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Norman in the distinguished strangers’ gallery prob-
NOTES OF THE WEEK. ably hoped so, too. For listen to this \%vord-pegfect

Every year, on the morrow of Budget Day, it is | piece of declamation:

t : s
gl}f hfashlon to compliment the Chancellor ofkthe {1 have been advised to meet the deficit of 1627 by T
: chequer on the effective way in which he has kept -pzu‘tn(zlll ﬁsuspenslon of the £50},1000,ooo Sm(lixmg F(lilnd ezlstab-
the secret of his proposals. Inall probability how- lished five year ago. . . . I have never dreame of doing
ever, he has heldli)t OIIJﬂy twenty-four hours before he such a thing. [Cheers—during which Mr. Norman and
communicates it. In any case, there is no need for the chairman of Lloyds Bank wink at each other] To
im to k it ; lier: for Ck 4 llors do not make shirk the unpopularity involved in putting on a moderate
d now it earlier; for Lhancetior amount of new taxes at the expense of the settled policy of
udgets; they receive them ready-made from the debt repayment would be cowardly and wrong and deeply
feasury. All the Chancellor has to do 1s to com- injurious to the national interest. Britain cannot afford
Dﬂse his speech, which, in the case of the practised to fly the signal of distress,f and th;:fre k:S no ne?d to ﬂty it.
Phrase spinners who attain ministerial rank, does This Parliament has set before itself the aim ol maintain-
not reuni)re much time. He need not even do this. ing a Sinking Fund of £50,000,000 & year. _This has been

: : deliberately adopted and assented to by all parties.

e Treasury will provide the speech as well, simply o :
€aving Occgsiona{) spaces foIi' the Chan’cellor’s It is not surprising, therefore, to read that the Sink-

typical idioms. In fact, we have every confidence ing Fund is not only to be maintained, but to be
at the Treasury could supply the idioms as well. | increased by £15,000,000. Thus the Bankers
t is not an undue strain on fancy to imagine Mr. Subsidy this year 1s to be’£65,000,000._ The writer
hurchill ringing up the Treasury in the week be- | of the Political Notes ’ in the Daily News of
ore the great day: ‘* Excuse me, but is my Bu_dge;E April 12 remarks:

N yet?’’ The Treasury: No; mnot quite. « Labour and Liberal M.P.’s . . . unhesitatingly con-

M. ‘Churchill; “Well, I’'m sorry; but you see I'm cede the commendation which is due to him [Mr. Churchill]
’ The for courageously resisting the advice of the Conservative

ettlng rath : h ‘o in it »
er an know what’s 1 1t. ; { t ! :
:feasury : “W Xﬁ?feslfgdemand- vow'll have it in | rank and file and Press to ignore last year's deficit and to
Ime to t 'k s 0 }: ; try at the week- reduce the normal allowance of £50,000,000 to the Sinking
eng *» Ma e with you ‘1‘nto the coun ythat e e d. The Tory agitation against the policy of debt re-
Bt r. Churchill: Oh,,I Suppos¢ f E demption, because party interests were thought to be en-
Vo 0. But tell me one thing: 1S it audacious F—= dangered by unpopular tax increases, has been a great dis-
U will let me down terribly if it 1s not, an credit to the party. For loyally standing by the principles
v € Treasury; ““ Do not be concerned. We assure of sound finance in « such omban;nssmg circumstances,
hou that you will be quite pleased when you see it. Opposition M.P.’s praise the Chancellor’s personal
Ut now y . My, Norman’s bell 1s courage.”’
Tino: you must excuse us. =i ! tid i
fging.”” The whole House thus unites to give the bankers
» * * what it united to deny to the coal industry. As for

““ courage,’’ the writer of the ¢ City
‘ournal throws another sort of

chill is quite Mr. Churchill’s
at the Chancellor’s action

There 1

S hat Mr. Chur o

Dl,eas(ad_ }i{l\?egog}?é arta Is:ll\}st 0} Toccany had to give Notes ’ 1n the sarﬁg Jmtl}r1
ﬁlm a wry cheer. All the adroit manipulations of | light on it, remarking 2 S e 1 e
gures which went to establish a " Priliagt of | has been faken DECRISS Pt to avoid difficul-
5 . ) A SR C 1os : :

titancmg” were attributed to his skill and courage. maturing

d e o s | out the City’s terms for renewing them. This
S e Randolph Churchill in the undistigegiis ?iisggbmore true-za bankers’ subsidy to buy off a

Tan ’ W ; SN
“p togte)res asgz;lyliil(;y ar;oh?so%lgthlgro.peglél eMV;,,Olll\}IC:m%;%u bankers' strike, And every Government has to do it.
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It can only preserve the Constitution by submitting
to the threat of direct action by the credit mono-
polists. It is a curious reflection that whereas the
Trade Union Bill is seeking to penalise the intimida-
tion of trade uniomsts and others who blackleg
during a strike, nine-tenths of the House of Com-
mons would unite against any Government which
began to create its own currency and credit in the
event of a strike by Mr. Norman’s trade union. Far
from opposing the strike, the politicians would, al-
most to a sheep, enrol as bankers’ pickets.
* * *

Mr. Churchill’s calling up of Property Taxes in
advance will just about meet the cost of the extra
bank subsidy. He jocularly tells property owners
that their paying a tax before its due date out of
present income will make no difference at the end
of the world. They will switch over, just once,
once and for all, to paying for State services in
advance instead of on delivery. What is the skip of
a few months measured against humanity’s expec-
tation of life? Quite so. No more difference than
if the 'I:rade Usnon Congress asked Industry to pay
Labour’s week’s wages in advance instead of after
a week’s work. It would only mean a wrench for
:11113 tfl(r)xy vl\ieek—datﬁouble wagie-bill, just once, once

r all—an en everythin -
- mally till the end of the ;}z’orldg SRk iR

*® b *

The appropriation of the Road Fund reserve is a
political breach of faith, but probably of no practical
mport to motorists. It marks further centralisation
of financial control ; but that process has now gone so
far that this fresh step counts for relatively nothing.
The most sensible attitude to adopt about it is to
register as a precedent Mr. Churchill’s formula of
consolation to the cheated motoring interests: “ The
Treasury will be your banker.” It is an interesting
precedent when one examines it. It sets £12,000,000
of savings flowing out as State expenditure, thereby
reversing the principle of cutting expenses to accumu-
late savings. “ The ‘Road’ services,’”” was the
Chancellor’s assurance in effect, “can be more safely
guaranteed by the immense potential financial power
<f)f the’ ’Treasury than by the existence of any ad /oc

und.”  We heartily agree. So much so that we sug-
gest an extension of the same principle to national in-
surance funds. Why not put these assets at the dis-
[;)I?Stahl o{; the State’s spending departments and trust
instaﬁ reasury to meet the liabilities? Take, for
Hecl ce, the accumulated reserves of National
thea th Insurance Institutions. The i
roUEh AL y grew steadily,
yearsgl ; e great boom and great slump covering the
lions—é?ngl 'ﬁ) 1924, from £33 millions to 4116 mil-
sured ave gone on growing since. What in-
person’s interests would be Jeopardised if this

latter sum were i
applied g .
No' one’s, for itpge to the relief of taxation?

o presents past owver-estimates o
‘thiks:.waMoreover, the effect of relieving taxation ili
commun};twoum tend to improve the health of the
oo tha}t, an'd lessen ‘r‘15k5 still further. We are
. s ot practical politics,”” but it
1€ an intriguing debating-issue if handled

by politician
| s who e :
o o dit-analysis%re familiar with the New Econ-

- *

The latest rumou
| r about votes for
age of 21 1s that the Cabinet have dec‘;,(?gle?oat tﬂe
at1tslrlconce~551or1. The Daily Mail is most con(:;:n a de
onlyel Err?:iﬁqct of 14 mgllon women voting 1longrsriile
" 12 million men. But what would ; :

th(;g;ert\;agv? vae}mment’s supporters r;;cu}sl:\(,ie;solr;lléc
t etend their candidat ; .
e fer ndidatures at the -
Having made political Labour a frerclze}gifileocf

€ lrade Union Bill ; ) .
as a counterpoise, e SOmethmg for itself

Sy Then there is the reyi i
y with its Super-Salesman and its ‘éxgég-%tﬁzrg

#*

box, under super-efficient, i.e., Jewish, management.
Why should not these poor threatened Conservatives
exploit the lip-stick vote?  Besides, the flapper’s
skirt is scant enough shelter for anybody these days.
Franchise extensions have lost all meaning simce the
War ended. Nobody who knows the real structure
of Government gives a thought to them. With every
addition to voting strength there has been a corre-
sponding dilution of the controlhng—strength of the
vote. “The more money in circulation the less 1t will
buy,’’ say the financial pundits. Similarly, the flap-
per’s vote is merely inflation of the franchise. It will
get the girls nothing more than they have got now=r
their jobs and incomes. Their economic status will
continue to be decided by men. There are no women
directors of the Bank of England; much less any
feminine counterparts of Bernard Baruch, Col.
House, Montagu Norman, Paul Warburg, Basil
Zaharoff, Benjamin Strong, and the rest of the
mystery men who think in Continents.
* #*® L

The recent proposal of the Columbia University
that the United States reconsider the question of war
debts, a proposal afterwards endorsed by the Prince-
ton University, has been answered by Mr. Me]lOﬂ:
Secretary of the United States Treasury, 1l @ Comr
munication to Dr. Hibbern, President of the .latt,cn
University. His letter is reproduced _verbatim 10_
T ke Times of April 13. Mr. Mellon rejects the P
posal, and answers one by one the main consi eratloorl
on which it was put forward. The result is that :
a mere showing of figures the victory lies with o
Mellon. He proves that each ally will be able to pay
America out of its reparations receipts from Germany,
and have a balance over. He gives also what Wi
have to be accepted as a sufficient answer to every
moral argument in favour of debt-cancellation- e
is the old dilemma all over again. AlloW o
premises of Old Economic finance and you lose (}Sc;ce
case for getting 1id of its consequences. 11 nt
granted that the American citizen, for instance, 1leb >
his own money to the European citizen, and WL, o
impovished by its non-repayment, the two U}“"ﬂ
sities have no case. They had much better give 5
all idea of arguing with the astute 'l“reasurYN}l or
they can do so from the New Economic angle: agge
Douglas’s published proposals to Mr. Lloyd Geo
on the subject of the American Debt contal 1
only kind of reasoning which will get throug’ 055,
Mellon’s armour. But, for reasons €asy to BU e
neither Columbia nor Princeton wants to Wit its €
by using that weapon.

* * *

2 g
There is one passage in Mr. Mellon’s letter woR
placing on record : r ad:
‘“ Among the purposes for which we made douao nd
vances was that of maintaining the franc and the \fro ds:
at somewhere near their normal values. In other to pU°-
we loaned our associates the dollars with Wh’-ch rhem® U
chase bills on London and Paris, and so permit - rchas’
pay the exchanges. When we were obliged to p;l’ and
francs and sterling for our own uses in the -2 rall
London markets, we did so at the artificial prices ;
tained by the use of the very funds we had loan¢™
In a word, by lending dollars America eg;ll of
Europe to put up prices against her i ter™
dollars. That is not a bad scoring shot. ,réhaﬂ .
tally it serves as a useful reminder that ehon e
rates are not necessarily truthful indices of e u ot
reality, and that when Mr. Churchill, in bis fe @
speech, claims that “Our Exchange Sto0 cﬂefzf
rock ”’ through the coal lock-out anc % ?oof o
strike, and seeks to suggest that that 15 2 P rhat
the inherent stability of British credit under b Fyor?
cellorship, he is talking irrelevancies. It STl Sk i
reasonable to attribute this rock-like stablhtxn 0%
dollar exchange to the entry of Wall Street dllstry
British Government’s war with the mining
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and trade union movement. We remember, if the

ouse of Commons has forgotten, that during the

general strike “dollars’’ were “freely placed at the

disposal of the Government.””  The fact was re-

corded in these terms in the London Press last May.
#* * *

Lord Londonderry is very disappointed with the
moderate Labour leaders. He writes a letter to 7'/%e
Times of April 13 on the Trade Unions Bill, and in
1t 1s the following passage : :

“ 1 myself had been hoping during the last few months
that the Labour leaders would come forward and proclaim
the provisions of this Bill as the policy of trade
unionism. , . .”

We sympathise with him. Judging from the speeches
and acts of those leaders, he had every logical reason
to indulge in his hope. Butalas

“. ... from Mr. MacDonald downwards, with few
exceptions, the so-called moderate Labour leaders have
endeavoured to run with the hare of public opinion, which
in theory accepts the proposals, and hunt with the hounds
of the extremists, who reject those same proposals as
curbing the political activities of the executive.”

It is a bitter reflection. Mr. J. R. Clynes has changed
his initials to “D ’’: and even that dead certainty,

r. Thomas, is not quite ready to follow this noble
Emancipator of Society, but pleads with him: “My

ord, suffer me first to go and marry my daughter.”
#* #* *

With reference to our query in a recent issue relating to
the London ’'Bus Combine's petrol consumption, we are
informed that this spirit is supplied by a purely British com-
pany, and that our suggestion to the contrary was incorrect.

The article published last week, ** The Servile State By
Legislation ** under the signature, W. T. Seymour, was con-
tributed by Mr. W. T, Symons, whose name should have
appeared but was misprinted.

PRESS EXTRACTS.

““ If one bears in mind that Mexicans possess less than
one-third of the total wealth of the country, one can easily
understand why so frequently, in the resolution of Mexican
problems, which, of course, have always had a marked
economic character, we have friction or difficulties either
With foreign Governments defending the intercsts‘of their
Countrymen, or with Mexican land-owners controlling end-
less tracts of land. Furthermore, of the third part of the
National wealth owned by Mexicans, 6o per cent. 19 still in
the hands of Roman Catholic priests or institutions.”—Presi-

ent Calles, quoted in Christian Science Monitor.

““ The demand for branch banking is to a large extent pro-
Pagated by great banking interests, which are steadily seek-
g to absorb unto themselves the financial power of the
s Unless the absorption of banks is checlked,
We shall have in America the same banking conditions which
W?;l\fe largely paralysed the development of Canz}da,. fmf

ich have been such a menace to the best prosperity ©
ngland.”—Manufacturers’ Record.

.
tiol Although S. Parker Gilbert, Agent-General for Rle)*pz\l\r';\;
pl N payments, is satisfied with the worling of the Dawes
a0 so far, and points out that Germany was able to I_?a)t
ree second annuity out of her export surplus, the L\lc
Mains that since the Dawes plan was put in (.)pcratlor'\..tlc
inzrma‘.’ Government, individual states, provinces, .cm,t,:i
OUStr,al and church organisations together, have 0o1 rI?;‘om
Jane., Money than Germany has paid in reparations. L
tot l]lary I, 1925, to October 1, 1926, these horro vioEs
tllaa led more ‘than $600,000,000, aboutﬁgl,gooﬁg& ot
n"or:lfi‘,]e total of Germany’s first two annuities. ==
iY3 v.
BDaThe threat of the Ministry of Health to the Barrow

td of G ; - ) to the Board unless
Q of Guardians to stop further loans

R;:it‘*l‘ihef is reduced to :lz)s., brought a development at &
‘ate m,

T i he
eeting of the Board on Tuesday night, when the
?Y,or of Barrgw f\\-talsecalled in. The Clerlk stated that gh;
fronlstry was adamant. It was decided that a dc’[\)f;l't:l'tqlt(i’r
ANE the Board and the Mayor should interview the Minis o
tiny ondon. TIf loans are stopped and ur}employn}ent coed
0 S, Barrow rates may have to be co‘n51de.rably increas

Meet the situation.’’—Manchester Guardian.

Scotland and the Banking System.
By C. M. Grieve, J.P.
(Member, Scottish National Convention.)
1k,

The text has just been issued of a new “ Govern-
ment of Scotland Bill,”” to provide for the better
Government of Scotland, which 1s presented by Mr.
Barr and supported by Messrs. Adamson, Kirk-
wood, Stephen, Buchanan, Wheatley, Johnston,
Maxton, and others. The Press is stressing the fact
that this is a “Socialists’ Bill ”’—despite the fact
that since 1890 twenty successive Scottish Home Rule
Bills and Motions have been supported by an ever-
increasing proportion of the Scottish representation
of all parties, and that the present Draft Bill is sup-
ported, not only by M.P.’s and other leading Scots
of all parties, but by the Scottish National Conven-
tion—by far the biggest Scottish representative body
that has come into existence since the Union of the
Parliaments. The purpose of these articles is not to
argue the case for Scottish Home Rule. The facts
stated above speak for themselves and show, at all
events, that the present administration of Scotland
is being maintained through the systematic vetomng
of the majority Scottish vote by the English prepon-
derancy at Westminster. But the new Bill differs
from its predecessors in important respects.  The
antagonistic Dundee Advertiser (all the Scottish
dailies are antagonistic—for reasons I shall deal
with shortly) points out: “ The old Home Rulers.
while they aimed at autonomy for the management
of the strictly domestic business of Scotland,
jealously safeguarded Scotland’s position 1n the
United Kingdom and the Empire. Nothing was
more repugnant to them than the idea that the coun-
try should cease to have its full representation in the
Imperial Parliament. In the Socialist Bill this
ceases, and Scotland in nearly everything but a joint
interest in the armed forces becomes detached and
isolated ; and provision appears to be made for the
severance at some future time of even this link. We
should be the last to assert that there are no aspects
of the smaller nationalism worth conserving. Th.er'e
are many, but the best of them are alive and effective
in Scotland to-day and they have no necessaryscor;—
nection with the structure of government. Bgt t(t:?sl;
Jand, without losing her sense of herself as % tco it
nationality, has attained toa full and complete sen

i i she is not going to
of a larger nationality, and she 1 . o
throw off that scn’sed of }?’artnferSII-z:};x alxré ig%iert%rown-

i the leadership of arc
%ngl}: ;;nlggrs’ all of them belonging to the largely

! ; 5 e ler
denationalised region of Clydes! )
Apart from the mon sequitur that assumes that
under the provisions of the new Bill any part or

parcel that Scotland has 1n world or Im;t)errriz ;{)fé
fairs will be foregone (on the contrary, ;h U};l s
contended that for the first ‘um?1 sxgu:eh e 3
they will become realities instead of p r;hses‘_ e;g“-;
gared of content by the power of the ** pre grmr}a
artner '’ to outvote any and every Scottis re‘pge-
sentation®), the fact of the matter is that no valu-
—J—"_"—_’ .

# « Fmpire !’ is a misnomer; the term should be
the: ‘:I‘Eﬁitis}?XSSOCiatiun- of Free Peoples.” Onlly b){s%gzzrllqt:
ing each of its units the utmost autonomy can nznttr'\liqe;d
tion be preserved and the fate of all grgat Icem']r;d o
empires avoided. From this point of “E“}rx “u; (true‘line o
Scottish independence is in accordance with | ]f11e e
Imperial dcvlclopment _J:)er' ‘\.clylsgiglf?é}indellc[:nent,I2md i
done more than any other g S
‘his connection it 1S well to remember \\'xsc‘oun.‘ in’s
tl];lcslarn\tion that * The :u}togczmy t(l)1fe l:(‘_’(,ll!(‘tl‘(‘)‘; t‘lbxeﬂgii 13:22
S ~“‘il;wh1\t1}:§ Irzxg;pxxxlfe;:lylau;onomy of local law, bu’t‘
“"‘_‘e;m; of local law-making—in other words, }?glslz\tlon.
ﬁu’i‘?e Privy Council,” he further remarked, ‘“ have been

more solicitous of the principle of legislative autonomy than
b
fhe Dominions themselves.
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able aspect of ‘‘ the smaller nationalism’’ is now
permitted to function except under extraordinary
handicaps by the conditions of progressive Anglic-
1sation (in violation of even such safeguarding
clauses as the Treaty of Union contained) which
have increasingly dominated Scotland during the
past hundred years. Scotland has ceased to hold
any distinctive place in the political or cultural map
of Europe. The centralisation of book-publishing
and journalism in London—the London monoply
of the means of publicity—has reduced Scottish
arts and letters to shadows of their former selves,
qualitatively beneath contempt in comparison with
the distinctive arts and letters of any other country
n Europe. There is no Scottish writer to-day of
the slightest international standing. There is no
Scottlsh.natlonal drama. Scotland is the only
country m Europe which has failed to take part in
that Qevelopmept of national schools of composers
(now in their third and fourth stages of evolution in
most other countries) which during the past fifty
years has revolutionised the world of music. Scot-
land connotes to the world “ religious ’ bigotry, a
genius for materialism, ‘* thrift,” and, on the social

and cultural side, Harry Lauderism and an exag-

gerated sentimental nationalism which is obviously

nat(i)gg lpf comﬁensatlon for the lack of a realistic

el 'Sm. ~ No race of men protest their love of

5 actl}llalso Peéfgrwdly as the Scots—no country in

e e conditions justifies any such protestations

- =cottish History and Literature, when they

are taught in Scottish schools at all, are only

taught subsxdlaqllg to English history and litera.

ture. The Scottish national speech (whether Gaelic

Oti1 Braid Scots) is iSystematically extirpated—at

what violence to the psychology of the children the

pomparative creative sterility of Scotland attests!

Very recent reference book in any department of

; umzan activity shows the position to which Scotland

cllas cgenerated. Let me mention four, Lan-

ormy’s “ History of Music” has nothing to say

uropa, 1926 *’ (although i igned
forl British readers) list% coéS e ed
ulgarian poets litterateurs, musicia
: _ ns, etc.
arelnames-whlch convey nothing 1), but it exclu%}ég
seC(;t' and completely ; Ireland, on the confrary, has a
- Zlcr;,o% utgs l1‘tself, I\j:}nd a special article on the Boun-
ot 1ol Magnus’s “ Dictionary of Eqy
z l;ttg:ég;e“ eaquallyd lglgpres Scotlané’. Prcf(f)gsesir;
ce an istory,”’ 1 justi
every other people under the ys,un e

the works of Tocher I ! €r material, e.g.
. tocher. " In this respect the t ¢
of Scotland is similar to that accoriiled t: itr?itﬁgl;tt:

mOdng?'l sulr\g:ys off other subjects.
0, letters from Paris, or “Our Iri
er: sh L X
etc.;)e:ill;i fsamlhar‘ fseatures of English news;etlt)eer;s
- or. SaW a “ Scottish Letter »* » Conc ith
cottish interests of any kind has been so cofrf;r)llfe\z,ellt;1
poaat ! rom publ‘l‘mty,' has been made SO
R );l; Case of “beating the air ’—that th
neadlines following 5 « Scottish :

Westminster are « Ab

D : sibsent Members—Em

frDurmg Discussion op Scottish EStimart)ty Benches
om the report, imates,”” while,

itself into a pot-pourri of i
stale jok
alone of all European countries ghate SHave

I anything like its position relatively to

country, has fajled to develop a Nationalisf Move.

practical political situa-
Why have the Scot-

. 5 ule measure
tamely in thejr defeat at the hands o?

€re must be more in this

acquiescence than meets the eye—it rgpresents an
abrogation of themselves, for all effect1ve_ purposes,
of the political leaders of Scotland of which it is in-
conceivable they should be guilty unless—behind the
ostensible position—they were cognisant of a power
against which they were incapable of contending—
a power so possessed of the monopoly of mass pub-
licity that it could completely stultify them tzy ltf
all-pervasive “ Suppressio veri, suggestio fals the
instant they went beyond a given line.

Contrasting the ) pre-Union achievements and
promise of Scottish arts and letters with the beg-
garly results since, it is not too much to assert that
Scottish Nationality was sold for ‘‘a mess of pot-
tage’’ and that Scotland has since been paying
the price by submitting to a direction of her entire
energies into purely materialistic channels——no'fci
however, as the preésent condition of Scotland an
Scottish industries shows, for its own benefit. For
whose then? That it is the purpose of these articles
to indicate. But, first of all, it cannot be tog
strongly stressed that its social, commercial, an
industrial conditions to-day afford strong ﬁfl”é”
facie evidence that if, as is commonly conten e~o'
Scotland has owed a great deal ngterxahstxcall}’ tt
its Union with England (whatever it may havedOtSo
in other directions), it has now wholly cease it
derive any such advantages; the boot, indeed, 15 s
the other foot; and on that, as on other g{ounbc:
it is high time to reconsider the relationships
tween the two countries.

hat not

It may also be pointed out in passing that no
many m(}),nths ago pthis very Dundee Ad_vertlﬁ%”r )
which is now contending that all the essential ¢ ae_
acteristics of Scottish nationality have been E:arr)'
served unimpaired, took exception to that lc}win
contention when it was expressed by Mr. B nal
and had no difficulty in showing that the traditio -
qualities of the Scottish character had pracnlq?ies
ceased to exist. Whether those traditional quat c
(diligence, love of education, love of country, ee in
ever did exist—at any rate in any special degree 1
Scotland—js another question into which thefcel“
10 need to enter; the Scottish Press to-day l:tralw
tainly as adept as any other at putting up 2in-
men for the purpose of knocking them down 5%

_ the
But in another leader, on ‘‘ The Uses b

; e _inconsis”
Highlands,” the same characteristically mf:gttish

tent organ pertinentl observed, apropos a ine
debate in tlI;e House};f Commons, Probablyal?out
people out of every ten who know SPmethmlgtely i
the subject would agree that we fail _Compg moor”
turn these great expanses of mountains 21y agree
land to the best account. But unfortunate %r}’ b
ment generally ends there, and the coun well-i”
never had the benefit of a policy at once
formed and positive.”’ » this is tr8°
Alas for the ““ power of the Press s Oliticz'il
and the reason for it lies in precisely the gnajysls
relationship of Scotland to England, as an L
of the actions of Parliament in referen
matter during the past hundred years 2

attests. al S€
. Not only so; but the depopulation o
land continues at an accelerating degreehile Eng.
land’s population has steadily decreased W ation 32
land’s "has increased. Scotland’s eml%zotland» ¥
367 per cent. greater than England’s; yetEngland -
unemployment is 50 per cent. worse than. = Goter
And it is the setfled policy of successiVe . atl%
ments to maintain emigration policy aé but B° o

ver-population is a problem in England, ide ros
Scotland ; why is it then that Governmenl_il rh-apl
pagandist efforts, properly enough directe igratlof ¢
to the relief of English congestion by em? e
should be applied so ardently to Scotlan the 12t
result is to place an ever-heavier burden on

1

ce

bundanty

ot~
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In Scotland, so that she is falling ever further behind
mn her appalling housing conditions, and her road
and transport facilities.

What prevents the development of well-informed
and positive policies in regard to such problems?
Col. John Buchan, the Conservative candidate for

the Scottish Universities vacancy, expressed the

Opnion in a letter to the present writer that “ it is im-
Possible to make up one’s mind on the Scottish Home

ule question—the necessary facts and figures are
Dot available.” Why are they not available? In
certain directions these have been systematically
refused by Government Departments—or purposely
embodied along with the English in such a way that
‘omparisons between the two countries cannot be
nstituted. In other directions the refusal of finan-
cial facilitation, as Mr. William Graham, M.P., has
pointed out, has resulted in the creation of a tremen-
dous leeway in the economic and social documenta-
tion of Scotland, so that in practically every
direction laborious independent research is necessary
to get at the facts and figures—they are nowhere
readily available, Nevertheless they exist, and the
movement with which I am connected is busy
expiscating and tabulating them, and I propose to
present some of the results in the other articles of this
series—with special reference to the relation of the
policy of the banking interests to the remarkable
absence of policy in regard to Scottish problems,
and to the reasons for the otherwise incredible acqui-
escence of successive majorities of all parties in the
Scottish representation in the systematic abrogation
of the Scottish vote in regard to Scottish affairs,

The Dundee Advertiser is no worse and no better
than any of the other Scottish daily papers in re-
gard to Scottish affairs. Their vested interests are
all part and parcel of the sequelae of the Union.
They all ““ make a show ” of Scottishness by deal-
Ing in windy and suitably contradictory generalisa-
tions on Scottish topics—but. they all toe the secret
line. Letters sent in by readers on such subjects
are carefully censored. ‘Opinions may be expressed
(preferably anti-nationalist, or, better still, merely
‘sentimentally-nationalist ), but facts and figures
are not permitted—or, at all events, only isolated
ones; nothing can get published that attempts to
relate facts and figures in regard to Scottish sub-
Jects to each other and, thus, to a national policy of
any kind., There is not a single paper that dare
Publish a series of articles dealing thoroughly and
Systematically either with the case for Scottish

lome Rule or with any of the major social or’

~conomic problems of Scotland. Nor dare they re-
ax their vigilance in respect of the utterances of
cottish M.P.’s in Parliament. Only so much is al-
owed ‘‘ through *’; the rest must be kept back in
the sieve, What does appear must appear so frag-
Wmentarily and disjointedly—and be so offset by the
acetiousness and belittlement of leaders and tittle-
tattle paragraphs—that it cannot conduce to thﬁ
Sreation of any “well-informed and positive policy. :
Vhat hidden interests behind the newspapers
dictate this corruption of their natural functions and
DSist upon a journalism to bamboozle rather than
educate the public—a journalism to make conf;l-
Sl0n worse confounded’ rather than to clarify

. : ion?

Qational issues in a systematic an}cll §atlona!tfa:hx§gd
at i ; he: whole pPOSION. <

t 1s the meaning of t nedly unin-

Policy that is, superficially, so determi

telligible »
s
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Stanley Spencer.
By Bernard Leach.

The exhibition at the Goupil Gallery of Stanley
Spencer’s work presents a roomful of paintings of
strange merit and defect. Here are rare painter
qualities of form, texture, colour, and united with
them a naivete unseen this century. At his best these
clements combine to give expression to vision which
1s instinct with another dimension : There is an enor-
mous painting of “Resurrection’ in an English
churchyard. The dead push up the sod.  With
hydraulic slowness they raise their marble slabs.
They lean back against the florid monumental carv-
ing and rest their arms over the angles like the thief
upon the cross at Golgotha, or they lie recumbent in
their horizontal red brick vaults, and gaze abstracted.
Ivy and cow-parsley, arum lilies and everlastings
grow leaf by leaf, petal by petal on a cataclysmic
soil. Charon’s freight of passengers moves off the
canvas in one corner with the sluggish weight of a
Sunday afternoon. Within the frame of this picture
time has ceased to be, and the walls of space are
broken down.

I heard someone make a remark about pre-
Raphaelite resemblances, but that is a superficial
mistake, for Stanley Spencer accepts everything as it
comes, with the amazed and equal eye of a child,
and also the selectiveness of a Slade student, con-
tinuously stressing the accents of form, and all for
the sake of a final religious ecstatic objective. Ford
Madox Brown is the only one of the Pre-
Raphaelites with whom he has any kinship. ~ Both
men had curiously ill-control of faculties. You never
knew when Madox Brown would not let you down
into uncouth drawing, and yet it is precisely that un-
couth quality from which a strange living vitality
still exudes. So in greater measure with Stanley
Spencer, you never can tell whether he will ’],et you
down into bathos as in the “Passage Picture,”” where
clumsy figures fall over one another inexpressively,
or whether the naive element will combine with
Slade draughtmanship, as for example in the fore-
arm of the boy in the “Bed Picture.”’ (7

There is a passage in the large ‘‘ Resurrection
where the corduroy of the knee-breeches is an inch
from rib to rib in queer over-emphasis, and next fo
it is a feathery head of wild oat suavely naturalistic.
In the same way perspective is locally stressed be-
yond the point to which Van Gogh stressed it and
thereby gained intensity; it is done often tol.the
point of absurdity, and the fall is fr‘?m the sub ime
to the ridiculous. In the haunting ‘‘ Bed Picture
unity is achieved and the figures of mother, son, and
daughter who watch the dying boy with gestures
of sorrow and despair whilst he, with a throe of the
body, peers round-eyed over the coverlet into the
face ,of death, carry conviction, even though they

- ially expressive. : )
al?l‘z:gt cf:g\-'as}s]es I%nger in my mind, one—imme-
diately to the left of the entry—in which a
mass of trees assume a waving rhythmic growth
within the frame, exalting like the flags of war!
The other represented a little white house standing
on the brink of Life’s River—or was it a wet road-
way—bare English elms and grey skies beyond.
A painting by William Blake came to mind. ;

But to return to Stanley Spencer’s l’z’lrge'synthe.tlc
effort in his picture of ‘* Resurrection, whilst giving
praise and homage for qualities of a rare order
which place him in a small band of England’s artist-
I would also sound a note %f twarmr;ﬁ:

a danger of mere compromise between the
3}1’6;23 l;ersonaizities of Stanley Spencer which would
contradict that slow growing unity which ’}}e should
achieve. I fear for him ‘‘ parson’s praise”” and the
respectable support of the godly.
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Mental Hermaphroditism.
By Ellerton Grange.

The bisexual character of our physical organism
has been known to anatomists and physiologists for
a very long time; but it is only comparatively
recently that any use has been made of these facts.
Of late years both practical and theoretical use has
been made of the co-existence within the same body
of the sex organs of both sexes. .

Thus a female guinea-pig has been masculinised,
and a male guinea-pig has been feminised, because
each possesses certain physical structures belonging
to the other sex. This is not the place to examine
the possible importance of these curious researches
in experimental biology, but before we go on to con-
sider the hermaphroditism of the human mind, we
must recollect that animals are first of all as to their
bodies fundamentally bisexual.

The lower we go in the zoological scale, the more
perfectly hermaphrodite an animal do we meet with.
The worm and the snail, for instance, have all the
reproductive organs of both sexes represented in the
one individual ; but even in these types, self-fertilisa-
tion does not occur as it does in some still lower
animals and in many plants. For when the worms A
and B come into contact, the sperms of A fertilise
the ova of B, and the ova of A are fertilised by the
sperms of B. In the mammalian embryo up to a cer-
tain date the sex-organs of both sexes are present to-
gether; later, one kind develops, the other atrophies.

The word /Zermaphrodite is derived from Hermes
and Aphrodite, called by the Romans Mercury and

Venus, who represented the male and female

clements respectively. The maior
{ 5 : ajority i
bisexual, havin SR e

Ing stamens and pistil within the same
c01iolla ; but in others, for instance the date palm,
on yhmale flowers are found on one tree and female
8?g§m?s(r)nth¢r. . he pfresence oct; the two sexes in one
’ sm 1s, then, of very wide occurre =
out animate Natu’re. 4 estrgtel

The term ““ sex”’ is su i 1
pposed by some ph

tf:o bet rel?]ted to hsemrc—to cut o¥ sever. = ]1"?1}1%??25
érs toithe myth that “ in the beeinnine {

I tl > beginnin Ze
lgspgrqt?d the originally hermaphrodite h%man bl:es-
as%ndler; 0S CI)ntale an(li female portions—cuz them
das 0 speak—and thus established a seczs

The bisexual char 1

. 5 acter of the bodily organis
E}?értlx%d ﬁn amply established fact of g’iologby wr:a]
e fe quite prepared for the discovery that the
I;el of any mdividual can also show ‘attributes
: .Onging to both sexes. The mind of the man con-
v?lmshm it, latent it may be for the most part, traits
mi]r;(cjl o?rfh typically female; and conversely the

_ € woman poss i 1
Ay possesses traits which are as
ust as in the physical organism certaj

. 2 ain proce-
?ures fga_n liberate i a given animal the chara(I:)teris-
rlecst O its opposite sex, so in the psychic sphere,
crtain strains and stresses may set free the mental

f .
tﬁ?eflgrr::]ses_ of the male and the mental maleness of

There is a Very genera
respectively, the char
male and of the femal
these in the male, mo
Wwhat as follows: Physi
of abstract thinking ;
critical judgment, of r
Literature and Arty
sense of humour.

Similarly, if asked to state what trai

; ) ske c aits charac-

Elirrls;tshegfemale mind we should probably say: ten-

e sympathy, love of the young and helpless,

sacriﬁéere tg nurse and “mother,” a power of self-

o me elicacy of intuitive perception, a lack of
ration and failure to rise to abstract

1 agreement upon what are,
acteristic attributes of the
e mind. If asked to name
st people would reply some-
cal courage; bravery; powers
powers of concentration, of
estraint; a creative faculty in
the poetical outlook—and a

thought, jealousy, love of dancing, power of act-
ing, and a need of protection. _

Now we certainly know men possessing SOme
female attributes. We could construct a series of
examples from the typically male man at one end }tlo
the typically female man at the other; from the
bullying” master-in-his-own-house type to the timi
little ““ henpecked *’ man who does crochet-work.

Between these two extremes we should have
Chaucer’s ““very perfect gentle knight,”” the ﬂOWTr
of chivalry, strong without coarseness, and gentie
in his manliness. But there is unquestionably the
feminine type of man; he has small bones, no gre?t
muscular development, delicate features and a SO
voice. He may be sexually impotent; and at any
rate the factor of sex does not interest him. For
several reasons this type makes a good ladies
doctor ”’; for although women when quite well pre-
fer the presence of the characteristically male 'Pfr;
son, yet when ill they appreciate the services (21
man with small, soft hands, a quiet step, and 2
soothing voice.

The point at present is that there 1s fgmalene§;
in the male mental make-up, and that in certa;n
men it predominates only at certamn times, but
some all the time.

The novelist is correct Psychdogica”y whegi
writing of some character at a time of great eI:eP
tional stress, he makes ‘' the strong man W =
like a woman,’’ when he makes his voice SOfthahe
appealing as any woman’s,”” when ‘“in a ﬂast uly
seemed to take in the whole situation with a rva\s
feminine intuition.””  This sort of tl(]‘mg ?d’s
remarked on long ago .by the writer of Davslant
Lament over Saul and Jonathan *’—*‘ Very pleawn_
hast thou been unto me; thy love to me o
derful, passing the love of woman.’ ! le

When the feminine does express itself in the ma;
character, it is genuine, the best of s kin aself—
were; he is very tender, very sympathetic, 'veryt Saits
sacrificing, very self-effacing—the feminine treL 2
are expressed with the power and dngectnessffo i
male. This is not at all the same thing as € Tl the
acy, a term applied only to the state m wii¢

: 0€
male elements are deficient, as possibly 10 thfeerﬁale
Cowper. The man is not acting; the rea d for

trait was there latent, and has been hb.eratlee\'pe'
expression by some crisis or great emotiona: ==
rience. One can neither liberate what .doeo:% act-
exist nor express what is not there. Heis 8 art of
ing; it is a real, though previously hidden, }E)aps to
the man which is now beng manifested pefA 1o
the astonishment of his intimate frlends; 1 t%ers
of this there is in one of Colonel House SfeBalfour
paragraph: ‘“ He (Lord Loreburn) spoke of d was
as having great ability, but thought his ;mnuch a
too feminine to grasp the significance © tﬁe Pre-
rr;gasure.” (Letter from Colonel I)rIouse to | e
sident. London. May 3, 19I15-
does 70/ mean effemin}z/ltg; and in a later let
says—‘‘ Grey and Balfour are ;two great
men.”’ d

The perfect blending of these male an 08
traits irlxj the male Irfm(;lg can result in the plr';:)d'uicrtde'
of a very fine type—strong without brutat yéther:?;
pendent without disregard of the feelings ?]rousy i
brave without sacrifice of tenderness; chiva ate a1¢
that the weak, the suffering, and the unfortimstuff 15
defended, cared for, and succoured: of such
the true philanthropist made.

The success, for instance, of the 5a hetic
has been due very largely to the sympat of S
sight of the female united to the courage® joiﬂed
male; without much of feminine Pe"Cept1f0m\/\/illi?*‘rrl
to executive powers in the character O 1d never
Booth, that remarkable organisation WoU
have been conceived of,

) my
Jvation Ar in-
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The Tree of Life.

By J. R. Donald (Vicar of Bradwell).
16
BIOLOGICAL BASES.

PADRE: Glad to see you again, gentlemen, this
aturday evening. You’re a welcome relief to my
preparations for the morrow.

TAPLEY: Thanks, Padre. By-the-bye, you don’t
mean to say that Sykes has been considered worthy
to lecture to the Improvement Society! What he
knows about Improvement could be put on the back
of a stamp. Psychology and Biology are all right
i their way, Sykes, but you can’t spring these on
that Society any more than you can your Geology.
I had a bad enough time when I tried its members,
sorely, I admit, with Metaphysics, tempered with
Physiology. Of course, I know what you’ll talk
about, but what are you calling it?

SYKES: You seem to forget that I have already
given these good people one lecture. I _caly‘ad it
““ Biological Application.”” I'm calling this * Bio-
logical Bases.”’

TAPLEY: You don’t mean to say you dare face
Fundamentalists and Evangelicals with Evolution!
You’ll only be met with incredulity, disgust, and
opposition.

SYKES: As I certainly should be if I were to ex-
pound your views on the subject. But I do not
Intend to go back to any Origin of Life. Thats too
far off to be the subject of a profitable study. It is
chiefly a matter of conjecture. I shall get what I
want from study of life as a going concern, as we
actually have it with us to-day. ]

TAPLEY: That won’t do, you know. Biology 1s an
exact science, and one must accept the whole of its
theory or reject it. '

SYKES : I don’t mind talking the matter over with
you and the Padre some time, especially as part of
the cloud—you must admit there’s a cloud—hanging
over the actual origins, is metaphysical, but definite
S1ological facts are better got from the immediate
ife of the present than from the rocks, for only in
the light of such study can we even conjecture what

e rock deposits and fossils mean. If I get the last
tWo hundred years or so into my purview, I shall

ave a chance of showing them something about the
ife Stream, incidentally also about Heredity.

PADRE: The Origin of Species is not quite so
g scure as the actual beginning. Would you dare to
Ouch the Origin of Religion?

b SYKES : Ves, I might carefully introduce, and then
18htly touch on, the Origin of Species. The Origin
th eligion is fascinating, and more Biological than
€ Theologians usually admit. Isn’t that so, Padre?
YWay, as tactfully as I may, I should certainly
: };to refer to it. ;
¢ LAPLEY: Knowing you, 1 know you won't get on
tIOf Heredity withoutg g};tting into the Sex Question.
as - 90 not presume, I should like to know how you,
® a tactful gentleman, propose to introduce that.

SYKES : Do you know the Padre’s line with the
bennr Wolf? "I very much fancy that, and would
ue.g. ad of a reminder from the Padre as to how to

tilise jt,

. Pabrg; o, i ith your par-
.: Oh, the Fenrir Wolf ? Well, with your p:
ﬁf;‘ lar audience I should certainly begin by Shé)géﬂgs:
\vat € greater part of the religion of _the g a
tras adapted Christian doctrine, .ol:.)tamed from
Wh?’ellers like Gangler, and Christian captlvleg,
So tle admitting that men like Kormak, the Ské% ;
g0 of 5 Scots, and so Keltic, mother, used a reff:
ok; 2 adaptation. The Fenrir Wolf was s.o?‘ (1)'
e A kind of Lucifer and Prometheus n one; 2.0k
loyws Flame, the god of obstacle-despising fiery
€ who got into trouble for over-riding such bonds

violent disagreement.

as marriage, and had married a Jotuness, or
giantess, one of the mighty powers of Nature.
SYKES : That’s all right. And the little Wolf
grew up, a pet among the gods, till he began to get
too strong and had to be bound. What of the

| binding?

PADRE: They sent to the Dwarfs for a chain—
Laeding they called it—and with difficulty, got the
Wolf to put it on. He broke it at once—reminds one
of “leading-strings,”’ doesn’t it?—as also another
from the same makers, Dromi, though it was thicker
and stronger. The message to the Dwarfs was now
one of great urgency. “Can you do anything that
will be of any use?’’ Well, they would try. The re-
sult was that marvellous chain, Gleipnir, with which
the Wolf was finally bound.

SYKES: Tapley, pass me that piece of paper and
a pencil. Thanks. Now what was Gleipnir made of ?

PADRE: The breath of fishes, the roots of stones,
the spittle of birds, the beards of women, the foot-
fall of a cat, and the sinews of bears.

SYKES : And how would you interpret for the mul-
titude?

PADRE: I don’t think I am by any means alone in
taking the view that it is the story of youth, as
its raw untamed natural powers grow, breaking
away from hold after hold, first perhaps from his
mother’s ‘‘leading strings.”” Then he defies and
masters his teachers and the policeman, but is fin-
ally tamed and bound by the chain of chains, made
up of Chivalry, Honour, Loyalty, Devotion to Duty,
Love of Fair Play, and Generosity.

SYKES: Let’s get that down. Thanks. But the
final picture of the Wolf with a sword thrust through
his jaws to keep them open, while drops of poison
fall into his eyes, is less pleasant. I want to see the
raw animal vigour, less bound than harnessed, a
great power for action. ) :

PADRE: I’m with you there. But the main pomt
of the picture, as in far too much Christian teaching,
is repression. The actual fact of our raw Power
possession, working mightily along the strands of
the binding chain in Chivalry, Honour, etc., can be
felt in it all the same.

TAPLEY: A good introduction. Then how do you
get into the middle of your stream?

SyKES : Oh, T should go on to say that Man Power,
incipient, as with the Fenrir Wolf, or otherwise, 1s a
very big thing. Ihave memorised a bit o{lRomanes,
where he indicates the facts Oré w}rlllc?pi\tleez)sfsmn?f:é]};

in are agreed, 1

Galton, e =ve 3 aThe}gg all admit that : — .

<« The substance of heredity is particulate; is
mainly lodged in highly specialised cells; is never-
theless also distributed throughout the general cellu-
lar tissues, where 1t 1s concerned in all the processes
of regeneration, repair, and asexual reproduction;
presents an enormously comphcategi structure, in that
every constituent part of a potentially future organ-
ism is represented in a fertilised ovum by correspond-
ing particles; 1s everywhere capable of unlimited
multiplication, without even losing its hereditary en-
dowments ; is often capable of carrying these endow-
ments in a dormant state through a long series of
generations, until at last they reappear in what we
recognise as recursions. : :

TapLEY: That's good. T haven't read it, but it
it doesn’t surprise me. We have come to associate
“ germplasm,’’ as we may call it, with brain-work
and nerve action. Phosphorus is a marked consti-
tuent of the “ plasm,’” and phosphates are much in
evidence in the waste products of brain work and of

activity. :
neg:DRE; I?m impressed with the feeling that it's

the same thing. . '
aHSYKES: I’'m convinced of it, and if so we’re on a

Jine never yet followed out by anybody. It couldn’t
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be, for it leads past the horizons of human thought. | we have hewed out for ourselves—is perishing from ’ hi :

Tr’ue, Stanley Hall, the American psychologist, | its own inherent degeneracy. The proud Em?m;.; Der Weibstentel: Inc, Stage T ggt?ssaﬁ::t lsla?ialtlg};feﬁy rtlg, tﬁgtp ?gggsg;lihat Isrllleﬂ;ﬁof::isdt
made a start on it, while Adler and Jung have | of old were destroyed by barbarian invasions fro: iThe translators of ““ Der Weibsteufel »_Graham | captivate the exciseman: “ What do R

for? What do you think I am? *’ Such lines as
these—they ought not to ‘be in, anyhow—indicate
that the peasant had married beneath him. There
is only one class of person—everybody in London
should know it—that uses precisely these sentences.
Marie Ney really ought to give serious attention to
her vowel formation, which in this part detracted
from what otherwise was not merely a four de force,
but a lively and dramatic characterisation. Vowels

elaborated basic principles in view of which we must | without: “ Christian Civilisation” is dying of a
carry on with our journey. The two tremendous | canker working within. It is overborne, and under-
facts here, dove-tailing into and conditioning one | mined by its own congenital vices: it is perishing
“another are, first, that this ‘* élan vital,”” alias | of the excessive fecundity of its own self-destructive
o %erm-plafsm,” lallcias ‘(‘ngn Power,”” is the essen- elements. ¢
tial part of our life and c aracter, for thence come : 4 tmosphere O
our impulses; and, second, that the whole thing is de?tl}i ;erlcc)luxclicé‘lc;s .lfmad Elézﬁ?ela};?iﬁtiﬁgiggh this 1s
ancestral. It was our father’s life before it was ours, | 4 RS : y thing else.
and even as It expressed Itaelf | his Lif ok ue to racial Impoverishment, and to nothing
pressed ltselt in his life, and in his That our detestable “Civilisation *’ has lingered so

and Tristan Rawson—at the request of the Council
of the Stage Society, refrain from rendering the title
Into English because ‘¢ She-devil ”’ or any other
fairly litera] construction is judged unsatisfactory.
iThe theme of the play is the corruption of a woman

rom maternal fidelity to lying, lust, and ambition,
through men thoughtlessly arousing her powers for
their own schemes. In a cottage in the Austrian Tyrol

1

! Drama. days of scholarships she might have been the
l

l

’ 2 Peasant, whose income chiefly comes from acting as

|

character, so It now speaks and acts in us 1 : : . llence : s : 41 e 1
: % ong 1s due, not in the least to any inherent excellen © receiver of contraband, is | i ith his | are uttered with flattened lips only in parlours pre-
PADRE : What a priceless casket of Inheritance ? or vitality of its own, but merel{z to the domination Wife. A mean and sicrlf:lgr I;QX]?Eczgzgllét}éfwggg};E tending to be drawing-rooms.
TAPLEY: You don’t mean to say you can fit New | of the superior strains of humanity, to the surviva ting a child, his handsome animal of a wife consoles 6 :
Testament, Creed, and Dogma, into that ? of the fittest, and to the maintenance of power in the l erself by mothering him petting him while he gloats | . e SehoeLEipulion
PADRE: I'd have to scrap the Dogma then. You | hands of capacity. ; over the superiority of cu,nning over strength. When Anne Nichols, author of “ Abie’s Irish Rose,” is a
must give me an cvening or two to make the adjust- And this capacity is not a question of environ- ] the Customs Director sends a promising young officer good cook. Her play resembles a thoroughly well-
mfents-‘ In the meantime, please note that “ the eye ment, but of racial, hereditary difference. Nature is fo make love to the wife in order to bring about the | boiled Christmas pudding stuffed with all the well-
of faith is not the eye of sight.”’ governed by an iron law of inequality. In cver); | Stertrélyal of the suspect husband, the peasant meets | known goodies avallag!e in. the Wélotlf W(t)lll'ld, com-
: school in the world there will be found children © ife to fool ti (iratagem. ~ He prevails upon the | plete with threepenny-bit, ring, it - it oo
T the same age, studying in the same surroucxlldll?tg:' : glleZttl?fé%c\)\l;g;e C}Ii_itom{%mangvhllﬁ_the Sngg]i?rskg%t tials fOf gCiOd““”-l.tﬁortéges‘%;%hsb}és?ié: tceorlltt;isni};legt
w ok rigour and initia- : ; © olficer, breaking open a locked | in a few p aces a little 3 ¢
he HereSY of the Underman. ti\}::. alﬁlIzﬁlizsrzéggggtmtﬁrétggjelgl;glf;;%(gr to the man; :!‘Unk 1n the hope of Shorter,ung his wait for promo- | doses of medicine which Americans like to hustle
By Samuel F T ] ) il But I on, comes across the pathetic baby-clothes, and, | down with their food. In less metaphorical lan-
y - Darwin-Fox, you cannot make silk purses out of sows’ ears. nat : et Gl :
Generalities ar 1 . the revolutionary leaders of modern “thought’’ are | tha urally, exploits them to contrast his virility with | guage, the love-scenes of the first act are a little too
by the wi - = ays rash, and Umversals & sl Sy norant fh'yt d of biologv alike, that they [ e husband’s sickliness. .Between two men both | romantic for present-day young Londoners; and the
Y the wise man to be sedulously avoided; but it is o g ﬁlln 44 1sb<i)ry1an o "tllo g}(’)s el of equality i Mmaking her their tool, the wife gradually evolves her | Christmas Eve scene of the last act might be made a
neverthgles§ In accordance with actual experience ans 1r$ ekl nct?pa (Ii(t: ;1 SS€s W1 tlhﬂ g rigileges and ré- IOWn plan—to fan the officer’s desire until he kills the | feast untainted by the suggestion of a sermon. In
ar;]d objective trut » to put forth the axiom that sponls)i l?i‘{ii :s Ol:f? tl]llr:: o o %Sﬁl;[;n eneage 5 tho torein ’ v:rl'lcsiband" a}u:d Ithen to choose a man where a rich America, I believe, that sort of thing is mhdlspensable
where : i) c oty : s the 1dow might please. t it in this country.
cattle?zHRI;\;olutlor;a}:le}s In the mass are kittle- portunate because the fit are decreasing in n‘!g}lll v i The play is restricted to three characters and a Bouzllocfﬁssﬁnagléngi}: efl?;)t}; ﬁ?gzragzl;gal Esngland.y
o t.slsleslo airless apes, however labelled, | and influence, and the unfit increasing fedvegl B melodeon off, in all. Asan eXperimentiA tie GhaTa AlErstiai fhan oo oty i S b
. ntally hatefu] ang inherently senseless), | For instance: Out of 1,700,000 men raised DYy £ v terisation of one person—the peasant’s wife—it must plot, since it'is the only property now held in com-

5 - : ) " were O : :
the individua] RgvolutmnarY must be one of two ex. | UNited States in the war, only 4} per cent. were € reckoned a complete success in craftsmanship. No [ mon, Abraham Levy, son of Solomon Levy, brings

tremely nteresting and attractive things: either he | YEIY Superior intelligence, 9 per cent. of ?uperlora;]n actress could wish for greater scope than the part | hcme Rosemary Murphy, romantic and pretty, and
1S too good for the society in which he finds himself telligence, 15 per cent. of inferior intelligence, = . offers, since it occupies the stage throughout the play, | passes her off on his delighted father and his friends
or, on the other hand, he is too sad for % mfs i jlio Per cent. of no intelligence at all. Moreogif‘l;ésa ‘ devclop;'ng gradually from patient, submissive | as a Jewess. When Murphy the elder arrives in
also safe to say that the Revolutionary is by, flSt two classes are barely reproducing t}}ems1t s {  otherliness to conscienceless ambition and passion. | the second act both fathers realise the deception
and necessity a violent Reactn 3 g *s by nature | all, while the other elements are m.creasu]g; lectual Iet as a play, “ Der Weibsteufel ** is not entitled to | and the burden of awful connections. . Thereupon
fury against the Zejtwe; o dnary. S et with ErOpo_rtxonate to their decreasing ”lgdassﬁ the reputation which inclusion in the Stage Society’s | the feud of families, nations, and rel};glons rises to
A5S Cansts Bin 1 8€lst; an thf; tendency of his aapzll:)cxty, The criminal, vicious, and dlseeﬁc [adcee) . Programme implies. Something can be done with a | the heights of farce, a Rabbi and a Catholic priest
e Sl i;?slt O vomit with violence. And in f'l reeding-out the wholesome and capab Ch?abl' lity triangle as part of an orchestra, but an unaccom- | who met in the war preserving a tolerant back-
to some point anlce he looks back with longing watle the heavy burden of taxation andl & tellir ‘ Panied solo on this mnstrument, though the variations | ground of common humanity. The second act pre-
distant 1; " _hr €al or magnary—in the dim anq | Which is now piled upon the shoulders of tlfe bl | as clever and numerous as here, is as undubitably sented a lovely wedding-procession, dainty young
were betlzer Wden (as he concewves) conditions lgent 15 gradually depressing the class o (2 stunt as a solo on a saw. ;| bridesmaids—excellent as Italia Conti’s children
o retaine& an ﬁ)ure;, and hg:althler, and the Race eader, and ruining the race. e i eeing the same three people in act after act, T felt always are—and a heap of uproarious fun.
goodl —What, mdeed, 1t never possessed—a |  The bIeating “Democrat ’’ imagines that salvatt 2 i I}at I was not in the presence of a slice of life, but [ . In the third act the second campaign is fought
; Y Measure, not of Original Sin, but of Orig- | lies in unlimjteq goose-gabble and votes, and that t ot a thread, The performance impressed me as a | out to the point of reconciliation, which cannot be
i 3 i God- { ovel ip fiye chapters, story even more than film. effected by one child only. It needs twins, which

mal Innocence, We fear that Rou h . ' !
10u : 5s€au was egre- | Niccoughing voice of the e i ‘ - e
giously wrong; and that olq “ Leviathap ** Hotﬁ)es Perhaps it 15 ; so much the I\forr;e for God! The Selﬂis _‘ evelopment of the character proceeded stream-like | are forthcoming. The curtain rises on the lonely

(from Whom the romanti : = i : s i
: ntic Genevan pjlf d culot : smself and % lLime—with none of th swiftness of intuitive | home of the young couple, the husband dressing

was e : puiered so much wotte, or Bolshevist, persuades himsel -~ the T . . < : ;

M ntirely right whep he described Primitivg dupes that by eliminatinpg wealth he can improve (t)n— Evelation of action that hall-marks the drama. The | the Christmas tree. Both fathers turn up, drawn

avage Man as being ¢ p, : ) m Witn ' ' dchild. ~ Before the end
; . Sty, brutish, and short > | conditio these are errors, M9 o5 18 certainly gripped by the effectiveness of by the news of a grandchild. Sk RO
utt'alt oo all respects as ﬁl’thy arsidogis- strous agdoéatr})]i(i‘egfogis ﬁ)l'\lred over and Over.agalg: 3Y¢ry curtain, but’again the method of the serial Jewess cooks ham, and two grandfathers nurse two
Susting as Moderp Civilised Man. G ical evidenc | . Miter g recalled ; it stimulates hunger for the next | babies, one called Rebecca and the other Patrick

b t s L .
o the | hon & Sxpetience and 2 bllé)\zgﬁing the rac€ tf ‘ Dstalment rather than rounds off the act. Joseph Levy. =~ Joseph Greenwald, as the comic, if

Paradox holds ood that .
- Cvery step for Democra | | | | .7 . .

t:;n 5l Bood that cve rear;pand ?}fl;flphrif ; standcaﬁ'dd(:}%bf}:gtfg{ve?tmsIz;tis Noodledom zﬂ'lf’éy N e translators have chosen to avoid dialect, | stage, Jew father, kept the audience hugging itself
rectar\f}‘]ﬂl o 1fnstczimce) Was an attempt to resur. | celsis. To penalise abilit'y in order that inab! ' Dea50ug111tlle original uses it. In Brember chlils’s with his fm% coﬂ}edty’ ac%%g ctnd tggh%uaht)l/\/l?lfd hlsl
L Was fondly imagined ARG o ] ress. 20t this did not much matter. He succeeded in Flott and B “Stew = £
Christianiey: i, . gined to be Primitive | may multiply is to sap the roots of prog e his e o ’ | i 2
Y; while the Re =gt : vemen is whg all the facets of the peasant-smu ot | Mot anditiany  Madks otwat —dpam b
O the aesthetics of Ancie naissance was a return The fatal defect in the Revolutionary mo Jution® his €akness, Cunnciflgs oande Péesire for ggssession. types, were very good, the antics of the latter he-
! ing clever and funny. Katherine Revner as Rose.-

nt Greece and Rome, and | of the day is that they are not merely re‘g;y con”

o 'Iann T 3 5
magimed that they | against g damnable social system, but that eé of speech, the very awkwardness with which

l
|
ra the first I he Jqp @ pen, or cocked his head on one side to | mary looked like a sweetheart from fairy-land.
!

Philip Lord should make the Irish father a Ilittle
more comedy and less farce; at present his gestures
and expressions of face are too repetitive.
If one go to a children’s Farty where everybody
h

ditions of ths & 1vi ».social, and €conomic con- | stitute a war of the hand against brain. For ité Count p; . ill
: ame perind, 3 c . SHapdags a defin ' L. money, everything about Brember Wills
ur modern Revolu- | time since man was man, -there has been 2 4 every hay .0 keeping with the part, Douglas Burbidge

tionaries are busily i =
! layin : ! :
the trouble is thatpthyeyght;le same old game; but | schism between the hand and the he far elvolv - e et Bl gy o comin

thought, and have o Ve neither read nor progressive principle that man has thus 6D | " SXcisen % 5 e
! , ar alll sas S ] { SLve p FeAndTy ture; 0. The necessity for his frequent coming ) ; - 4
1t:i)ont, tknownf”lg Inot whither, presc?szlfyhl:éogéi?;c(z:rf}fe_ fgﬁn??)lrl%afnitr}{t e Erue t(i:gﬂ}l;a:rlr?gnieg:g CSuy!n leflsreg}f “ ilensultg%m'gs Wantedia lot (}),f manRging to tpre\;ent t}}:e rompsl aboxlxlrthitchlf nflhe)grrl :gdmicﬁerl;ix?let ttc?ihcc}] ggg\?}r;b
otsteps o hei 2 7 ) €rests ; d e ! ein Bl { roper or € | remarks— 1 =
their goings. "It o con Womapie g Stilted into a stage property ups than the speakers—one is a snob to stand

stantly being | muscle, intellect, and spirit—all these the new to the ,

asserted ) 0 + OMan’y : hort of round-
b » by the fools and knaves that live and | of the Underman howls down and tramples if use, and the actor just fell short o

g:_g off the character. Marie Ney, with the attractive | aside. I laughed with the rest. I do not wonder

atten upon the v; 3 e o i i i
can’t .DU,? the c?ovcll}:eg:;i.?’f t}}fehg%g%?m’ o : lies 1D th‘f " &h‘op oStdon of the peasant’s wife, was very much | that A }fpr Slxlyle'arts (lin l\iew Yor!(. aie
Course, g ¢ You can! SRt o R oushanswer, of The only hope for the immediate future} 1€ arlt’et e She captured the audience deservedly by her | the shght reto}lll'c]}mgs : 113 e .fa.tm my opening
volutionary and the eactio ere that the Re- courageous overthrowing of the Idols of the hurl‘.ng Ste ‘Tation of coquettishness and passion, by the [ paragraph, I sha not wonder 1f 1 Iuns a year'in
right. nary are gloriously place; the laying-low of superstition; the op or ( $a0Y Iise to triumph and exulting in the mastery of | London. The last act 1s extraordinarily well worked

Let it be clearly e tsd down from Heaven of the Gods; and the ﬂ"qn, the , Qorbldden power which she had been tempted to dis- out, suspense and sgntlment being drawn upon to
our m . once and for all, that Oy A regenerated Humanity of the Religi bs ut she was not the peasant wife. In these ! its last ounce of entertainment value. PAUL BANKS,

en cistern which | Ethics and Politics of Science. \
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Reflections on the Screen.
By W. H. Hindle.

To the cultural die-hard there is no fact in modern
life more distressing than.the increasing importance
of the cinema. While it was the plaything of “the
people,”” it could be safely ignored. But as it turns
out, what the people likes to-day, the highbrow will
like to-morrow. Now the cinema has become the
plaything of the highbrows, too. Film societies pro-
duce exotic pictures for the amusement of their exotic
members. Learned critics discuss in the daily and
weekly papers the respective merits as producers of
Seastrom and Pick. Charlie Chaplin has become the
fetish of the advanced, as he has long been the de-
light of the many.

_The reason for this extension of interest in the
cinema 1s not far to seek. The screen is developing
an individuality of its own, after being for too long
an inefficient handmaid of other arts. The early
directors, suddenly presented with a new artistic
medium of unknown possibilities, took, as was per-
haps natural, the line of least resistance, Instead of

using the new medium for something no other art
could give, they copied existing institutions, in par-
glceu}}afvthe cu;ct;s and the theatre. ~ With the circus
€re not far wrong. The rapid movement of
gﬁWbOél films, and the slapstick of tge early comedies
OWF 5 h&‘; \;'};311 tthey }Sould reproduce its atmosphere.

e 1ea re the result was disastrous, as it

B 1e P being as an imitation of an imita-

equeil in? tlf theatre the spoken word is at least of

: portance with the staging. But a little thin

like that did not daunt the prod If w a

Dot Gee the o5k : producers. we could

b y poken word, we should have the next

est thing—the printed word. And h

i ] - And so we had, and

ave ( What Price Glory” is a case in point),
ms 1 which there are almost as many captions as

pictures, so that the pictures threaten t
) / o be
branch of literature. e

Not content with reproducing the atmos
the theatre, the cinema_F also toogk over the z%}i’?z?i gf
the stage. Sticky sentimentality being the gospel of
tt}l;e theatre, sticky sentimentality became the gospel of
¢ cinema. The type being once set, and the public
aving made no vigorous protest, this gospel has
continued ever since. Whenever the film companies
?;e challenged in the matter, they reply that they
thl;it t;ilrocluce what the public wants. But it is certain
t Love’e 11:;1]1_b11c rea!{y does not want such drivel as
cinema)s Vl&l}finess (recently shown at a London
b at the public wants is entertainment—
ive% thl comfortable seats, and smoking allowed.

Fortunzsf Ie§5e~nt1als, the pub!it; 1s passive.
s ely a few enterprising and intelligent
e arehat last beginning to realise this. Even
e blCZ’L t}t1 € new art 1s being taken seriously, as is
s h}; : € occasional appearance of parodies of
L aht_xtm romantic “ super-productions.’”” The
e avrv Pl)C]"l, have so far appeared (“ The Cruise of
Exs ratlfer - at the Capitol, was a good example)
g c;u e, but welcome as a protest against the
y of film-conventions. It 1s not, however, to

eri W
att, rflg_" tt}l::tp‘a"foglel:t th%l'{ for new ideals in screen
only as destructive a‘g enils,mi from there are useful

or two French producers, not :
: rs, notably M, M 'Her-
bier, have attempted to mtroducg some :ervfrelrn%dgfgf

¥ : :
)Eﬁiili?rl’.s ‘}‘altlt’Imley are 1s’<31ategl, and often, as in
o ek nhumaine,”’ mistake novelty for

Of the hundreds of films produced since the war,

very few i ; indivi
i can claim to have any individuality as

J € most notable are, in th i

; ; e order of

e Eﬁgg""ﬁ» ., The Street,’” « Warning Shsgg\vt;ng
5 Beggar on Horseback,” ¢ New

Year’s Eve,”” and “ Metropolis.”” “ Beggar on Horse-
back’’ is American; the others are German. The
German producers have in evgry case approached the
problem of screen presentation from a new angie
which has caused them to break away in several im-
portant particulars from the film-conventions. In
the first place they have broken with the literary tra-
dition. Their productions being neither settings 10
stage-dialogue nor illustrations to a novel, they a"l‘z
dispensed with captions. The effegt of this brea
cannot yet be realised, for the new films are still lri
the experimental stage. But it should induce scen
ario-writers to write stories which can be told in pi¢
tures alone. This, however, is merely destructive.
On the constructive side they have made S(?Ver]z1
important changes, some of which revert to car ty
practice. They have tried first to convey mQVCmer}e'_
the surging of mobs in “ Metropolis,’’ the swift mo:re-
ment of the trapezists in “ Vaudeville,”” the 1m0 L
ment of the streets on festival night in “ New Yezu;)
Eve.” Next they have used the rapid changes

‘light and shade with startling effect. The swift tran

sition from a dimly-lit interior to the gay lights ©

the street in “ New Year’s Eve’’ brings out the éfrl:g
of the story as no novel or play could have o
Psychological states are suggested by unusual’pmur‘
graphy. In “Vaudeville”’ the horror 013_130.551 f—levice
derous thoughts is shown, not by the artificia i
of a “close-up,”” but by the sudden vision © a
of eyes gazing upwards. -
Tﬁe igtrod%ctgn of new methods has made pgﬁ-
sible a return to reality on the screen. The 1°nge fag_
sionate embrace, the close-up, and the - other o)
gerated methods of “registering’’ (hideous W
emotion were perhaps at one time necessary

to com

: n
plete an illusion which was not aided by the t‘;ir}é}lerg—

tones of speech. The admirable rc-‘:straln,E of nes 1
man_actors (especially in those “love sce,th the
which restraint is essential) suggests that, W1 ress
use of the new technique it will be possible to f)épGer’
emotion without “ registering.’’ Here agalnl t'111 it be
man producers lead the way. How long Wi t cour-
before the British and Americans have sufficien

age and intelligence to follow that lead?

Reviews.

dames MoNeill Whistler. (Masters of MO
Etching. The Studio. 5s.) hether
Whistler’s work provokes one to ask v;ling "
etchers are born or made. Whistler used e.'lcct such
express a variety of emotion, and of subj(lae prad
as it had not known before. Moreover’l ; rofé”
tised the art when it was not the profitab e-c%s ob-
sion it is to-day. A comparison of the PER fui-
tained by Whistler and, say, Cameron, '

der?

wou ste

: ta
nish a commentary on the changes 1 p()pulg'rceuerlt
The twelve plates in this volume give arf =74
idea of his range, from the firm lines ©
house ’ to the romantic impressions O etcher
They also manifest his skill as a portralt_Salarﬂaﬂ
“Becquet.” The notice by Mr. Malcolm form?
an early friend and admirer of Whistler,

good introduction. .
Eric Gill: Contemporary British Artists.

8s. 6d. net.) ; tes ¢his
In addition to thirty-three beaut.‘fu1 glitiorll Or;
volume contains an interesting intro u stvlat
Gill’s theory of art. Gill starts from G ’12(})16 Oﬂbi
that Beauty is Truth, Truth Beauty. f the cath?
truth is that established by the dogma Op 4« tf“dgl
lic Church, Beauty is the expression Of .- outd“y
So much for the theory. The practice deed inf”
tances it. Gill’s Catholic bent has, 12 eth' g -e)lce
enced his choice of subject. But the truercePt}bd.
presses has a mathematical simplicity P= "min

(Ben™

only to the modern scientific or the prim?

- Rhapsody. By Dorothy Edwards.

APRIL 21, 1927

—_—

THE NEW AGE

299

He is modern, too, in rejecting the facile idealised
beauty of Catholic tradition, for a beauty of truth
certainly not Catholic. Notwithstanding (or per-

aps because of) this conflict between precept and
Practice, Gill is one of the most representative of
modern artists.

(Wishart and
Co. 7s. net.)

What is a plot? In the literary sense, as in the

anguage of speculative -builders and hopeful soli-

Citors, 1s it something round, square, or oblong, but’

with a definitely recognisable shape, something Em-
inently Desirable, with a good deal of Superficial
lrf-fa-, and Main Drainage when completely ex-
tpfivlted? It may be so; and if so, writers of plotless
I§:l_es like Dorothy Edwards and publishers of them
ke Wlsh.axt’s. must be content with a very small and
very special circle of readers who seek two things,
'dehty to life and reverence for the art of written
Words, and name as books worthy to be called such
only those which have been written because the writer
respected the calling, or responded to the call, and
Came clean and holy to the task. This book has its
faults, but they are the faults of deliberate and ob-
Stinate choice, not of 1gnorance or any pander’s greed
or gain. Miss Edwards loves music, and so in each of
these short stories there is a rather pedantic string on
which she harps incessantly. But she has grace, she
has art, she has restraint and self-respect and respect
for her readers. She hopes they will be of her own
Intelligence and taste, and nothing is too much
trouble for her, if so she may pleasure her own judg-
Ment and reckon to satisfy its companion in another.
It is not to be expected that a book of stories like this,
which are not “stories *’ in the Fleet Street sense or
to the specification of Paternoster Row, will sell in
large numbers, though the fact that William Ger-
hardi has a definite and loyal and reasonably lucra-
tive following of his own should give hope to any
Sincere craftsman of his kind. But if anyone who
understands the delights of reading wants a book to
read, here’s one.

Of Cooks.

'IIn New Zealand, where the material for good food is
::)U“dapt, where there is excellent meat and butter, and a
S(())O]d climate and soil for vegetables, there is, alas, hardly a
‘CO‘;n:Vho‘c:m cook. Waking at seven in t'he morning in the
will bry, in a wooden house where everything is audible, you
Qxcene aware of a loud sizzling. It is the great panfull of
o f}f;ﬁ mutton chops frying in plenty of fat. In half an
e begnnmse. ceases and you know that those chops will

e put in the oven to harden while the billy is boiled.
like ligath y0u_breakfast off something that looks and tastes
way ,mgr greasy boot soles. Cooking chops is easier that
Supp’o-;e o als few English know gooq victuals from bad_ I
offereq v (IO(;‘S not matter much, but if a French housewife
would 1, ¢h food (o her men I shudder to think of what
DPedlarg i?]pxt)}in. I remember a dejeuner with carters and
Israc] e Dordogne—but I digress—to your chops, O

bel(.l\’:e general standard of cooking heing so low it is not to
or n Plected that. the man who prepares the food on a station
old sOidicamP will be an accomplished chef. He may be an
Magter er, he may have been a sailorman, a drunken school-
almggy’ a stoker, ‘a tinker, or a tailor, he may have been of

n g any trade in the wide world, but he will never have
thig S'e C’.Ook. And as it is rather a thankless, irritating job
b octnmﬁq everybody at all hours of the day and night, the
ble g r: . as he is called, unless of a naturally imperturb-
ast (?OOd temper, is apt to become soured and cranky to the

€gree.

froy Y good neighbour, Acland Hood, came to the conclusion,
When Ong experience, that all station cooks were mad, and
I ]Short of one even applied to an asylum. For, said he,
is liLil 1 In that way get to know in what particular way he
‘eas»ey to break out, and shall be able, in that direction at
Wor, o2 be on my guard. One howling wet day, when no
Over fomd be done and the shepherds were taking their time
shumgrﬂakfasr, the crusty old cook, hot with indignation,
“ Doed up to the owner’s whare with a big slice of bread.
Yer see anything wrong with this, Mr, 'Ood? " Mr.

1

’Ood did not. € Wel], if you’ll believe me, sir,”’ said the
old man, gasping with insulted wrath, ** the men are toastin’
it, foastin’ it, sir.”

They are not all fools, though. A runholder I knew, on
!ieanqg cor_nplamts from some of the men, went down to
interview his cook.
br;‘aév,e’ll, Sam,” he said, ‘‘ what’s this I hear about the

‘“ True, sir; all perfectly true; but I’'m blowed if I know
the reason of it, anyway. It’s a fair puzzle to me.” Then
reaching aside intg the bread bin he fetched out a small
bun, and holding it forth on the palm of his outstretched
hand, he said in slow, sad astonishment, *“ You’d hardly
believe it, sir, but that there little b——r weighs fifteen
pounds.”

My friend crumpled up and retreated.

It’s nearly always the bread. A good loaf will cover a
multitude of sins, but the baking of it, in camp, is none too
easy. Not only have you, in the first place, to make your
own yeast out of potatoes and hops, but the kneaded dough
must be kept warm till it rises, which, in a draughty shacl
or tent, is not always a simple matter. (Even in a house it
needs care; I remember my good mother’s horror in finding
it, on one occasion, well tucked up in the old woman cook’s
warm bed.) Then there is the camp oven, a circular cast-
iron affair with three rudimentary legs and a convex lid, also
of cast-iron. When partly filled with dough this oven is
stood on a bed of incandescent wood cinders and more are
shovelled on top of the lid. The renewal of these cinders
above and below in exactly the right amounts and for the
correct time, needs, as I know to my sorrow, a lot of practice.
One big loaf that I was responsible for in the early days was
too solid for even our ravenous appetites and was cast out.
It withstood the weather and the attacks of wild animals
for months, and was in the end, at least, so I was told,
carried off by the Maoris to use as a grindstone.

A station cook having relinquished his job, there
appeared next day an active, cheery little man who
had walked up fourteen muddy miles from the coast to re-
place him. Inquiries as to his competency were met with
an affable but slightly pained surprise, and we were smilingly
given to understand that cross-questioning was entirely un-
necessary—that he had come up to take the job. And take
the job he did, forthwith, and kept it for the rest of his life.

Brought up in a training ship, he had been a ship’s steward,
and had then taken up hotel and other work ashore. One
night, when head waiter in a small town, the Tandlord con-
suited him about a dubious cheque paid by a guest who
was to catch the early express in the morning. “ You leave
it to me,”’ said Lloyd. That night the hotel clock stopped
for an hour, and when, in the morning, the whistle of th’e
departing express synchronised with the doubted one’s
shaving, profuse apologies were forthcoming, but there was,
very regrettably, no other train till after the bank opened.

This early training and varied experience had made Lloyd

an uncommonly useful man; always happy, never idle for
a moment, smart and absolutely reliable, with a very proper
pride in doing well anything he undertook ; he was indeed
a treasure. By no means devoid of humour, he haq a
seaman’s even-toned, behind-your-hand way of speaking
that would sometimes, somehow make a quite ordinary
remark a thing of Pyecroftian delight. He was soon turned
into a keen gardener, and .he fell in love \.vnth. my dog,
Skobby, at first sight, but the crown of all his virtues was
the fact that he could and would grill chops—that he could,
in fact, really cook.
m.‘ill went \zell for a year or two, when I engaged a rather
tactless head shepherd who was too much_ inclined, in my
absence, to lord it over Lloyd, so that relations between the
fwo became uneasy, and then distinctly strained.  The
climax was reached when a valuable ram, ha.vmg. thr.oqgh
the carelessness of the shepherd, been left in the killing
paddock, was innocently reduced to mutton by the cook.
Lloyd reluctantly proposed to go. : )

Now, anyone with a genius for happiness is of high value
if he do but sit down and radiate it, but when that man
can and will ceok into lhc_bar;{mn, he has to be retained
at any cost. But how was it to be done? An idea dawned.
Could he manage to hang on here till I built a house else-
where? He quite enthusiastically could, and when later he
moved away with me and becarr}e my cook, butler, garduncr,_
washerman, and general odd jobber, how my neighbours
wives all envied me him, and how they h'ated my remarks
as to women-kind being quite unnecessary in a house. Why,
even now our happy ménage comes in very llSef’l!l,. on
occasion, to hold up before th.e present management. ll_nng<
certainly did go very well with us. [ admired and enjoyed
Lloyd, and it came round to me that he had given out, that

never for the rest of his life would he work for anyone else,
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and never in all those eleven years did the least shadow of
disagreement come between us—never_blvn c.mfce. Wil

Up country there is seldom any whiskey ; o}:' [ i
it is stuff that will not keep, and there are ot grdr s
Now Lloyd, like many another good man, nee }:3 ha e
excitement occasionally, and about every six months he Do
time off to go to town. He was never any the worfse: wdl
he came back; a trifle more warm-hearted andB ne?h ‘)"é
perhaps a shade more loquacious, that was all. t:lt f]:
had just returned with him a rather low-down plux}]: er.‘ ak?o
just off a spree, to do some work in the .house. Tde‘we.e e};
coach came by next day, and happening ‘to see the nvIert g ¥
down and deposit something or other in the bushes, l oof
occasion to stroll round and investigate. Two bottles o
whiskey, so discovered, were destroyed, without hesnta_tlog,
as absolute contraband; but this stern sense of rectitude
did not prevent me feeling uncommonly mean when I saw
those two poor thirsty devils quartering the ground in every
direction in search of the lost treasure. At last Lloyd came
and hesitatingly enquired of me, and I told him what I had
done, and why. :

After a painyful pause, and with almost tearful solemnity,
he said: “ Well, Sir——the bond that’s kept us t\’vo to-
gether all these years is busted, Sir.” But it wasn t—fox:
next morning he was nipping round with his housework
and gardening, as happy as evor. A

I have been blest in having many better mén than myself
working under me on one job or another, but of #ll of

them, * Mr, Lloyd, down at Kenway’s,” has, I think, the

warmest place in my memory. PuiLie T. KENWAY.

The Social Credit Movement,
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the Whole product of
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higher prices, and so on, The

he simultaneons creation

ot » and would, therefore, eliminate the dan-
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While, :h of any section ef the community,
viduyal enterprige, | 1204, they widen the scope for indi-
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