her own

| |
Ve {est

and trying to save her soul, and at the end t;he er'
credulity beyond measure by saving her o liverlé:

e 162
dverti®® ‘

sl

ud?
rowed money without intent to repay it from cally )r;’
1

that it has declined. The single principlé "pav?
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While the authors were trying to tire Loveday Tre-
velyan of ““ all this sort of life,”” and fit her wearied
spirit into domesticity as Elvaston’s wife, the actress
was defying them, converting a hateful, despicable
character into a fine aesthetic phenomenon, and
making it clear why men wanted her if not why they
let her run away at crucial moments. Other excel-
lent performances were given by Miss Mary Jerrold
as Mrs. Trevelyan (some of her lines should be cut,
since repetitions are not required to keep drama on
the rails). Miss Kate Cutler 1s the tolerant modern
with a sleeping Medea inside her, and Doris Fordred
as “‘ Pinkie,”” the Budapest lady of fortune, and
May Hallat as Myrtle Hardy, a guest at the Lagnello
villa.  The men’s parts were also well acted, but
flone stands out since women dramatists simply do
1Ot portray men so that they may recqgnise then’l—
selves. n women’s plays men are mere tailor’s
dummies, Possibly these creatures, passionless,
Spineless, and will-less, are as truthfully presented
as those of women; if they are it ought to shock men
1at such results are all the product of so many years

effort to create an impression.
' PAUL BANKS.

Treatment of Tuberculosis.

Umckaloabo is not a fancy name for a secret nos-
ttum, but ig the local name of a certain root which
8TOws in the Transvaal, Dr. Sechehaye’s book *
IS a careful and lucid exposition of the properties of
this foot, and contains numerous accounts of its
oiect on sufferers from tuberculosis. . Although the

uthor’s  experimental knowledge is published
Primarily for the benefit of the medical profession,
T 1s expressed with the minimum of technical terms
and can he easily understood by the lay reader.
th 8¢ as it may sound, I really enjoyed reading

€ book, T should not have felt that I had wasted
g:ly time even if the author had completely fall‘ffd to
casrain his proposition that Umckaloabo is an “ effi-
4Clous remedy against tuberculosis.””  For it is
thg' more than a plea for serious investigation of
the oM advanced; it throws strong sidelights on
SuChmanper In which the medical profession receives
the claims, anq exposes the unscientific nature of
I grounds on which they are so frequently rejected.

& st also ascribe a good deal of my enjoyment to
doubatdmlrable translation done by Miss Grant. I
the b whether anybody would have suspected that

%0k had been written originally in French.

l_)rieﬂ; iglséory of the discovery of Umckaloabo is

Major C. H. Stevens, in Birmingham
}ré 1897, felt ill.J He consulted Dr. Taplin, who
toLiqd a serious lesion of the left lqu;:’:lpex, and said
t00111m: “ My boy, you are in for it.”” Mr. Stevens

his advice to go out to South Africa. In the
him . 3/ar, at Bloemfontein, he met a Boer who told
knm °% a witch-doctor, Mike Kijitse, who said he
wee_ 2 remedy for lung disease. So the patient
la,m to Kijitse’s village, near Maseru, on the Basuto-
cn}d .Dorder. The witch-doctor .treated him by
m; S.hl“g roots between stones, beiling them, and ad-

stated as its conclusion that Umckaloabo is very use-
ful in coughs and in certain cases of tuberculosis
even in an advanced stage. Later on 774 turned
against Mr. Stevens, reproaching him for publish-
ing the laudatory sections of its report and omitting
to quote the others. It held that he had no justifi-
cation for claiming the remedy to be a complete cure:
In 1910 the British Medical Association published
its celebrated book, Seczet Remedies: What They
Cost and What They Contain. In that book Mr.
Stevens was expresslfy attacked as a quack trying to
make money under false pretences. It said, among
other things: A
*“ The farce of revealing a formula by the employment
of such fancy names as those given by Mr. Stevens is one
of the oldest dodges of the quack medicine-man, and no
such names as Umckaloabo or Chxjxtse"appear in any
available work of reference on pharmacy. L
Mr. Stevens brought a libel action against ths
B.M.A. which took place between October 22 ar(l:I
November 1, 1912, in London. The jury disagreed,
and a second trial took place from July 15 to 'zgﬁ
1914. The jury found that the words use? ggaurln .
Mr. Stevens were not libellous, and were a au:dco "y
ment on matters of public interest. ~ The evz1 t;l:] ]
and arguments at the two trials are revxe;vswenty_
discussed by Dr. Sechelilaye to the extent o
eight pages of his book. 1
g'l"hepaflonymous expert who wrote the bg)Ol;:e i:g’;’f
Remedies, had stated that Mr. Stevens‘s ;
upon analysis, was constituted as follows B
‘ Rectified Spirits of Wine, 23.7 pﬂrfsnbgf T
Glycerine, 1.8 parts by measure. Deco~ct|'ot ay be made
(r in 3) to 100 parts by measure, or i.’l;e led st oL ok
with tincture of Krameria. The c:ilm)al
fluid oz., 13d.” (Secret R{?medws, p- Jz.d. o
Mr. Stevens brought witnesses to j\ispHolmeS, 5
Umckaloabo was Krameria. Mr. }%\4 Y ot
botanist and former Professor of : :1 j{ely i
declared that the two roots were a csl Y
in physical characteristics and under e
examination. In fact, he had never see o
like Mr. Stevens’s before. Another \Vltn6§:, et
Hehner, handed the Judge a table Sho“gnego i
than thirteen chemical reactions ev%ry e Tap
differentiated Umckaloabo from lra v
Frank Harrison, who had made the e
Secret Remedies said 1n cross—ex:«m’lmmixture Sen.
had found a tannin in Mr. Stevensl(si s
tical with that of Krameria, but co}t;l. K s
with certainty the plant from W lcdded shal Vin
came. (B.M.]., p. 1254.) He ha had found no
analysing the incriminated mixture n%ne- (B.M.].,
alkaloid, and had proved there ‘vya'ds,d auray with 1he
1254). ‘“ That,”’ he declared, z

hing
; : . ore WAS SOMEL
prima facie suggestions that 1(12762 . Times, October

there which would do good.” / ~chehaye
i this Dr.
30, 1912.) Commenting on th
o ; inst this
y“ But one . . . must protest with energy agains

. : ith the most
way of drawing conclusions by ;ug_gélngm‘e‘:ﬁgm and +in
clementary principles of any scientl ((:j D e-is.a liquid
contempt of simple good sense. IndEE’ 2 3 that, besides
in which various chemists have ascertaine s

halSISterlng the liquor. In three months Mr. 1Slgev?ns
Cap.ctased to cough or expectorate. He le tftor
own with a stock of the roots. Soon a lpr
back to England and again saw Dr. Taplin
eclg Nding only a little dullness in thle Ief}giﬁge;{
the ored him cured, ‘“ at the same t]HlCt aﬁ%” g

In, PPosed efficacy of the nigger treatment. S
Zruth got up an investigation o ke
- It elicited opinions from ten doctors w ]1 r
\‘@)erimented with the remedy, and ultimately

€ Went
Who

* =—

T[ > N ] BTl iy 7 . 1 J ‘\'(l {lbU.
By l),\](’ Treatment of Tuberculosis with ]fw'tr;ul[j‘l?i\'er-
Aty ¢ Adrien Sechehaye, Doctor of Medicine pf the Univet
¢ aoheva. Trapslated from the French by M;is 2R
Oad ' o éheva. Published by B. Fraser and Co., 62, Pepys

i St rom
alcohol, glycerine and tannin, there is :1' r'e;ld;:“ir(‘ief\tif\'
which it is impossible to extract or m\“‘(lin‘:]that e
any known substance ; all th:xt_ can .bc NHB 1{1 Rk
tains no alkaloid. The chemist of the B.I l:.!(.)\\'n £o03
to conclude therefrom that, since these "uln'\:thc e
stances are not catalogued, and are not “’{:1‘1\120\‘(31“ o
of his erudition, they can have no act.l.v'xty'];\ 1;1\' ms’t, e
the conclusion at which h_e must ."mf'\)fw‘ e S
Mr. Stevens’s 'r(,‘medy is inefficacious . (@
demonstrandum !’ \ b :
Several pages of the book are occupied by c1fat13}x:8
b?‘t(lzlé nI")xmbes and testimonies of .nzled\xfal 3:;?6;15'5
. e ; had tried Mr. Stev

g ourt that they had tn
o (tlli-en(;d had found it efficacious. ; Tl‘ms,t 12':i
rem% '(‘(ri'm the author of a book on the t'rlegi‘}m ot
E.COI.IGlinlpfi(‘ll, by the Koch method, which h

SRVVE20 TGS pp. 5s. net.
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fter having studied Koch’s work on the spot
;‘rllrg:rélany, spec%ally mentioned three serious®lung
cases in which unhoped-for cures followed the ad-
ministration of the remedy. Dr. Th. M. Martin tes-
tified that, having had all the symptoms of bronchial
and catarrhal tuberculosis, and having been obliged
-to give up his practice on account of his deplorable
- state of health, he tried the remedy. The symptoms
disappeared, and he was able to resume his prac-

tice. v
remedy he had ever come across for persons suffer-

ing from lung disease.”
Evid., pp. 72-4.)

* The /
these results were misleading. Dr. Bulloch, Profes-
sor of Pathology at the London University, said
that Stevens’s liquid, even undiluted, put into con-
tact with cultures of the Koch Bacillus for more

than forty-eight hours, did not prevent their de-
velopment; after six days the K.B. were still alive;

therefore this liquid is neither an antiseptic nor a .
germicide; he added very rightly that he did not
know what chemical action this drug may have
when mixed with human blood.

212 and-213.) The author proceeds:

This means that you cannot argue that a reaction
which takes place in a test tube will be the same
when it takes place in a living body.
haye gives five-examples of this truth.
one:

s

He concluded that it was the ‘¢ best internal
(B.M.]., p. 1251; Med-

B.M.A. brought evidence to suggest that

ti

(B.M.]., pp.

‘ On the other hand, the defenders of the B.M.A_,-and
after them the Judge in the .summing up of the case, did
not fail to draw the following. conclusions from these
negative results : the liquid is not a germicide, therefore
it can have no effect on K.B. in a diseased organism,
therefore it is perfectly useless. (B.M.]., 1914, PP. 271
and 272 ; also 1912, p. 1253.) This sophistical reasoning
cannot bear a moment’s impartial examination ; in reality
it does not even take into account the elementary dis-
tinction between a reaction in vitro and a reaction in vivo,
as Dr. Griin remarked later on. (B.M.]., 1914, p. 213.)."

Dr. Seche-
I will quote

*“ On this subject let us quote Professor Levaditi’s ex-
periment (Annales de IInstitut Pasteur, 1909, p. 604 and
following ; 1924, p. 179 and following) : Spirilli, trypano-
somes, trepomena, killed in wvivo by atoxyl and other
arsenical products of the same series, remain alive and
kicking in a solution of these substances, but if a trace
of extract of liver be added in vitro they are stiffened and
destroyed.”

The author comments on this and the other examples.
‘“ Here are facts which demonstrate, with all desirable
clearness, how organic tissues, with the help of ¢ sub-
stances transformatrices * can provoke the latent micro-
bicidal action of a product which is inert in vitro.”’
There was an amusing interlude when Mr. Stevens,
during the trial, produced a file of thirty witnesses
as former cases of pulmonary or surgical tubercu-
losis, all of whom said that they were cured by a
course of Umckaloabo,
** After having listened to some of them, a juror cried :
‘ Are we compelled to sit here for a year to hear these
witnesses? ’
** The Judge : * We cannot refuse to hear
which may be relevant.’

S M., Stevens: ‘I could 80 on calling witnesses for a
?;;)r]:}hj,rng \\Zullé.t)ry and conclude it to-morrow evening,’ »’
This is rich. The jury sit patiently  through
hours of testimony from specialists who say: '\%/e
have analysed this remedy and cannot find any cur-
ative property in it’’; hyt begin to fidget directly
witnesses come along to say: “We tried this
remedy, and are cured.””  Such an attitude is
Symptomatic of hypnosis. ‘This juror had evident]
made up his mind that either the cured patient};
never had consumption, or, if they had, something
other than the Stevens remedy had cured them——.
exactly the attitude of the orthodox experts them-
selves. In fact, one expert, Dr. T. D. Ackland,
commenting on the recovery of a patient treated

any evidence

(B.M.]., p.

and ‘¢

bad

1255.)

this :

WeTe ing

“ That coughing plays a useful part, by eliminatine
numerous bacilli, is undeniable . . ut t hing
should heal his caverns by dint of spitting, is any i

cough of consumptives would have to be provoked a0

but ordinary, unfortu

encouraged.”

ons.”’

The

Jour
I have not had

Sherriff’s play on the stage, but since one is ass
that the film’ version is a faithful transcript,
no sense of deprivation.
but merely a photo-play, the drama on whic
based appears to me thoroughly bad, an
with false sentimentality, just as one mig
of a great popular success.
strike me as immensely Sup®
** Journey’s End ”’ is an emasculated conceptl©
war as seen through the eyes of a s'entlmenta! p
school boy who believes vaguely in ‘¢ playing
game,’’ even if he has only the haziest idea
what the game actually is. " F ; 2
tion of one of the great tragedies of history nat

es Whalts
had m2
ersio”
ema’
on 0%,
Ssentlaa |
e a4
ﬁlmS; ‘

3

Suspense

me.

All that would not be so bad if Jam
who produced the original stage version,
a good film. But he has not.
of ““ Journey’s End ’’ has no element of €%
it is merely a baldly photographic reproducti
play.  Mr. Whale must really learn the €
difference between the technique of the stag
of the screen if he is going to direct any moO
unless he be content

Th

of snapshots,

entirely of the
Colin C

been used to far
€nvironment of w

who did
Journeys end in

Not even death
avourites should

medium.

mimes of
be allowed
from instead of a
of his art. ‘“ Fre
talkie, and
age production
of the film studio
as that of the bac

Buster

might, however, 1

with the remedy by Dr, Griin, declared that the

although: sometin

Chapter IV.
specific nature, conclusions.”’

theatre.
live succeeds in keying up the atm
but he soon relapses into staginess.
course, a: 100 per cent. talkie, and sound mig

have selected for his Colonel and General tWé’ R
not speak with an American accent:

Free and Easy: Empire.

in talkies, irrespective of their suitability

the Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer organisation,

remedy had ‘‘ nothing to do with it.”” He explamﬁ:‘i
that constant expectoration by- a consumptiV
patient might scoop out the whole lobe of a lungs,
and the clearing out of the cavity by this m?af;:
might itself lead to the healing of the patlené
Sechehaye’s ~ commen

Dr.

nately! If such were the case,

I must compress my account of the rest of the,book
by quoting the section-headings. Chapter II. 15 3
voted to ‘‘ Pharmacology, experimental researc 4
manner of use.’”” Chapter III. ‘‘ Clinical 0b5¢rvs
‘“ General considerationss

JOHN GRIMM.

Screen Play.
ney’s End: Tivoli. {
the advantage of seeing

For if the film is pﬁ fllé

as

The screen V

re
to turn out nothing bt

e acting in this
0s

. but that a patient

de-

1 |
'Md

u
I feel

d clotted ;
ht ex%eer

Both ‘“ Tunnel Trengioﬁ ‘
n of |
ublic |

On his first appei,}?ere%‘
flm 1S

(4

m, |
15 ||

the

to

ta- |
Frankly, such Preszgtes '

ies

ta Serlei !
producuornﬂcc ‘

The & ht ha]‘flg

t
better advantage to sug_gﬁi als0
arfare. Mr. Whale mi& laye™®

soldiers’ bleatings.

is more inevitable than o
sooner or later be made

Keaton is one of the few

dding to the characteristiC
e and Easy ’ is Mr, Keato?

has not yet been quite SO O;leﬂ

k stage. As an advertiselllhe

eSS
1ave been rather more succ

. . & D)
1es allowing him to triumi

u
9.6

e ead
as a film it is rather better than th

! ) ron* e
of its class, while the envi> jon

ful I

RY : TG /
the Publicity note had been a little less ’ObVlroeucn .pcf
he salient feature of Buster Keaton’s SCr€< 10&

egﬂ [
that 5;‘ ar |
& tlllz
enul”t 1

! &1 n
the screen who, like Chaplin, sho otr
to speak because the spoken woIC

- fof

ﬁlﬂ}

s : i Z (4
sonality is that he lives in a world Wheret is
happen to him. He influences nothing, b‘% malic
sport of a fate which is always on the side of % ¢e

il
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Clrcumstances. Bewilderment and a passive accepta-
tion of whatever befalls are his long suit, and in such
toles gesture and facial play suffice, as they do in
the case of Chaplin. Dialogue is here an intrusion,
and the speaking Buster Keaton lacks some of the
bersonality of the silent player, although his voice
Is pleasing and just as one would have expected it
to sound. Edward Sedgwick directed, and Anita

age, 1 a conventional réle, gives yet another im-
Personation of Anita Page.

DAvID OckHAM.

Review.

The Art of Study. By T. H. Pear. (Kegan Paul. 3s. 6d.)
h "\_!" - Pear, the Professor of Psychology at Manchester,
«2VIng delivered a series of broadcast talks to children on
ecn?w~ to Concentrate ”’ used the notes as a foundation for
calle:j‘e?‘ to studf:nts entering the University. These lectures,
this b  Effective Methods of Study,” have been recast as
e 0o, ““ The Art of Study.” At page 24 I nearly put
‘ i\‘OOI‘; down because of the author’s casualness :

om__\l‘?rds help us fo think; to make matters clear to
ilw‘bﬁ VTOS. But sometimes words discourage us from thmk‘-
That ie hose denoting political classifications often do so.”
re:h_krb’the last of the ¢ political classifications,” and the
ingig Tcgn hardly l_]e]p wondering whether Mr. Pear‘ is talk-
gr\g“ﬁ Um over his head as a child, or down to him as a
ecom-up' FOFtunately, the book improves 1mm_ensely; an_d
Pllpi[~es A sort of advice of a pedagogic Polonius to his
of m:.th ¥‘0f the student who would understand something
With od and attitude to study the later chapters are filied
prece gt( X advice. Indeed, they are too full, and excellent
2 herg ]0”0\\"5 so rapidly on excellent precept that atmo-
ear’s “""°n_@ JIs left. Possibly, that is as well, since Mr.
Cteats l} ork is done if the student is thereby stimulated to
1€ method most suitable and economical for himself.
AN,

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.
DIVORCE LAW REFORM.

s
171{?{?1\5 a Catholic T must protest against the re-
iVorce 11“’_.\'RMI‘. Eric Montgomery in his article on
shureh fo eform.”  He says, ** The Roman Catholic
IS wealthion oS divorce on any ground whatsoever, though
i 'er members can usually for a consideration get
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arriageg : >
D(‘"Satio,,.,,"‘beb set aside as null by means of a papal dis-
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}}1e Enql;(;f”go’}‘er}"s enquiries must have been limited to
Marlbor 93ily Press reports on the unnecessary famous
el pEsk ough Case.” In all fairness, does he claim that

SNn Juestion meted out simple justice to the

i surprise your contributor to hear that the
: \1?1 Pctitions for declarations of nullity come from
inCU‘“_ umble circumstances, and frequently no expenses
Meng n v them owing to their poverty? An improve-
Byt yy, "8lish divorce law.
Puting ¢ o Montgomery should not insult Catholics by im-
8 Such Mercenary niotives to the Prelates forming the
e-‘;tra%l::;n Rota. " He cannot be expected to understand
TS noy tll‘,n“r." respect in which Catholics hold their
e, yet e conhdcn_ce plf'lced in them by over 400,000,000
ul‘c{;ﬂro.“e Would imagine that the knowledge that the
o “‘:pd;lﬁccd England rather than drant one man a
1 ion n‘;? Cause him to hesitate to publish such baseless
us SUSgest have quoted above. ; .
SOma that My, Montgomery should withdraw or give
= Proofs for the statement.
W. L. KENNEDY.
Sir

o Sir, THE LAW OF DIVORCE.
a g

Wi e&ap‘fg'nRo]und Berrill has accused me of‘ 1n(_lulg1}ng 1;1
di\-oi’ Wr It] Of‘fltra<cl{ upon the Roman Catholic Cu}x)r_clz
Me o on ke The Roman Catholic Chgrch forbids
*et‘m’t‘rsc any  ground whatsoever, though its \veal_tlner
CopaSide a?n Usually for a consideration get their marriages
S th Il by means of a papal dispensation.” ~ He

nts o‘aL the use of the words * for a consideration ’
on Eerr;a,ml-‘fm' gibe and is moreover very ill-informed.
tigyy, ¥ Min S rémarks lead me to think that the state c.f
Pl woge S very illinformed on this subject. The par-
gy at which he has taken umbrage were em-

© '€ simply to emphasise for the purpose of my

article the refusal to recognise divorce by a religious body
which at the same-time has no objection to declaring cer-.
tain marriages null for-numerous reasons. The procedure
whereby a nullity decree is obtained from the Court of the
Rota is costly enough, and is beyond the poor man’s pocket,
since, besides the usual fees, it frequently involves the ap-
pearance of the parties before the Court at Rome and the
paymient of a substantial sum to the papal treasury.

L am not concerned with the reasons for which the
‘“ Auditores Rotae * will recommend the annulment of a
marriage by papal dispensation, since I do not profess to
be able to understand them. Mr. Berrill says that they
‘“ reveal the Rota as high-handed, capricious, and “benevo-
lent, which is what it ought to be.” No body which acts
in a judicial capacity ought to be either high-handed or
capricious—if it is it will certainly betray unjust acts which
do not square with benevolence. Such a body should rather
endeavour to do what is right between the parties in ac-
cordance with the principles by which it affects to be
guided in its decisions. The Tlogical ground on which a
nullity decree is granted is that the marriage never really
existed; in other words, marriage, not being regarded as
a sacrament until consummated, may be dissolved if non-
consummation be proved. But the Rota would appear to
go beyond this in practice, e.g., in the recent case of the
Duke and Duchess of Marlborough it was held that the
marriage was null because the Duchess had not given fn"e"
consent to if, despite the fact that they had Ix_ved together
for more than thirty years and had several children.

Although I am nof myself a member of the Romar:
Catholic Church, I view with far too profound a f‘fulsl’ecr
the doctrines and organisation of that body to utter a vulga
gi i < 2 rhether Mr. Berrill is
gibe at its expense. I do not know whe e
a Roman Catholic. If he is his remarks show thatL.E :
fool—if he is not they show that he is a knave. x lha(; 0
other religious bodies, the Roman Catholic Churc! A
find the means whereby its continued existence ntffe i
ensured, and keeping this reflection in mind I ventur ¢

L en N Il will be able to
express the hope that even Mr. Berri gy L, O
understand how I came to refer in connection ¥

i of its €.
iv S f 1fs sources Of revenu =
dl\()l ce que,\tlon to one o —

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS.

C. F. S. B.—Thanks for copy of letter sent bydéz?osg
a newspaper. The points you make would be l::)t ol
by your fellow students of Social Credit, but ar% it
clear enough to enlighten other people. For t ete ot
Press it is necessary to write briefly, to concentrlz:lsiorlS 2
point only if possible, and to make your c%nc e
nearly self-evident as you can. A letter of such a iohs
based on the contents of your tenth 'and.twelfth plfnl'n'e e
would have had a fair chance of going in. You hé
to say too much at one time.

A. E.—We thank you for your cuttu;lgs ngz;waﬁl;ﬁ
Advertiser and Times (Cleckheaton) and T t_’l 7, Eiemg
and Spenborough Guardian, both dated Aprl I binaaad
accounts of Mr. C. M. Hattersley’s series of fzufd G
the economic problem at the week-end schoold Ie Sor fihe
operative Hall, Cleckheaton, on April 12 z}nl ‘gj'o_operati\'e
auspices of the Cleckheaton Industria Valley Trades
Society, the Spenborough W.E.A., the SPel"b ';nd Institute
Council, and the Heavy Woollen District Clu | them these
Union. It is encouraging to see that betweer ot of Mr.
two journals gave nearly five columns to l:eﬁ a}ld your
Hattersley's arguments. = We Congr?tll]nte,)OlectureS- and
friends on your initiative in promoting these assemble a
are glad to hear that you expect to be.uble (tlo of Social
Group in Cleckheaton for the systematic study il gladly
Credit. Write us if and when it starts: we Wi .
announce particulars.

‘* Some City people are never happy when the credit
position promises to be easy. At present there are 'bunl‘\'ers
and discount houses who argue that the gold flowing into
the Bank of England should be sterilised to some extent.
They say the imports of gold from Australfa, in pnm‘cular.
should be regarded as being of a special character :u?d :hould_
not be allowed to increase the eredit basis. On tlns.mattm
the proper policy would be to let the g:)ld h:.n'e 1(51 qu
effects. The past attempts to ‘n'mnagc 'Cr.edl'l by steri-
lising gold have been disastrous.fallures, l‘lua: is .omphzuf‘-
cally the right time to let incoming gold .hnve. 'm; mllj d'fml
on ;’asing our money conditions. ' —Evening Standard, City

Notes, April 4.
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THE “NEW AGE” CIGARETTE

i ade Virginian fobacco filled by
E;fxxglfx: cil;es made of the thinnest and purest
paper, according to the specification described
in an’arﬁcle in this journal on January 23.

Large size (18 to the ounce).  Non-smouldering
Prices : 100’s 7/6 (postage3d.); 20’s 1/6 (poFfage 2d.)

Price for export ex English duty quoted
on minimum [quantity of  I,000.

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

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

A consecutive introductory reading course in
Social Credit is provided by the following sets of
hlets :—
Dep SET A.
Comprising :—
Social Credit in Summary (1d.).
The Key to World Politics (1d.).
Through Consumption to Prosperity (2d.).
Great Britain’s Debt to America,
Post free, 6d. the set.]

SET B.
Comprising : —
Set © A ”” above.
The Veil of Finance (6d.).

Post free, 1s. the sct.
et R e

CREDIT RESEARCH I#?IARY 70, High Holborn,

The Social Credit Movement,

Supporters of the Social Credit Movement contend that
ander present conditions the purchasing power in the
hands of the community is chronically insufficient to buy
the whole product of industry. This is because the money
required to finance capital production, and created by the
banks for that purpese, is regarded as borrowed from
them, and, therefore, in order that it may be repaid, is
charged into the price of consumerg’ goods. It is a vital
fallacy to treat mew money thus created by the banks as
a repayable lean, without crediting the community, on
the strength of whose resources the money was created,
with the value of the resulting new capital resources,
This has given rise to a defective system of national loan
accountancy, resulting in the reduction of the community
to a condition of perpetual scarcity, and bringing them
face te face with the alternatives of widespread nnem.
ployment of men and machines, ag at present, or of inter-
national cemplicationg arising from the struggle for foreign
markets,

The Douglas Secial Credit Proposals wonld

this defect by increasing the purchasing power
hands of the community

vide effective demand fon

remedy

in the
to an amount sufficient to pro-

the whole preduct of industry,
This, of course, cannot be done by the orthodox method of

creating new money, prevalent during the war, which
necessarily gives rise to the * vicious spiral *’ of increased
currency, higher prices, higher Wwages, higher costs, still
higher prices, and se on, The essentials of the scheme are
the simuitaneous creation of Dew money and the regula.
tion of the price of consumers’ goods at their real cost of
preduction (as distinct from thejr apparent financial cost
under the present system). The technique for effecting
this is fully described in Major Douglas’s books.

SUBSCRIPTION RATES.
The Subscription Rates for “The Ne
to any address in Great
30s. for 12 months ;
for 3 months.

w Age,”’
Britain or Abroad, are
15s. for 6 months; 7s. 6d,

e |

|
CREDIT RESEARCH LIBRARY

Books and Pamphlets on Social Credit.

BRENTON, ARTHUR.
Social Credit in Summary. 1d.
The Key to World Politics. 1d.
Through Consumption to Prosperity. 2d.
The Veil of Finance. .

COLBOURNE, M.

Unemployment or War. 12s. 6d. (Procured from
New York to order.)

DOUGLAS, C. H.
Economic Democracy. 6s. S
Credit Power and Democracy. 7s. 6d. h ed
The Control and Distribution of Production. 75-
ial it. 7s. 6d.
%%t:e g::ds;::t l%iscontents: The Labour Party and
ThSogal Credit. lfsb' A i :
ineering of Distribution. - 6d. R
CaﬁadZ'gs Bankgu and Canada’s Credit (RCP"‘:‘;:'
Major Douglas’s Evidence at the Goverf
Enquiry in Ottawa). 2s. 6d.
The alorld After Washington. 6d.

DUNN, E. M.
The New Economics. éd.
Social Credit Chart. 1
H. M. M. Y .
An Outline of Social Credit. 6d.
HATTERSLEY, C. MARSHALL.

This Age of Plenty. 3s. 6d. and 6s.
Men, Money and Machines. 6d.

POWELL, A. E. .
The Deadlock in Finance. 58.
The Flow Theory of Economics. 5.

SHORT, N. DUDLEY.
It’s Like This. 6d.

TUKE, J. E.
Outside Eldorado. 3d.

Critical and Constructive Works 02
Finance, Economics, and Politics-

CONNOR SMITH.
here Does Money Come From? 1s.

DARLING, J. F. d

Economic Unity of the Empire : Gold and Cre
FOSTER, W. T., and CATCHINGS, W.

Profits.  17s. .
HEWART (LORD).

The New Despotism. 21s.
HORRABIN, ]J. F.

The Plebs Atlas. 1s.

An Outline of Economic Geography.
MARTIN, P. W.

The Flaw in the Price System. 4s. 6d.

The Limited Market. 4s. 6d.

McKENNA, RT. HON. REGINALD.
Post-War Banking Policy. #s. 6d.

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

it. 1%

25. 6d-

d
Instructional Works on Finance 22=

Economics.
BARKER, D. A.
Cash and Credit. 3s. o
COUSENS, HILDERIC (Editor). o\.er_-;icﬁ
Pros and Cons. A Guide to the Contr
the Day. s3s. :

w.et

Address: 70, High Holborn, Li:i%
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