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THEWhite Book, issued last week and’ summarised elsewhere for ourreadersby
Mr. C. H. Norman,cannot
be said to throw a very strong light upon the origin of
thepresentwar.
The Correspondence
confirms
the
popular view of theprime responsibility of Germany,
but not so clearly a s t o absolve any one of the other
countriesfrom atleast a share in it. W e mustsuppose, indeed, what in the nature of things was only to be
expected, that the origins of the war are not to be found
in its immediatelyprecedentexcuses,
but in the diplomatic and general history
of the involved Powers duringthelast decade. For the inflammability of the relationsbetween
AustriaandRussiaandAustriaand
Servia,forinstance,nottheimmediatecause
of the
murder of the Archduke is sufficient, but we should need
to return at least as f a r a s to Austria’s seizureof Bosnia
andHerzegovina.Similarlyfortheexplanation
of the
high tensionbetweenGermany
andRussia,not
alone
theaction of Germany’sallyuponServiashould
be
taken into account, but the whole course of German cooperationwithAustria
a t Russia’sexpense.
Forour
own intervention against Germany the excusesoffered in
the White Book, while ample in our opinion to justify
thestrongestdiplomaticprotest,
need a s well a consideration of recent history to justify protest by actual
war. Theyneed, in short,to‘besupplemented
by the
terrorism to which Englandhas beensubjectedduring the last ten yearsby reason of the totally superfluous
and provocative creation of the German Navy.

’ *

*

:

*

Therecan be no doubt. whatever, we think,thatit
is in theexistence of theGerman Navy thatEnglish
opinion finds its real justification for war with Germany.
From the moment when Germany decided upon a naval
was the Balance of Power
challenge to us, not merely
in Europethreatened,butourImperialsupremacy
as
well. W e simply could not afford from either point of
view to watch calmly thegrowthofGermany’snavy,
or be expected to fail to addourapprehensionsofits
object to the firstexcuseforwaruponGermany
that
Europeoffered. N o doubt it may be urged as it has
i n fact been urged, that Germany had as much right to
createandmaintain
a navy asEngland herself. Ah-
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abstractly this is true ; but a s the world was configured
when Germanybeganher
policy, the exercise of her
abstractrightwasneitherexpedientnor,
in theend,
possible. Soonerorlaterherrightcouldnotfailto
clash with ours, and since of the two ours was theolder
and the more imperative, the issue could not be uncertain.Onlythe
maddest ambitioncould,in
fact, accountforGermany’s
decision to beequaltoEngland
upon the sea. Nothing either in the situation of Europe
;
or in the situation of the world demanded such a step
but, on the contrary, everything conspired to make it as
ridiculous as itwasdangerous.Foronething,the
Germannavycouldneverhope
toequaltheBritish
Navy, since, to the long start we had acquired, were to
beadded the resources of theEmpire as well asthe
unanimous ,decision of all its parts to maintain our naval
supremacy. For every ship that Germany
could build with
difficulty the British Empire could build two or even three
with comparative ease. For another thing, the German
navy was not merely a dangerous luxury for Germany
herself, but its creation involved the weakening of the
defence of WesternagainstEasternEurope.Against
what
Power
is
necessary
it
for Western civilised
Europe, and England in particular, to be armed
if not
Russia? But against Russia the-British Navy was
sufficient in itself to equip navally the whole combination of
Western Europe. Inthedischarge of themeredaily
dutyofourEmpirewewere
compelled t o maintain a
Navy that could, always be depended upon by civilisation
to equal Russia’s possible navy. No need therefore existed to supplement it by a fresh Navy or to tax Western
Europe with the cost of multiplying ships already sufficient. By insisting upon building a navy Germany has,
in fact,not
onlysquandered
her ownmoneywhich
might well have been spent to better purpose against our
common Russian enemy, butshehas
compelled her
Western colleagues to squander much of theirs as well.
Ar a moderateestimate Germany’s whim 10 have a
Navy has cost Western Europe a thousand million unnecessarypounds.Finally,we
should like to know
what good Germany looked to gain for herself out of it.
A s a defence for her own shores it was unnecessary; as
a means of attack upon Russia it was superfluous;
as
adefence for her overseas commerce against England
it must necessarily be inadequate ; and a s a means of
preventingthemilitaryco-operation
of England with
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Franceithas completely failed. Altogether,inshort,
it has been a blunder a s well as a crime. It has ranged
England and France againsta Germany of which we are
the
natural
and
predestined
allies.
It
has
thrown
Western Europe against itswill and against its interests
intothesupport ofRussia.
It has made Germany no,
friends,buthas added to herenemies.Finally,
it has
broughtaboutthegreatestwarthe
world has ever
known.Amorecostlynationaltoy,
or a more wilful
extravaganceor a morecriminal infatuation than the
Germannavy,it is impossible to imagine. The future
peace of England, of Europe and of the world depends
upon its reduction to reasonabledimensions.
When
to
that object is attained, it will be time for England
withdraw her present intervention and to re-intervene in
the cause of peace. Until then, we have no reasonable
option but to continue as we have begun.

*

*

*

With every source of information in its own hands,
theGovernmenthas
an easytask
in persuadingthe
public that the conduct of the war and its administrations at home are all thatcanbe
desired. It may, in
f a c t prove to be the case, and we are not disposed
as
yet to cavilseriously at anything that has been done.
On the other hand, things may have yet to be done for
which neithertheGovernmentnortheirsupporters
of
the well-to-do classes are likely to beprepared,
ant
some of them may have to, be done very soon.
For instance, the corneringof the food supplies by thewealthy
and the consequent advance
of prices to the poor demand immediate and drastic action. It is all very well
to issuesentimentalappeals to the wealthy to refrain
of thepoor,butthe
imfromaddingtotheburdens
imprisonment of a few notorious offenders would be more
tothe purposeandtheprosecution
of a fewgreedy
shopkeepers. Inboth
Austriaand
Belgium thishas
alreadybeendonewith
goodeffect;and
much bitterness would have beensaved if the Governmenthad
done it here last week. Again, the poor have begun to
realise that the moratorium established by the Government has beendevisedmainlyin
theinterests of the
rich. Certainly it has not beenapplied to wages,but
neither has it beenapplied to the chief expenditure of
thepoor,next
to expenditureuponfood,namely,expenditure in rent. A moratoriumonrent
wouldbe a
real relief during the war ; and if, in many instances,
rent were temporarily abolished altogether, the cost
to
the State or the owners would be trivial to its rewards.

+

*

*

The future structure of English society,” says the
Saturday Review,” ‘‘ will largely depend on the exampleset :by the well-to-dointhesecritical
days.” If
that be the case we have not yet any
confidence that
the future. will be friendly to the wealthy, for not only,
as we have seen, have they utilised their power 1-0 take
thecreamof
t h e foodsupply .andthe cream of the
moratorium, but, on the evidence of the “Spectator,”
they are neglectingtheirself-assumedduty
of supplying officers to the Army in proportion to the volunteers
fromtheproletariat,andtheyare
now preparingto
put a perpetual tax upon England for the loan to the
nation of asmall part of theircapital.The
loan of
ahundred
millions cheerfully granted by Parliament
last week for the purpose of war is, we presume, to be
raised at interest.Nothingtothecontrary,atany
rate,has been so much as breathed.Butit
is easily
to be reckoned that a loan at interest is a n investment
of capital; and, as such, the wealthy who make it will
actually profit by their “ patriotism.” T o set anything
like the example demanded by the “ Saturday Review,”
the wealthy should at least undertake the loan without
interest. What,after all,isthesum
tothem?
For a
good fifty years theyhave been accumulatingwealth
under the protection of the nation until they have now
become themostopulent of any classeverknown.
It
is hard upon thenationif,
having guaranteedthem
“

“

peace all these years and the maintenance
o f the wage
system as the means of their wealth, they should
now
refuse a loan except under the terms of both repayment
and interest.
As a matter of fact, theycould
well
Only last
afford to makethe nation a present of it.
year the interest on capital
invested abroad was more
than treble of the sum
of the present loan; and double
the sum was “ saved ” and added to our 4,000 millions
of foreign investments. The
gift of a hundred millions
to the nation -would therefore mean only the gift of half
theannualsurplus
of savings alone. I t would be a
mere crumb from the table of the wealthy classes of the
country. W e hope the “ Saturday Review ” will make
thesuggestionand
plead. with itsclasstoadopt
it.

*

*

,

*

The ‘contrast of the greed
of the well-to-do with the
generosity of theproletariatistoostrikingnottobe
plain to everybody. We do not say that the proletariat
are wise to make sacrifices beyond those of the governingclasses;buttheyare,
as we know, a sentimental
lot;and,inaddition,they
feel themselvesnearer(as
theyare !) to the heart
of thenationthananyother
class.Practicallyall
thestrikes whichwere afootat
theoutbreak of thewarhavenow
beenended.
The
best of public orderhas been maintained in city no less
even
than in country, so that we may safely say that
the police could be sent to the front if they were needed
and no harm to public order here need be feared. They
have volunteered for active service, too, in such numbers
thatthe Army Council is perplexed whattodo
with
themorhow
to providethem with officers. and training.
The
Trade
Unions,
moreover,
have
put
their
organisations at thedisposal of Lhe Government for
public
use
in
food
distribution
and
other
suitable
services.Could
a proletariat,in fact, domorethan
ours has done to support the Government or to facilitate
the
success
of the
national
arms?
And has
it
certainlybeenwithoutcount
of the sacrifice,on
very
slender means, and with no expectation of reward. Yet
the sacrifice involved is really enormous ; for not only
will it be upon the poor that in the end (if the wealthy
have their way) the cost of the war will fall, but at this
moment roughly a good quarter
of the usual income of
the poor is deducted by high prices and unemployment.
If this IS not an example to the well-to-do nothing can
movethem.
We shallcertainly
bearour
experience
in mind for use after the war; and we do not doubt that
other minds will do the same.

*

*

*

From an interview withMr. and Mrs.Sidney Webb
in the ‘‘ Daily News” of last Thursday we gather that
thesewretched people areanxious to usethewaras
a means of propagandaforthemost
detestableproposals of their obsolete Minority Report. Among their
fantasticsuggestionsit
will be remembered thatthe
punishment of the unemployed by compulsory schooling
wasthemostinfamous.
T h i s veryproposal,however
finds aprominentplaceintheprogramme
of advice
offered last week by the authors of the Minority Report.
The firstaimoftheGovernment,
they say (and we
agree with them)shouldbe
to maintainthestandard
and volume of employment as far as possible a t their
tell us, shouldnot
be
peace level. B u t prices,they
fixed, but allowed to mount up as high as our monopothem.
Only
when prices
overwhelm
lists can send
wagesaltogether should theGovernmentdowhat,as
we say,theBelgian,Austrian,GermanandFrench
Governmentshavealready
done. W h y ?W e
seeno
reasonwhateverfor
declining to take a step at once
that may in the end be imperative when it is
too late.
TheWebbs, in fact, foresee thatthe fixing of prices
may be necessary before the
end of the war; but they
are apparently anxious to allow the shopkeepers to
make
their
pile first. The hoof,
however,
of the
Minority Report is seen most plainly in the proposal for
dealing with the unemployed. These are not, of course,
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to be branded with the stigma of pauperism.Ohdear
no ! “ Atallcosts we must keep them clear
of Poorlawmethodsand
influences.” But in returnfortheir
maintenancetheymustaccept
“ somekind
of training, physical o r otherwise,not necessarilymilitary.”
What this “ training ” is to be we are not told, hut we
can
guess.
Part of itis
physical-breaking
stones
most likely or marching ”a few miles a day. ’The other
partisintellectual,consisting
chiefly, wegather,
of
arithmetic. “ W h y shouldnotthelabourerbetaught
tQ draw to scale, to read aplan, to usethecommon
tools,even
to learnpracticalworkshoparithmetic?”
Why, indeed,except
thatmaintenance
wouldbetoo
dearlypurchased at the price of thesubordination of
the
unemployed
to Mr. and Mrs. Webb’s damned
schoolmasters !

*

*

*

Itisperhaps
a little too earlyyet to speculate on
the reactions of the war upon England. So gigantic an
effort, however, as the nation is now making cannot be
expected to leavesocietywhere
thewarfound
us.
Scores of traditional dogmas are being swept away and
everydayscores
of precedents are beingcreated.
In
one sense, indeed, the effect of the war has already been
revolutionary ; andwehaveyettoseeonwhat
lines
the nation will settle down when the revolution is over.
I f we emerge victorious and withcomparativelysmall
losses, it is to be feared that the military party here will
take credit to themselves and on their supposed triumph
theContinentalpattern.
erect a militarysystemon
Conscription in short, is likely to receive a fillip from the
war in spite of the fact that practically the whole nation
has shown itself ready to volunteer.
For the‘ same
reason it is possible that our governing classes, flushed
with victory and forgetful of the backing they have received fromtheproletariat,
will hardentheirhearts.
against economic reform, and in
the name of their victorydenounceeconomicreformers
a s a peril to the
nation. The doctrinelikewise of Force, which at this
moment we are attempting to disestablishinPrussia,
may find itself imported into England to our undoing.
W a s not Rome ruined by her defeat of Carthage? May
we not look to have to be on our ,guard against ruin
afterthedefeat
of Prussianismabroad?Inthe
doctrine of La Force Oblige is the
only hope for both
the
nationand its well-to-do classes.Providence,wemay
hope, is about to increase the power of theoneand,
as we fear, to maintain the power of the other. In the
day of theirtriumphletbothrememberthedutythat
power entails upon them.

*

*

*

Some talkhas
beenheard
of forming a Coalition
of
Ministry by the addition tothe presentCabinet
several members of the Front Opposition. One journal,
indeed,professed to announce the fact authoritatively.
W e can understand that in a national crisis such as the
present the lines of demarcation, always thin, between
the two parties, cease to exist practically ; nevertheless,
theoretically, in our opinion, they should still
be rigorously maintained. For the dropping of theIrishissue
we arethankful,thoughithasrequired
a European
conflagration to roast the pig. For the tacit consent of
the Unionists to the Parliament Act and other contested
measures we are likewisegrateful.But
while party
divisions are properly dropped during a national emergency they should on no account be abandoned, but held
in suspense. Nobody can tell whether disaster may not
yet befall the Government now responsible for the conduct of the war. If that shouldprove to’ be the case,
and the Opposition, by coalition with
the Government,
should be an active party to it, where would the nation
turn for analternativeexecutive?
All our eggs would
be in one basket, and no less than a revolution would
be called for to set up a new and trustworthy Government. We areprettysurethatthis
reflection has occurred to the advisers of both parties ; but it is a s well if
the Press is warned not to ignore it,
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Foreign A f f a i r s .
By S. \Verdad.
So the alleged scaremongerswere justified, andthere
is nobody left on the side of the Angells. The increase
in theFrencharmywasjustified;thethree
years’
service was justified; the Russian fears were
justified ;
and, most ironical of all to some people, the “ we want
eightandwe
won’twait ” cry was justified-for the
“ eight ” are now in the foremost line of naval defence.
Germany, with Austria to support her, is fighting
half
Europe; but Italy has
failed the ’Triple Alliance. This
was predicted in these columns some time ago, and the
prediction was reiterated last week.

*

*

*

Now let us seewherewestand.Eversincethe
Turkish Revolution of 1908 it was a racebetween the
TeutonicPowers,GermanyandAustria,and,onthe
other side, the Slav Power, Russia, as to which should
reach the Aegean first. Russia,asweallknew,was
making first forConstantinople,still
the mostimportant strategic port in the
whole world. Austria, in behalf of Germany ratherthanforher
ownsake,was
For
this
reason
Bosnia
and
making for Salonika.
HerzegovinawereannexedaftertheTurkish
Revolution; and for this reason also it was arranged
between
the Kaiser and the murdered Archduke
a t theirKonopischt meeting a few months
ago that Servia should be
of the way a t a convenientopportunity.
sweptout
Hence the great increase in the German army and the
special war levy (intime of peace) of no less than
&5o,ow333*

*

*

*

It was not thought that Servia
could be successfully
attacked until the end of 1916or even the beginning of
1917. The
German
army
had
been increased,
but
arrangementshadnot
been madeto copewiththe
extra soldiers. Itwas neverexpected, of course, that
Germany would be attacked, so the chiefs of the army
at Berlinwere in nohurry.Theythoughtthemselves,
as lords of creation, entitled to fix their own date for
thedestruction of Servia,andthey
decided that two
years would be reasonable time in which to prepare for
theevent.Theassassination
of theArchdukeandhis
Consortgreatlychangedtheposition
of affairs. The
Austrian Government suggested that there was n o time
up theTeutons inboth
likethepresentforstirring
countriesagainsttheSerbsThesharp
GermanNote
to Servia-it was nominally Austrian, but composed in
Berlin-was obviously drawnup insuch a way as to
demand its rejection. The
Servian
acceptance
embarrassedtheconspirators,but
only for a moment.
Serviawasaccused
of havingdisplayedbadfaithon
previousoccasionsandwaswarned
that no attention
could be
paid
to
her
written
word.
Germany
and
Austria wanted war; and war it had
to be.

*

*

*

The decision was
not
reached
without
inquiries.
There was a widespread strike in progress in many of
theindustrialparts
of Russia,and in St.Petersburg
alone more than 150,000 men were out. I t is suspected,
I amtold,thatthisstrikewastheresult
of German
money and German agitation; but there are no means
ofdefinitely provingthestatementtothesatisfaction
of a judge
and
jury. In
making
it,
however, the
Russian Government believes what it says. It was the
view, more
than
once
expressed,
of the
German
AmbassadorinSt.Petersburg,Count
von Pourtales,
that Russia would not dare to go to the assistance of
Servia. That a war in behalf of the Slavs against the
Teutons would be popular, and might even put a sudden
end to the strike, did not occur to the astutediplomatists
who guarded Germany’s interest in the Russian capital.
The Ambassador had satisfied himself that the revolutionary
movement
was so strong
that
the Tsar’s
Government d a r e not mobiliseeven a division,much
less twenty o r so army corps of 50,000 men each.
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been no incident in the economic and political development of Germany which has been left unnoticed in these
pages.

Further,
entirely
disregarding
the
advice
of the
Embassy staff inLondon,the
Berlin authorities believed that England would not interfere in the quarrel
any
more
than
Russia.
They
reckoned,
reasonably
enough, that with Russia and England out
of the way
France would not be likely to take the field ; and would,
in fact, have no particular interest in doing so.

*

*

*

*

The plan
was
proceeded
with.
I havemade
inquiries into the attitude of the German Government as
Ihavestateditabove,and
I havestatedit
fairly.
Austriadeclared
waronServia,Russia
moved,Germany
declared
war
on
Russia,
and
the
rest
is
current history.
*

c

*

TheGermanmistakewasenormous
; incalculable.
Even though the French army is not in such good condition as i t was in 191I , at the time of Agadir, it was
neverthelessvery well organised this summer; and,
in
fighting it alone, the Germans would have had a difficultenoughtask.
’The checkon the Belgium frontier
was never dreamt of-f,or Germans to bebeaten
by
degrading than for
Belgians is, if possible,evenmore
Turks to bebeatenbyGreeks.
And yetth,elosses
at
Liege and other towns on the frontier have been heavy ;
theGermanshave
sufferedadefeatbefore
meeting
France, or Russia, or
England-a defeat at the hands
of an insignificant Power. The perfect human machine
which forms the German army does not work well when
taken
away
from
its
methodical
environment.
The
French .army, unless I am much mistaken, works well
a t all times.

*

*

*

*

*

*

*

As for intervention by land on the
part of England,
many preparations have been made in connection with
the Expeditionary Force ; but it would be unwise to refer
to them in print. The news we are likely tohear in
the course of the next two weeks or
so will notcome
as a surprise to many of us.

+

*

*

And now for the responsibilities.Ihavegiven
sufficient indications in these columns during the last four
years to prepare every reader
of this journal for what
has happened. I havenever been deceived, by German
offers of peace and friendship ; and, to do the Germans
justice, such offers were seldom put forward, and never
officially. Proposals for a reduction in the navies were
rejected with theutmostcontempt.TheKaiserpaid
lip-service to theblessings of peace while ceaselessly
making ready forwar.Peacewas
a blessing so long
a t it assisted in the development of the German Empire ;
it became a curse when it threatened to retard. that
development.Ireferred
at the time of its publication to
General von Bernhardi’snotoriousbook,“Germany
and the Next War.” Ireferred to German designs on
Morocco, onBelgium,onHolland
; and Ievenquoted
fromGerman
semi-official papers to showwhatthe
Germandesignswere
in theNearEast.Therehas

*

*

*

Let us contemplate a calamity for a moment : What
would have been the consequence if England had been
ruled by people who were influenced by the pacifist, the
‘(Daily News,” point of view ? W h a t would our positionhave beenin the council of Europe? W e should
havetimidly held aloof fromeverycounter-movement
to the German plan of campaign ; we should have promised assistance to no one ; we should vainly have tried
to act as a moderating influence, a decisiveweight in
the balance, and all the rest of it. And as surely should
we have been infinitely worse off. The Germanattack
on France would not have been made through Belgium,
but from the coast of Kent. The depthsof “Daily News”
credulity are unfathomable. Up to the very last moment
w h e n German troops were ravaging Luxemburg and
Belgium, seizing Swiss railway stations, and penetrating
theFrenchborder
at three or fourdifferent placesthere was a school of Liberals here, and not an uninfluential
school, either, who held that we need not interfere.
It was only when the final correspondence was published
that these people realised that intervention on our part
was inevitable, had been inevitable from the beginning,
andwasemphaticallydemanded
of us as honourable
men.
Itwasourdutyatthe
end of all thetalkto
go to the assistance of France.

As for Italy, her position will become better defined
in the course of the next few days ; perhaps by the time
is published. I t isall
to herinterest
to
thisarticle
distasteful to the whole
shake off an alliancewhichis
Italiannation,andeitherthrowinherlotwiththe
TripleEntenteor
confine herself tostrictneutrality
during the war, in spite of the German ultimatum to her.
As might only be expected, the Italian Government has
not overlooked the chances of recovering Italia Irrendenta
from Austria ; for the very thought of Italian-speaking
Austrians is grotesque inview of the feelings with which
the peoples regardoneanother.Further,the
waylies
open for a dash on Southern Albania ; but I am informed
that the Italian Government may not, after all, strive to
securepossession
of Vallona Bay immediately. I t is
realised that Austria will be greatly weakened a s a result of the war with Servia and with Russia, and that,
in consequence, it will be possible to take over Vallona
at almostany time. Thisattitude,however,issubject
to modification according to circumstances.

*

*

The main opposition to the views expressed here,
of
course, came from the “Daily News” and from papers
of thesame tendency. At thelastmomenteventhe
“Daily N e w s had to acknowledge that war had been
forced upon this country in consequence of the ruthless
desire for dominance exhibited, not merely by the Germangoverningclasses,but
by the whole nation. I t is
notmerelytheupperclassesinGermany
which have
benefited by the vast economic expansion of the country.
A new and wealthy middle class hasbeen formed ; and no
one can deny that the working classes also are spending more money and living at a higher: standard than
the working classes of two generations ago, or even of
the last generation.

~

1
’

I

*

*

W e must not, then, be
blind to the acts and folly of
the schooland the Press I have referred to. The men
and newspapers concerned have acted honourably in admitting, even after the twelfth hour had struck, that we
however, are we to
could not ‘(get out of it.” What,
say about the judgment and opinions of these peoplethese idealists, in the very worst sense of the word., who
refuse to lookreality in the face and prefer to
be deceived and t o deceivetheirfollowers?
W h o will in
futurepaytheslightestattentiontothe
opinionson
foreignaffairshefinds
in the“Daily News,’’in the
“Westminster
Gazette,”
in the“ManchesterGuardian,”andotherjournals
of thesamestamp?
Who
will believe what any Liberal says of Russia, a country
of whichonly a handfulof peoplein England understand even the language? Who will heed when the Lord
Courtneys and the Wedgwoods and the Trevelyans presumetoairtheir
babyviewson
so complicated a subject as foreign politics and our duties towards our friends
andallies? I venturetosay,afterwhathashappened,
no one.

*

*

*

One
disgraceful
incident
calls
for
notice.
Among
those who worked untiringly to preserve peace
at least
betweenGermanyandEngland
was Baronvon Kuhlmann
mann, the second in command at the German Embassy.
Up to the last he haunted the Foreign
Office and tried
to put forward proposals which might induce England
of these was to the effect that
to remain neutral. One
if England promised to remain neutral Germany would
undertakenot to use her fleet against the Belgian or
French coast. The German suggestion was
necessarily
rejected ; buttherewasnodisgraceattached
to its
formulation,
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The Carmelite Press, however, headed by the “Daily
Mail,” professed to find the proposal humorous, and rereferred to thedistinguished diplomatist who madeit as the
comic Baron, the funny man of the diplomatic world and
so on--and all this before relations between this country
and Germany had finally beenbroken off. The “Daily
Mail”began
toprintparagraphsaboutBaronvon
Kuhlmann
under
the
heading
“Kuhlmann
Day
by
Day.’’ Only two of the silly articlesappeared ; for
afterthe publication of the second eventsforcedthe
Baron t o leave for Germany-and his regiment.

Military Notes.
B y Romney.
THISis not intended as a survey of the general military
situation, for, except to perhaps a dozen persons in the
country,
such
survey
a
is impossible forwant
of
accurate news. Thenumerouscriticisms
which have
been appearing in the daily press are nonsense. Nobody
knows what is happening accurately enoughto prophesy
a dayahead,and
if they did know it wouldbe their
All I can do
manifest duty to keep their mouths shut.
therefore is to reiterate a few general principles, which
might have been laid down, and which have been laid
downlongbeforethiscampaignstarted;and
to ask
readers of THE NEW AGE to bearthem inmind,lest
theyfallintothesamepit
asthe Carmelites amd be
damned with the same damnation
as the “ Mail.”

*

*

*

It is, of course grotesque to say that the Prussians
are beaten yet. ’The use of such phrases as “ Germans
ontheknee ” on the strength
of a severerepulse to
about two corps out of twenty and the request for
an
armistice to burythedead,isfatuouslycontemptible,
and
those
who
welcome such disproportionate joy
should
remember
that
those
who
are
elated
over
nothing will be despondentovernothing.
Itwasthe
tendency of the same class of newspaper to exaggerate
minor British checks into severe defeats which was the
demoralisation of ourarms in South Africa. Papers
such as the “ Mail” and “ News ” are a danger to the
State, and we shallbearmartiallaw
with the greater
equanimity if it is used to squash them.

*

*

*

Ontheotherhand,even
beforeanydecisive
steps
have been taken the skilful fencer can tell his opponent’s
skill from the first tentative touch on the rapier, so may
we be permitted to draw a few general conclusions regarding Prussian methods from what has hitherto been
which the
exposed of them. And thereisonequality
acuteobserverhaddetected
in thePrussianslong
before the beginning of any war, and in which he had
I refer to what a French
predicted their.undoing.
journal hasaptly
called their “ giddypride.”The
Prussianworships force. Hehas made a philosophy
acd a system of this worship-and,
be it remembered,
howl andderide
themajority of those who shout and
him in respect of the filthy brutality and injustice which
that worship entails, were but
a month since extolling
and imitatinghimbecause
of it.
W h o doesnot remember-except perhaps the guilty partiesthemselvesthe openadmiration
of Germanbadfaithand
unscrupulousnesswithwhich
ourpresswas
filled? The
openproclamation
thatfaithandjusticewere
nonexistent? that the use of force was absolute? the kissing and slobbering over the precious mailed fist? Now
the main thing about pride is that it is sin, and like all
sin,thoughitbetemporarily
successful, brings, its
certain retribution.
For
forty
years
the
Prussian
Government,aided by suchhalf-baked
andbarbarian
cads as Treitschke and Houston Stewart Chamberlain,
has been engaged in telling theGerman people that
a
theyandtheirarmyareinvincible;thattheyare
chosenand ahigher race; destined to ruletheearth,
and s o f o r t h Chief amongtheresults of such fatuity

isanexaggerated
contempt for theapparentlyweak,
unworthy and unsoldierly jeers a t little nations like the
Belgians, which, even if they had possessed a measure
of justification,couldhave
had no result but to sting
the victims into courage. The Belgians are not cowards.
They never were, though they may, until recently, have
lacked that nationalandfightingtradition
which the
future. But
defence of Liege will givethemforthe
even if theyhadbeen,Prussianbrutality
wo’uld have
made men of them.Readers
of thesenotes
will remember the
frequent
protests
which
I
have
made
against the undervaluation of little nations by military
megalomaniacs.
They
were
wrong
in
the
case
of
Servia. They were wrong
in the case of Greece. They
have been shown thank God, to have been wrong In
the case of Belgium also. This war
will not be fought
in vain if it buries such boobies with the lies which they
have told us.

*

*

*

Thereisanadditionaland
a morematerialreason
whythesmallnationisnot
so badlyhandicapped as
fools
make
out.
Any ignoramus
can
look up
Whitaker’s Almanac and can discover that on paper the
500,000, and
Belgian or Servianforcesnumbersay,
the German or Austrian, say, 5,000,000, and draw his
foolishconclusions.
Butnumbersinwarare
useless
unlessyoucan deploythem.Considerationsofsupply
andtransportalone
will preventthegreaterpower
of
fromplacinganythinglikeitsnominalsuperiority
numbers in the field at once. Goliathmaybeanable
toattack DavidwithmorethanDavid’sstrength.In
suchcircumstancesthelargerpower’srealadvantage
lieswithreserves.
Itcan go onsupplyingmenand
money,whilst thesmallpowerhas
placed its ownall
in the field at once. Butwhere the victorymustbe
won, as at present,either quickly ornot at all, such
reserves are largelyvalueless.

*

*

*

As regards the German attempt to storm Liege
Mr.
Belloc was right when years ago he foresaw its. value.
to see what elsecould have beendone.
Yet it is hard
The truth is that, between Russia and France, each
of
which cantacklehersinglehanded,andwithher
only
Ally, Austria,tiedupintheBalkans,Germanyisin
a hopeless position andcan onlyhope forsuccess by
a desperateandsuccessfulattackonFrancebefore
Russia can move. Such an attack is almost certain
to
fail.Even
if thePrussianarmywere
still a s superior
totheFrench
as itspride
would imagine,it
could
scarcely hope to bring France to terms in a couple of
months. The planmighthave
succeeded at thetime
it was formulated, in the ’nineties. France and Russia
were then weaker, Austria unhampered by Servia, Italy
an active member of the Triple Alliance, and England
neutral or Francophobe. But
since then everything has
changed to, Germany’sdetriment.Ontheotherhand,
the nature of the frontier, the lay
of the railways and
so forthhavepreventedanychangeintheoriginal
scheme. IfGermanyhad
beenwise
she would have
realised thefactandmadefriendswithone
cr other
of the
overwhelming
coalition
against
her;
with
England by abandoninghernavalplans;
with France
by a surrender of Alsace-Lorraine ; with Russia by other
concessions.
But
her
pride
forbade
her.
She
remainedin an impossible position,andshemust
pay
for it.

* * - E

rejoice
I
that wehavenotactuallybrokenwith
AustroAustria.
When
this
war
has
ended,
an
English alliance to curbRussianpowerisnotan
unlikelynecessity.
I t mayalso be possible to hope that
from the debris we shallsee a resurrectedPoland.

*

*

*

I think we may say with Goethe on a former occasion
that we are assisting at the birth of a new epoch.
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National Guilds.

Towards

A GREAT deal of attention cannot be expected for these
of theEuropean war.
Notesduringtheterribledays
Nevertheless, since we also
are on duty, we shall continue them while still we may. Observations during
an
eclipse are frequently of the utmost value in astronomy;
and it may be that during the present total
eclipse of
normal
civilisation
observations of great
value
to
economicsmay be made. The paramount need for the
State as the chief executive organ of society, for example, is never again likely to bedenied by men who
have lived throughthesedays.Not
a syndicalist,in
short, should dare to raise his head again in our
time.
as nowprevails we have seen
Inanemergencysuch
that the State hasundertaken well nigheverythingto be impossible to it.
duties that have been declared
By a stroke of thepentherailwayshavebeentaken
over. By another stroke the whole business of mercantile insurancehas beentemporarilynationalised.
By
still another the food supply
may be, first,controlled,
then wholly nationalised,and, in the end, communal.communasield. Shouldthecritical
periodcontinuebeyondthe
of evenmore
remedy of theseStatemeasures,others
revolutionarycharactermaybe
confidentlyexpected.
It would not take much to induce the State to assume
the control of agriculture, of mining, of the entire transport. By theend of a prolongedwarEnglandmight
even a Communist
become a SocialistState,perhaps
State.

*

*

*

I t need not be saidthat a Socialism so established would
a s easily and as speedily be disestablished by th'e same
means. In other words, the objection to such a realisation
of Socialisthopes is that the conditioncouldnot
last.Buttheworking
model would have .been once
erected and thereafter our aspirations might cease to be
regardedasUtopian.What
would be needed to give
themstability?
W e unhesitatinglysay that t-he Guild
System, joined with such
State effort as we are to-day
seeing made, would ensure a Socialism that would give
us all the advantages now obviously derived from State
action, together with all the advantages derivable from
the willing co-operation of the workers concerned. For,
disguised as it may be by th,e patriotism of the moment,
the military character of the present regime is apparent
andwould, if longcontinued, become onerous.Everything is directed from above and for the particular object
defined by the condition of being at war. It is, in fact,
theseizure by theState of the whole instruments of
civil andindustrial society for the particular object of
directing them against a bellicose enemy. But imagine
the same instruments seized by the State during peace
and directed, not with
a view to war, but with a view
to civilisation. The control would necessarilycease to
be militaryin
character,and become industrial ; and
this in turn would necessitate a free-play
of energy in
the constituent bodies of workmen that is not possible
at this moment. In a word, it would necessitate Guilds.

*

*

*

TheTradeUnions,wefear,arenotyetinan
intellectualcondition
to realisetheiropportunities,but
thelessonsnow
in progressshouldteachthem
something. The Navy, we
may be sure, will maintain many
of the privileges of its responsibilities ; and almost as a
National .Guild the King, it will be observed, addressed
ourFirst
Line. The Army,likewise,
is a corporate
bodywithprivileges
of its own, traditions of its own,
and responsibilities of its own. To the Army as to the
NavytheKing
will address himself on behalf of the
W a s thereany need
nation as to a National Guild.
of thecountry,the
that, in takingovertherailways
King on behalf of the State should have been compelled
to make no reference to the corporate body of the Railway Service?Nobody,
we areafraid,remarkedthe
omission-as if, in fact, the men of the Railway Service,
unlike thepersonnel of theNavyandArmy,had,
of
course, no claim to becounted as an integral part of

the State ! For this the fault is theirs ; as the fault for
thesame
omission will fallin
duecourse upon the
Miners, theTransportWorkers,theEngineers,the
Agricultural Labourers.

*

*

*

We are charged by several reviewers with consideringtheinterests of theproducers exclusively. We d o
not plead guilty, for itis obvious that a theorythat
assumes a partnershipbetweentheconsuming
State
and the ,producing Guilds cannot be said to neglect the
consumer.
Ontheotherhand,
we arenot displeased
by the charge since it confirms our impression that even
theleastconsideration
given to theproduceris
teregarded by the jealous and greedy consuming public
as
treachery to itself, and since, moreover, it was with the
of the producer thatour
hithertoneglectedinterests
bookwas mainly concerned. Jealousy of theproducer
may be said to be the natural characteristicof a wealthy
leisured class consisting almost entirely
of consumers ;
itis therefore,aboveall,aclass
prejudice.
Butit
exists to a smallerextentevenamongtheproducers
themselveswhentheylookuponthemselves
as consumers. They, too,
cheerfully buy sweated goods without enquiring into the conditions under which they are
produced. Buthereitis
a new view of social economic
a measure,we find it in
that is needed; and, in
Mr. J. A. Hobson's " Work and Wealth " (Macmillan.
8s. 6d. net). Fornext to Mr. StephenReynolds,who
has alwaysseenproductionnolessthanconsumption
as one of tbe possible pleasures of life, Mr. Hobson
mostclearlystatesthecasefortheproducer.What,
in effect, does it amount to? That
sinceproduction is
no less necessary than consumption, and
occupies, perhaps,almost as large a part of our lives, thesame
kind of considerationwegive
to consumptionshould
If,forthepresent,
society
begiven to production.
looksupon itself as mainly composed of consumers, it
is, at best, only half the possible pleasure of life that is
so derived. Butif, to thepleasure
of ,consumption,
pleasureinproduction
could be added, the total gain
in
well-being
would
be
enormous.
Why,
after
all,
since we are impelled naturally to production, should we
Is
not
enjoy
production
equally
with,consumption?
thecurse of Eden uponwork
eternal?Everyartist
andcraftsman,everyman,in
fact, at hisown
job
(whateveritmay be) finds thecurselifted.
It isthe
business of statesmen in conjunction with the workers
to lift it from society at large.

*

*

*

Nothing is more absurd than the cry
of the reactionaries that the removal of economic inequalities will reducethefaculties
of men to a common level. The
natural inequalities, of which the same class of people
make a great point, must be very precarious
indeed if
intheydepend for theirmaintenance uponeconomic
equalities.Indeed,
theassumption is, sheer materialism
ism,beingbasedupon
the doctrine that material c o n
ditionsdeterminespiritualconditions.Butwhatthe
material
conditions
may
be
that
hinder
or
help,
notthecreation
of genius,butits
fulfilment in the
world of action, is as yet incompletely known. Just as it
is certain that genius
will not necessarily " out," any
more than murder; so it is certain that we are not yet
able clearly to define the circumstances that keep it in.
Leisure, p e r h a p s - o r solitude and room to grow, as a
NEW AGE writer expressed it-is a first condition ; and
be fruitfulinproportion
to
this, it isobvious,should
thearea of populationoverwhich
it isspread.
At
present, for instance, leisure is only possible for a tiny
fraction of the population; and even this fraction must
beperturbed by thecontrastbetweenthemselvesand
therestof
society.
Butgiventhatleisurewere
universal, the first condition for the play of mind which is
genius might be expected to induce a very large social
return in creationandinvention.Morehumangenius,
says Mr. J. A. Hobson, is lost than saved
to-day. T h e
Guilds would a t least reverse this sad fact.

NATIONAL
GUILDSMEN.
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The Official Story.
Summarised by C, H, Norman.
THEfollowing extracts are taken from the White Paper
called “Correspondence respecting the European
Crisis. ”
The first dispatch is dated July 20, from Sir Edward
Grey toSir E. Goschen, theEnglishAmbassador
at
Berlin :
I asked the German Ambassador to-day if he had any
news of what was going on in Vienna with regard to
Servia. Hesaid that he had not, butAustria wascertainly going to take some step, and he regarded the situation as very uncomfortable. . . He saidthat it would be a
very desirable thing if Russia could act as a mediator
with regard to Servia. . . I said I hated the idea of a
warbetween any of the Great Powers, and that any of
them should be dragged into a war by Servia would be
detestable. The Ambassador agreed whole-heartedly in
this sentiment.
In a dispatch on July 23 to Sir M. de Bunsen, the
English Ambassador at Vienna, Sir Edward Grey wrote :
Count Mensdorff (the Austrian Ambassador in London)
said that if Servia, in the interval that had elapsed since
the murder of the Archduke, had voluntarily instituted
an inquiry on her own territory all this might have been
avoided. . . . I said that I would not comment upon or
criticise what Count Mensdorff had told me this afternoon, but I could not help dwelling upon the awful consequencesinvolved in the situation. Great apprehension
had been expressed to me, not specially by M. Cambon
and CountBenckendorff, but also by others, as to what
might happen, and it had been represented to me that it
would be very desirable that those who had influence in
St. Petersburg should use it on behalf of patience and
moderation. I had replied that the amount of influence
that could be used in this sense would depend upon how
reasonablewere the Austrian demands and how strong
the justification that Austria might have discovered for
making her demands. The possibleconsequences of the
present situation were terrible. If as many as four Great
Powers of Europe-let us say Austria, France, Russia,
and Germany-were engaged in war, it seemed to me that
it must involve theexpenditure of so vast a sum of
money and such an interference with trade that a war
would be accompanied or followed by a complete collapse
af European credit and industry. In these days, in great
industrial States, this would mean a state of things worse
than
that
of 1848 [the revolutionary period], and,
irrespective of who were victors in the war, many things
might be completely swept away.
Then came the Austriandeclaration against Servia,
which alleged Servian official complicity in the murder
of the Archduke Ferdinand,givingthenames
of the
suspected criminals, and the Servian reply promising
reparation, provided such reparation did not affect the
integrity of Servia.
Sir E. Grey remarked in a dispatch dated July 24 :
I added that I felt great apprehension, and that I should
concern myself with the matter simply and solely from
the point of view of the peace of Europe. The merits of
the dispute between Austria and Servia were not the concern of his Majesty’s Government. . . . Count Mensdorff
replied that the present situation might never have arisen
if Servia had held outa hand after the murder of the
Archduke. Servia had, however,shown no sign of sympathy or help.
On July 24 the Russian Minister for Foreign Affairs
informed the English Ambassadorthat Austria’s conduct was both provocative and immoral ;
she would never have taken such action unless Germany
had first been consulted; some of her demands were quite
impossible of acceptance. He hoped that Great Britain
wouldnot fail to proclaim their solidarity with Russia
and France. I said I could not, of course, speak
in the name of his Majesty’s Government, but personally I saw no reason to expect any declaration
of solidarity from his Majesty’s Government that would
entail an unconditional engagement on their part to support Russia and France by force of arms. Direct British
interests in Servia were nil, and a war on behalf of that
country wouldnever
be sanctioned by British public
opinion. M. Sazonoff replied that we must not forget that
the general European question was involved, the Servian
question being but a part of the former, and that Great
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Britain could not afford to efface herself from the problems
now at issue. I observed that his Excellency was
suggesting ,that Great Britain should join in making a
communication to Austria to the effect that active intervention by her in the internal affairs of Servia could not
be tolerated. But supposing Austria, nevertheless, proceeded to embark on military measures against Servia in
spite of our representations, was it the intention of the
Russian Government forthwith to declare war on Austria ?
M. Sazonoff thought that Russian mobilisation would, at
any rate, have to be carried out.
The German Ambassador communicated the following note on July 24 :The German Government want to emphasise their opinion
that in the present case there is only a question of a
matter to be settled exclusively between Austria-Hungary
and Servia, and that the Great Powers ought seriously
to endeavour to reserve it to those two immediately concerned. The Imperial Government desire urgently the
localisation of the conflict,because every interference of
another Powerwould be followed by incalculable consequences.
On July 24 Sir Edward Grey wrote :
I said to German Ambassador that if the Austrian ultimatum to Servia did not lead to trouble between Austria
and Russia, I had no concern with i t ; I had heard nothing
yet from St. Petersburg, but I was very apprehensive of
the view Russia would take of the situation. I reminded
the German Ambassador that some days ago he had expressed a personal hope that, if need arose, I would endeavour to exercise moderating influence at St. Petersburg, but now I said that, in view of the extraordinarily
stiff character of the Austrian note, the shortness of the
time allowed, and the widescope of the demands upon
Russia wasconServia, I felt quite helpless asfaras
cerned, and I did not believe any Powercould exercise
influence alone. The only chance I could see of mediating or moderating influence being effective was that the
four Powers, Germany, Italy,
France,
and
ourselves,
should work together simultaneously at Vienna and St.
Petersburg.
Sir Edward Grey then sent this advice to the British
representative at Belgrade on July 24 :
Servia ought to promise that, i f it is proved that
Servian officials,however subordinate, wereaccomplices
in the murder of the Archduke at Serajevo, she will give
Austria the fullest satisfaction. She certainly ought t o
express concern and regret. . . . I urged upon German
Ambassador that Austria should not precipitate military
action.
M. Sazonoff, on July 25, telegraphed to the Russian
representative a t Vienna a request that Austria should
extendthe time-limit of herultimatum to Servia. Sit
E. Grey, on the same date, wired, :
Austrian Ambassador has been authorised to explain
to me that the step taken at Belgrade was not an ultimatum, but a demarche with a time-limit, and that, if the
Austrian demands were not complied with within the
time-limit, the Austro-Hungarian Government would
break off diplomatic relations and begin military preparations, not operations.
The English Ambassador at St. Petersburg wired to
Sir E. Grey on July 2 5 :
If Servia should appeal to the Powers, Russia would be
quite ready to stand aside and leave the question in the
hands of England, France, Germany, andItaly. It was
possible, in his opinion, that Servia might propose to
On my expressing
submitthe question to arbitration.
the earnest hope that Russia would not precipitate war
by mobilising until you had time to use your influence in
favour of peace, his Excellency assured me that Russia
had no aggressive intentions, and she would take no
action until it was forced on her. Austria’s action was in
reality directed against Russia. She aimed at overthrowing the present status quo in the Balkans. He did not
believe that Germany really wanted war, but her attitude
was decided by ours. If we took our stand firmly with
France and Russia there wouldbe no war. If we failed
them now, rivers of bloodwouldflow, and wewould in
the end be dragged into war.
On July 25 the Austrian Minister left Belgrade, and
on the same day Sir
E. Grey wired to the British Ambassador at St. Petersburg :
I do not consider that public opinion here wouldor
oughtto
sanction our goingto
warover
a Servian
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quarrel. If, however, war does take place, the development of other issues may draw us into it, and I am thesefore anxious to prevent it.
The English Ambassador at Vienna wired on July 26 :
According to confident belief of German Ambassador,
Russiawillkeepquietduring
chastisement of Servia,
which Austria-Hungary is resolved to inflict, having received assurances that no Servianterritory will be annexed by Austria.
Onthesamedaythereisthistelegram
from the
English Ambassador at Berlin to Sir E. Grey :
Emperor returnssuddenly to-night,andUnder
SecreAffairs saysthat
German
tary of State forForeign
Foreign Office regret this step, which was taken on his
Majesty’s own initiative.Theyfear
thathis Majesty’s
sudden return may cause speculation and excitement.
OnJuly 27 theEnglishAmbassador
at Berlintelegraphed to Sir E. Grey :
The German Secretary of State said that as yet Austria
if Russia mobiwas onlypartiallymobilising,butthat
mobilised againstGermany, the latter would haveto follow
suit. I asked him what he meant by mobilising against
if Russiaonly
mobilised in
Germany.” Hesaidthat
south, Germany would not mobilise, but, if she mobilised
in thenorth, Germany would have to do so too, and Russian
system of mobilisation was so complicated that it might
be difficult exactly to locate her mobilisation.
Onthesame
day Sir E. Grey telegraphed to the
British Ambassador a t Berlin :
German Ambassador has informed me that German
Government accept in principle mediation between
AustriaandRussiaby
the four Powers, reserving of
course, their right as an ally to help Austria if attacked.
He has also been instructed to request me to use influence
in St. Petersburg to localise the war and to keep up the
I replied that after theServian
peace of Europe.
reply it was at Vienna that some moderation must be
urged.
On July 28 Austria declared waruponServia,and
M. Sazonoff expressed the opinion thatGermany is, if anything, in favour of the uncompromising attitude adopted by Austria.
The Berlin Cabinet appear to be exerting no influence on their ally. The Ambassador considers that the Servian reply is insufficient.
This attitude of the German Government is most alarming. It seems to me that England is in a better position
than any other Power to make another attempt at Berlin
to induce the German Government to take the necessary
action.
Still on July 28, Sir E. Grey telegraphed to the British
Ambassador at Berlin :
I understand thatthe RussianMinister
for Foreign
Affairshas proposed afriendlyexchange
of views to
theAustrian Government,and, if thelatter accepts it,
will no doubt relieve the tension and make the situation
less critical. . . The German Government, having accepted the principle of mediation between Austriaand
Germany by the’ four Powers, if necessary, I am ready to
propose that the German Secretary of State should suggest the lines on which this principle should be applied.
I will, however, keep the idea in reserve until we see how
the conversations between Austria and Russia progress.
M. Sazonoff telegraphed on the 28th to the Russian
‘Ambassador a t Berlin :
In consequence of the declaration of war byAustria
againstServia, theImperial Governmentwillannounce
to-morrow the mobilisation in the military circonscription
tions of Odessa, Kieff, Moscow, and Kazan. Please inform
German Government, confirming the absence in Russia
of any aggressiveintentionagainstGermany.
’The EnglishAmbassador
at Viennathen
wired to
Sir E. Grey :
I am informed by the Russian Ambassador thatthe
Russian Government’s suggestion has been declined by
the Austrian Government. Thesuggestion
was to the
effect that the means of settling the Austro-Servian conflict should be discussed directly between Russian Minister for Foreign Affairs and the Austrian Ambassador at
St. Petersburg, who should be authorised accordingly.
TheRussian
Ambassador thinksthat
a conference in
London of the less interested Powers such
as you have
proposed, offers now the onlyprospect
of preserving
peace of Europe.
O n July 29 the English Ambassador at Berlin wired
to Sir E. Grey :

...
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I found Secretary of State very depressed to-day. . . .
He was muchtroubledbyreports
of mobilisation in
Russia, and of certainmilitarymeasures,
which he did
not specify, being takenin France. He consequently
spoke of thesemeasurestomyFrenchcolleague,
who
informed himthatthe
FrenchGovernmenthad
done
nothing more thanthe GermanGovernmenthad
done,
namely, recalled officers on leave. His Excellency denied
GermanGovernmenthad
done this, but as a matter of
fact it is true. My French colleague said it seemed to
him that when Austria had entered Servia, and
so Satisfied hermilitaryprestige,the
moment mightthen be
favourable for four disinterested Powers to discuss situationand come forward withsuggestions for preventing
graver complications. Under Secretary of State seemed
to think idea worthy of consideration, as he replied that
would be a different matter from conference proposed by
you.
Sir Edward Grey replied :
I muchappreciatelanguage of Chancellor. His Excellency may rely upon it that this country will continue to
strain every effort to secure peace and to avertthe
calamity we all fear. If he can induce Austria
to satisfy
Russia and to abstain from going so far as to come into
collision with her we shall all join in deep gratitude to
his Excellency for having saved the peace of Europe.
Again, on July 29, Sir E. Grey telegraphed to Sir E.
Goschen :
The German Ambassador has been instructedbythe
German Chancellor to inform me that he is endeavouring
to mediate between Vienna andSt. Petersburg, andhe
hopes with good success. Austria and Russia seem to be
in constant touch. I told the German Ambassador that
an agreement
arrived
at direct between Austriaand
Russia would be the best possible solution . . . mediation
wasready to come into operationby any method that
Germany thought possible if only Germany would “press
the button” in the interests
of peace.
Later on July 29 events suddenly took a most grave
turn,as is shownbythisdispatchfromtheBritish
Ambassador at Berlin :
I was asked to call upon the Chancellor to-night. He
said that should Austria be attacked by Russia a European conflagration might become inevitable owing to Germany’s obligations as Austria’s ally, in spite of his continued efforts to maintain peace. He then proceeded to
make the following strong bid for British neutrality.
He
said that it was clear, so far as he was able to judge, the
main principle which governed British policy, that Great
Britain would never standbyand
allow France to be
crushed in any conflict theremight be. That, however,
wasnot the object at which Germany aimed. Provided
that neutrality of Great Britain were certain, every assurance would be given to the British Government that the
Imperial Government aimed at no territorial acquisitions
at the expense of France, should they prove victorious in
any war that might ensue. I questioned his Excellency
about the French colonies, and he said that he was unable
to give a similar undertaking in that respect. As regards
Holland, however, his Excellencysaid that, so long as
Germany’s adversaries
respect
integrity
the and
neutrality of the Netherlands, Germany was ready to give
his Majesty’s Government an assurance that she
would
do likewise. It depended upon the action of France what
operationsGermany might be forced to enter upon in
Belgium, but when the war was over Belgian integrity
would be respected if she had not sided against Germany.
His Excellency ended by saying that ever since he had
been Chancellor the object of his policy had been, as you
were aware, to bring about an understanding with England.
On the 29th Sir E. Grey sent by messenger an illuminating dispatch to the British Ambassador at Paris :
After telling M. Cambon to-day how grave the situation
seemed tb be, I thought it necessary to
tell
him
also that public opinion here approached the present difficulty from quite a different point of view from that taken
during the difficulty as to Morocco a few years ago. I n
the case of Morocco the dispute was one in which France
was primarily interested, and
in which it appeared that
Germany, in an attempt to crush France, was fastening
a quarrel on France on a question that was the subject
of a specialagreement between Franceand us. In the
present case the dispute between Austria and Servia was
not one i n which we felt called to take a hand. Even if
the question became one between Austria and Russia, we
should not feel called upon to take a hand in it. It would
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then be a question of the
supremacy of Teuton or Slav.
If Germany became involved and
France
became
involved, we had
not
made
u p our
minds
what
we should do; it wasacase
that we shouldhave
to
consider. France would then have been drawninto a
quarrel which was not hers, but
in which, owing to her
alliance, her honour, and interest, obliged her to engage.
We are free from engagements,and we shouldhave to
decide what Britishinterests required us to do. I was
about to warn PrinceLichnowskynot
to count on our
standing aside, but it would not be fair that I should let
M. Cambonbe misled intosupposingthatthismeant
that we had decided what to do in a contingency which
I still hope might not arise. M. Cambon stated that I
had explainedthesituation
veryclearly,and
made no
criticism on this announcement of policy. . . . He said
French o inion was calm, but decided. He anticipated a
demand opinion Germany thatFrance
would be neutral
whileGermanyattackedRussia.
This assuranceFrance
could not give; she was bound to help Russia if Russia
was attacked.
It is clear from this dispatch that, irrespective of the
Belgianquestion,Englandhad
beencommittedirretrievably,thoughnot
in words, in diplomatichonour
-whatever that may be-to
France.
On July 29 theAustrianAmbassador
in London
stated to Sir E. Grey thatThe war withServia must proceed. Austria could not
be exposed to the necessity of mobilising again and again
as she had been obliged to do in recent years.
The EnglishAmbassador a t Viennatelegraphedon
July 30 to Sir E. Grey :
The French Ambassador hears from Berlin thatthe
German Ambassador at Vienna is instructedtospeak
seriously totheAustro-Hungarian
Governmentagainst
acting in a manner calculated to provoke a European war.
Unfortunately the German Ambassador is himself so
identified with extremeanti-Russianandanti-Servian
feeling prevalent in Vienna that he is unlikely to plead
the cause of peace with entire sincerity.
The English
Ambassador
at
St.
Petersburg
then
wired a dramatic account of an interview between the
Russian Secretary for Foreign Affairs and the German
Ambassador on July 29-30:
German Ambassador had
a
second interview
with
Minister of Foreign Affairs at a a.m., when former completely broke down on seeing that war was inevitable. He
appealed to M. Sazonoff to make some suggestion which
he could telegraph to the German Government as a last
hope. M.Sazonoff accordingly drew up andhanded to
German Ambassador this formula : “If Austria, recognisind
recognsingthat her conflict with Servia has assumed character of
question of Europeaninterest, declares herself ready to
eliminate from her ultimatum points which violate principle of sovereignty of Servia, Russia engages to stop all
military preparations.”
The EnglishAmbassador
atParis
telegraphed on
July 30 :
President of the Republictells me thatthe Russian
Government have been informed by the German Governmobilisation Germentthat unless Russiastoppedher
many would mobilise. But a further report, since received
from St. Petersburg, states that the German communication had been modified, and was now a request to be inwould consent to deformed on whatconditionsRussia
mobilisation. The answer given is that she agrees to do
so on condition that Austria-Hungary gives an assurance
that she will respect the sovereignty of Servia, and submitcertaindemands
to international discussion. President thinks that these conditions will not be accepted by
Austria. He is convinced that peace between the Powers
is in the hands of Great Britain. If England would come
to the aid of France there would be no war, for Germany
would at once modify her attitude.
On July 30 Sir E. Grey rejected the conditional suggestion of the German Government in regard to British
neutrality :
H.M. Government cannot entertainthe
Chancellor’s
proposal that they should bind themselves to neutrality
on such terms. What he asks us in effect is to engage to
stand by while French colonies are taken and France is
beaten so long as Germany does not take French territoryasdistinct
from the colonies. From the material
point of view such a proposal is unacceptable, for France,
without further territory in Europe being taken from her,
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could be SO crushed, asto
lose her position as a
Great Power, and become subordinate to German policy.
It would be a disgrace for us to make this bargain with
Germany at the expense of France, a disgrace from which
the good name of this country would never recover. The
Chancellor also asks us to bargain away whatever obligaof
tion or interest we have as regardstheneutrality
Belgium. We could not entertain that bargain either. . . .
Thenthereareprintedthedocuments
which Sir E.
Greyreadinhisspeechon
BankHolidayproviding
for military and naval co-operation between France and
Englandincertainevents.OnJuly
31 theFrench
Minister for Foreign Affairs telegraphed tu the French
Ambassador in London reports showing that Germany
was takingaggressiveaction
on theFrenchfrontier
near Metz, adding : “As you see,Germanyhasdone
it.”Onthesameday,discussions
wereresumed between Austria and Russia, and Sir E.
Grey telegraphed
to the English Ambassador at Berlin :
If Germany could get any reasonable proposal put forward that made it clear Germany and Austria were strivingto preserveEuropean
peace, andthat Russiaand
France would be unreasonable if they rejected it, I would
support it at St. Petersburg and Paris, and go the length
of saying that if Russia and France would not accept it,
H.M.’s Government would have nothing more to do with
the consequences
but, otherwise, I toldGerman
Ambassador that if France became involved we should be
drawn in.
On July 31, the English Ambassador at Berlin telegraphed :
According to information just received by German
Governmentfrom their Ambassador at St. Petersburg,
whole Russianarmyand fleet are being mobilised. . .
Germany must certainly prepare
for all emergencies.
O n July 31 Sir E. Greydemanded
anundertaking
from
Germany
and
France
that
Belgian
neutrality
wouldberespected.
OR thesamedaySir
E. Grey
was still wavering apparently, though,
in reality, England was deeply involved :
I believe it to be quiteuntruethat
our attitude has,
been a decisive factor in situation.GermanGovernment
do notexpectourneutrality.
We cannotundertakea
definite pledge to intervene in a war.
The British Ambassador at Paris reported on July 31
thaftheGermanAmbassadortherehadaddressed
and
ultimatumtoRussia
requiring that
Russian
forces
de-.
should be demobilised. Inthemeantime,Germany
clined to guarantee to respect the neutrality of Belgium,
allegingcertain
hostile acts by Belgium ; butthe
FrenchGovernmentexpressedtheir
willingness to do
so OnAugust I , Austriaordered a general mobilisation of her army and fleet; and on the same day came
this astonishing telegram, which would have ended the
whole matter, but was of o r avail :
The Austro-Hungarian Ambassador declared the readiness of his Government to discuss the substance of the
Austrianultimatum
to Servia. M. Sazonoff replied by
expressing his satisfaction, and said it was desirable that
the discussion should take place i n London with the
participation of the Great Powers. M. Sazonoff hoped
that the British Government would assume the direction
of thesediscussions.The
wholeof
Europe would be
thankful to them.
Other telegrams deal with complaints relating to interference with British shipping and with the
violation of
the neutrality of Luxemburg and Belgium by Germany,
resulting in theEnglishultimatum
to Germany. On
to theFrench AmbasAugust 2, Sir E. Greywired
sador at Paris :
After the Cabinet this morning, I gave M. Cambon the
following memo : “I am authorised to give an assurance
that if the German fleet comes intothe
Channel or
throughthe NorthSea to undertakehostileoperations
against French coasts or shipping, the British fleet will
give all the protection in its power.”
This assurance was inevitable, after the arrangement
under which France was to maintainhernavy
in the
Mediterranean,
involving
that
her
northern
coasts
would be wholly unprotected
from
German
naval
attack.
’
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0 You Labour !
Or, E, P, P. P, P.
B y Charles Brookfarmer.
(REPORTof Lecture by SirPercyFitzpatrick,member
of the Legislative Assembly of South Africa, on “ The
Present Positionin
SouthAfrica
”
totheLondon
Chamber of Commerce, Cannon Street, July
21, 2.30).
Mr. FAITHFUL
BEGG: Gentlemen, itis my pleasant
privilege to introduce to you, that is, if he needs any
introduction,SirPercyFitzpatrick.
I don’tquite
knowonwhatgrounds
to introducehim to you
whetherbecause of his great publicservices,his
great business career, or his great literary merits..
Theattendanceheretoday
shows thatthereis
of Londonin
South
greatinterest
in theCity
Africa . . . labourtroubles . . deportations.
That was an object lesson for us how to deal with
emergencies.
(Applause.)
Occasions
arise when
you mustdealwiththeseemergencieswiththe
(Applause.) . We here in the
gloves off.
ChamberknowMr.Buxtonvery
well. We have
always had the greatest satisfaction in dealing with
him.
Sir P. F. : Mr. Chairman,ladiesandgentlemen,
I
desire to express my gratitude to you forthe
to addressthis
opportunityyouhavegivenme
distinguished
meeting.
We’re
all
business
men
here. . . I have t o acknowledge another very very
welcome piece of advice “ Don’t load us up with
. It’s a history-makingcountry,
statistics.”
SouthAfrica ; our principal industry is making
discovery of the goldhistory. . Thencamethe
thedreams of
fields in ’86, when wealthbeyond
avaricewas discovered.
. I’m takingperiods of
which you can yourselves strikea balance-sheet ! . .
W e don’ttalkparty politicshere.
(Laughter.) .
Thereis too much of it in South Africa,butyet
men on opposite sides are in hearty agreement with
The principalindustry,the
final
eachother !
backbone of South Africa is mining. . W e had
ourlabour
supply settled by other people. You
were unfortunate in seeing Chinamen in chains, we
only sawthem inmotor-cars.
(Hear, hear !) . .
We’ve had to pay for it. It’s cost us very heavily,
In
thisinterferencewiththeLabour
Supply.
dividends,inprofits,inemployment
and inoutput !-! . . Double taxation ; it will make foreign
countriesmoreattractive
to Britishcapitalthan
Britishcountries.
. . W e need capital and even
more do we need white population.
As wesay
amongourselves
“ give u s a white
man.”
Of
course, we prefertheBritish,
everybody prefers
their own people, but we’re sufficiently Catholic to
. Mr.
say, “ Give us the good white European.”
Beggmadereference
to ourtroubles in thelast
twelvemonths.I’dlike
to say a word or two on
that point. Our; railways are GOVERNMENT--OWNED
railways . . these two bodies, the miners and the
railwaymen, outnumbering the rest as they do, that
makesthepositionverydangerousandcallsfor
good far-sightedstatesmanship. . . IntheTransREPRETransvaal we have a provision for PROPORTIONAL
SENTATION in
Parliamentandpractically
ADULT
WHITEMALESUFFRAGE.
Is thereanything in the
play to the
world which in practicegivesfairer
people? . . Butwhentheyceased
to exercise to
the full their powers and when they decided to re.
sort to violence, they’d a badcase,gentlemen,
I
don’tcarewhattheirgrievances
were. . But
this time, in January this year, the people of South
Africa were
ready.
‘They have deaIt
with
the
matter-unlawfully ? T h e people had to die to
starvationor
submit ! . . . When our Defence
Force is turned out, there’ssomething got to be
shownforit ! . . I t wasn’t the Government, it
wasthe people of the country who demanded a
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settlement
and
the
assurance
that
it
wouldn’t
occur
again. . Gentlemen, there
were
six
million
savages. . And surely to takethesemeasures
against people whoaretheenemies
of society
as theysee it,was a very democraticfactor.
Supposetheyhad
got a greatgrievance;
well,
they’ve got the means of PARLIAMENT-(APPLAUSe)but,gentlemen,theyhadn’tthenumbers,nor
th.e
The deportation
grievances.(Loudapplause.)
tions which were
criticised
at first 2nd
now
applauded.(Applause.)
Smallportion of the
community,butthereisalwaysthedecentlawabidingnine-tenths of the people.
. Farming.
These people whohaveleftthefarms
needn’t
despair.Theyneverlearned
to work; letthem
learn ! Butinstead of bringingthem in towork
ontheland,
they aretryingtobringthem
in as
owners of the land, and the result is that
a great
deal of land is locked up. .
The thing to do to
helpour
people is to bring inpeople from overseas ! ! . South Africa, I may bebiased,it’s
my nativecountry
; I believein
it. . . Those
are ONLY LAWS AND UNTIL THE RIGHT SPIRIT’S BE-
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HIND THEM TO MAKE THEM WORK THE RIGHT WAY,
THEY WON’T WORK AT ALL.
It’s a world-market,

..

I tell you, a world-market. . . You cut your crops
six times a year, 2 ft. 6 in., high. . . Finest climate
in the world,wherethe
men canwork
twelve
no diseases ! . . . Gentlemonths in the year, and
men,it’sheartbreaking.
(Hear, hear.) . . . W e
want to start that little stream-a little capital and
a fewimmigrants.Onecapitalist,
if hemakes a
little more there than he does here, and he ought
to, in these times-(Laughter)-will
tell another. . .
So, if they get the right thing at the right price in
theright
place,a
big success will follow. (Sits
down.)
Mr. SOPER(soaps Sir P. F.) : Sir Percy Fitzpatrick is
not only a talker, but a doer, and therefore we respect him. . . .
DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN
: It’s the fust time I’ve ever ’ad the
I lived
pleasure of ’earing ’im speak,although
severalyearsinSouth
Africa. . . (Questions are
invited.)
VOICE: Is Sir Percy Fitzpatrick aware that the
depor!” “Sit
tation of the nine was illegal?(“Order
down, sit down !”)
Sir P. F. : Yes,Isaid
so. (Laughter.)
VOICE
: Is’eawarethat
if they’d taken my advice,
they’d’ave
gonebacktoSouthEfrica?
(“ Sit
down !”)
Sir P. F. : I mayassure you that, if theyhadgone
back,theywouldn’thave
been received. (“Hear,
hear,” and applause. VOICEputs an unintelligible
question about “ our Indian fellow-subjects.”) Sir
P. F. (untruthfully) : I don’tknowwhatyou’re
talking about.
STUD.
: Sir Percy Fitzpatrick said there was no disease
in South Africa; will he give us some information
about miners’ phthisis? (“Sit down, sit
down. ”)
Sir P. F. : If you want the statistics, you can get them
muchbetterfromthe
papers.(Applause.)
STUD.
: You know all aboutit
; will youtell
us?
(“Order,”“Shut
up,’’ “Sit down.”)
Mr. F. B. : Order,order. I really cannot allow a discussion.
Sir P. F. : Ireally think it verydiscourteous.Ihave
not been there for seven years, and I’vebeen ill
for thelast year. You can find outthesethings
from the newspapers.
Mr. F. B. (shouting, as STUD.
rises) : Order, order ; I put
vote
of thanks
the resolution that a hearty
be passed to Sir Percy Fitzpatrick for coming here
this afternoon-(etc.
There is a show of hands, and
of thanksis
one ortwodissentients.)Thevote
passed unanimously ! (Exit STUD.)
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Freewill and Prophecy.
By M. B. Oxon,
THEreason why people a r e scornfulaboutprophetic
dreams is that they have no clear ideas about prophecy
and whatitactuallyentails.
For this there is in these
days no excuse, since we nave begun to learn so much
more of thehiddencauses
which work to bringthe
obvious happeningsabout.
To takehistoryalone, historical research is disclosing all the complicated undercurrents which, working through years, gradually
cut
culminated in what seemed a sudden outburst. As we say,
it is easy to be wise after the event, which means that
the causes are there and become obvious when we have
hadthemcorrellatedfor
us. So that prophecy isnot
anarbitraryrestrictiononthefutureconduct
of the
universe as it might seem to be, but only a recognition
of what is actually happening below the surface.
Supposing I can see into two high-hedged lanes down
which two motor cars are coming I may, judging their
paces, be able to prophesy a collision at the corner But
it may not come off, for one of the cars may burst a
tyre before it gets there. If I had known the state of
the tyre and that there was
a patch of fresh metal on
the road I should have prophesied differently.
No eventis an isolated one. TherearecausesleadIf we
ing
up
to
it
and
effects following from it.
only observe effects therecan be no prophecy, if we
observe causes prophecy is the necessary result. Taking
the world as a whole these causes are of a less tangible
orderthanthe
effects, in otherwords,weknowless
about emotions than actions, less about electricity than
lightning, and if insleep or otherwisewecan
get in
touchwith the emotions we are in
a position to prophesy their consequences in the world of acts. The difficulty in the way at the present moment is that we have
settled arbitrarily that certain things can only be caused
we limit the
by or influenced by certain things. In fact
areaover which causalityworks.
W e canadmitthat
a Titanic goes down because of an iceberg or carelessness (whatever that means) but not because of a Jonah.
W e imposeasimilarlimitationoncausality
in the
man.
Wearepreparedto
action of theWorldon
admit this action on mankind but not on A man for he,
as w e all know, has free-will which, though it is goingto
be true (from one point of view at any rate) at the corning of theCocqcigrues, is nottrue now. Thisisan
example of an ignorant generalisation from a misunderstood fact ; each part cannot be possessed of free-will if
it is absent from the whole. What is
I n its fullest sense it means that at any moment we
can DO anything we please-not only decide that we will
do it as is so often thought. Now
clearly if a man is
falling off a house he cannot stop
himself, but will g o
on till he reaches the ground.
He has not free-will in
his environment of the moment. A momentbeforehe
missed
might have stepped back from the edge, but he
his chance of exercisinghis free-will. Inotherwords,
free-will is the concomitant of foresight, and foresight
of
is the power in mind to see and correlate the trend
the different currents among which man lives. This is
one meaning of free-will, there is another aspect of it.
I can lift without doubt at any moment I please a Io-lb.
weight ; I cannot lift 100 lb. ;but Sandow can lift100 lb.
whenever he pleases ; so in the land of weights his freewill is moreextensive than mine. Bypractice(let
us
so actual strength is inassume) I can do the same;
cluded in the question. But a child o r a paralytic cannot
by any amount of practice do it ; so there is a limitation
imposed by the past.There
are two water taps over
my sink,one comes from the cistern, the other from
the main; if I connect these taps by a pipe the water
from the mainclearly has free-will as comparedwith
that from the cistern, but they are the same
in origin,
and both come from the reservoir, but the “heredity” of
the one is different from that of the other.
Absolute free-will of thistype,thetype
of power,
is clearly impossible except for someone who is as strong
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and as extensive as the universe, and may hence be put
aside.
There remains the free-will ofcraft, exemplified by
man,Mercurythegod
of thieves,Aeneasandjujitsu.
In this type of free-will, the free-will by mind and knowledge, a man succeeds by taking time by the forelock,
andmakingthedownrunningwagon
pull upthe
other one. As a matter of fact man is a ship-wrecked
mariner afloaton an ocean,apparentlytrackless,but
not so to those who know, for it is full of moving tracks
and currents, and his life as man, and not as animal, is
spent in making these take him where he wants to go,
and this can only be done by deciding beforehand where
he does want to go. Otherwise he spends his time drifting backwards and forwards like a leaf in an eddy. But
as long as heremainsalways
in thewaterwithhis
eyes on a level with the surface, he has a slow task in
learning the currents ; if, however, he can lift himself
out, even a little way, he has some better chance, especially if he does not disdain the knowledge gathered by
others. Or hemay climbon to a rock,fromtime
to
timeandtakehisbearings.Apparentlythetideis
rising, and rocks are becoming fewer, which deserves to
beborne in mind. Thereisanotherkind
of free-will,
which is rather academic at the present time, but should
be noticed. It is connected with “spirit.” If a man can
make himself into a water-taponthemainthenhe
has no moreworry as regards power for the pressureof
the reservoir is behind him ; but there seem to be certainrestrictionsand
difficulties attaching in thiscase
which
we
need notconsider
now. I t is calIed the
strength of weakness. W e should
notice
oneother
form, a “ pseudo-free-will ”-if
you can’t do a thing
yourself get someoneelse todoitfor
you. Thisis
the method adopted by clever dogs, and is an extremely
good one. Itistheone
whichshouldbeadopted
by
all whoworship a personal God, andbyothers,
too.
Unfortunatelyitis at presentout of vogue. The only
restrictions attached are (I), that you must make your
master want to carry you rather than drown you; and
(2), you must
not
kick
too
hard
or
you may
be
dropped. This iscalled,I think, Freedom by Grace.
To return to our Dreams. If in sleep a man lifts himself a little out of the water and sees that the current
on which he is floating is carrying him toa maelstrom he
may remember it when he wakes and may struggle
to
avoid it. In this he is often hampered
by two things.
Firstly,hedoesnotrecognisethemaelstrominits
everydayclothes,andmaykick
himself intoit
by
mistake.Secondlyeven
if he does recognise itthe
moment may have passed at which the chance wasopen
to him to changehis course.. So prophecy without knowledge is a very double-edged sword, and, except for unusually well-balanced: persons, fortune telling, astrology
and such things are bad. Not because they are
foolish
and valueless, as the ignorantsuppose, but because they
at a moment
may make the interested person struggle
when his last chance
of safety is to be quite still, becausehehasmistakenthatmomentforanother
one.
Also, themajority of clairvoyantsandastrologers
do
not pay much attention to the state of the tyres and the
road, and hence if the collision is to bring the inquirer
a fortune, and he acts on this supposition, he may be
badly situated when it fails to turn
up.
My own view, for what it is worth, on the value of
prophetic dreams, is that in so far as the dreamer can
read them for himself they are fairly devoid of danger;
forthesubconsciousknowledge
which hemusthave,
will
out of which the mangled dream was constructed,
probablysavehimfromanyveryfatalmisuse
of his
intellectualmis-acquaintancewith
the circumstances.
For this mis-acquaintance will have some relation to the
actuality since it was worked out in collaboration with
the subconsciousknowledge.
This doesnotapplyin
cases where a stranger translates it.
Somepropheticdreamsarepretty
clearly dueto
shouts of warning fromanonlookeronthebank.In
fact the whole subject of dreams and things-in-general
is considerably complicated by the presence of onlookers.
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Unedited Opinions.
What 5s Civilisation,
MAY this war notinvolve the defeat of Germany,the
most civilised Power in Europe, as Mr. Shaw calls it ;
and is not the defeat of our noblest nation a defeat for
civilisation ?
W a i t a moment.
Do notquote Mr. Shaw as an
authority upon anythingsavethepopularity
of his
a prejudiced judge of
plays
in
Germany.
Hies
German civilisation. To my mind
Germany
is
the
least civilised of thefour chief Western Powers.But
let us not discuss by and large-what do you mean by
civilisation?
After you, if you please, with the definition.
to accept the word atits
faceWell,I'mcontent
value, and to regard it as the supremacy in control of
the civil population
And that, you think, is not the case in Germany?
It is not the case
in Prussia,thatisverycertain
;
and Prussia, as you know is the predominant partner
in the GermanEmpire.The
veryideal,in
fact, of
Prussiaisnotcivilisation,but
militisation. Notehow
there everything has been subordinated to the military
ideal-social organisation, morals, manners, even what
theycallculture.
Butthesubordination
of civilisation
to militarism means, in effect, the subordination of the
civilian to the soldier,just
asthesubordination
of
society to religionmeans,in
effect, thesupremacy of
the priest. Can youconceivecivilisationflourishing
when its conditions are fixed by army officers?
Theyarenot a bad sort by any means. you would
not deny that militisation has virtues of its own?
I would not deny that barbarism had virtues
of its
own. No system that everobtainedamong men failed
toproduceits peculiarvirtues.
Without somevirtues
nosystemcouldexistforaday.
W h a t I deny is that
th,evirtuesdevelopedundermilitarism
areeitherthe
same or the equalof the virtues we hope todevelop under
civilisation.
As a system, in short,militarismis
inferior to civilisation by the very reason that its virtues
are both fewer and smaller.
Well,whataretheyandwhatarethose
of civilicivilisation ?
The virtues of militarism are naturally the virtues of
the soldier-discipline, character,courageand
so on.
Butthedistinguishing,and,
as I think,themore
inclusive, virtue of civilisation is intelligence.
But can they exist apart?
do not
You askwhether
discipline andcharacter
imply intelligence, and intelligence,
discipline
and
character? Ultimately and if eitherwereperfect,yes
;
but in a practical world, no.
But if both lead finally to the same end
why should
militarism and civilisation be contrasted ?
Because of the two the military ideal is the less likely
tobe reachedwithout
thesupport
of theother.
I
mean that givendiscipline andcharacter,intelligence
is stillnecessary to convertthem to itsownservice;
whereas given intelligence, discipline and character may
be afterwards more easily acquired.
I do not see why.
Well,the
discipline andcharacter
of a militarist
so to say, to the soul,
State like Prussia are external,
and
superimposed
upon
it.
But
the
discipline
and
character developed by the intelligence are, as it were,
native to the soul, and self-imposed.
But a wise State must impose virtues on its people,
must it not? It cannot be indifferent to their character?
to
Assuredly it cannot be indifferent; but the means
its endmay beandarevery
different. You saythat
a wise State must impose virtues on its people. A wise
primitive State must ; a wise militarist State may ; but
a wise civilised State will not. Onthecontrary,and
once again, the aim of the militarist State is to impose
the virtues of the soldier upon the citizen ; but the aim
of the civilised State is to induce in the citizen the
virtues of the soldier.

A

In the mass of citizens, however, all
the inducement
possible will :still fail to make soldierly souls of them.
Even so, one volunteer of virtueisworthten
men
pressedintoits
service.
Oneinten,infact,
justifies
civilisation. The percentage is a good yield for liberty.
I would invest more and more of society in it.
W h a t precisely do you mean by that?
Why, that if society were wise, it would throw more
andmore responsibilityupon the individual, and take
to itself
less
and less.
In
other
words,
militarism
would everywhere give place to civilisation and civilisacivilisation.
That movement, initiated
tion to more
by the Renaissance, had happily begun
to spread over
Western
Europe
when Prussia
(the
same
North
Germany that opposed the
Renaissance
with the
Protestant anti-Renaissance) revived the military cystem
and once againputthe
citizen under lock and keythistimethe
lock and key not of theological but of
militarydogmas.say
I
thatPrussiadeserves
to be
suppressed as a threateninganachronisminWestern
Europe. Either she must be brought
in step with Italy,
to heel.
France and England, or she must be brought
She must be de-militarised and re-civilised.
I am still not clear on the distinction between the two
ideals.
Well, let me illustrate it by their respective conceptions of punishment. t h e militarist ideal is to produce
discipline andcharacter by theinstitution of punishments, artificialand natural.Theideal
of civilisation
punishments,both artificiaI
is to abolishallirrelevant
andnatural;and,
in theend, to abolish the idea of'
punishment altogether.
of abolishing artificial
I canunderstandthenotion
punishments,butnatural
punishments-arethey
not
unescapable ?
Natural Consequences are unescapable, but as punishments they are not.
Explain, will y o u
Well, of anygivenactionthereareconsequences
which arenaturalandinevitable;andthere
may be
others which, though possible, are neither relevant cor
inevitable. Take,
for
example,
syphilis-which is a
possible, butnot a necessaryconsequence of promiscuity. Your character-mongerwouldnevertheless
look
upon it as a proper punishment and hesitate to promulgate the means of its cure, lest promiscuity should, in
his
opinion,
go unpunished.
Civilisation,
however,
would attempt, at the same time that it invited its members to takethe maximum of liberty, to reducesuch
irrelevantpunishmentsto
a minimum. It is,inshort,
designed to enable the individual to do as he
pleases and
yet to escape all the unpleasant consequences he possibly
can; thereby increasing pleasure and reducing
pain.
And verynice
too-but,
first,isnotthedoctrine
of the
grosslymaterialistic,sinceitregardsthepain
body a s of first importance;and,
secondly,
is
the
elimination of all punishment possible?
of consequences, I said,
is
not
The
elimination
possible; butthe elimination of punishment is.
For
instance,itisnot
possible to be promiscuous without
finally being confined to low society.
Thatisthe
natural consequence of promiscuity, as ignorance is the
naturalconsequence of egoism,andfriendlessness
of
bad faith and so on. In reply to your first question, the
civilised doctrineisnot inreverence of the body, but
injealousy of the responsibility of thesoul.
It is the
soul that has offended, let it be the soul alone that reaps
the consequence. The body should not be its whippingboy.
Andall this, you say., is involved in thecontinued
supremacy of Prussia in Western Europe.
Yes,Prussian militarism isthedenial of therights
of the soul. It is the No of the Past to the Yes of the
Future,down
with Prussia.
And up with Russia?
Oh,Russiaisnot
yet militarised
I would hand
Russia over to Prussia.
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Readers and Writers,
IN the hope of securing Hamletfor

psycho-analysis,
A. E. R. ” insists that the problem shall be defined as
the “ specific aboulia ” of the Prince. General aboulia,
such a s Merimee may be supposed to have suffered as
a result of a spiritual shock,. is not, “ A. E. R.” says,
relevant to the case of Hamlet who in all other respects,
a
saverevenginghisfather
uponhisuncle,remained
whole and
capable
man.
Very
well, I will take
“ A. E.
R.”upon this ground and admit that Hamlet
a general
wassuffering from a specific andnotfrom
aboulia, that in short,he could doanythingbut
kill
his uncle.
The question
is
why
?
“ A. E.
R.’s ”
answer, based upon Jones upon Freud, is that Hamlet
was unconsciously in love with his mother ; and it was
this “ incest-motive ” that inhibited his will to revenge
at everymomentwhen
he was about to takeit.But,
aside from the obviousconclusion that such a motive,
had it existed, would have nerved Hamlet’s hand
with
theadditional motive of sex-jealousy, the explanation
appears to me as unnecessary as it is far-fetched. I
do
not, of course, deny that such motives may exist deep
below the threshold of consciousness and lead to actions
of whosecausestheactor
himselfremainsunaware.
Weare infinitely “ suggestible,” both fromourown
pastandfromtheminds
of others.But
Ideny that
such a supposition is necessary
in the case of Hamlet.
A far simpler explanation, it appears to
me, is sufficient
and I shall proceed to give it.
“

*

*

*

ReturningfromWittenburg
full, a s when heleft
Denmark, of respect and admiration both for his father
andforhismother,Hamletdiscoversthathisfather
has been murdered by his uncle and that his mother has
marriedherhusband’smurderer.Herewas
a situation strange and tragic enough to cast Hamlet or anybody else into doubt ; for, on the one hand, though revenge upon his uncle for his father’s death was naturally dictated by honour and, moreover,supportedby
the admonitions of his father’s ghost; on the other hand,
respect for his living mother as naturally dictated
‘consideration for the man she apparently loved a s much as
she had loved Hamlet’s father. What could Hamlet do
under the circumstances? His soul was
rivenin twain
and between two equal and contending
motives it was
inevitable that hisactivityshouldbeparalysed.
Why,
one motive suggested, should he not kill his uncle since
he had foully murdered his father? But why, suggested
the other motive, should he kill a man whom his mother,
however incredibly, nevertheless loved ? Without doing
hecould not leavehis
an injustice to hisdeadfather
uncle alive; but without doing an equal
injustice to his
livingmotherhecould
n o t kill him. W h a t need have
we of anyfurtherexplanation
of Hamlet’s “ specific
aboulia?”

Turgenev at bottom was a mere man of the world. Each,
of course, desired the other to be what he was himself ;
andthuswe
find TurgenevcomplainingthatTolstoy
was not satisfied to ’be a “ pure man of letters,” and
Tolstoy.writing of Turgenev’s “ Smoke ” that it revealed “hardlyany love of anything . . . exceptlight
playful adultery.’’ But what
else than adultery was the
motif of “ Anna Karenina ” ? Tolstoy is no less severe
upon himself than upon Turgenev. Of this book he
‘(empty stuff ” and that he “ loathes
saysthatitis
what he has written ” ; he refers also to the “ tedious,
vulgarAnna K a r e n i n a I am inclined toagree with
Tolstoy ‘both as regards himself and Turgenev. Neither
ever rose to epic height or even much above the motives
of commonplace people.
Turgenev, in particular,
neverdealt innobility
withoutsneering
at it-plain
proof that he was well below it. Tolstoy’s reason,
howso
ever,fordespisinghisAnna
Karenina I likenot
well. “What difficulty he asks,
“ is there
in writing
a married
about how an officer fell in
love
with
woman?There’snot
much difficulty init,and,above
“ no good in it ” is obviously
all, no good in it.” The
a moral
afterthought
in
Tolstoy’s
mind-the
main
objection present to him being the ease of his achievement.Butitseaseisnotitscrime,nor
would all the
difficulty in the world have made a better book. W h a t
stands condemnedisTolstoy’s
tastefor asubjectofcomparativevulgarity;and,aboveall,hiscapacious
interest it.
in
The “ difficulty ” of writing
the
“ Mahabharata ” was, to its author,’ even less
than the
difficulty Tolstoy experienced in writing “ Anna
Karenina ”

*

+

*

The third article is on Walter Bagehot, a man and a
writer of whom I nevertire of hearing.
Mr. Arthur
Baumann is certainly guilty of side-glancing at current
politics in his essay,
but his appreciation of Bagehot is.
neverthelessjust.Adapting
a phrase of hisauthor’s
hedwellsupon
Bagehot’s “ animatedmoderation.”
a betteranticipation of my
W h a t could bebetter,or
own phrase of “ brilliant ,common sense ” ?

*

*

*

I have settled “ A. E. R.” for this week, of course ;
but mymind, while obliging me by writingthefore-.
going paragraphs, has been pursuing “ A. E. R.” with
questions.Dr.Jones,whoseexplanation
“ A. E. R.”
has made his own, suggests that Hamlet
could not kill
hisunclebecause
hesecretly loved hismother.But
why should we not suppose that the reason was that he
hadsecretlyhatedhisfather?Hisirreverencetohis
father’sghostwasanythingbut
filial. Number Two :
If Shakespeare himself was influenced without
his
knowledge by the incest-motive (as the theory requires.
us t o believe) why did itappear only inHamlet?It
wouldsurelyhavebrokenout,
at any rate discernibly
to Dr. Jones, elsewhere in the plays. Yet I have failed
*
*
+
of equal
to find a single trace of it. Of the contention
The August “ Fortnightly Review ” is a verygood
motives,ontheotherhand,there.aremanyinstances
number. No fewer than three of its dozen or so articles
: Macbeth
hesitated
inShakespeare.NumberThree
are readable.
Inone Mr. Gossewrites
of the unlong before murderingDuncan-did thisprove his homo-.
published juveniliaand otherworks of Swinburne. Of
: “ A. E. R. ” assures us
sexual love? Number Four
Carlyle’s “ Frederick the Great ” a recent correspondent
that Hamlet was ignorant of Dr. Jones’ theory; and we
of mine will be sorry to learn that Swinburne said : “ I t
may assureourselvesthatHamlethadhelearnedit,
is the one great Epic which the ages since Milton have
would have been ashamed of it.ButreadHamlet’s
produced.”PersonallyIwouldnot
disputeit,though
to Horatioand
see how,
penultimatedyingspeech
I would add the qualification that it is a prose Epic and
first, he anticipated some such charge and next appears
toregretthatthefacts
were to remainunknown.
On
therefore not really to be compared with Milton’s.
the other hand from epicists to-day I would be satisfied
“ Horatio,” he says,
“ what a wounded name, things
standingthusunknown,shall
livebehindme.”This
with prose a s ‘an earnest, at least, of their great intensuggests to me(who profess a psycho-analysis of style !)
tions.Suppose,forexample,
that beforewritinghis
“ Hodgiad ” Mr. Maurice Hewlett had proved his epic
that Hamlet was dimly aware of his case and regretted
that he could not formulate its diagnosis. In short,
as
worth by a prose history of the agricultural labourer !
* * *
far as he had surmised his mind, he had found
nothing
In another article young Count Tolstoy continues his
in it to beashamed of. Number Five-no, I shallnot
early recollections of his father. I have never been surI becontinue. On lookingoverNumberFouragain,
prised by the coolness between Turgenev and Tolstoy,
gin
to
think
that
I have delivered myself into
for the two were temperamentally incompatible. Tolstoy
“ A.
E. R.’s ” hands ! I withdraw this paragraph‘.,
at bottom was a fierce and fanatical moralist, while Tur- read
notPlease
do
it.
R. H. C.
’
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Impressions of Paris.
I BEGIN to fillmy diary again.
All is war now and art
isunderworsethan
lock and key. I shallstay if the
Prefect of Policeispersuadable,thoughthere
is no
I havesome
moresalttobehad
in
my
district.
sardines, some bad
rice, and sixteen eggs against the
siege.Therewasanintensemoment
in Parisafter
a
Jaures
was
slaughtered.
The
politicians
acquired
style in their anxiety. The note issued to the workmen
We all
was clean
a document,
simple,
truthful.
wondered what would happenonSaturday
when the
gendarmes were about, some carrying revolvers in the
hand. But it was too clear how much the Government
resented theassassination
at such an hourforthe
in the streets last night
people to quarrel about it. Out
I heardcriesagainstLaCaillaux,butnothingabout
so far,havenothing
to do
JauresThegendarmes,
herebutarrestanydrunken
canaille, andlaughand
applaud the processionsmanifestinginfavour
of the
war.Theybrokeuptheanti-warmeetingwith
no
trouble, simply running the men off the spot, beating a
few.
You
wouldn’t
wonder
if
you could see
the
frenzied faceslaughingfor war. The men arebright
as birds,thoughmost
of the women are crying.
I
thoughtalltheGermansweregone,but
I sawtwo
within a few streets of eachotherbeingbatteredfor
sayingViveAllemagne
!
Courageous,toocouragecourageous ! “ It is not the moment for that !” as a gendarme
remarked to me.
There will be notroublehere
with the workmen.
Scarcely a sign of civil disorder is to be seen and what
exists is only in a few low cafes where the men one will
need to be afraid of sing and dance among vile women.
Thousands of young men promenade with flags, chanting,some with faceshorribly alive.
Thecrowdouthalf hourwith
side “ LeMatin ” isstimulatedevery
some
such
spectacle.
each
At
block
something
happensandyetall
in a similar rhythm-a
solitary
soldier passesmounted,loadedwitharmsandforage,
or a squad of brass helmets ride by, or a reservist with
father or friend drags his bundle along.
A crowd at a
cornersurroundedanAustrianstudent,anxiouslybut
bravely enough endeavouring to quieten two midinettes,
pinch-faced dwarfs yelling a t him : “ A Berlin !” “ T u
-t’excite trop, ma gosse,” he said to oneof them. “ Thou
wishest to excite
everybody.”
H e got away.
His
fine thin French no doubt helped him.
tochange a
Money is a littleeasier.Imanaged
fifty-franc note yesterday after three days’ vain flourishMy femme
ing of it. But prices of things are ruinous.
d e chambre, who seems to live on potatoes, is in tears,
of the Comand tellsme themostfearsomehistories
mune. “ Oh,Madame, I wastwelveyears
old. Oui,
my fatherwas killed. W e atebreadmade
of straw.
One couldn’t eat it, and one ate it all the same. I was
1 sat allnightwith
a blanket in the
twelveyears.
queue waiting for a little crust of bread, un petit bout,
not enough for one and we were six ! But that will not
come
again.
Oh
no;
it’s
impossible.
There
were
!
people whoaterats,twentyfrancsfor
a rat. Rats
If you had seen that, Madame, you would have thought
to die.” Itis
it shameful. I would havepreferred
I stay all thesame.
I was a bit
notreassuring,but
unnerved by a rumour that no Americans will be allowed
t o stay,and
I wascountingonsome
of these, my
‘friends. Buttherumours aye endless. Onehears now
of a supreme effort to be made to-day by the pacifists
“ L’Humanite
” waves
aroundthe coffin of Jaures
away theantiquatedidea of revengingJaures by the
executing of his
fanatical
murderer,
and
asks for
nothinglessthan peace. This will scarcely be. When
Jaures is buried, there
will be not a straw of conflict
between the Government and the people. N o National
Guilds forFrance, I am afraid ! The mostalarming
sounds come from all quarters, but they are nothing, 1
think, but echoes of the general roar-striking off from
wallsandother
objects.Outside,
nothingis isolated

like that; there is community of voice and movement.
The moulder down in the court, an Italian, who is too
old to serve,yetpractisesconstantlywith
a n ancient
I shallnot
rifle. “ W a i t ! when I amtendaysolder,
betooold,”hesays.Thefurniture-minder,quite
a
nice manuptoyesterday,hasbecomeintolerable,
dressedinhis
best suitandflingingmonosyllables
at
everybody-he is called ! “ Ah, thou also !” he said
to his dog, apparently preferring to talk
to the cur“ thou hast caught
a rat?” I feel out of things, with
no possibilityofsuddenly
hating my Germanfriends.
It is all a bad business.
TheFrenchmothersspeak
with terror of the cruel Germans, and one can
well believe t~ hear the echo of their fear from the other side
of the frontier.

*

*

*

It is Wednesday, the fourth day of mobilisation here,
and the last possiblefor making your declaration and
getting a permit to stay. And I’m at home and haven’t
got mineandit’sfour
of the afternoon.But
I positively can’t do any more in the matter ! I started out at
leastthreehours
ago to get it all nicely settled,and
when I got there I saw a crowd and tacked myself on to
the end of it and read, and presently I found out it was
all the relations
the police station, and the crowd was
of the peoplewhopillaged
the German milkshops
the
other day. So I wenton to theright place, or what
ought to have been the right place, only they’d moved
And when
it to the other extreme end of the district.
I got there, it wasn’t there either after
I’d answered ever
so much and told them I hadn’t got any of the things
they wanted. Not being
a foreigner one doesn’t dream
of them ! So at last they said it wasn’t there and I went
on, and off a stall I bought three pounds
of plums to
make jam, quite forgetting the business, and there were
at least a hundred people waiting, and I was the very
last in the queue. And when the plums began to come
through I couldn’t bear any more, so I came home, and
nowaterrific
thunderstorm has broken ; I neversaw
such hail and rain, and if I never g o back you’re all witI
nesses that I’vetried ! T h e verylaststrawisthat
can’t make the jam, which would be as good as meat
to me, because there isn’t a quarter of a pound of sugar
left in the district. I called at every shop on the way.
They’re all conspicuously labelled, “Maison essentiellement
ment francaise,” for fear of the pillagers who have been
making aprofitablemerit
of sackinganddestroying
firmssuspected of beingGerman.However,itis
unlikely there will be any more of that as the order is to
shoot robbers on sight. Prices,
which rose for the first
day or so, have come down hurriedly as a result of the
infuriated women’s attacks onscandalous profiteers.
Things are no dearer now than ordinarily. No wonder
theseFrenchmatronswon’tevendiscussthe
vote.
to give
Theirhorror of beinghad in anywayseems
them an extra instinct, a faculty of fixing the attention
on what is attainable, which almost resemblesreason.
After a nightandday
of suspense,shocksandtears,
everyone is now busy making and mending and toiling
offon foot to all end‘s of Paris withbundlesforthe
reservists. Only a couple of metro and tram-lines are in
running, no ’buses. They all went off down the boulevards yesterday with the drivers in uniform. Strings of
horses g o by, all kinds. I passed
a string of wildly curvettinghuntersyesterday
by the Eiffel Tower.One
has to look out for oneself now. There are constantly
slight accidents and collisions ; at least, I only see the
slight ones. Almost all the shops are shuttered, there
are no men left to shop-keep. Provisions are sold in the
a gendarme
big stores bywomen to the queues, with
of thesmallshopshave
closed
directing,butmany
down, sold out. I t seems to melikeclosingdayin
London with men uniformed rather like our postmen all
over the place, but the change is greatfor the Parisians.
All the cafes are closed at eight o’clock and only men
g o abroad. The fever of the firstdayhassettledinto
an especialkind of seriousnesswhich we English are
little likely to experience. I t contains the difference betweenattackand
defence, theexplanation
of every
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Frenchman’s instant suppression of his private opinions,
and obedience tothe first hint of the military.They
are fighting for the land. The sense of this has gone out
of our blood. My first feeling was something very near
contempt of the wage-slave crowds that behavedso harmoniously under police and military. I apologisefor
myself.Even
though the challenge towar may be
entirely diplomatic and financial, the stake belongsto the
it.
people who will dothe fighting ; andtheyknow
Afterwards, we shall see again.
People discuss the fragility of the sense of honour and
of civilisation,declaredeverywhere
the “thincrust”
to
crumbledby the Germans.Oneisdumb-foundered
hear the coolest reflections upon the case that some or
other Power may go Hohenzollern and try to rush the
planet. The Germans I have seen here since the beginning of mobilisation (they are mostly away under guard
now) displayed nothing of this fury, no, not even underneath-where you can see best. Their feeling and mannerfor the most part indicated
bewildered horror and
dignity. An acquaintance of mine departed to make her
declaration in a fashion to make one ache, full of tears,
yetnotadrop
falling. Incontrastwiththisserious
one petty and
life,are,for us others the hundred and
humorous botherations of a state of siege. At the Commissariat (where my declaration is still to be made ! I’d
forgotten !) a young American girl of something under
eighteenlamented-“What
an upset of all my Plans.
It’s too stupid !” Well, I must g o again.
Been ! N o papers ! Consul ! He lives the other side
of Paris ! Damn !
Oh, dear, what a time I’ve had. There was
a long,
young, red gentleman who looked as if he had just had
a tub.Iwasmeltingafterstandingforeightornine
stations in a jammed-full metro carriage ; and this tactless thing haunted me so that in two minutes I felt in a
“NO papers of
nettle-bed. IsaidIhadn’tanypapers.
any kind !” H e looked at me asthough I haddone
something to bring about the general state
of affairs.
“ I have my bank-book, though it isn’t signed, and I’ve
brought some copies of a journal I write for, there’s my
think he threw a glance at it, I won’t swear
name.” I
tothis ! I t offended me horribly. He called another
man who glanced politely at the bank-book, and asked
if Ihadn’tanyletters.“Oh,
of course, I have private
of this jourletters.” “Have you one from the editor
nal?”“Yes.”“Will
youallow me to seetheheading?” And I had to say : “ I t is not written on official
paper ! ! ! ” Everythingwas verysuspicious,andI
oughtto have been amused,but I was nettly. They
agreed with each other to let me have some document
andthentheyoung,longmansaid,“Threefrancs
fifty.”Ihad
only broughtouttwofrancsaltogether.
Threefrancs fifty ! It is a sumthesedays ! Isaid I
hadn’t got it. “I’ll keep the papers
if you care to go
andgetthe money.” And suddenlyIwondered
what
humiliations I might have
to support in case I should
come to my last three francs fifty. “ I shan’t give it,” I
said, and walked out. S o , a s I mean to go on not giving it. . . ! No, no,whyeven
thegrocersrefrain
in
thesedaysfromdemanding
adepositontheirbottles
and jars. The BritishConsulatecan
fish for itsthree
francs fifty. Americansherearenotbeingaskedfor
money on their papers. But
I’llpack this off quick in
case they send a regiment after me.

ALICEMORNING.

Holiday

Observations.-IV.

B y Peter Fanning.
O N Monday, May IS, after a voyage of nine days, the
“California”approached the “Land of theFree.”At
break of day all hands were on deck, but a mist hid the
shore from view. The first thing to engage our attention was a stationarylightship,nearwhichthe“California” stopped to take aboard the pilot.
Now thesunburstforth,clearingawaythemist,
enabling us to see the coast of New Jersey. A fishing
fleet,coastalsteamers,
thebattery,thechain
boom,

thestatue of Liberty,EllisIsland,riverferry-boats,
freighttrainsbeingferriedacrosstheHudsonfrom
NewJersey to NewYork, the ridiculous-lookingskyscrapers, the berths of the great Atlantic liners-it was
a wonderful panorama, seen in the clear light of early
morning.
At g a.m. the “California” reached her berth on the
north river, and our voyage was
at a n end. Then our
troublesbegan.
T h e saloon passengers, after a casual
medicalexamination,wereallowed
todepart,butwe
were marched off the ship into a large shed, where the
Customs officials went through our baggage. This performance over, we were then marched aboard
a small,
dirty “tender,” and
stuffed,like herrings in a barrel,
into one of its filthy cabins, where the heat and stinks
were overwhelming.
One of the crew of the “tender” now appeared, offering cups of tea at IO cents a cup. Though many were
gasping for a drink, I was delighted to see that not one
of our women purchased a cup. Another of thecrew
came in, offering cigarettes at IO cents a packet. Again
I was pleased to see that he did not dispose of a single
one. Of course,itmayberemarkedthatthese
men
were in no way to blame for the unpleasant situation in
which we were placed. Perhaps not ! All the same, it
pleasedmy
humourto
find that,althoughwewere
silent,
there
was
a common
feeling
of resentment
against such beastly treatment as we were receiving.
Aftersweltering in thisHades of a cabin for half
an hour, the “tender” put out into the Hudson on her
way to Ellis Island, commonlycalled “Hell’s Island.”
The journey is a short one, and we were soon ashore
again. The statue of Liberty was near by, with its back
turned towards us. I looked at the figure, with its hand
raised as a sign of welcome, and I could not repress a
grin at such a colossal fraud.
Pitched on to the Island, we wereformed up in single
file andthus approachedthemasters
of ourfate.
As
I was nearing the first cattle-pen, with its pair of expert
I
inspectors, I glancedabout me. Ontherighthand
observed a vast cage, with stout iron bars,behind which
a sorry-lookingcrowd
of men,women,
weremassed
and children-the
morning’s
rejected.
I
was in the
first pen. In my right hand I carried my travelling bag.
‘‘Hold up your hands, ” I was ordered ; ‘‘pass on. ”
Sa to thenext
pen.
They sized meup
as I approached. “Pass on. ”
Ontothethird
pen.
Hereone of theinspectors
raised the brim of my hat about an inch ; “Pass on. ”
So to the fourth pen ; ’‘Pass on.” And that part of the
ordeal was over.
I passed up several flights of stairs, always railed off
from other stairs, like cattle shoots, and entered a vast
of singlebenches,
ball. Hereweresomefortylines
occupied by single lines of emigrants. I took my place
inmyline,still
humping myheavy
bagalong,and
moved forward one place at a time. I looked curiously
about me, at the emigrants and the officials. The former
in many cases had got separated from their friends and
relations and were continually standing up to see if they
coulddiscoverthem.
The officials wereeverlastingly
shouting,“Sitdown
!” inallthetongues
of Europe
and half Asia. What an infernal babble !
I now noticed that a gallery ran around this hall, and
fromthisgallerywewerebeingsurveyed
by about a
dozen females, who were sizing us up or selecting their
victims by theaid of field-glasses. As thesewomen
weredressedinordinaryclothes
I do not know what
theirrealposition
is-whether
they are Government
who are
officials or merely
impertinent
busybodies
attracted here out of curiosity. But I shall have to refer
to them again later on.
All the time that I had been studying the scene I had
also beenmovingforward,and
a t last I came within
sight of the last inspector.
He sat elevated at the far
side of a desk,. Before him lay the attestation papers of
all emigrants; onthenearside
of thedeskstood
an
assistant to interpret as required ; a young woman, a
fellow-passenger of mine,went
tothe desk.
A few
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questions, a fewreplies, and-she was rejected. This
girl failed in two. particulars : her health was poor and
her funds were low. But both these things could have
been discovered before she sailed just a s readily as they
were found out in America. W h y were they not? Why
was not this poor creature prevented from embarking
upon a costly and hopeless adventure?
I shall give the
to mebeforeIquitted
Ellis
answer as itwasgiven
Island. At last my own turn came. I walked up to the
desk. “How muchmoney do you possess?” I named
theactualsum I carried. “Pass on.”
That was all. I was through-free
to enter the land
of the free. Free?Fudge !
I now passed down several winding stairs and entered
anothervast hall.AsIdid
so, andalmostbefore
I
could realise whathad occurred, an official hadtorn
from my coat the red badge of identity and replaced it
by another card, bearing the figure “4” and the initial
letters of the railway by which I was to travel.
In this hall there were some three thousand
people
congregated, of all ages andcountries,eachspeaking
theirownlanguageandwearingtheirownnational
this.
The opdress. A strange, a wonderful sight
pressed, the unneeded of the old world ;the raw material
out of which Upton Sinclair’s “ Jungle ” is made. Such
a collection cannot be seen on any other spot on earth
except Ellis Island.
I took a seat by one of the exit doors and entered into
conversation with the doorkeeper. I remarked upon the
difficulties of his job.
“Well-it’s a hell of a business !”
“How many people do you pass through in a day?”
“This is about an average day and here is my official
list-take a copy of it.”
Fromthelist
I copied the following, showingthe
number of emigrants arrived at Ellis Island that day :
Laconia, I 332. Laplander, I 479.,, Rotterdam, I , 126.
California, 178. Rochambeau, 705. Total, 4,920.
“ I s America absorbing all these people?”
“No-not half fast enough. Besides, there are almost
as many leaving America as coming in.”
“ I noticed as I enteredthebuilding
a number of
people whohad beenrejected
h i s morning;do you
reject many?”
“Between
sixteen
and
seventeen
hundred
every
month. ”
“That sounds awfullytragic.Could
theserejections
be avoided by a proper inspection at the port of departure ?”
“Yes,certainly
!
That, in fact,is
where
all
the
trouble arises. If the shipping companies, their doctors
andagentscarriedouttheirdutiesproperlyandsaw
thatintendingemigrants
fulfilled theconditions
laid
down by the American Government hardly one of these
rejections would occur. But they are only out to swindle
the poor, and don’t care a damn what becomes of them
once they’ve gottheir money. Thentheythrowthe
odium of rejection upon us. ”
“ What is going
to be the fate of this mob before
us?” ‘‘ For most of themslaveryandprostitution.
as you
Their experience has already begun. There are,
can see, a crowd of semi-officials here. There is hardly
onewho is nothere to bleed thesepoorcreatures.”
My attentionwas
now attracted bysome
of those
women whom I mentioned as occupying the gallery upstairs.Theyweremovingaboutamongstthefemale
emigrantsaskingthemquestions.
At. the moment, I,
of course was ignorant of the questions they were asking,
but
I could see plainly that many of those
questioned weresurprised attheirnatureandturned
shamefacedlyaway.Afterwards,
aboardthe “ tender”
which took us from Ellis Island,some of my female
fellow passengersrelated
to methenature
of the
questionsasked.
Boiled down to one,they amounted
to this :-“ Have youcome to America to get your
livingbyprostitution?”
Ithenheardthestory
of the
strapping
Irish
County
girl
to whom this
kind
of
question had been put.
At first this clean-minded
colleen did not graspthedrift
of thequestions,but
6 t

when she didrealisetheir
trend-she
setabouther
questioner in real Irish style,
and before anybody could
interfereshehadherhairandclothing
reduced to
flitters.Of
course, she was immediately rejected
t s an
undesirable.Ihavenodoubt
thatthese womenmean
well. Butthatisnotenough.
Beforethey a r e allowed
t og o
prowlingaboutaskingnastyquestionsthey
should be compelled to wear some kind of official uniform, so thatemigrant womencould understandthat
those who question them have some authority to d o so.
I now discovered that my stock of matches had given
out, so I asked my friendly doorkeeper if he could direct
a fresh supply. H e pointed
mewhereIcouldprocure
out a long counter. at the other end of the hall. Arrived
at thestore, a kind of drycanteen, Ifoundseveral
hundreddagosclamouring
at oneattendantto
serve
themwithlemonadeandginger
beer. I stood atan
unoccupied part of the long counter watching the scene
and. waiting for someone to serve me when, suddenly,
a voice of thunder roared out : “ Get out of it !”
Neversuspectingfor
a moment thatthe command
voice
wasaddressed to myself, I stoodstill,butthe
came nearer and louder
: “ Get out of it !”
Still I did not budge.
A moment later it was
in my
neck, more brutal than ever
: “ Get out of it !”
Iwhippedroundonmy
heel andremarked quietly,
“ Be civil. ”
Thebrutestaggered
back as if I hadstruck him.
‘‘ Sorry,Sir, I mistookyouforone
of thosedagos.
W h a t is it you require?”
“ I want some matches.”
to
In a brace of shakeshehadanattendantthere
supply my wants. All round this hall printed cards are
hungcommanding officials : “ Be civil and courteous
toemigrants.”This
fellow’sidea of civility was to.
roar like a bull, “ Get out of it.”
At last, at the far
end of the hall a large card was.
hoistedbearingthefigure “ ” “ I t isyourturnnow,
Sir,”said my doorkeeper. *‘“ You will leave by that
door and go aboard the ‘ tender.’ ” SOwe shook hands.
and bade each other adieu.
Finding myself free at last,myfirstactionwas
to
tear down my label. My companiondidthesame,and.
shecomplained of beingterribly
hungry.Observing
a fellow gazing at us intently, whom I rightly scented
€or a detective, I asked him if he could tell us where we
could obtain
some
refreshments.
It
was
now four.
o’clock.
W e hadbreakfastedat
seven andhadhad
nothing since.
“ Well,” he
snuffled through his beak,
“ there is
a
refreshment room up that landing, but the charges are
a bittoostiffforthelikes
of you two.” So much for
judging a man byhis “ class.” “ Thanks, we’ll find
one within our means.”
W e went to theluggage office t o leave our bags.
“ How
longdo
you intend to leavethemhere?”’
“Half an hour.” “Leave them
in the waiting room. ”
Onlyemigrantsagain
! So wepitched
ourtraps
into the waiting room and let them take pot luck. Outside the station we found an eating house where we got
a decent tea for thirty cents.
Now for the explanation which I promised regardingmy comparativelyeasypassagethroughEllisIsland.
When booking my passage in England I had to give a
full and detailed account of myself, name, age, place of
birth, nationality, occupation(here I stated that I was
a businessmantradingon
my ownaccount).
“ Why
was I going to America?”
“ Who was I going to?”
“ Did Iintend
tostaythere?”
“ No,notmorethan
fourweeks at the outside.” “ Inthatcase
you will
need to possess a t least twice the amount of money as
an emigrant,” I was told.
These being the conditions laid down by themselves
and insistedupon at bothends,whydidtheysubject
engaged onfamilyaffairs,
to alI
me, a merevisitor,
thedegrading process of Ellis Island? Faith,
I’ll takesatisfaction out of the Yank for it.
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Views and Reviews.*
Render Unto Collectivism,
1 BEGIN with a compliment. Mr. Emil Davies
has made
a compilation that is worthy of himself and his subject.
It is difficult to read, and no less difficult to understand ;
but it will no doubt impress, and perhaps overwhelm,
the people for whom it is written. There are people (one
hears of them a t electiontimeparticularly)
who deny
the practicability of what we may call, for convenience,
municipal orState enterprise. In addition, thereare
“theorists-even
greattheorists”who“areaptto
ignorefacts.
I haveheardBernardShaw,”says
Mr.
Davies in his preface, “in a public debate, enlarge upon
the iniquity of a social
system
which
resulted
in
rulers,pens, an,d other office appliancesbeinglocked
away each night in the office safe, and G. K. Chesterton, in a voluminous reply, proving why this was just
and equitable ; whilst I and a few hundred other ordinary
personswerebursting
to explain thatitwas
notthe
custominany
office to lockawaysuchappliances.”
These are the persons for whom Mr. Davies writes ; he
writes t o relieve all thoseordinarypersonswho
are
chock-full of facts, and are bursting to divulge them to
public debaters ; he writes to correct the merely theoretical collectivists, and to convince, by an overwhelming
discharge of facts, their equallytheoreticalopponents.
I need only say that these people deserve the best that
Mr. Davies can do for them.
But what of me?
I know that it is perfectly possible
“to collect examples of those branches of industry and
work which have already, in one country or the other,
come to be carried out by the community in collectivist
form, be it by the State, the province, the city, or the
commune.” Itisalso possible to collect examplesof
similar industries which are carried on for private profit;
charitable organisations, also, have their industrial
history ; while the various modifications of production for
profit, such a s co-partnership and profit-sharing, not to
speak of co-operation, have a history that is apparently
no lessedifying.
TheGardenCity
movement is likewise developing rapidly, and, if its advocates are to be
believed, will affect theworkingclassesnoless
beneficially than Collectivism has affected, them,according
to Mr. Davies ; and THENEW AGE quite recently published a letterwhichclaimed that areform of railway
transport would settle nearly all our difficulties. All
these things I know ; and I also know that it is possible
to state a case for anything, for human experience comgrises facts of the most diverse kinds.
ButMr.Davies
hasfoundit“impossible
t o refrain
frommakingsomegeneralisations”
; andthe first of
these is that “through the
invention of machinery, the
smallcraftsmanandmanufacturerhas
[sic] become
almost extinct, and has [sic] become superseded by the
great factory.” Kropotkin has a very interesting chapteronsmallindustriesinhis“Fields,Factories,and
Workshops,” in which he proves that “24 per cent. of
the
all
industrial
workers
of this
country
are
working in workshops
having
less
than
eight
to
ten
workers
per
establishment.
”
This
statement
76 per cent. are all
doesnotmean
thattheother
working in “ great factories’’ ; for in the textile trades,
where “concentration”ismostmarked,andfactories
employing 5,000 to 6,000 people are to be found,the
average number of operatives per establishment is only
97. The non-textile industries have an average of only
35 workersperestablishment;andthe
final fact that
emergesfromKropotkin’sinvestigationisthis,that
“the very great industry (the factories employing more
than 1 , 0 0 0 workpeople per factory) and the very small
one (less than IO workers) employ nearly the same number of operatives.” In our enthusiasm for monopolistic
production (private or pudic) we ought not to overlook
facts of this nature.

* “ The Collectivist State in the Making.”
Davies. (Bell. 5s. net.)

By Emil

With these facts before us, we may well doubtthe
value of sociological deductions such as the following :
“Thus, society presents itself as passing through a stage
of commercial individualism, as expressed by the small
producer andtrader,intothat
of thelarger concern,
until by elimination, absorption, agreements, and interchange of interests (often concealed), together with the
coming of the multiple shop, it has already
reached a
stage of semi-collectivism so far as the wealthier porcommunity
is
concerned-a
movement
tion of the
strangely paralleled by the extraordinary growth of cooperative societies,bothdistributive
and productive,
throughout the world.” There is no
need to deny the
facts adduced by Mr. Davies, but that they prove any
definitetrendofthings
may
be
confidently denied.
There is more than one
principle a t work insociety ;
monopoly has not yet banished competition, and, with
the growth of the idea of a monopoly of labour, the competition will only be transferred to the elements in’ production, and we may look for new examples of monopolistic competition.
Mr. Daviesisundulyvagueabouttherelation
of
Collectivism to theLabourquestion.
Hehintsrather
strongly that Collectivism is a good thing for the working classes ; but as he also argues in favour of a small
sinking fund, on the ground that this is the
only way
inwhichCollectivism
can benefit thepresentgeneration, we may justly be dubious concerning
the benefits
of Collectivism to the working classes. If we must deal
with things in the mass, it is a fact that, concomitant
with the spread of Collectivism, there has been a decline
inrealwages
; it is a factthatthe
long-expected
of interest,
due
to
the
repaydecline
in
therate
ment of State and municipal loans setting capital free
for investment again, has not yet occurred.
It is unfortunate that Mr. Davies does not attempt to
define Collectivism. To say that ‘‘ by Collectivist State
is understood a country in which thelandandthe
principal industries are owned by, and operated on
beof revenue over exhalf of, the community, any excess
penditurebeingapplied
to thepurposes of the community,’’doesnotdifferentiate
Collectivism fromany
otherform of productionforprofit;yet
Mr.Davies
constantlyassumes,andsometimesasserts,thatwhat
he callsCollectivism
is superior to privateenterprise
!because the making of profit is not its aim. This may
be so, but what he meansby Collectivism is by no means
clear. For example,one
of the “ intermediateforms
of Collectivism ” mentionedin this bookisrheMetropolitanRailway of Paris.The
Collectivism in this instance is nothing but profit-sharing. The City
of Paris
builtthetubes,and
leased themto a company. By
1979, the Metro. will become the property of theCity
a Fenny ;
of Paris, without having cost the ratepayers
already, from 1900 to 1912,the City had made a profit,
of
after allowing for sinking-fund charges and interest,
A387,880. By 1979, then,wemayexpectthe
“ intermediate ’’ to become a n “ immediate ” form of
Collectivism, thatistosay,the
wholeprofit
of the
undertaking will go to the City.
What will happen
then, no oneknows.
Mr. Davieshas “ littlehesitamunition in saying ” that “ surpluses from State or
cipal undertakings shouldbeutilised
to increase facilito the
facilities tocreatecertainservices
whichconduce
prosperityofthenation,but
may not be immediately
productive, t o reducerates,andtoimprovethe
conditions of the workers.’’ Theworkers,then
may expect to benefit by the profit they make for Collectivism,
; which means all those
but not before the community
industries which will still be worked
for private profit.
W e can confidently expect to see profits increasing by
the amount of thereduction in rates, rents increasing
by the amount saved in travelling, and wages
reduced
to the extent implied by the “ improvedconditions of
the workers ” ; for the wage-system will persist under
Collectivism.

A. E. R.
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Observations and Reflections.

sometimes,however, as angels.Instead
of testingmy
acquaintances by speculating whether I would go tigershooting with them, I ask myself how they would behave in a French Revolution.Ishould
be in terror of
most of them.

AN American poet, not unknown unfavourably

to NEW
AGE readers, remarked that he would volunteer for the
war if hemight join a company of intellectuals. H e
was told by one person that he asked too much even of
war; and by anotherthatheshouldarguethewar
with a German poet and so rid each country of the same
nuisance. Formyself,Ithinkhisrequestwasreasonable, if it could be satisfied.

*

*

*

A policeman drew my attention to the composition of
theflag-waggingandsong-singingcrowdsparading
Trafalgar Square, St. James' an'dWhitehall. The vast
a
majorityweremere lads and hobbledehoys.Scarcely
moustache was to be
seen among them; and they had
notapair
of whiskers betweenthem.
Howdifferent,
my Robert said, were the crowds during the Boer War.
Then people of all ages andclasseswere
to beseen
maffickingin thestreets.
I drewthe conclusion that
the present war is felt by the older members of society
to be more serious in its character, and, above all,
uninvited.Victoryover
the Boers was a triumph : over
of
the Germans it will be relief. Defeat at the hands
the Boers was a humiliation ; at the hands of the Germans it will be a disaster.

+

*

*

*

*

la

'

*

*

of
in
of

*

A wittyfriendsaid
to me that the group
of young
British artists had been broken up by the mobilisation
of theBalkan States. Gaudier-Brzeska,.however,is
a
Frenchmandespitehisname;and
I hadthepain
of
seeing him off to his regiment from Charing Cross on
Thursday last. The large group of his English friends
will wish him a safe and speedy return to English sculpture. Mr. Epstein,
by the way, was asked whether he
too would not Volunteer for service.I
have been at
war, he replied, all my life, and am still at the front.

*

*

*

Howlong will thewarlast?
I haveheardmany
expressions of opinion. Some say years, some say days
only, others say months. The best
opinion in my judgmentputsthe
period a s roundaboutsixweeksfrom
Sundaylast.
I said to a well-known pacifist that I
hoped Germany was playing for desperation; and with
a great
Europeagainsther
would surrenderbefore
battlewasfought.
H e replied that hehoped that, at
least, the German Navy would. be crippled before peace
was made, as it had been the menace of England for so
long.
*

*

o

A Germansocial-democratexplainedtheenthusiasm
of his party for war as an enthusiasm for the defeat and
notthe victory of theImperialarms.Untilthe
oligarchy, he said, has been defeated, we shall never get a
constitutionalgovernment.
Theattitude,however,is
only passively Machiavellian ; for the Social Democrats
cannotbesaid
to havebroughtonthewar,but
only
at best to have acquiescedinit.
If theyhaveneither
been able to make the war nor toprevent it, their plight
after the peace will beequallyhelpless.

*

*

*

A scholaranda
man of letters of my acquaintance
volunteered for the war and was accepted. Apologising
to me (though I hope I did not suggest it), he remarked
that until Monday he had all his life thought patriotism
all nonsense ; but he had now been surprised to discover
of whatemotionshewas
capable.I
haveoften remarkedof
people that they are blanklyignorant of
themselves. I t needs a crisis t o revealthem.Sometimes they are discovered as nothing better than apes ;

*

*

*

At the National Liberal Club, a member told me, the
news of the declaration of war on Germany was received
withshouts of applause.Immediatelyafterwardsthere
was a shamefacedsilence,
and memberswereheard.
remarkingin a platformmannerthat,
of course,the
event was a great tragedy.

I have beeneverywhereduringthelastweekand
heard many cries of Vive la France, and even Vive
Belgique. But I haveheardfewcheersforRussia.
English publicopinion hasanextraordinarysense
values as they a r e likely to affect the Empire ; and
the omission of Russia'sname
I read a doubt
Russia's benevolence Englandwards.

*

A prosperous Court costumier was complaining in my
hearing that trade was
being ruined and he wondered
what the country woulddo.
Instead of fifty pounds a
dayhewas
nowreceivingfewer
pence. Yourtrade,
I said,isnomoreimportantthanpaintingspots
on
rocking-horses. W e shall getalongonyour
ruin.

,

*

*

Everybody is asking why Mr. Burns resigned at this
moment. The commoncommentisthathe
couldnot
sink his differences of opinionevenwhen
all the other
partieshad linedupin
temporary unanimity. Buthe
must have pocketed his convictions on many occasions
since he has been in the Cabinet-on the Insurance Act,
for example, and upon the Marconi affair. Consequently
somemorethan
usually strong conviction andsome
morethan usually strong evidence mustbepresumed
tohavedeterminedhispresentaction.
We mustwait
for his Memoirs,in fact, before writing the inner history of the war.

*

*

*

The Trafalgar Square demonstration on Sunday last
The
waswhatan onlookerdescribed as a Fizzyarko.
speakers-save Mr. Ben Tillett-could not make themselvesheard beyond the firstfewrows
of thecrowd,
which,for themostpart,was
apathetic.Norfrom
to have got up their case
what I heard did they seem
at all. Their appeal was to the probable effects of the
war upontheproletariat
of Europe;but
theywere
and
addressing a crowd that desired to escapewar
wished to know how to do it. I think the Labour and
pacifist press has beenveryincompetentonthewhole
in the matter.

*

*

*

A remark to the effect that the German public had
been
carefully
instructed by means of a rigorously
censored press in the pro-German view of the war set
me inquiring what steps our Government has taken
to
colourourPress.
Ifindon
goodauthoritythatthe
censorship for the last week and more has
been absolutely ,complete. Not a quarter of the news that comes
in is true, and not a quarter of that is allowed to be
published. As an instance of news I believe to be true
yet which was not published-the British expeditionary
force was landed in Belgium early on Monday morning !
Let usspareourcredulityshocks
by believing only a
quarter of what we read. InParis, I am told, extra
editions of thepapersareforbidden.
Official newsis
published every three hours.
*
*
The rush of the wealthy on the provision shops
has
been scandalous. As a friend said to me, on the Day of
Judgment these brutes will be buying up all the
ice
One of these hellhounds laid in a stock of A 2 5 0 worth
of provisions for a family of five. A wealthy-.newspaper
proprietor, who on the same day published an appeal
to the rich to refrainfromcommandeering
supplies,
gave an order for his own
household for a ton and a
half of groceries. When-if it comes to it-the Government in turn commandeers private supplies, this gentleman, no doubt, will pretend that he had made his purchase for such a contingency. As for me, I have bought
nothing. If my neighbours arestarving I trust I can
starve with them and still 'continue my Observations and
Reflections.
A. B. C.
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Pastiche,
ANOTHER HARMSWORTH VICTORY.
The German spy hunt which the Government of Carmelite House tried to work up may have moreserious
consequences than were anticipated. To the average pothouse patriot, as well as to many middle-class maficking
nuts, anyone who does not speak English or French is,
of necessity, a“damnedGerman.”Thus,two
Norwewho hapgian friends of mine, a lady and a gentleman,
pened to indulge in a conversation-in Norwegian-in a
Bloomsbury streettheotherday,suddenly
discovered
that they were i n an enemy’s country. “I hope the Germans are wiped out,,” said the lad who, like most Scandinavians, is more pro-English than mostEnglishmen.
“Yah! Bloody German swine,” came thecryfromthe
“Evening News” reading mob. “If the Kaiser is not
crumpled up now, he’ll play up harder than ever, and we
shall all be in for it.” She was in for it ! The “Daily
Mail” had done its work that morning. She had no idea
the crowd was referring to her until one patriot suddenly
shied a pot of ale at her to a chorus of “Gow awye, you
sausageeatin’pi
s. Gow to Berlin,” and so on-only
worse. Fortunately,
the
male Norwegian “German
swine” is well over six feet and carries a handy switch,
so the potential“Times”readersdidnot
attack. And
so thesepro-EnglishScandinaviansarelearning
to respectEnglishpatriotismand
the power of theHarmsworth sheets. What glorious times
are ahead for anyone
with a foreign accent if the Germans should happen ‘ t o
And, how proud
win a victory of any consequence !
Carmelite House will be.
Row. K.
MORE CONTEMPTORARIES.
BY C. E. BECHHOFER.
(12)

T H E NEW S T A T E S M A N .

COMMENTS.
On Monday Mr. Smithkin introducedhis Bill for the
State Prohibition of Water-rats. The Bill met with a certain amount of opposition,and
unfortunately-we
are
compelled to use strong terms-unfortunately the Bill was
rejected. On Tuesdaywas
the second reading of Mr.
Bithkin’s Bill to legalise a scheme for a conscript list of
workers, by means of which any workers failing to appear
attheir place of employment might be called uponby
martial law to do so. The advantage of this scheme for
our cause of Productive Efficiency is obvious. If the
workers in any industry
consider themselves to possess
grievances, will they not be able to lay them before local
committees such as the country has been familiarised with
inthe working of numerousrecent
Acts, such asthe
Arbitrations Act, the NationalInsuranceAct,andthe
Trades Board Act 7 Of course;andverysatisfactory
it
will be to the nation as a whole to have a happy and contented working class, well-housed, well-fed, and in receipt
of good wages. . . .
CORRESPONDENCE.

The Latest Fabian Researches.
Sir,-Can you spareme space to inform yourreaders
of the latest activities of our Fabian research committees?
A commission, consisting of myself, myhusband,and
Miss Nosey Parker,investigatedthe
conditions of glass
windows in the City of Westminster in May, 1914. Out
of some 16,000 panes we found 1,006 cracked in two panels,
4,169 cracked i n one panel, and 10,824 not cracked at all.
The remaining I had been removed for repairs, and
the
committee will sit on it at the first available opportunity.
Permit me also to say that the Fabian
Women’s Group
looking round upon the world have observed that many
things are being done which do not make for economic
reduction. This is particularly the case inthe home.
$here we find mothersbotheredwith the care andupbringing of their children. We see women wiping babies’
noses when they might be counting other people’s. The
grouphas
therefore decided to investigatefullythe
question of nose-wiping, observing particularly how much
time and labour are lost, economically productively speaking, by the lack of special state-controlled officials to perform the purpose inthe homes, and to examinewhat
alterations to this effect can be made in the existing condition of home affairs-wherewomen
still havenot the
vote. We hope to have ourinquiry completed in about
eighteenmonths,and
you, sir,and yourreaders shall

~

hearaboutthem(entirelywithout
extra charge) before
anybody else.-Yours, etc.,
Beatrice Webb (Mrs. Sidney Webb).

votes for Women
Sir,-In all trouble of heart let me bring to your notice
a flagrant. . . Sir, you had a mother; help US to fight
the women’s fight.Helpthem
to conquer in the cause
which they hold dear. By the love of little ones, by the
love of dear ones, God be with us in this fight for women.
Sir, help us to get them the vote. Their cause is just!
The children are crying, and so are we.-Yours, etc.,
Jack Collings Squire.
DRAMA.
Mainly A bout Shaw.
By Desmond Macarthy.
In the old Adelphi days the popularity of a play was
gauged by the audience’s hatred for the villain; nowadays
a critic like myself has to judge a modern play by the
distasteheinstinctivelyfeels
for it. Mr. Paddyfield’s
‘‘ Nannygoat ” fills me personally with a queer sensation
of nausea, so I know it must be full of the sordid ugliness
and lovelypoignancy of lifeitself.
Mr. Shaw (whose
name,unlike Mr. Paddyfield’s, beginswith
an S) has
used similar horrors to gain his effects, but Mr. Paddyfield appears to revel in them, which makes
me admire
him so much. But I confess to feeling muddled ; perhaps
only Mr. Shaw could properly criticise this play . suffering . . . Shaw . . squalor . . . Shaw . . . stuff of
life . . . Shaw . . . ideals . . . Shaw . . . rankling in the
dust.
THE MOONAND THE ONION.
0 large moon ! 0 little onion !
How like ye are, so round and white !
It makes B poet’s heart to beat,
And little birds to fight.
I n Llanfairfechan, where I was born,
I often used to say,
How like the bright moon is at night
To an onion bright by day!
W. H. Davies.
HIS Last
By an Occasional Contributor.
There is a proverb, “ Let the carpenter stickto his last.”
throwaway his last.He
will then
But I say,lethim
wantanother, and set about getting it made. And then
they say there is no place like home. But I say, home is
nota place a t all. This will make you shudder,but I
will chastise you with scorpions. A home is an accident,
a nasty combination of incompatiblepersons (etc., etc.,
etc.).
THEETERNAL
SOUL.
By J. C. Squire.
The changelesssoullooks
out of the skies,
And ‘ I men may come and go,” it cries ;
But as the diminutive
brook implies,
It goes on for ever.
Life is a strange crepuscular thing,
And some men howl and others sing;
Some men eat and others swing;
The soul looks on-ever.
THE SORT
OF STUFF
MODERNPOETSWRITE.
XV.-TheAll-Overish
Soul and ServietteOde.
The changeless soul looks out of the skies
And ‘‘ men may come and go,” it cries [as above].

.

. .

.

Advt. at Full Rates

PATRIOTS ! !
Your King and Country need you !
A nd rememberyour duty to yourselves !
CALL TO CAPITALISTS.-An addition
Of &-IOO,OOO,OOO to
A
England’s Regular Debt
is immediately necessary in the
present grave national emergency. Lord Rothschild guaran-

tees the loan and is confident that this
appeal will be at once
responded to by all his various countrymen who have the
stability offinanceat heart and consider
the termssatisfactory.
Termers of Service :

5% Interest in Perpetuity !
Rothschild expects every malt will claim his duty.
Hurrah €or Pan-Garviaism !
God Save Sol, !
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR.

Current Cant

-

The duties of citizenship.”-“

Daily Sketch.”

‘‘ The flapper triumphant.”-CHARLESVIVIAN.

-

(‘Science is God ; God is Science.

E. M. FORSTER.

Both are Love.”-

”. .

To read ‘ T.P.’s Weekly ’ is like a good tonic.”-Rev.
C. W. D. CHEVALLIER.
“

-

Sir Edward Grey governs Europe by his
G. H. MAIR,in the ‘‘ New Weekly.’’
“

profile. ”-

“ Mr. I
,. G. Chiozza Money is quite successful. He will
build you a Utopia.”-I,. S. WOOLF.

-

The camera is in itself, of course, purely mechanical ;
but it can be made the vehicle for the revelation of true
art.”-E. 0. HOPPE.
“

-

“Pornography does not pay.”-W.
. .

I,. GEORGE.

I

“ The appearance of our Lord JesusChrist
on earth
nineteen hundred years ago actually saved civilisation.”REV. R. J. CAMPBELL.

“

-Hamilton FYFE.

To command success.”-H.

.
.
c
3
-

‘‘ It is humiliating to think that

no Englishmanhas
ever written a novel.”-Richard ALDINGTON.

-

For forty-three years it has been the object of myself
and my ancestors to preserve the peace of the world.”the KAISER.
“

“ I have thought of an ugly hero
for my new novel,
but I simply daren’t venture. ”-MADAME ALBANESI.

‘‘ London’s
BOURNE.

‘‘ A
-“

-

thrift-God’s

gift.”-REV.

remarkable snapshot. A toreador
The Sketch.”

W. H. LANGgored to death.”

“ Our insularity really
rules a line of demarcation between us and other nations.”-“ The Times.”

-

Oneof the most virilepersonalities on the literary
Press--Mr. Holbrook Jackson.”--“ The Globe.”
“

--

Mr. G. S. Street is never inhaste;hisstyle
is, I
think, asnear perfect-at least, it is as near the most fitting
-as mortal stylist may attain.”EZRA POUND,
in “ The
Egoist.”
“

‘‘Advertising, as now conducted by the leading advertisers, is based on the clear perception that it must be
fundamentally honest.”--“Times” (Literary Supplement).
‘‘ With the international prospect a t its very blackest,
the public will turn with an unwonted feeling of hopefulness to the political intelligence.”-“ The Telegraph.”

‘(Ella Wheeler Wilcox, the most widely read poet of
our day. She tells us herself that “. . . women’s souls,
Like violet powder dropped on coals, Give forth their best
in. anguish.’ ”-E. M. FORSTER.

-

CURRENT
COMMERCIALISM.

‘‘ Alargeproportion
of the readers of the ‘ New
Weekly ’ have newly come to womanhood and manhood.

If youmakeclients
of them now, you may be sure of
retaining them as customers for 35 or 40 years-the purWeekly.”
chasing period of an average life.”-“New

NEMESIS !

Sir,-It is but two years ago since the present writer,
in commenting on the criminality of Sir Edward Grey’s
foreign policy, pointed out in THENEWAGE: “ The case
against
the
Anglo-Russian
understanding,
looked at
purely from thestandpoint of relativecivilisedideals,
IS that by rendering financial aid
to the Russian bureaucracya policy has been initiated by Sir E. Grey which
is injurious to that progression in civilisationwhich all
patrioticEnglishmenmust
believe to be representedby
Englishinstitutions.That
is the spiritual objection to
the foreign policy of Sir E. Grey.England’shonour
is
beingtarnishedbythis
Anglo-Russianentanglement. ”
Thetruth
expressed in those words hashada
grim
affirmation. Apparently the whole forces of England
areto be used tosupportthe
of assassins who
masqueradeas the Government o Russia. It isnatural
that the Russian Black Hundreds should approve of the
murdererswho succeed each otherinrapid
succession
E. Greyshould dragEngland
inServia;butthatSir
into war inthe company of suchrulersas
these surpasses the wildest feats of ,imagination.Markthese
proceedings of a Russian noble, Baron von Sievers,
whose example Sir EdwardGrey
would desire us to
emulate,presumably,
intheevent
of arevolutionary
strikein England : ‘‘ Inthe Livoniantown of Fellin,
Baron von Sievers, chief of the local punishment expedition,arrestedand
condemned to death 49 persons withoutany pretencewhatever of trial. Before their execution they were compelled, inthe
presence of their
families andrelatives, todigtheir
own graves. Baron
Sievers then ordered them to kneel down on the edges
of the graves,and the soldiers were compelled to shoot
frombehindandaim
at theirheads.
The result of this
most inhuman proceeding was to scatter the skulls of
theseunfortunateand
heroic men allaroundthe
excavations,whilst
the headless corpses tumbled intothe
graves.The spectacle was so terrible that some of the
women who were compelled to be present-the wives,
mothers,andsisters
of the condemned men-instantly
went ravingmad.”
(“ The Revolution inthe
Baltic
the horrors which are
Provinces of Russia.”)Suchare
going to falluponEuropeancivilisation
; such is the
many
grave which Sir Edward Grey has dug for
Englishmen.
What
are
the
issues
inthis
conflict?
England is
pledged to fight for Russia,Servia,andFrance
against
In theevent
of the allies of
AustriaandGermany.
England being victorious, Russiawillthen
become the
dominant power inEurope; andthe beautifuleyes of
Russia conceal more treachery than ever was harboured
in those of Germany. Remember, this famous passage i n
the State paper,draftedbyPeter
the Great, aslaying
down the principles of Russian policy : “ Bear in mind
that the commerce of India is the commerce of the world,
and that he who can exclusively command it is dictator
of Europe. No occasion, therefore, should be lost to provoke war with Persia, to hasten its decay, to advance on
thePersian Gulf,and thento endeavour to re-establish
the ancient trade of the Levant through Syria.” Thequoted
VIII, but Section VI is notunimpassagewasSection
portant : “Keep up a state of anarchy in Poland, influence
the national assemblies, and, above all, regulate the election of its kings ; split it up on every occasion that presents itself, and finally subjugate it.” That part of this
of
crafty scheme has been carried out, though the spirit
Polishindependence is not dead, as the three Emperors
of Russia, Germany, and Austria may
find to their cost.
Such aretheintriguesthatEnglandhas
been comof
mitted tobySir
Edward Grey. ThethreeEmpires
Russia,
Austria,
and
Germany have
not
an idea of
a
government in common with England.TheSlavhas
mindforeign
to English notions, while the Teutonic
blood of England and Germany should create more sympathy between those two countries than can exist between
a Latinnationlike
Franceand
England.That
is .a
factor which should not be forgotten when ‘‘ honour ” 1s
being so gliblytalkedaboutbythose
who have buried
themselves i n shameful deceits.
One has some sympathywithRepublicanFrance,but
the incidents in Fashoda and MadagascarandSiam are
not so long ago that one can pretend that the tie between
England and France is more than a temporary artifice of
diplomacy. The nations of Europe have been pulled here,
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there,. and everywhere at the whim of diplomatists and
autocrats in the last few years, with the consequence that
all the Powers are following false idealsandunreal
interests.What
possible concern canRussia,Servia,and
Austria have with the affairs of ,England? Certainly
none such asto justify, attheir instance, theruin
of
British commerce and the destruction of financial credit.
Whatever point of view may be taken of Sir E. Grey’s
policy it IS that of a maniac who is obsessed with the
fearthat Germany caneat up everybody. The Germans
are faced with enemies bylandand
sea
Deserted by
Italy, only aided by useless Austria, what can Germany
hopefor exceptadesperate
life-and-death struggle,in
which she may be crushed, but in which she will mortally
injure all her opponents? That is the bogey, reduced to
its
true
proportions, which has blinded the British
Foreign Office.
TheToryParty
andPress areshrieking for war as
usual; but here the motive is plain. En land has a wellorganisedindustrial democracy which has been slowly
preparing itself for a struggle with the receivers of rent,
interest,and
profit. A Europeanwar will deplete the
funds of the unions,throw out of work vast masses of
men,and so disorganise the industrial democracy. That
is the calculationopenlyexpressed
last week by Lord
tohis
staffs. It is a
Northcliffe in hisinstructions
It is truethatthe
lamentableanddesperateexpedient.
first victim of the prevalent lunacy has been Jaures, the
great French Socialist leader, but those who imagine that
patriotism will protect their machinations for longare
under a delusion. The era of war will bring on an era of
revolutions beside which theFrench Revolution will be
nothing.Theprivileged
classes will havenomeans
of
escape from the hungry and infuriated industrial populations of Europe. The world is differentlyorganisedto
what it was in the days of Napoleon. The financial credit
system is so delicate an instrument that not much more
strain can be putupon it. Theindustrial populations
of the towns have little margin with which to stand a
universal panic, such as may occur now at any moment
throughout civilisation. I n bygone days they were fewer
in numbers, and held in by more restraints; but once the
lust to kill is roused by the Northcliffe syndicate Press,
with the aid of Lord Burnham of the “ Dally Telegraph,”
and‘ of Mr. Davison Dalziel and Mr. Garvin, the working
classes of England and Europe will not limit their operations to the battlefield. This is grave language; but it is
written at atime when thesignsarethat
society will
resolve itself into an elemental State. Those days, should
they come, and God granttheymay
not, will not be
healthy for the presentcriminalPressand
the criminal
governing classes, who are stampeding Great Britain into
Armageddon.
Germany has some deplorable features about its civilisation
sation; but it standsfarhigherinthescale
of culture
than Russia.
The privileged classes in England
are
always misguiding the people; but the magnitude of this
errorhas never been approached in ancientor modern
times. Thealternative policies are two, and areboth
still(August 4) open :-(I) A return to the policy of
splendid isolation from Continentalfeuds, which isthe
policy under which the Empire was constructed and has
been developed; ( 2 ) anunderstandingoralliancewith
Germany andFranceagainstRussiaandassassination
politics.
In this conflict, India will be thrown into the meltingpot. China and Japan are also on the watch to profit by
theembarrassments
which assailEurope,
inthe same
way that the European Powers have been alwaysready
to take advantage of any complications in those countries.
The United States will secure much of British trade, because the industrial uncertainty in England
will practically drive her out of the market. It would be interesting
to know whatEnglandwillgain
at all, it beingimpossible to hope for anything which will counterbalance
the losses already sustained before a shot has been fired.
Perhaps Mr. Asquithand Mr. Bonar Law will explain
to
that
their
countrymen.
C.NORMAN.
H.

*

*

*

A SUGGESTION.

.

Sir,-War, as you say, (‘is hell.’’ On medical testimony, a sedative could be prepared in tablet form, to be
carried by combatants, which, without doing any harm,
would very much alleviate those terrible and
protracted
sufferings.
E. 43. VISIAK.

SHAWNEEISM.

Sir,-Though an exiled Irishman, I cannot refrain from
intervening in the quarrel between your contributors, Mr.
Redmond Howardand Mr. Peter Fanning. Mr. Fanning
of man we call in
will remember, I am sure, what type
Ireland a “ shoneen ”-a miserable thing, half-Irish and
half-English, despising what is national In order to imitate
apishly
what
he
conceives to be superior-i.e.,
English. By adaptation, I think I have found the word
which at all
events
describes Mr. Howard.
He
is a
“Shawneen,” a youth blighted by an overdose of Shavianism.He
is intoxicatedbyparadox.Likeachildwith
a toy, he must play with words at the expense of truth,
and,as Mr. Fanninghas shown,withoutthe
remotest
care for logic or consistency. Shaw has more or less exhaustedthe ‘‘ paradoxes ” that can be fired off in discussion of the Irish question. Mr. Howard, however, has
not only served up all the little “ wheezes of the preface to “ John Bull’s Other Island,” but he has
become
emboldened bythe success of hismaster.He
exploits
the Shavian “ points ” until they have lost all sense of
reality, and then he proceeds to deliver himself of a few
home-made paradoxes all on his own. Carson is a Home
‘‘ out-Redmonded Redmond,” etc., etc.
Ruler;hehas
Whatdogsthese
youngintellectualsare ! What wit is
here, what paradox ! Alas, that all sane Irishmen should
know but too well what Home Rule means, in the mouth
of the Nationalist Party. Of course, if we were politically
(‘colour-blind,” like Mr. Howard, we should be paralysed
by his audacious discovery of the true meaning of Home
Ruleandhistriumphant
demonstration of the Home
Ruler in Carson. But Mr. Fanningandtherest
of us
look to the facts and ideas behind words instead of wasting our time admiring thesound of the words themselves.
to
Home Rule may mean anything Mr. Howardlikes
think, but in the case of Ireland it means one thing, and
oneonly,and it is certain that it meanssomething to
which Carson is opposed.
Mr. Fanning has, I think, completely shown up tho
childishabsurdity of Mr. Howard’sessays in paradox.
Much as it would amuse me to supplement his criticism,
I will not do so, for I am too far away from the scene of
action to engage in acontroversyonpoints
of detail.
Besides, Mr. Fanning has ‘‘ wiped the floor ” withhis
antagonist so effectively thatmy services-to sweep up
the remains-are not required. I cannot help feeling, however, that it is a pity to see a man of principles and convictions castingpearls of reason andsincerity before R
verbaltrickster,
whose only belief is inhis unlimited
faculty for “ paradox.’’ Leave the “ Shawneen ” alone,
Mr. Fanning he can’t help it ! He must have his little
jokes,his “ surprising paradoxes ” ! Sure, he actually
thinks Carson andhisPresbyterianelders
aregoingto
‘‘ save the thinker from the dogmatist ” ! I wonder will
Shawsave us from Redmond Howard?
A BALTIMORE
IRISHMAN.

+

*

*

ON DREAMS.
Sir,-It is always advisable for a critic to
do justice to
the object of his criticism, bat “ M. B. Oxon’s ” diatribes
against Freud’s theory of dreams express nothing but disgust with what “ M. B. Oxon ” himself calls “ the most
profound reality of which we have any knowledge.” It
may be granted that Professor Freud believes that he can
demonstrate sex as the prime cause of mental and nervous
disorders; but this prepossession does not alter the fact
that his theory of dreams is that the “ dream represents
a Wunschsrfullung-the realisation of a wish, or, as I
prefer to translate it, every dream betrays an aspiration,”
if I mayquoteDr.Eder.Theexaggeration
of the part
played by sex in the aetiology of mental and nervous disorders is so obvious that anyone can detect i t ; Dr. Leslie
Mackenzie, in his preface to the newlytranslatedessay
on dreams,remarked
it,althoughhe
didnotindicate
where it failed. “ M.B. Oxon’s warningsagainstthe
danger of Freud’stheoryand
practice are unnecessary,
and, anyhow, would be unavailing, for a psychologist
cannothelp psychologising, whatever thedangers may
be.
But when “ M. B. Oxon ” declares that his ‘‘ general
objection to Professor Freud’s scheme of psychology is
that it stands on rather a Man-Radish basis,” he betrays
such a lamentable lack of understanding that I can only
“ Freud’s
conclude that his obsession with what he calls
dirty sex tricks ” has prevented him from noticing what
Freud’s scheme of psychology really is. That Freud’s
scheme of psychology includeswhathecalls
thepre-.
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conscious, the conscious, andthe unconscious, that, to
quote Dr. Eder again, “ the psychological stuff of which
we are unaware at any given moment but which can be
evoked or provoked without any attendant trains of emotions, is the pre-conscious; the unconscious, that deeply
buriedpart of our psyche, canonly be produced under
special circumstances, and we never become aware of it
without emotional reaction,” arefactsapparentlynot
His own ‘‘ diagrams ” are.
known to ‘(M. B. Oxon.”
apparently confined to the conscious and the pre-conscious.
states, and areapparentlyonly
psychological analogies
of the structure of the cortex. But a psychology that reduces psychic life tothe sole data of consciousness, as
Ribot said long ago, is such a poor and sterile conception
that practically it becomes useless ; and “ M. B. Oxon’s ”
conscious psychologisings do notexplainhisemotional
“ Professor Freud’s
dirty
reactions against what he calls
sex tricks.”
turntothe,
But, if I mayleaveFreud’stheory,and
results of his practice, the Man-Radish objection fails,
unless ‘‘ M B. Oxon ” will apply it to the author of the
First Epistle of John : “ If we say that we have no sin,
we deceive ourselves,and the truth is not i n US. If we
confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our
sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” Knowing the aversion of the Christian writers from sex, it is
not unjustifiable to read “ sex ” for “ sin ” in a.
number of cases ; Professor Freud would probably do so
in all cases. But in these two verses we have a summary
of the psychology of psycho-analysis. There is the admission that pride (in this case, what is called “ spiritual
pride ”) will cause a man to tell lies to himself about himself, andthis
canonly
be donebyrepressing
from
As
consciousness the recognition of things as theyare.
Browning said of his Bishop Blougram : “ He said true
things,but called them by wrong names.’’ Theauthor
of the Epistle of John would call such a man a liar ; ‘‘ M.
B. Oxon ” would probably say that such a man ought to
be put in a lunatic asylum and kept there ; while Freud
would see it as a case of repression, and bring the man t o
confession. For it is a fact that Freudandhis
school
do no more and no less than this; the usual method of
psycho-analysis is by means of what is called ‘ I free
association,” which is nothing but the
confession by the
patient, without criticism or comment of the ideas associated
associated in his mind with other ideas or with certain words.
If the patient willnot confess, or the physician’sdiagnosis does not convince him, psycho-analysis fails to cure,
the patient is not (‘cleansed from all unrighteousness.’*
Psycho-analysis is reallyonlyasubstitute
for the confessional.
Thereis, of course, something to be said for ‘(M.B.
Oxon’s ” idea of “ soul-contact ” in dreams : I remarked
when I reviewed Freud’sessaythathis
scheme didnot
apparently include what I called “telepathic” dreams. But
as a general conception of psychology, I think that it is
“ M.
B.
Oxon’s ’J
far more dangerous (if I mayadopt
attitude)thanthe
egoistic hypothesis put forward by
Freud.
It opens up problems of ‘‘ spirit-control ” and
‘‘ spirit guidance ” that are not only apparently insoluble,
but are destructive to the idea of personal responsibility:
had
in accepting
The difficulty that I have always
“ spiritualistic ” explanations of psychology (and ‘‘ M. €3.
Oxon’s ” is very similar) is this, that their logical conclusion is a paradox, that a disembodied ‘‘ spirit ” can
inhabit or operatea body, that the present tenant of a
tabernacle of flesh is alwayslikely to be ousted (temporarily or permanently) by some other entity that has
no body of its own. The confusion that it raises in determining responsibility for action is well illustrated by St.
Paul’s remark that “ it is no more I that do it, but sin
that dwelleth in me.” there is a need, no less “spiritual”
than “ psychological,” for preserving the integrity of the
personality; and it seems to me that it is necessary for
this purpose to refuse to accept any explanation that
would lead men to believe that the motive or control of
their thoughts or actions is to be sought outside of themselves. It is in this direction that “M. R. Oxon’s’’ theory
would lead US, and I find myself unable to agree with it.
A. E. R.

*

*

*

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE.

Sir,--I notice, inan article on dreams,appearingin
your issue of the 6thinst.,thewritersays,With
Christian Science before us as an evidence of the imper
impermanence of successes based on the assertion of an un-

truth, I fear that the results
of psycho-analysis will not
be very
long-lasting.”
Christian
Science is gaining
ground every day because of its permanent successes in
healing sin and sickness through the spiritual understanding of absolute Truth, the Truth which Jesus said would
make men free.
CHARLESW. J. TENNANT.

*
FEMINISM:ITS

*

*

ENDS, VOTARIES AND VICTIMS.

Sir,-Permit me, as a man recognisant of and anxious
to fulfil all the duties and responsibilities which naturally
andproperly attachtomy
sex to thank Miss Audrey
Mary Cameron for her admirable, outspoken
and opportuneletter published in yourlast issue. Theevents of
the past week (I write under date
of the 9th inst.) have
made me prouder of British citizenship than I have felt
for many years, and Miss Cameron’s letter has strengthened in very considerable measure
my
recently oftthreatened faith in andrespect for the nation’s womanhood. I offerno emptycompliment when I express the
opinion that Miss Cameron has approached her subject
witha
truer appreciation of the actualmeaningand
tendencies of the Suffragist movement than hasany
earlier commentator.
It: is no part of myduty
to-day toindulgeinan
academic discussion of the original and ostensible purpose
of all the Suffragist organisations, nor shall I more than
casually refer to the many considerations which have converted me from a doctrinaire advocate of the widest possiblefranchisetoquitea
different faith.Longresident
in Germany, pleasantlyreminiscent of my Germanuniversity life and proud of having been the recipient from
German Ministers of confidence andan
honour rarely
reposed in or conferred upon a foreigner, I have laboured
assiduously to bring about a good understanding between
the democracies of the twoEmpires.
To-day, i n face of
the gross insult offered to Great Britain in the infamous
proposal addressed to herGovernmentby
the German
Imperial Chancellor on July 29, I brush aside with contempt and regrets that I ever seriously entertained them
of national respect and
allthe
speciousprotestations
amity of which during recentyears, from Germany we
have heard sa much. As withGermany, so with British
women’s agitation for the “vote.” By its fruits must a
tree be known.
There can be no sane man, or woman either, who has
watched this movement even from the outside, who will
not agree with Miss Cameron in her estimate of the danger
of giving to women larger, and possibly preponderating,
political power-a
danger which mustalwaysthreaten
this country so long as political parties deem their existence dependent upon thetemporaryattractiontotheir
standards of noisy factions, not necessarily numerically
strong or even well-meaning. My answer to the demand
for woman suffrage is the answer which has been supplied
by the advocates, “militant”or
otherwise, of sucha
measure. Theirclaim, if such it can be called,, must be
considered in connection with the capacity they have
shown for the judicious exercise of civic privileges. How
has this capacity been proved during the past few years ?
To all beholders by the grossest ingratitude to the foolish
politicians and other male supporters without
whose aid
andsympathythe
movement could never have attained
its present strength ; and by utterances: conduct and outrages which would bedeemed
intolerable in fractious
children which have involved the abandonment of every
one of the finer attributes of woman, and arouse very
justifiable fears that unbridled licence is the aim and the
house of correction or thelunatic asylum an inevitable
second stage in the “political” woman’s career.
I have spoken so far of what all the world is cognisant.
The public, however, knows but half the truth, and that
half is only the less deplorable. Riot,arson,sacrilege
and the wilful destruction of public and private property
are, in my opinion, the least of the offences to be charged
againstthe
Suffrage societies.
I accuse thelatter
of
having been engaged in an organised conspiracy against
public decency and morality, against a11 the institutions
upon which is based the very existence of any civilised
and well-ordered State. I accuse them of crimes comparableonly in resultwiththose
committed in savage
warfare-of a system of terrorism which has been destruction
tive of scores, possibly of hundreds, of once more or less
happyand
well-ordered homes, which has, ruined the
careers of and driven into exile men of whom the nation
might have been proud and can ill-spare to-day. Further,
and most serious charge of all, 1 accuse them of the moral
corruption, by the dissemination of filthy and lying literature, and other means, of heretofore pure-minded women
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and children of all classes, once the finestasset of the
nation, in whom we reposed our best hopes for the future
of the race. These charges are not mere flights of imagination, nor are they made without the fullest comprehension
comperheno
sin of their gravity They are, alas, the result
of Personal experience andobservation,andcan
be incontestablysubstantiated.
It will be observed that I have avoided differentiation
in respect of the objects of my attack. That Some of the
societies referred to are less guilty than others, and have
erred not with evil intent but as the result of corrupting
fellowship, I readilyadmit.
Theprimaryaim,
however,
of all theseorganisations is identical, theirmembership
is notoriously interlocked, andthe proceedings of even
the least noxious have at times so c closely approximated
to those of thelargest
and best advertised that it is
practically impossible to acquit any one of them ofSome
complicity i n bringingaboutthesituationto
which I
have referred. As Mr. Andrew Carnegie has recently SO
finely written, “The looms of the gods weave no erasures.”
In this connection let me add that I endorse inthe
fullest possible degree the scorn which Miss Cameron has
expressed forthe “decadent she-men, thecurse of the
age,” who stand behind the Suffragist, do the dirtiest of
her work, and, when called to account by the more virile
of their sex, whom it is their pleasure to disparage, at
To the more proonce seek the shelter of a petticoat.
minent of these men I cannot forbear personal reference.
Among themarepriests,everthe
enemies of rational
progress and real democracy, headed by the Right Rev.
the Lord Bishop of London, member of the law-deriding
and law-defying W.S.P.U., who has blessed withhis
episcopal countenance the issue and the placing in children’s hands, of literature which I, a hardened man of the
world do nothesitate to say cannot be read without a
feeling of shame that type andpaper should be prostituted
to such uses. Next in order come a small band of medical
men, pseudo-scientists, and self-styled “social reformers,”
to whom there is no sweeter incense than the sight
of
hall-demented women listening with allears
to their
putrescent “revelations.” Then we have that choice group
of self-advertising “pacifists” and journalists, who are remost dangarded rightly by all but their dupes as the
gerous enemies of peace, who shout one day for ignoble
pacifism and on the next hasten to make
money out of
the horrors of war. These are the“big”
men inthe
be
feminist army; those I am about to mentionmust
placed inanothercategory.Theyincludethe
so-called
“Labour leaders,” men who, both as regards the feminist
movement and the question of the assertion of national
honour, wholly misrepresent the views of the workers of
the country, male, and, especially, female. Of the general
services tothe communityand
good intentions. of the
greater number of these men I say not one word of disparagement, but over the career of others, who toil not
neither do they spin, preferring to batten on the bounty
of a few misguided women, I prefer to draw a charitable
veil.
There is no disease without a remedy, and
never was
theregreater need than there is to-day for a safeguard
against the only real danger which threatens us-namely,
ruin
from
within.
Our Government is performing
is beingsupported
wonders, and,speakinggenerally,
nobly by all classes andsections of the community.
believe that Great Britain will emerge from the purifying
fires through which she must now pass a stronger power
for justice, freedom and cleanliness than ever she wasthat we may look forward with confidence to theearly dawn
of brighter days for thedemocracies of all nations, of those
we meet in warfare no less than those we whom we are in
honourable alliance or amity.Oursailorsontheseas,
our soldiers in the field, those heads of departments who
are a t the helm at Whitehall, and far and near throughout
our glorious heritage have a stupendous and,, as I regard
it, beneficent mission to fulfil; shall it be said in history
that: while they were heroicallydischargingtheirduty
there was in progress in the heart of the Empire a putrefaction which made our people of the coming generation
the scorn of the world ?
What can be done tu ensure our land and civilisation
generallyagainst such an anti-climax? To me, at least,
this is not a new question. As long ago as April, 1911,
felt it my duty to address to the Prime Minister a letter
in which I laid before him my personal experiences in
connection with the then recent Census, and, with special
reference to the decision of the Administration announced
in the House of Commons to take no proceedings against
openly-avowed conspiracies to defeat tl1e purposes of an
Act of Parliament, I wrote as follows :“It would be presumptuous on my part to question the
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accuracy of the official or semi-official publishedstatements upon which the President of the Local Government
Board based hisestimate of the success achieved ; and
doubly so to criticise the decision at which the Administrationhasarrived.
I may, however, be permitted to
remark that the existence of conspiracies i.0 defy the law
has not been denied-that even to-day persons are boasting of thepartsthey
played in these complots, of the
details of their least creditable exploits, and of the success
attending the latter.
“The point to which I particularly and very respectfully
venturetoinvite
your consideration has reference to
private citizens who sought to observe their duties to the
State, and thereby suffered. In this connection I am advised thatthe normaldifficulties
associated withindiof
individual endeavours to obtainlegalredressforwrongs
this character have been increased so considerably by the
decision of the Administration as to preclude any reasonable prospect of success. I veryrespectfully Submit-if
this be a correct estimate of the situation-that, in my
case at least, the State has withdrawn from the original
contract of society, while still holding me to
full
obedience.”
More recently, after drawing attention to the
reign of
terror which existed in the district in which I reside i n
respect of postalaffairs and to a seriousmonetary loss
sustained by myself in consequence of the destruction of
a manuscript embodying many weeks’ labour, I wrote as
follows to the Postmaster-General :“Since it appears as much beyond the will or power of
the administration of the law to protect property entrusted
to the care of the Postmaster-General as to safeguard other
in
rights of law-respectingcitizens or assistthelatter
opposing the all too powerful endeavours which are being
made to debauch society anddestroy
the fundamental
relations of domesticlife, it has become necessary for
the individual to consider what steps he should take to
assert thos,e personal rights assumed to be guaranteed to
him by the State.”
I verycordiallyagreewith
Miss Cameron thatthe
situationjustifies,and,
indeed, demands, theimmediate
operative
patriotic
union
establishment of a really
pledged to. stem the tide of feminism. Equally strongly,
league
however, I dissent from her proposal thatthis
effect of sucha
should be one of menonly.Thefirst
.limitation would be to invite a prejudice against it, and
notwithout fair show of reason, thatits members had
banded themselvestogether for no higherpurpose than
the protection of theirsex privileges. In respect of the
evil effects of a decadent feminism, surely women are as
much interested as men ; surely their stake at issue is as
great as-na-y, greater than-that of men. I cannotbut
believe that If Miss Cameron and her friends of the men’s
league to which she refers give this point
more serious
consideration, they will arrive at the same conclusion as
myself. A union of menand women might be made a
powerfulinstrument for good; one of men alone cannot
hope to occupy a position more useful thanthat predestined for all societies having no higher principle than
mere negation. Duty is calling me to a place distant
from England more than 8,000 miles, but for the immediate present, owing to the complete suspension of eastbound shipping, I am, as it were, a prisoner in my own
country.
Nothing
would give
me
greater
satisfaction
‘during the continuance of this period of enforced inaction
than to devote such qualities of organisation as I possess
to the promotion of such a league as Miss Cameron has
proposed-with the amendment which I have ventured to
Suggest. I am assured that all readers of THE NEW AGE
would appreciate itskindly co-operation inthismatter
by becoming the medium of communication between myself and all persons interested in the movement.
One word more. In the course of a few days the public
elementary schools will be re-opened, and a few weeks
‘later the girl pupils will return to the higher grade seminaries. Whatattitudedotheauthoritiesin
charge of
theseestablishments
propose to assume in reference to
the erstwhilenotoriouspropaganda
of Suffragist “principles” ?
Unless they
are
both blind
and
deaf,
managers of Board schools must know that not a few of
theteachers in the latter are
notonly members of the
W.S.P.U. andsimilar societies, but haveactuallytaken
part in or openly advocated “militant”outrages;andthe
same is even more generally true of the women teachers in
private and company-owned schools and colleges.
A
great responsibility restswiththese
women, and it will
immediatefuture, while
be a cryingscandal if,inthe
men are straining every nerve to maintain the nation’s
honour, their sex and efforts should be wantonly held up
IXION.
theto
ridicule of their
daughters.
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