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[T is usually held that works of imaginative literature differ in
intrinsic merit; that one book is in fact better than another. It
is also held, especially by literary critics, that it is possible if not
to prove, at least to produce good reasons for supposing this to be
the case; literary criticism consists indeed very largely of com-
paring and rating books according to their respective merits.

It is not difficult by means of a little dialectic to show that
these beliefs are delusions. Before, however, embarking on the
attempt, I should like to make one or two preliminary distine-
tions which, whatever their philosophical validity, do, 1T think,
fairly represent the customary beliefs of common sense.

When a person knows something, for example a chair or a
verse of poetry, I shall call the person knowing the subject, and
the thing known, the chair or the verse, the object. A statement
made about the state of mind or feeling of the person knowing, I
shall call a subjective statement, 2 statement about the object
known objective. In the light of these definitions it will be easily
seen that some of the judgments we commonly make are subject-
ive, while others are objective. If. for example, I say, “ Taese
gooseberries are sour,” what I am really talking about is the effect
produced by the gooseberries on my palate; the sourness is in
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short not a property of the gooseberries but a sensation of mine.
The statement, “ These gooseberries are sour” is, therefore,
subjective. Another person with a different kind of palate may
very well find the gooseberries sweet ; but his statement, * These
gooseberries are sweet ” will not really contradict mine, since each
statement is about something different, his about one of his
sensations, mine about one of mine.

Now let us take a statement such as that which asserts that
two and three make five. This is not some private fancy or
dogma of mine, an account of the opinions that exist only inside
my brain, but a statement about the relations between certain
objects, namely numbers, which are constituents of the outside
world; the statement is, therefore, objective. For this reason
anybody who thought that three and two make six would not
merely be differing from me on a point of taste; he would be just
wrong. Similarly if from a bridge I look at a pair of railway lines
immediately below me and say that they are parallel, I am making
a statement about the actual relationship of the lines to each
other; that is to say, a statement which is objective. If, looking a
mile along the track, I see them converge and say that the railway
lines meet a mile away, the object of my judgment will be a
subjective appearance which is due to a peculiarity of my vision.
This statement will, therefore, be subjective.

Now let us consider judgments about books in the light of our
distinction. It is not difficult to see that most if not all of them
fall in the category of subjective judgments; they arc not, that is
to say, judgments about books at all, but about the effect produced
by the books on the mind or taste of the reader. The language
used by people in talking of books affords ample testimony to the
subjectivity of their statements. They say of a book that it is
enjoyable, horrible or interesting, when what they really mean is
that it has aroused sensations of joy, or horror, or has stimulated
interest in themselves. The object of their judgments is not,
therefore, the book at all, but is certain states of feeling experi-
enced by them as the result of reading the book.

The contradictory judgment passed about books, the rise and
decline of authors’ reputations, and the impossibility of finding
any absolute standard whereby to adjudge their respective merits,
all point in the same direction. As to contradictory judgments it
is notorious not only that people dispute violently about the
goodness and badness of books, but that there is no way of settling
their disputes. A dispute which is capable of settlement is rarely
interesting or prolonged, and it is because discussions about books
are inconclusive that they are at once interminable and pleasur-
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able. There is no disputing about anything but tastes; from
which we may deduce that it is not in literary discussion the books
at all but our feelings towards them that we are making the
objects of our statements and judgment. And just as in the case
of the gooscberries, it was possible for one man to think them
sweet and another sour, because each was judging about a private
feeling of his own, so it is possible for two completely contradic-
tory opinions about a book to be both of them true, for the simple
rcason that the opinions are not opinions about one and the same
thing, namely, thce book itself, but that each opinion is about
something different, namely, the feelings produced by the book in
the speakers.

Just as the opinions of contemporaries differ about books in
the same age, so do the opinions of groups of people differ in
different ages. Congreve at whom the nineteenth century raised
the skirt of disgust or the eyebrow of a leer, is to-day praised for
the brilliance of his wit and his scnse of the theatre. From an
intellectnal bawd he has become our most polished dramatist.
Trollope, a best scller in the eightics, anathematised in the nineties
beeause he wrote by the clock, has again come into his own as one
of the greatest nineteenth century novelists. What are we to infer
from these fluctuations of opinion? Not that the intrinsic quali-
ties of 2 book change because the taste of the age changes; but
that when an age thinks a book great it is passing judgment not
about the book but about its rcactions to the book. Ina word,
literary judgments are not judgments about books at all ; they are
statements about the tastes and feelings of certain groups of
people.  As thesc change, so does the reputation of a book rise or
fall. ‘

What follows? First that there is no way of determining the
merits of a book. If X and Y have an argument about the
temperature of a room, one or the other will ultimately get a
thermometer. By the objective external standard which the
thermometer affords, X can be shown to be right and Y wrong,
or vice versa. But there is no thermomecter for the testing of
literary judgments.

Secondly, as Tolstoy asserted, the value of a book must be
assessed entirely in terms of the effects it produces; books which
produce no effect, good or bad, have no value. If, for example,
Robinson Crusoe left the only extant copy of Shakespeare buried
in the sand of his desert island, Shakespeare would cease to pro-
duce pleasurable and valuable effects; therefore Shakespeare would
have no value; therefore Shakespeare’s plays would no longer be
great works.
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Thirdly, if the value of a book is to be assessed in terms of its
effects, that book is the best which produces the greatest amount
of valuable effects. By valuable effects we mean pleasurable
cffects. Now we must suppose that the number of breasts in
which the works of the late Mr. Garvice cngendered a thrill of
pleasure was in a given year greater than the number similarly
affected by the works of Shakespeare. Certainly Garvice at the
height of his fame had ten readers for Shakespeare’s one, and we
must suppose that people read him because they liked him. It
seems to follow that during that particular year Garvice was a
greater writer than Shakespeare. Not only does it seem to follow;
it does follow. For we have seen that the greatness of a book must
be assessed in terms of the pleasurable effects it produces.

But why pleasure, it may be objected ? Surcly people find in
Shakespeare more than pleasure; or if it is pleasure they get from
his plays, it is of a nobler, higher, richer, deeper, quality than that
afforded by the common or garden best seller.  The admirer of the
best seller would answer this easily enough by the simple retort,
“How do vou know?” Nobody who does not experience them
can tell what feelings the typist gets from Berta Ruck, or the
crrand boy from “ The Blood-stained Hand.” We have no right
to insist that the feelings of intelligent and educated people must
be superior to, let alone more pleasurable than those of others,
merely because we happen to be intelligent and educated.

Finally, an appeal may be made to authority; the judgment
of critics, of all those who really know about literature, of men of
rcading, of taste, of learning, and of scholarship, is, it may be said,
unanimously in favour of Shakespeare and against Garvice. A
man may go from Garvice to Shakespcare as his taste matures, but
never from Shakespeare to Garvice. (This last of course is not
true. We most of us read Shakespeare at school bhecause we were
made to, and took to Garvice from choice in our late teens).

Putting this argument in a nutshell, we may say that persons
catitled to judge are unanimous in preferring Shakespeare to
Garvice. But in the first place they are not unanimous, and in the
sccond they make mistakes. They may, it is true, all dislike
Garvice, but most of the leading critics have at one time or another
abominated Shaw as a charlatan writer of cheap journalese and
half baked philosophy.

But ignoring for a moment the contradictoriness of critics and
the fluctuations in taste, how are we to decide who are the persons
entitled to judge? Asa possible qualification we might demand
that Fhev should possess wide acquaintanceship with literature
combined with good taste. But how are we to estimate a man’s taste
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except by reference to the literature he approves? If you find a
man reading and enjoying a railway bookstall novel, and demand-
ing no more from literature than the mixture of thrills and treacle
it provides, you regard his taste as bad ; 1f he reads the classics and
Virginia Woolf you call his taste good. Hence a man with good
taste is a man who likes a good book. But what is a good book ?
We have just agreed that where different kinds of books give
pleasure to different kinds of people, that must be adjudged to be
a good book which is approved of by persons entitled to judge,
that is, by people of good taste, that is by people who like a good
book. The argument you sce is completely circular: Shakespeare
is better than Garvice because persons entitled to judge prefer him.
Who are the persons entitled to judge? Those who prefer Shakes-
pcare to Garvice.

Here we realise once again the complete subjectivity of all
literary judgments. Having failed in our attempt to provide an
objective standard of literary merit by appealing to the experts, we
must fall back on the elementary device of defining a good book
as a book that we happen to like. The highbrow derides the
bourgeois at the picture gallery who says “ I don’t know anything
about art; butl do kuow what I like”; but if our argument is
right, the highbrow himself can say no more. He can only
pretend to.

I do not myself agree with this conclusion, but I find it exceed-
ingly difficult to refute. I have accordingly stated the arguments
in its favour as cogently as 1 can, in the hope that they will
provoke an answer which will provide me with material for its
refutation.

LoNDON. C. E. M. JOAD.



EVOLUTION AND I'T'5 IMPLICATIONS!
By Prof. S. RADHAKRISHNAN.

PHILOSOPHY in the larger sense of the term is the unscen
foundation on which the structure of a civilisation rests. The
Indian tradition gives the first place to the pursuit of philosophy,
adhyatmavidya vidyanam. It is the study which gives the impulse
and dircction to the general life of the community. Throughout
the history of Indian thought, the quest for reality has engaged the
mind of the country. The naive belief that the world is ruled by
Indra, Varuna and such other deities, who watch from on high the
conduct of men, whether it is straight or crooked, the faith that
the gods who can be persuaded by prayer or compelled by rites to
grant our requests are only the forms of the one supreme being;
the firm conviction that the pure stainless spirit, to know whoin
is life eternal, is one with the innermost soul of man; the rise of
materiali$m, scepticism and fatalism and their supersession by the
ethical systems of Buddhism and Jainism with their central
doctrine that one can free oneself from all ill only by refraining
from all evil, in thought, word and deed--God or no God -, the
liberal theism of the Bhagavadgita which endows the all-soul with
ethical in addition to metaphysical perfections; the logical scheme
of the Nyaya which furnishes the principal categories of the world
of knowledge which are in use even to-day; the Vaisesika inter-
pretation of nature; the Samkhya speculations and psychology ;
the Yoga scheme of the pathway to perfection, the ethical and
social regulations of the Mimamsa and the religious interpretations
of the supreme reality set forth by Samkara, Ramanuja, Madhva,
Nimbarka, Vallabha, Jivagosvami form a record of philosophic
devclopment of which any race could be proud.

But past glory does not confer present distinction. An
explorer of recent philosophical litcrature in India finds little to
report except a few sporadic attempts to reinterpret ancient
doctrines. Tradition is still strong and authority is profoundly

respected and in such an atmosphere philosophy cannot progress.

Freedom of thought and fixity of belief are inconsistent with each
other. Today we are content to let things take their course. We
are crouching behind the wall when the storm is passing by. We

* Extracts from the Presidential Address of the Indian Philosophical Congress,

Bombay, 1927.
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may offer an explanation for this unfortunate condition. A culture
that has flowered and reached a high standard of beauty and
excellence tends to grow conservative and decadent and our politi-
cal misfortunes turned our minds into conservative moulds. But
explanations are no excuses.

If the philosophies of India are not to be regarded as mere
mummies, enshrined corpses of once living ideas and dead very
long since, we should rethink them in the light of the whole
theoretical and practical experience through which we have passed.
Truths, the most ancient, are endowed for us as the result of new
experience, with greater certainty. ‘The philosophic impulse is
not independent of the other factors of life. Science, philosophy
and religion are intimately coniuected. A reorientation of philo-
sophical perspective is the task facing us to-day. We must make
our philosophical views agree with the new dimensions of thought
into which scientific extensions of our horizon have led us.

At the present day in the western world almost all the work
in the field of philosophy centres round the problems in the border-
lund of science and philosophy as the foundations of science, the
structure of the atom, the problem of continuity, vitalism and the
laws of inheritance. The names of Russell and Whitehead, Broad
and Alexander, Bergson and Driesch, Smuts and Lloyd Morgan
leap to our mind. Recent disturbances in the world of thought
caused by the evolutionary hypothesis have made it of surpassing
interest to the general -mind. The attempts to restrain the
authorities from teaching evolution in public schools in some
districts of the United States of America, the scene at St. Paul’s
Cathedral on the 16th of October when the Rector of the City
Church denounced Dr. Barnes and left the service with some 400
members of the congregation, the letters exchanged between the
Bishop of Birmingham and the Archbishop of Canterbury, Sir
Arthur Keith’s presidential address at the British Association at
L.eeds and the bishop of Ripon’s suggestion of a scientific holiday
for about a period of ten years have made the subject of evolution
of great popular interest. It may perhaps be of some use if 1
make a few observations on the philosophical implications of the
theory of evolution avoiding abstruse discussions which are not
of interest to the general reader.

When attacks are made on evolution from the camp of religion
it is not so much the scientific doctrine that is criticised as thc:
naturalistic philosophy based on it. The scientific account ijs
content with a statement of the facts observed while the philoso:
phical hypothesis attempts to offer a metaphysical explan ‘

L. . ation.
Within the limits of the phenomena observed, science

may
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speculate and argue and abandon inadequate descriptions for more
adequate ones. It may give up Ptolemy for Copernicus, Newton
for Einstein, but it has little to do with final causes. While it
may trace the operation of the laws of nature and determine the
rise, growth and decay of phenomena, it cannot explain why nature
is what it is, how it came to be, and whether it will ever cease to

be. When the scientist attempts to tackle these problems, he’

becomes a philosopher and generally a bad one at that. The
world is pictured as a vast mechanism where natural forces auto-
matically bring about all the changes. Descartes was the first of
European philosophers to seek an explanation of all things in
purely mechanical terms. “ Give me extension and motion”
said he “and I will construct the universe.” His ideas received
elaboration in the development of mechanical physics in the next
two centuries. All qualitative differences in the world were
reduced to quantitative differences of size, shape and speed of the
motion of the particles of matter. Biological evolution was inter-
preted in the terms of mechanism. The processes of living
organisms were explained by mecans of physies and chemistry.
The actual creation of life from non-living matter is regarded as
something that can be accomplished in the laboratory. Benjamin
Moore says “ Given the presence of matter and energy forms under
the proper conditions, life must come incvitably.” Consciousness
is an inert spectator of life as ineffective and as ubiquitous as one’s
shadow. If we delete consciousness from the universe, nothing
will be changed. Professor Watson, the leader of the behaviourist
school, writes “ Psychology, as the behaviourist views it, 1s a
purely objective experimental branch of natural science which
needs consciousness as little as do the sciences of chemistry and
physics. The suggested climination of states of consciousness as
proper objects of investigation in themselves will remove the
barrier which exists between psychology and the other scicences.
The findings of psychology become the functional correlates of
structure and lend themselves to explanation in physico-chemical
terms (Behaviour: p.27). Psychology is a study of the physiolo-
gical reactions of the human organism as a whole. As biology is
a branch of chemistry, psychology is a branch of biology. Men
are conscious automata and freedom is a delusion. Values as
truth and beauty are mere byproducts of a universe whose reality
is physical. Though some evolutionist philosophers like Herbert
Spencer believe in an automatic law of progress, that the course
of evolution is an upward one in spite of reversions, atavisms,
loops and zigzags of reactions deflecting the straight line, others
repudiate this 'view. There is no certainty that the human
species is likely fo outlive many of the so-called lower forms of
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life such as the bacteria of the soil or the unicellular organisms
which destroy mankind. There is more degeneration than advance
and some even go to the extent of saying that degeneration
is the rule and advance the exception. The religion of the
mechanical scientist is best described in Bertrand Russell’s Essay
on the Free Man’s Worship. Life is an incident in the cooling
of the solar system. Man comes into being in the midst of
unconscious forces which will eventually destroy him. His
appearance on earth is as much an incident in the history of
life on earth as his earthly abode is an incident in astronomical
history. Humanity appcared on earth as inevitably as heetles
on a dunghill. The cosmic fate of all values is to perish with-
out trace. The end of it all is darkness, death.

While metaphysical theories of evolution were set forth by
ancient thinkers of Greece and India, the scientific doctrine of
evolution is the work of empirical investigators like Linnaeus,
Buffon, Erasmus Darwin, Charles Darwin, Wallace and others.
It is restricted to the world of living organisms. Darwin’s
work on the Origin of Species does not formulate a philosophy
of evolution but furnishes evidence indicating that life on this
planet has evolved by a gradual and yet continuous process
from the earliest forms of living organisms to the latest product,
man. He mentions the factors by the operation of which new
species arise out of other existing ones. His account is to be
accepted or rejected not by a reference to the ultimate questions
regarding the universe but by an appeal to the facts of Botany
and Zoology.

Malthus’ essay on the principle of population suggested to
Darwin and Wallace the importance of natural selection. But
natural selection cannot operate without the co-operative factors
of variation and heredity. According to the former, no two
individuals, plants or animals are quite alike. The offspring of
the same parent or parents tend to vary in greater or less
degree both from their parents and from ohe another. Other-
wise, if all offspring entirely resembled their parents, the world
would still be full of amoeba and jelly fish. The principle of
heredity tells us that the peculiarities exhibited by the parents
tend to be transmitted to the offspring in greater or less degree.
The offspring are never exactly like the parents—this is due
to variation—and yet resemble the parents more than they
resemble other members of the same species-this is due to
heredity. If we have in addition the fact of multiplication
struggle for existence results. Those members which happen’
to possess variations which equip them better for the struggle
tend to survive and others get eliminated, The offspring ofathe

2
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successful tend to resemble the parents in exhibiting the favoured
variation to a greater degree than the parents and a new type
becomes established by a gradual piling up of small accretions
at each generation.

While Darwin accepted Lamarck’s theory of the transmission
of acquired characters, Wallace and other biologists are opposed
to it. Weissmann distinguishes between germ  plasm  or
reproductive tissue and somatoplasm or bodily tissue and holds
that changes induced in the organism can be transmitted only
if the germ plasm is affected. Mendel distinguishes between
heritable and non-heritable variations and the latter, which are
the reactions of the organism to the environment do not exert
direct influence on the course of evolutionary change. Heritable
variations represented in the germ plasm are called mutations
while the non-heritable ones are called fluctuations. We cannot,
however, say which is which until the test of heredity is applied.
The theory of De Vries that heritable variations must be large
and sudden and slighter wvariations are not transmitted is
generally accepted.

Darwin’s idea of the rise of a new species by the gradual
accumulation in successive generations of insensible differences
is now abandoned in favour of sudden and considerable mutations.
Evolution proceeds by a series of wholly inexplicable jumps and
not by the accumulation of minute variations.

The scientific doctrine of evolution has established beyond
doubt that the sun and stars in their courses, the forms of matter
and the varied classes and orders of plants and animals, human
beings with their power of choice are not created in their present
forms but assume their present forms in slow obedience to a
general law of change. But when a causal explanation of the
factors operative in this process is urged we are entering on
debatable ground. Darwin was a scientist and not a philosopher.
He held that his account of the origin of species was incomplcte
for “our ignorance of the laws of wvariations is profound” and
“* the laws governing inheritance are for the most part unknown”
(Sixth Edition of the Origin of the Species).

As a philosophical interpretation of the observed facts, the
theory of evolution is not satisfactory. Evolution presupposes
an interaction between the organism and the environment,
subjects with definite characters of their own and objects with
determinate features. But the process of evolution cannot
create the conditions of its own possibility. The hypothesis
of evolution does not deal with origins but seeks to describe
the changes which objects undergo in relation to the demands
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of the environment. While it describes the /low of the process,
it does not answer the why of it. We may trace the egg or the
hen to a still earlier evolution but the process cannot go on to
infinity. We ask,--“What being, what impulse provided the
conditions and started the process?” We assume that somewhere
behind all ecvolution, there is something which is not the product
of evolution and vyet is its ground and power. How is that
principle to be conceived? Is it one or many? Is it blind or
intelligent? Is it immanent in the process or transcendent to
it or both?

The term ‘evolution’ implies a break with the mechanical
method of explanation. When we endeavour to account for the
world of objective nature by ‘evolution’ and employ such concepts
as growth, natural selection, struggle for survival, self preserva-
tion, etc., we are obviously interpreting the cosmic process on
the analogy of human nature. A mechanical evolution is
difficult to conceive even if it be not self-contradictory. If the
changes of the world are completely mechanical, if they are
merely an unpacking of the possibilities, then there is no
evolution. 'The concept of evolution implies that changes
cannot be explained on the purely mechanical hypothesis.

Variations, whether small or great, cannot be accounted for.
While the changes within the world of living organisms are
difficult to explain, the transitions from the non-living to the
living, from life to mind, from mind to intelligence are absolutely
inexplicable. The Taittiriya Upanishad mentions matter (anna),”
life (prana,) consciousness (manas) intelligence (vijnana) as the
four crucial stages of the world’s development. Physico-chemical
explanations are inadequate for the characteristic activities of
organic life. Reproduction, heredity and even such processes as
respiration and circulation do not yield their secrets to physico-
chemical analysis. The mechanical view that there is no breach
of continuity between the living and the non-living does not
face the facts. The neo-vitalists like Driesch contend that
biological phenomena are not properly explicable as physico-chemi-
cal processes within the living matter of organisms but that a
non-physical principle interferes to regulate and control the
physical and chemical reactions. The admission of a mysterious,
non-mechanical entity which is neither an energy nor a material
substance but an agent sui generis, non-spatial though acting in
space, non-material though acting on matter is hardly satisfactory.
Biologists who are opposed to mechanism, admit that distinctively

*Compare Samkara on B. 8. 11 3-12.  ** The word food signifies earth ‘“Tas-
mat prithiviyam annasabdeti.”
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biological phenomena cannot be explained in physico-chemical
terms. The living organism itself and not some directive principle
is dominant in organic activity. The organic is distinct from
the inorganic and it exists as such and its structure and activities
are the expression of its nature. The organic exhibits a new
character though such an exhibition of new characters is more
the rule than the exception. Highly differentiated physiological
processes are accompanied by mental events. Without discussing
the exact nature of the relation between the physiological and
the psychological, we have to take the organism as a unit with
its own specific characters. When we reach the human level, we
have the new variation of reason, that which distinguishes the
true from false, good from cvil, beautiful from ugly. When Sir
Arthur Keith quotes Professor Eliot Smith to the effect that the
human brain shows no formation of any sort other than that
of the brain of the chimpanzee, he is referring to the material
structure of the brain. While we may admit that the body of
man is a structure cvolved through long ages and grudually
improved from very carly beginnings until the present frame 1s
built, while its affinity to that of the ape may be conceded, we
cannot get over the qualitative difference between the mentality
of the ape and that of man. Man is a conscious responsible soul
with a knowledge of good and evil. When a certain level of
bodily development is reached the human mind emerges, even as
life appears when matter reaches a certain complexity of organi-
sation. But has any biologist described the nature of the HCllef‘l
change responsible for the risc of human reason?  Can we explain
any meutal activity as the product of germinal alteration? Can
it be said that “man under the action of biological forces which
can be observed and measured, has been raised from a place among
anthropoid apes to that which he now occupices?” Was not
Darwin more modest when he confessed his ignorance of the
working of the forces of variation and heredity 2 "T'he cvidence
:flv:xilablc does not offer a single hint of the working of these
orees.

Evolution belicves that it is able to account for the develop-
ment in the sphere of organic or the inorganic, but strictly Sl’t‘?“f'
g even this is difficuit of explanation.  Evolutionary changc, it
1s now admitted, procceds by distinet leaps and not the slow
accumulation of small steps. Every change is a jump. Discon-
tinuity is the mark of the process. Novelty is a feature of all
development. T'he product of evolution when it arises is ;:cnuincly
new. We may make an exhaustive enumeration of the factors
fror.n which it has been developed, yet the thing itself isa unigue
entity, exhibiting a character which was not present in any of the

EVOLUTION AND I'T'S IMPLICATIONS. 109

rlier factors and could not have been foretold on the strength of
e fullest knowledge of the factors. Development or evolution is
mething more than a mere re-arrangenient of pre-existent mate-
tl. There is something genuinely novel about every individual.
othing recurs in exact detail, no two leaves, no two events. Each
dividual is a new experiment., Only specially well-marked
itical stages in the development are noticed by us. If every
dividual in the world varies from every other as the hypothesis
evolution assumes, then each is genuinely new. In other words,
> cannot read its presence back into its pre-cxistent factors.
ppearance of C is not accounted for by the characters of the
:tors A & B., for C is neither A, nor B nor A& B. It is C. On
e other hand, there must be some reason why the combination
& B is succeeded by C and why the event C has the particular
aracter of C and not any other character. Some reason there
ust be and it certainly is not the combination of A & B. The
nditions of every development in the world include a good dcal
ore than the constituent factors. A & B succeeded by C is a
ase of the cosmic process but not a complete and seli-contained
ase. It is one phase of the general context of nature, not isolated
ym other phases. A & B arc followed by C because the world
ocess is what it is and its particular phase is open to countless
her influences. It is a moment in the whole life of the universe
d its setting in a particular context is one expression of the
urse of evolution. A product of evolution is not completely
counted for by a statement of the specific factors which have
cceded it in a limited context. Its whole setting in the cosmic
ocess conditions its rise though we cannot determine the precise
anner of the conditioning. Though there are no empty gaps in
ne, every change is a new start. The new is said to be a conti-
iation of the old, if it conforms to the normal and does not
ntradict what has gone before. It is said to be a new product if
ere is a change in the structure. When life supervenes on matter
> have something new ; when one organism succeeds another we
ve a continuation of the old. We may represent the former kind
change by a, b, ¢, and the latter by a’, a2 a3 But strictly
caking every change is new. It is literally true that we walk
1ong mysteries. Instcad of assuming a series of entelechies to
count for the scries of changes, it is more economical to posit a
suigle supreme super-entelechy as responsible for the whole sweep
of evolutionary advance with its marks of unity and continuity.
This supreme creative ground and driving power of the
universe cannot be an unconscious force. 1f the pageant of evolu-
tion passed before us as quickly as a moving picture from the hour
when the solar system was in a gaseous condition up till now,
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the vision will undoubtedly demand more explanation than the
blind working of an unconscious force. ‘T'he harmonious work-
ing of the different parts of the universe cannot be dismissed as a
piece of good fuck.

Besides, even within the limits open to our observation, we
cannot be certain that evolution is due to blind mutations selected
by a blind environment. Lamarck’s theory of the transmission of
acquired characters is repudiated at the present time on the ground
that there is no mechanism by which the changes in the organism
could be represented by changes in the structure of the germ cell.
It is also urged that there is no experimental evidence in support
of the inhcritability of the effects of use and disuse. Ignorance of
the way in which the germ cell reacts to bodily changes does not
commit us to the denial of any change in the germ cell as the
result of bodily changes. Some experiments latterly have given
positive results as those of Kammeren, Durkhen and Pavlov and
those in which we fail to detect the inheritance of an acquired
character may mean only that the effect is too small to be
detected.

In his Creative Evolution (pp. 66 ff.) M. Bergson argues that
if life manufactures like apparatus by unlike means or on divergent
lines of evolution then a strictly mechanical explanation becomes
impossible. The structural analogy between the eye of a verte-
brate and that of a molluse like the common pecten cannot be due
to insensible accidental variations (Darwin) or sudden and simul-
taneous variations (De Vries) or the direct influence of the
environment bringing about a kind of mechanical composition of
the external with the internal forces. Bergson agrees with certain
modern forms of Lamarckism and explains variations not as
accidental or determined but as springing from the effort of the
living being to adapt itself to the environment. Modifications of
structure and function are achieved by more or less purposive
efforts of individual organisms and are transmitted in however
slight a degree from parent to offspring. The initiative of the
organism and not germinal mutations or the influence of the
environment is the main source of variations. Only such a view
can account for the fact that modifications do not come singly but
in complexes involving innumerable minor details. The change
from the quadrupedal to the erect posture involves many profound
alterations in almost every organ of the body and these numerous
organic adaptations cannot be the result of random changes in the
various structures. Evolution is not blind and mechanical but is
the expression of a purposive force which creates living organisms
and endows them with life and the striving to develop in pursu-

EVOLUTION AND ITS IMPLICATIONS. 111

ance of a definite end. As the lower organisms are not gifted with
intelligent foresight, their changes as a result of which new species
occur are said to be the expression of the unconscious will of the
organism acting in pursuance of the purpose of life. At .the
human level we possess creative freedom. The facts of evolution
compel us to assume the reality of a single spirit inspiring the
whole course of evolution and working in different ways at
different stages. Samkara says: Fkasyapi kutasthasya citta-tara-‘
tamyat jnanaisvaryanam abhivyaktih parcna parcia bhuyr{uw
bhavati (Brahma-sutra-bhashyam 1.3.30). Almost all th(? philo-
sophers who have reflected on the implications of evolution have
come to a similar conclusion. Lloyd Morgan says: * For better or
worse I acknowledge God as the Nisus through whose Activit-y
emergents emerge and the whole course of emergent evolution is
directed.” ‘Taylor repeats the scholastic maxim that no cause can
contribute to the effect what it has not to give. The fu!l and
ultimate cause in a process of evolution cannot be found in the
special character of its recognised antecedents but in the charac.ter
of the Eternal which is at the back of all development and which
must contain in a ‘more eminent manner’ all that it bestows
though it may contain much more. God is the perfect real from

which all variations arise.

What is the relation of the eternal spiritual background to the
process of the world? This is the most difficult prqblcm'of all
philosophy and has not been satisfactorily answered either in the
West or in the East. That God is not external to the world is as
much true as that God is not exhausted by the world. He is b(_)th
in and out of the world. But a logical exposition of the relation
between God and the world is yet a problem for philosophy.
There are several other problems which are also perplexing the
mind of man. If we are to help in their solution, it is very neces-
sary that we should abandon philosophical orthodoxy. It is trge
that official solutions for all problems are handed down to us in
our ancient scriptures. We want to-day }1()t SO m}ICh Indian
thought as Indian thinkers who, soaked in the \Vlsdf)m of a
country, are prepared to face the problems of the ages with fresh

eyes.

CALCUTTA. S. RADHAKRISHNAN.



YOUNG INDIA AND YOUNG BRITAIN.

By F. G. GOULD.

BotH Indian and English readers may be surprised if T open
with the remark that India and Britain arc very young commu-
nities. ‘They may also be surprised if T say that, in a broad
historical sense, India and Britain are of much the same age. 1
will very briefly explain what T mean before touching my main
theme, namely, the vital importanee of pianning mutual Lnowledge
of India and Britain through certain common elements in the
education of Indian youth and British youth.

Modern research dates the rise of civilization in the island of
Crete from about 3000 B. C. This civilization influenced the
Greeks: the Greeks influenced the Romans; and the Greek-
Roman civilization developed Christian ideas into a Roman
Catholic religion which, by the century 1000 to 1160, was reaching
its highest point of spiritual power. In this century, England was
conquered by the Normans, who were feudal politically, Catholic
in religion, and energetic in seafaring. ‘Thus, by the year 1100, the
British island was marked out as the home of seafarers who
represented European culture, and whose insular situation would
naturally enable them, in course of time, to act as principal carriers
of the European tradition round the world. The result 1$ seen in
the British Commonwealth of Nations in 1928.

What happened in India in the same period (that is; 3000
B. C. to about 1100 of the modern era) 7 The Vedic civilization
was evolved ; the Gupta power, following on the Andhra power,
unfolded the leading characteristics of Hinduism; the unifying
philosophy of Sankaracharya ensued; and, by the year 1100,
Islam had come to stay after the coming of Mahmud, and
Al-Biruni had even sought for a basis of understanding between
Islam and Hinduism. The results are scen in the India of 1928.

Now, the human race, in its essential features, is a million
years old or so. The two evolutions, British and Indian, have
occupied only 5000 years. That is why I call India and Britain
very young communities. One might almost say their inter-
connexion has only just begun. Human genius being what it is,

and geographical facts being what they are, a great relation
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bet}veen India and Europc was bound to develop, and the British
nation was bound to act as the principal channel of the develop-
ment. The development is so overwhelmingly important for tlﬁ)e
order and progress of world civilization, that, when once clearl
'ftpprch.ended, it will give a new direction to history-teaching botl}ll
in Indfa and Britain. It will open a new social vision to the youth
of Indl.a'and Britain. In this new history-teaching, and in this
new vision, the wars and mutinies associated with the British
occupation and the Indian resistance will take a very subordinate
place. The wars and mutinies will be classed as mere accidents
’tl‘lo_ugh painful and tragic, in a vast racial and ethical proccss,
I'his statement may, to some older minds, appear a paradox, but I
make it with the utmost earnestness and deliberation. ’
. .1.?1'01}1 the world view-point, I regard the Indian and British
civilizations as of equal value. Obviously they differ. Obviousl
a mutual adjustment must be difficult. Yet obviously also yz;
mutual adjustment is actually going on. Even if we suppose ’for
thc'sgke of argument, that India could suddenly break off f,rom
political ties with Britain, the adjustment would not cease. As
the wars and mutinies were (philosophically speaking) an acci'dent
so also the political connexion is an accident. But the adjustment,
pf I.lldii.l and Britain, of India and Europe, of India and the world
is inevitable; it is a stroke of destiny in the universal life 01;
humanity. The adjustment is possible because certain basic
vah}es, or forms, are the same in the Indian genius and the British
genius. The adjustment is difficult because, owing to geographical
and climatic, and racial conditions, the balance between materiai
and spiritual factors in India has not been the same as the balance
pctween material and spiritual factors in Britain. To put the case
imperfectly, but with a kind of useful conciseness, it may be said
that the British nature has emphasized economic and political
fiactors, and, with a sort of detachment, has achieved great thinés
in philosophy, science, in spirituality ; and the Indian nature has
cmph:asized philosophy and spirituality, and expressed a gre;t
capacity for stability in its caste-system and village life. The
British character has exhibited i1mmense energy, but ‘lacked
synthesis; the Indian character has exhibited immex’lse synthesis
but lackqd encrgy. ‘The British pcople have been the most politi ’
cally aptxve of the peoples of the world; the Indian thepm lt
su'bjcgtlvely and synthetically religious. Modern evoluti(());
brmglpg all types of racial genius into contacts, attracfions and
repulsions, has irresistibly brought India and Britain into
profoundly significant relation which must unfold itself for tha
world’s good in spite of misunderstandings and conflicts, past 3
present. I gut aside political aspects. The British an’d Indaign



114 THE NEW ERA.

temperaments are not opposed; they are complementary. Their
diversity provides the motive for co-operation in mutual benefit.
Hence the importance of planning for the young people of both
communities a method of education which shall imply mutual
reconnaissance, mutual study, mutual knowledge, mutual sym-
pathy. The chief instrument for this purpose is history-teaching.

We are, I hope and believe, on the eve of large changes in our
mode of teaching history, whether of the human race, or of an
cthic division, or of a Motherland. When [ had the pleasure of
visiting schoois in the Bombay Presidency and Baroda in 1913, 1
casually (and not as part of my official programme of cthical
addresses to boys) entered a High School class-room. At the
moment of my entry, the Parsi teacher was asking a group of
Indian youths this question: “In the year 1626 what demand did
the English Parliament make of Charles the First?” The boys
answered correctly, for Indian memory-power is admirable. But
the question illustrated a bad system of history-teaching which is
still unfortunately in vogue in Asia, Europe and clsewhere. It
gazes at the accidents and details, and forgets the soul and the
ideal. But, in saying this, I do not mean that the teacher of
history should lose himsclf and his pupils in a forest of poetry and
meditation,

At various European conferences, I have urged the doctrine
that the human genius, in all countries and ages, reveals itself in
various forms, or expressions of order and progress, material and
spiritual. T will therefore present the outline-plan exactly as 1
have presented it (with, of course, comments) to many educational
nmecetings ;-

History teaching should bring into relicf, at cach stage
(carly, mediaceval, modern), the following formative, or cosmic
(order-making) factors: —

L. Observation of animals, plants, minerals; human and
cconomic geography; action of nature on man, and of man on
nature.

2. Industry; useful arts and crafts, and travels involving
socially useful exploration ; machinery. _

3. Fine arts poetry and general imaginative literature,
including myths and legends; music and drama; costume; paint-
ing; sculpture; architecture and decoration ; gardening,

4. Science, from its crude origins (in carly idcas of number,
weight, measure, astronomy, physics, etc.) onwards.

S. Social order and progress. Sanitation, family ties, customs,
mamaers, law, politics, religious organization: social value of
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language, with such simple notes on etymology as may have a
historical interest for young minds; phases of s!nvery, §erfdom,
guilds, trade unions, etc. Banking, fin:mce, social crmht. The
same general doctrine could be stated in other ways. It could be
stated more shortly and simply; it 'could be stated ler.more
elaborately. It could be put into casier tt'érms.for the Primary
School, and into a massive syllabus for a Umverm_ty lecture:-.course.
The central point 1s this:r;Vthrher\ you'descrl'be the)lxte of a
Malay tribe, or African Negroes, or (Jutho‘hc Spain, or ‘1 rotestant
Sweden, or the F,nglish-Scottish-\.Velsh 1slz_md, or a_llcxent. Rome,
or modern Japan, or China, or Pefsxa, or India, y,ou \Vl.ll build up a
sympathetic conception by picturmg the people’s .1lgrl(.2llltllr'L‘j121‘I:tS,
crafts, aesthetic activities, science.(xf only germinal in fetis 115‘1;1
and magic), and social organization ‘and movement. You will
invariably portray economics; you will always rise to the levgl
where men strive to reach the Ideal and thc'bey(')nd,' whether in
the crude myths of “Savages,” or the imaginations of tl?e
Ramayana poets, or a Dante, or a Shz{‘f.;-cspc;l.rc. [ do not \rvant to
ubolisil Cromwell or Clive from British lnsto_ry; or Aklbxr 01;
Shivaji from Indian. Nor do I want to abolish the \,‘% ues 0

chronology, as represented by a chart .O.f the ages, or a systematl((i:
tabular view of the centuries of British or Indl.zm cvents an

developments. And in telling the story of fz}rmmg, or hou,s?-.
building, or law, or language, or poetry, you wxll' naturally trace
the line from earlier forms to l:xtc.r; just as a guide WOuld show
you the seven Rathas at Mahabalipuram, and explain that on.c:
was a copy of an ancient Buddhist c'ell at Gam?ham, and the others
revealed the quality of a later urclntc:ctuml time. In tha_t sen}se,
chronology is vital, just as maps are vital for geography. It I were
in India, teaching youths British history, 1 should always have lat
hand good maps of Britain and the world, and a'clear charlt c?f ltlle
ages,—Stone and Bronze age, Roman, e:}rly English—Feuda -ca't 10-
lic, Modern. I should, in story and picture, t'ell of the British
shepherd, miner, fisherman; of Cook the navigator; Wedgwood
the potter; Wren the builder; Black the poet; Dar.wm th.e.
biologist; Owen the co-operator; Howard the 'prlsonqeformex :
and the other Howard (died 1928) the Gurd'en City found.er; and
so on: and Cromwell and Clive and Haig last, but with due
historical respect.

I have often told teachers in England how I prepared for my
educational visit to India in 1913, in less measure by 1:eadmg
ordinary history-books, but chiefly by studymg the lives of
Zoroastu, Buddha, Muhammad, and the moving pages Qf the
Mahabharata. With vivid memories of Arjuna and Savitri, and
with melodious echoes of the “ Song Celestial ” in my ears, I faced
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Ix}d.la.n yquth as if I were their blood and kin, and felt not the
d1v1d1pg-lme of East and West. And [ venture to add that, by
such interchanges and mutual comprehensions of the spirit.’ the
lon'g-drgwn problems of British-India politics would be illumined
Fatmnallzed and more specdily solved. Tam not so wedded to oné
1de.a as to suppose even a vastly improved history-teaching in
Brlta_m, w1'th a similar extension (supposing schools grc;uﬂy
multuﬂed) in India, would furnish all the nceded motive-power
fora f.mer :}11d_11a1)13ier understanding. But it would render very
effective ald.' Each of our communities, Indian and British,
ex'tremely diverse ways, in extremely diverse atmospheres, and
with extren.lely diverse materials, - has disciplined and purged its
:oul. t.)y pat'lence, suffering, courage, faith and vision ; the one more
amllmrl.y-m nature-conquest, sea-faring, commerce, manufacture
and DOht.xcal struggle; the other in long-drawn peasant-toil,
geor\:‘rty, silent efld.urance, reverent submission to invisible powers,

e contemplation of things lofty beyond the touch of human
language. The educators in our two communitics would have
no nobler task than that of teaching the young East and the young
West to understand each other, to co-operate, to unite; and to
pass the great enterprise to their children in turn. ‘The flood of
Ganges, the height of the Himalayas, and the roar of British
machinery are .feeble images to symbolise the immensity of the
work. But civilization is yet young: and its servants, India and

Britain, are as yet only starting out on a long and splendid
journey.

LoNDON. FREDERICK J. GOULD.

THE PROBLEM OF INVESTMENT
IN INDIA.

Professor ‘T. K. DURAISWAMI AIYER.

I'r is a tritc observation that the economic aspects of social
life have assumed overwhelming importance under modern
conditions. In advanced countrics an elaborate machinery has
been devised with a view to directing the funds destined for
investment. Even under comparatively primitive conditions of
life wealth was devoted to creating a simple apparatus of
production which was helpful towards putting on the market
an increased supply of consumable goods. But up to what has
been called the Industrial Revolution capital did not play a
dominant part in industrial organisation. In earlier epochs
human forces counted for much more than capital. But in the
nineteenth century the harnessing of the forces of nature for the
purposes of man required large masses of capital and the econo-
mists of that century were loud in the appreciation of the part
played by capital. The man who saved wealth never before had
such praise lavished on hin. England was the land in which these
tendencies found foremost expression and large masses of English
capital found their way into British industries and overflowed
the frontiers of England into foreign lands. It was by such means
that the Railways of the United States of America, Argentine, and
India, the oil wells of the world, the tea gardens of Assam, the tin
mines of Malaya cte., were developed. Finaacial houses, invest-
ment trust companies, discount houses, commercial banks, and
stock exchanges constituted an organisation appropriate to such a
development.

Let us direct our attention to the economic conditions of
India and see what aspect the problem of investment assumes in
India. The production of wealth per capita in India compares
unfavourably with that in the countries of the West and conse-
quently the amount of capital available for investment in this
country is not as large as in countries like England, Germany and
the United States of America. Conflicting estimates are given of
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the amount of capital which might be drawn into investment in
India. We have often been treated to an account of hoards of
silver and gold buried beneath the earth in India which if directed
to productive enterprise would increase immensely the wealth
of the country.  To our mind this is largely a myth. Tt is troe
that the uneconomic habits of the Indian peasantry contribute in
some measure to their backward economic condition. But to rely
on any large accumulated gold drawn out of hoards fertilising
industry and commerce in India is to rely on a broken reed. For
ages India has been subject to political vicissitudoes of a kind which
did not put a premium on security of person and property., In
those conditions there was not much scope for the accumulation
of capital. Further the large masses of capital which Industry
and commerce run on modern lines require have, all the world
over, been very largely the creation of the period since 1800,
India cannot be said to have vet come quite within the scope of the
Industrial Revolution since the characteristic economic develop-
ments of the nincteenth century in the form of the application of
science to Industry and Agriculture are not a marked feature of
Indian economy. Nothing is more striking than the fact that
India lags very far behind the advanced countries of the world in
respect of the per capita amount of capital applied to agriculture,
industry and commerce. It is often remarked that the facilities
for the investment of capital do not exist on a fairly large scale in
this country. Let us examine this question. One of the condi-
tions for the creation of capital is the existence of a surplus of pro-
duction over consumption. It cannot be maintained that such
surplus is large in this country. But whether large or small there
does exist a surplus due in no small measure to a faulty system of
distribution of wealth. There is no more alarming symptom than
the fact that while on the one hand our agriculture and industry
require to be modernised by means of the intelligent application
of large masses of capital, on the other hand the complaint is
often made that masses of fuuds lic idle in the Co-operative
Banks especially in the Madras Presidency without an adequate
outlet. It may be, as we trust it is, that this paradoxical state of
affairs is of temporary duration; but there are other indications
pointing to a very unsatisfactory state of affairs. For the last few
years we have been witnessing the spectacle of the investment in
India Rupee paper bringing a less vield than those in India
Sterling paper. This is not a phenomenon due to any maladjust-
ment arising from post-war developments.  Even before the
war often the net yield from India Rupee paper was less than that
got from India Sterling paper. On the face of it it is extraordinary
that the nationals of a confessedly poor country like India who

‘I'HE PROBLEM OF INVESTMENT IN INDIA. 119

invest in Government Rupee paper shou]d?eqcc;::n(;f i‘:’]]\fl]gt‘}
lower yield than that secured by thc.corr(‘:sp.(l)‘n clinh’f‘f]ié o l;u'g(;ly
ments belonging to a rich country like Lng"m - T fllllds argely
accounted for by the fact that those \&;110l have ;12::;;[ inds in this
country play for safety and could not f{ll(l 'zmy hetter investihent
than a security which yields even lcs's tgldxn]'“ ) ‘Cr TT]US 0
attract Englishmen wl;o ]invest thxlcixl(()l;a\:eiirl:;ﬁ] i)atpe5 ;)f Thus i
witnessed the melancholy spectacle - very high rat , et
ruling in the countryside while on :1ccv(v)}mvt 1of ‘1 ld-icel;i(;)fo(}l];iizrest
people with funds are content with a \cry‘ oV tz 1 of interest
rates. If the industrial.dcvclopl;.lcint <?f )trl(l)me(;)tl;n le?:der\b‘hib etory,
if the social ane 'I::)(}litflctzllllerceoins(zitcl‘(())l-l(?réinated system of .banking
| eading the country including \‘vithin its scope
ns such a state of affairs as has been

cconomic sphere
organisation overspr
the villages as well”as to“t’ e

sseribed above will cease to exist. )
i Our conditions recall to a very large ?xt‘ent thl(])zc fltll;él;
existed in Europe in the eighteenth CClltL‘lI‘y. Ollll S‘)]‘:irc(n‘l?ver}l;ment
an outlet in the main in invcs‘tment in l:‘m'( m rejsort men
securities. Private money-lcndmgtalsohi(ynést(l)tlilt:zc‘(l)unt Of Even

i 'duce in our country have, g ‘
:"1?1:1yf:éji;lict‘iletg%ol:'l?::vestment, to resort to private money lendn:lg’
ll;]dicf;l on the whole may be said more often than not, to degrade
W

rower as well as the lender. ‘ .

the I;(;rt us compare the progress 11}3(10, in countries ,m{tc El?tg‘]‘}:iﬂ
and the United States of America in the r(f"dlltl Of'ln\v<:'snmeclab0r'ltc
conditions in India. During .thc‘last hft)v.};e‘l'rs Lilw " h;lp
apparatus has been bnilt‘ up in Englam‘lj\ntl‘ill gelnvestment
investors. A number of jomt_-stock concerns ICJ' e avestment
Trust Companies have come m_to cxxstepce. ftt}istwlgnd at we
make a study of them and see if something o A a  Kind cannot
secure the needs of this country. In the a se(;ern of active
development of industry ':md commerce 0111 ?10_“' fines the

ount of capital secking mves.tment .aud t}e acilitie r s
i_lm) tment are not as great in India as in more industrially
:\l(]i‘\//tlsml:lc(ci countries. Mcmbers‘ of the upper l‘ﬂld‘d'l(,‘ ?lzf\sse; ‘andl Fl‘]]e
richer classes find themselves in possession of spilrc XI: s v;/tlu-l[
they find it rather difficult to invest pr0f1.ta1l) v %rlcu urgf
land does not offer sufficient attraction especially since many t
them are town dwellers and consequently are not in a posmond 0
profit from agricultural inves.tment which will pay 011.ly under
continuous personal SllpCI‘ViSl'Oll.‘ Houses except in big towns
and cities are not an income yielding property and consequen_tly
are not an attractive object of investmgnt. waate money—lend%ng
is, as has been already pointed out, besides being abhorrent to fine
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naturcs is attended with constderable risk.  Government loans and
Post Office Cash Certificates are first class security but the return
realised from them is not sufficiently attractive to most people.

In these circumstances one would expect spare funds finding
an investment in the shares of joint stock companies engaged
in industrial and commercial enterprise. The habit of investment
in industrial sccurities is spreading steadily though slowly.
The spirit of mutual distrust among Indians and the absence
in many . cases of a lofty code of comuiercial morality except
among the representatives of certain castes with a tradition for
business enterprise act as deterrents to investment., Except in
big citics there are no reliable middlemen who specialise in
stock exchange securities.

When we observe the vast strides that facilities for invest-
ment have made in countries like England, France and the United
States of America we realise how conditions in India are yet
far from satisfactory. The individual citizen in possession  of
funds to invest is in most cases not able to choose the right kind
of securities. Economic development on sound littes cannot
therefore be furthered unless there are a variety of institutions
for furnishing the right kind of guidance for the employment of
capital. There is thus neced for a specialised agency which is
compcetent to carry out the investments of funds belonging to
those who are for a safe and steady return, higher than that
rcalised from gilt edged securitics and who also require a slight
capital appreciation. Investment Trust Companies are organised
for this purpose. The individual citizen is thus relieved from
excrcising his mind on the choice of sccurities. Instead he buys
shares in an investment trust which employs the funds in buy-
ing sccurities of different kinds. Risk is thus distributed over
a very wide field geographically as well as by industries.  Such
companies are increasing in popularity in England. Since the
War a farge number of Investment Trust Companies have sprung
into existence and the old established companies have increased
their capital. In India though the field for the operation of
such Investiment Trust Companices is not so large, there is a need
for a few good companies springing into cxistence.  Such
companies will help those who want a steady return higher
than that of gilt-edged securitics and who for lack of such
companies at present are led into unwise investment of funds
resulting in loss of capital and discouragement to business cnter-
prise. A fairly large capital is required for such a company.
The management of the company should be intelligent and
honest. 1If the public in India are approached properly sufficient
funds will be forthcoming for Investment Trusts to be started.

THE PROBLEM OF INVESTMENT IN INDIA. 121

There is a fairly large amount of funds waiting for employment
on such terms as will yield a return higher than the rate of
interest realised from gilt-edged securities.—An Investment Trust
Company can command the services of experts who will assess
the value of different kinds of sccurities and invest the funds
in such a manner as to yield a steady and safe return. The
capital of such a Trust must be fairly large say abogt forty or.fl'fty
lacs of Rupees so that it might employ persons of great ability.
With a view to spread the risks satisfactorily the Trust will
have to go in for different kinds of securities; iz del_)enture
bonds, preference shares and ordinary stocks of d1ffereqt
industries. In India at present the ficld for investment is
widening, the main lines being Cotton, Jute, Iron and Steel,
Tea, Rubber, Oil and Electrical Industries. Instead of the
individual investor being left to his own devices the Investment
Trust provides an agency which will do the investing much
more satisfactorily. An Investment Trust Company under
relinble and competent auspices will fill the need on the part
of those Indian investors who do not want to gamble in sh'fxres
but require a steady and safe return slightly above that realised
from gilt edged securitics. It will be a great relief to those who
find it now a hazardous thing to invest in mortgage of houses,
private loans and chetty accounts.

MADRAS. T. K. DURAISWAMI AIYER.



GERMANY’S BUSINESS PARLIAMENT.
By HARIKISHAN DEVI LALL.

THE idea of the Third House of Parliament in Germany was
unquestionably inspired by the Russian revolution. Nevertheless
the conception of government by trades and the representation
of various economic groups in the government, advocated by the
Bolsheviki, is not new. It can be traced back to Bismarck, who,
in 1880, created the Prussian Pceople’s Economic Council.
Bismarck’s plan was largely wrecked by the distrust and jealousy
of the Reichstag, which suspected that the desire to strengthen
the monarchy at the expense of Parliamentary government was
the real motive of Bismarck.

To understand exactly, where this new body fits into
Germany’s present-day life, it should be recalled that the
Constitution of the German Republic provides for three definite
Parliamentary bodies: 1. The Reichstag, corresponding to the
House of Commons of Great Britain or to the House of Represen-
tatives of the United States; 2. the Reichsrat, representing the
States of the German Federation as such, a body analogous to the
United States’ Senate, and 3. the Reichswirtschaftsrat, or the
Economic Council, which is a distinct innovation in representative
government.

The Economic Council is composed of ten groups, numbering
three hundred and twenty six members. 1. Sixty eight
representatives of agriculture and forestry; 2. Sixty cight
representatives of industry; 3. Forty four representatives of
commerce, banking and insurance; 4. Thirty six representatives
of handicrafts; 5. Thirty four representatives of traffic and
public enterprises; 6. Thirty representatives of consumers: 7.
Sixteen representatives of government servants and liberal pro-
fessions; 8. Twelve persons nominated by the Reichsrat (the
Senate), who are especially familiar with the economic conditions
of the States of the German Republic; 9. Twelve persons who
have either rendered distinguished services to German ecconomic
thought or to the economic system, or are especially qualified
to render such services, are nominated by the government : and
10. Six representatives of fishery and gardening.

Appointments to the Council are for life. Death, resignation,
recall by the appointing organisation, or loss of the qualification
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on the basis of which the selections were made, deprive the
members of their seats. The members enjoy Parliamentary
immunities, such as, the freedom of speech, and receive such
compensation as agreed upon by the Ministers of Finance, Traffic
and Economy. They have the right to refuse testimony as to
their sources of information like the members of the Reichstag,
provided they have received such information in their capacity as
members of the Council; and they are pledged not to abuse
confidential information, and are not permitted to reveal in
public what transpires in closed sessions.

The Council elects its own officers, wviz., a president and
nine other officers representing the various groups mentioned
above, and four clerks. The Council is further divided into three
groups, viz., the workers, employers and consumers, each of these
groups has one representative as its leader or spokesm_an to
safeguard the interests of the group which he represents, in the
Council. There are five permanent committees to conduct the
business; and a special committee is appointed from time to time
to handle the matter of extraordinary nature. Each of the
permanent committees is composed of thirty members. Most
sessions of the Council are public, unless secrecy is desired, which
can only be secured on the application of twenty members and
when resolved by two-third majority of the House. But the
meetings of the Committees are not public, unless determined
by two-third majority of the committee concerned. ‘The business
is done in two readings; and the votes are by groups,except on
question of business procedure, in which case usual Parliamentary
method is adopted. Members of the Government are entitled to
admission to all meetings of the Council and of its separate
committees. ‘They must be heard. On the other hand the Council
can demand the presence of the representatives of the Government
at its sessions. The various States of the German-Republic are
likewise entitled to place their opinions before the Council.
Article XI of the instrument creating the Economic Council is
very important, as it specifies that the Government must submit
all social and economic legislation of basic importance to the
Council for its opinion before such measures are introduced in the
Reichstag. What is more significant, is that the Council has the
right to demand legislation; and the permanent committees of
the Council must be heard by the various Ministries before they
promulgate new regulations. If the interpretations of the
committee differs from that of the Government, the latter may
demand a vote on the subject by the Council at large, unless the
vote of the committee stands three to one. The committee may
likewise appeal to the Council at large under certain conditions.
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The Council may insist that the Federal government avail itself
of its right to conduct enquiries on various social and economic
questions, and may demand that the information obtained be
placed at its disposal. The Council represents a curious transi-
tional stage between a council and a Parliamentary body. It
enjoys Parliamentary immunities without being able to legislate.

Germany is trying an experiment, attempted in no other
country west of Russia, to superimpose a federal council (the
Economic Council) representing labour, capital and the consumer
upon its Parliamentary system. In many countries possessing a
Parliamentary Government, especially France, powerful economic
cliques are forced to buy or intimidate politicians, parties and
Parliamentary majoritics. The German Economic Council, on
the contrary, enables labour, capital and the consumer to
exercise their influence upon the Government and the Legisla-
tive body openly and legitimately. 'The members of the
Council are the representatives of the nation as a whole, and
not of any particular class. They meet on equal terms to
discuss questions of economic importance. Another important
feature is, that a variety of interests is represented. In other
words, every conceivable occupation, from bank president to
ordinary household servant, is represented on the Council. The
members are chosen without regard to part affiliation, but
solely as spokesmen of the various cconomic groups. The
captain of industry or the labour leader who could be tempted
to sponsor or support selfish mecasures through obscure agents
working in the dark, would not sully his reputation by
vielding to sordid self interest or corruption. Because when
responsibility is thrust upon them, an opportunity is given
them to argue their case in public and to compare opinions
with their fellows; they will be found worthy of the trust
reposed in them. T'o think otherwise is to despair of democracy.

Despite the difficultics the Economic Council has to contend
with, the fact that it is playing a role of increasing importance
in the determination of the German economic policy at home and
abroad, is likely to lead to its stcady growth in influence and
power. Being an institution without precedent, it is rather
difficult to forecast its evolution. Nevertheless, it is a fantastic
notion, if at all imagined, that the Economic Council, or a similar
body, representing capital and labour, will eventually replacc
Parliamentary government. Personally, 1 prefer to regard it as
a valuable means of co-operation on the part of the industry and
labour with the legislative bodies and with the Federal
Adn_nmstrution. The Council could not completely supplant
Parliamentary government, for the simple reason that the great

questions of world power and world politics require a different
field of vision.

SIMLA. HARKISHAN DEVI LALL.

HEART-STREAM.

Dr. RABINDRA NATH TAGORE'S Hridaya-Yaniuna
TRANSLATED BY HRISIKESH BHATTACHARYA.

L

Wilt thou fill thy jug ? Come, O come, down into my heart-stream
The deep waters will splash plaintive about thy fairy .fcet.

Solemn and rainy are the heavens today, and clouds like thy dark
copious curls have come down on both my banks. A, the known
music—the tingling jingle of the anklets about thy feet! Wl}o art
thou, O lonely spirit, pacing slowly on ?  Wilt thou fill thy jug?
Down, down into the heart-stream.

11

Sit, if thou wilt, on the bank,-the jar afloat,—losing self and
losing all. ‘The light green is on the carth. The new-born blue
is on the sky. The wood is gay with blooms. Out thro’ those
dark eyes of thine the dear heart shall melt —thy veil drop down in
sweet abandon. Seated on a bed of grass by the green embowered
shore —~with thine eyes fixed on the deep dense forest—to thee
shall memories come of things thou knowest not what. Losing
of and losing all,—sit if thou wilt,—and put away thy jug.

111

Wilt thou lave thyself and play? Come softly gliding down
below. Fling on shore thy clothing’s blue-hued lumber,—my
liquid blue shall mantle all thy shame and fawning billows close
thee in their arms, moving high in lover’s rounds all about thy
bosom and thy cheek. Here and there and everywhere to thee
the fond ones closely cling, joying now and now complaining,—
syllabling love in splashing tones. Wilt thou lave thyself and
play? Come softly gliding down below.

Iv.

Wilt thou court delicious death? Come into my bosom. Calm,
cool and deep - bottomless and shoreless—the blue water stands
like death serene. Measureless as Infinity, the Deep within—it
knows no sun- it brooks no night. Breaks not any sound that
stolid quiet of this deaf Immensity —stirs not any music its infinite

of the present. Put back thy stirs and affairs ~O leave them
beyond the shore—and come.
Art thou in love with death? Down, down into this profundity.



PARTING.

(FroMm Dr. RABINDRA NATH TAGORE)

TRANSLATLED.

The honeyed spring-tide runs endless thro' thy delicious
bower, and the dear ecstasies of meeting and parting swim across
thy breeze.

The pilgrim that departs--he alone is lost— and the blooms
cease not, though the fading rose faints away with dying day.

When by thy side, dearie, what a pretty store of my heart-
songs did I make unto thine eyes!

Now is the hour of parting—and shall I look in vain for
onc final gift?

Beneath thy jasmine shade do I keep interred the hope that
thy flaming Phalgoon melt thro' dripping anguish of the long
rainy day.

LAHORE. HRISIKESH BHATTACHARYA.

ALL THEY THAT TAKE THE SWORD SHALL PERISH
WITH THE SWORD." (MATT. XXVI 52).

By Professor G. D. WATKINS.

MosT Christian students who have the privilege of reading
“The Student Movement,” the organ of the British Student
Christian Movement, as it appears month by month, have been
impressed, no doubt, by the leading article in the March number
of this present year. It was headed, it will be remembered,
“ Does the Federation want world Peace?” and the gist of its
argument was very brief. The small group of men, who founded
the S. C. M. did so because of their passionate desire to bring
the Christian faith to Africa and the East, and their action has
altered the whole scope and range of Christian Missions.
“Judged by its results, the greatest event in the history of
modern missions was the founding of the Student Volunteer
Movement in Great Britain and in America, which gave rise
shortly after to the S. C. M. and the World’s Student Christian
Federation.” That Federation is to hold its Executive Committee
meeting in Mysore in December, and the question of World
Peace will no doubt figure prominently in the agenda.

This leader however was concerned because the Federation
is not giving a lead to the student world on any great modern
problem today. At the time of the Peking Committee Meeting
it looked as though the Federation would give the students of
the world a lead in relation to the question of war. Since then
little has been done to put into action the resolutions of that
Conference. So the writer of the leader calls upon every student
movement in the Federation to train its members to think of
war as “ the greatest social evil in the world,” and as something
which can be brought to an end, “as a hideous evil which must
be eradicated.” The writer ends by a stirring appeal to the
Federation to launch a whole-hearted campaign against war.
This leader is significant of much. Since then the world has
been discussing the plans of a brave American, who by his plan
intends to outlaw war as far as the Big Powers are concerned.

*An address delivered in the Madras Christian College.
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Mr. Kellogg has dared to propose this thing, and bids fair now to
bring his plans to something like {ruition. Needless to say “ The
Student Movement ™ in its May number welcomed the idea with
open arms.

Put very briefly this simple and far-reaching proposal made
by America to Great Britain, France, Germany, Iltaly and
Japan, is a proposal that the six powers should mutally agree to
renounce war for ever as a method of dealing with their disputes
with one another. Other countrics may be invited to join this
pact later on. “ The Student Movement ™ calls upon the 300,000
Christian students inside the S. C. A’s to bestir themselves in the
cause of peace by influencing public opinion towards the
renunciation of war along these lines. As the writer says “ Let
the student class make up its mind that war must be renounced
and it will be renounced.”

It is therefore with no attempt at apology that we bring this
subject forward. Itis a vital question, if not the most vital of all
questions we have to face today, for on this depends the futuce, for
which we are building. Nay, rather let us be quite frank and say
that on this point depends whether there shall be any future at
all, for which we may be permitted to build.

Perhaps it may be said that to talk about non-participation in
war to Indians is like whipping a dead horse, for India is known
as the home of peace. Her history is onc long story of non-
resistance to the invader, except for very brief periods. Even
then it was not tlte indigenous peoples, who fought, but the
survivors of previous invading nations. That may indecd be so,
but nevertheless there is today a very real danger, even in India,
of a military spirit growing up. Perhaps, as never before, there
is an apprehension of war troubling the minds of Indian leaders.
Indeed a number of the nationalist politicians are basing their
policy today on the probability of war. Mr. Feuner Brockway
has stated that during his short stay out here, nothing impressed
him so much as that. We ourselves know it, if we have followed
the events of the last two years at all closely.

May be this school of military thought is not strong yet,
but it is daily growing stronger. The Pacifism of Gandhi has not
such a strong hold on Indian policy as formerly it had. Many of
his former colleagues are cven now advocating compulsory
military training for students. What has happened of course is
that the Western idea has taken root that national status depends
on military strength, and a great power must necessarily be a
warlike power. Let us make no mistake here. India will become
militarist, if ever she does, not for love of militarism, but because
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she is not at. present sufficiently pacifist to reject militarism in
competition with the West. There is indeed a great danger that
India may find herself committed to a military policy unless
something can be done to save her in time.

The words of our text were spoken two thousand years ago,
and only to-day are we beginning even to realise their truth.
When they were uttered by the Master they seemed to the
crowds who heard them, to be the most ridiculous nonsense
ever uttered. Was not the whole Roman Empire, the mightiest
of all Empires, founded on the use of the sword? Did not the
use of the sword imply riches and power and glorious pomp ?
Surely this man was mad ; yet Jesus had one of those surprising
insights, by which far ahead of the event He saw an obscure
truth, which only long afterwards would *“emerge clear,
unmistakable, imperative, so that all men would believe it.”

Now today we know how true those words are, for war is
suicidal, and civilization cannot survive it. The last Great War
showed men in letters of blood-drenched suffering that “if
mankind does not end war, war will end mankind.” And why
is war suicidal? Is it not because all war is fundamentally
regression ? We say it is human nature to fight, and by that we
mean that some deep instinct prompts us to pugnacity. But do
we really realise exactly what we imply by that. Psychologists
are now telling us that this war-urge within us is founded on
the two instincts of acquisition and pugnacity, and in both cases
is a regression to more primitive forms of life. In other words
we allow “the ape and the tiger " in our natures to be supreme
at such times as we seek to war.

Rivers studied the first instinct, that of acquisition, very
thoroughly in this connection. He found the hoarding instinct
very strong in lower forms of life. In the case of certain male
birds the instinct to hoard extended itself to the acquirement of
territory before nesting-time, and the eagerness to fight any other
male bird venturing within that territory during that period.
A cuckoo, for example, may acquire several fields in this way
and hold them against all comers. The peculiar part of his
attitude is that the pugnacity is present only when the bird finds
itself on the acquired territory. Elsewhere the bird may be quite
friendly with other males. This acquisitive instinct is also
strong in little children and normal development implies a
growing-out of this instinct, and a willingness to share more and
more with others. A successful business man is often merely
one in whom this acquisitive instinct is strong and persistent even
after his primary biological needs have been satisfied. Rivers
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found many tribes, like the Melanesians for cxample, which had
so far outgrown this instinct as individuals as to have all things
in common. This gives us hope that we may some day be able
to socialise this instinct, so that it takes its place in the system of
the gregarious instincts. There is no psychological ground for
thinking this impossible, and if this were donce we should be a
great step nearer abolition of war.

As regards the instinct of pugnacity Mr. Perry has put
forward some very strong arguments, based on ethnological
grounds, against the assumption that such an instinct need be
assumed. He does not quite prove his case, it is true, but he does
show that pugnacious behaviour between social groups s a4 much
less constant phenomenon in the history of civilization than is
commonly supposed. The food-gathering communities of the
primitive stage were peaceful, and cruelty and violence were rare.
Warfare he contends, was an acquired habit from the development
and decay of archaic civilization. The peoples of Egypt and
Babylonia, for example, underwent a progressive education in
violent modes of behaviour beginning with hostility between two
sides of a dual organisation. Even today we see this process of
education in violent modes of behaviour taking place in Fiji and
clsewhere. So the common theory that the pugnacious instinct,
which leads to warfare, is ineradicable in human nature does not
appear to be so sound as was formerly imagined, and if Perry is
at all right this mode of behaviour finds no ground in instinct.

It would seem, therefore, that pugnacity is an acquired
tendency rising largely from the acquisitive instinet being allowed
to develop abnormally. As civilization has placed restrictions on
its expression, men have resorted to more peaceful methods of
settling their disputes, these disputes themselves being largely
rooted in the acquisitive instinet.  Actual physical fighting
amongst civilized men generally appears as a regression to the
primitive modes of bchaviour. Drunken men, their centres of
higher control being numbed with alcohol, fight readily.
Similarly men undergoing great hardship, as in the case of Arctic
cxplorers, show a peculiar tendency to quarrel over trivial things.
During experiments on men to ascertain  the effect of the
deprivation of oxygen, a similar quarrelsomeness was manifested.
It would appear therefore that the tendency to fight belongs to
the lower parts of man’s nature, a grafting upon, or a distortion of,
an abnormal development of the acquisitive instinet.  The old
Chinese philosophers were right surely when they despised the
warlike man, who was ecager for wars and spoil.

In the past, collective pugnacity has been valued by the group,
especially in countries of the West, and social approval of fighting
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men has been a cherished thing. The warrior has long been an
esteemed member of the social group, and we have, by our
esteem placed him in many countrics in an exalted position in
the community. What that led to, especially in the case of some
continental countries, we know from bitter expericnce now. We
must try and remedy that mistake in future by a sane perspec'tlve
of things. No louger must warriors be allowed to lead us into
wars of their own making in many cases.

Before leaving the psychological side of the matter it might
be as well to examine another supposedly strong argument for the
continuance of war. We are constantly being told that human
nature cannot change and therefore war must be retained as an
outlet for Man's pugnacity. Put very baldly the argument would
seem to imply that any activity which is instinctive in origin
must remain and continuein its most primitive form. If this were
so then our law courts arc no less futile than the League of
Nations. Both these valuable iustitutions exist because human
instincts can  undergo large modifications from primitive
expression. We know now that the suppression of primitive
pugnacity in individuals sets free a large amount of energy .for
useful employnment elsewhere. It was a sublimated pugnacity,
which gave William Booth, the founder of the Salvation Army,
that driving force he used so well in constructive religious work.

Is it then too much to assume that what can be done for the
individual can also be done for the group? Cannot the impulses
of collective pugnacity be similarly controlled, and given to
socially valuable struggles against forces of moral evil and hostile
elements in our physical environment. Psychology gives no
reason for assuming that the impulses of pugnacity cannot be
transformed into forces of social value in a peaceful community.
What we need is a “ Cultural substitute” for the present practice
of requiring young men to prove their manhood by the wasteful
social method of killing young men of other nations. A subli-
mation of the warlike spirit is imperative if we are to save
civilization. As a German wrote in 1913, just before the War
“ Every individual, who acquires the soldicer’s mind in his youth
is a warrior lost for the struggles of the spirit.”

We must have no place inour international life for acquisi-
tive strife, which is the real foundation of War, but we must
concentrate on a generous sharing practice. This we shall do
perfectly only when we have attained to the insight of Traherne
when he wrote “Perceive yourself to be the sole heir of the
whole world, and more than so, because men are in it, who are
every one sole heirs as well as you.”
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Seeing, therefore, that we have hope of conquering these
demox.ls Of, War, if we are willing to devote our energies to the
task, it pnght be good to examine what can bhe done, firstly by
the Christian state, then secondly by the Christian Church and
lastly by the Christian individual, in this matter.

There is no doubt that war not only calls the best out of
a state for the time being in many respects, but it also calls
zorth the worst. It is this latter point which we are so apt t.()
iorget lwhcn we think (?f this question. Now in this respeet 1t
S probably the question of dishonesty, which scems most
apparent. As Mr. Baldwin said the other day “War means 4
holiday f,Or truth.” True it is that lics in wartime arc dig‘nificd
b,y the title of propaganda, and are said to be necessary  for
victory, but they are nevertheless lies for all that, Mr. Hamilton
Fyfe was t'hc Head of the German propaganda section at Crewe
House during the War, and looking back on his work he said
recently, “We lied and we lied brilliantly, but we lied.” Let us
take an example of this, v

It was found necessary during the last Great War to throw
the blame for the origins of the wiar on the German Fmpire
and more especially the Kaiser, himself. Millions of men went
fo the fight, firm in the belief that Germany had started the
War. They had been told it wus so by their statesmen an
kjuders, Since the War finished, and finished so disastrously for
victory and vanquished alike, statesmen have been telling the
truth about the matter.

On December 3rd 1920 Mr. Lloyd George said “No one at the
head of affairs quite meant war at that stage. [t was something

mt((l) wh}ch tl{cy glided or rather staggered and stumblcd, ~; t
?ln' a discussion 1 have no doubt would have averted it. l‘:.
S was not what Mr. Lloyd George said during the wab

when he accused the Kaiser of plotting war Jong before it cam

about.

n the War
¢ decision
had
war

bega’gh:::dL‘(::q Grey, \v_h() was 'lf()rcign Sccrct:lr)i w.hc
) as responsible ultimately for the Cabine
to enter. the War, has been saving recently “If matters
res.»‘t.ed with the Kaiser there would have been no European
ansing out of the Austro-Serbian dispute”. But Lord Grey tolt
another story in 1914,
talkg;:e:hblgnor. Nitti, the 'ux~l’rvmim' of ITtaly has :xl.ls‘()‘ -
ment of (,Out thls‘ same subject and he said “We 1|,~;L"dl “:u‘sc it
was a ermany’s sole responsibility  for the War beca ot
good weapon to use. But now the War is over, it cat
used as a serious argument”, But the people of [ealy

heen

were
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made to think it could be so used during the war, and therein
lies the cvil.

This is what war does for a state and if more is wanted to
show how far it is possible for a state to go in this direction,
a little book called “Falsehood in War Time” by the Hon.
Arthur Ponsonby M.P. should be read. It has recently been
published and is well worth careful study. If it is read along-
side Lord Beaverbrook’s book dealing with the schemings and
plottings in high circles during the War, there will be no doubt
left in the reader's mind that War is bad morally and spiritually
for any state to embark upon. Thisis the case with every state
engaged in the last Great War on both sides of the conflict, and
truly Hell was let loose during those years.

Then there is the futility of modern warfare to achieve any
good purpose whatever. The one shocking revelation of the last
war was the indiscriminate ruin into which war plunged victor,
vanquished and neutrals alike, “the ferocious and untamable way
in which war, once let loose, tore at the carments of civilization
as a whole so that, regardless of who won it, half the world
found itself unclad and shivering when the storm was over.”
“To fight with the gigantic paraphernalia of modern science to
make war in our intimately inter-related and delicately balanced
modern world, where our most indispensable means of existence
already have become international; to make war now, when an
average five hours of fighting burns up the endowment of a
ereat university . .. . that is obviously futile to achieve any
good thing for which a Christian state might wish or pray” says
Dr. Fosdick.

‘Then he continues; “The old appeals for war in the name
of a good cause fall coldly now on the instructed ear and cease
to carry conviction to thoughtful minds. A modern war to
protect the weak is a grim jest. See how modern war protects the
weak : ten million soldiers known to be dead, three million more
presumed to be dead, thirtcen millions of dead civilians, twenty
million wounded, three million prisoners, nine million war orphans,
five million war widows and ten million refugees. What can we
mean by saying modern war may protect the weak? Modern
war is #0 way to protect the weak.”

All Dr. Fosdick says here relates to a war which in itself,
we know now, was merely a perfecting of instruments, which
might be used in any future war. Mr. Winston Churchill in
his book on the Great War is careful to point out that the
Campaign of 1919 was never fought, though mighty preparations
in the way of gas, aeroplanes and tanks had been made. There
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has recently been published a book by Sir Frank Fox, which
he has named “The Muastery of the Pacific,” and in the foreword
he has an illuminating passage on the logical conclusions we
must make from these preparations for the next war,

It is usual when painting a picture of the next war to stress
the place of aerial warfare and poison gas in the conflict. Fleets
of powerful aireraft arimed with tons of explosives will, we are
told, attack the centres of population, and reduce them to ruins,
while poison gases showered in liquid form from the skies will
in a single night decimate the population. There are gases in
preparation, a single drop of which placed on the skin of a man
will kill him, and placed in suitable bombs, and dropped from
the skies, such gases could reduce a busy metropolis to a silent
graveyard. There are not lacking therefore prophets, who reali-
sing this danger from the air, would have us prepare huge air
fleets to meet it, and prepare more terrible gases to counter
those of some hypothetical enemy. But few of these prophets
seem to have carried the argument to its lozical conclusion, which
shows how false is this urging to prepare.

It is alinost certain that air fleets cannot do much to act as
a defence against air attacks, and so they would almost invaria-
bly be used for attack. This would mean that cnemy nations
would seek to do as much damage in as short a time as
possible, and paralyse the nerve centres of their respective
enemy states. Statesmen would thercfore be wise, if they wish
their countrymen to survive, to persuade them to cease all
building above ground forthwith, to disperse all art collections,
to cease to devote any more care to the beautifying of the
surface of the LFarth. Instead they will encourage the concentra-
tion and provision of subterrancan accommodation for the
population. Scientific rescarch must then seek out some fungus,
which being capable of being grown underground, could provide
human beings with food during war-time. In fact such
statesmen would do well to invite their countrymen to go back to
the troglodyte life and scrap all civilization, which depends on joy
iu Sun and Air, and field and secashore. T'hat is the logical
conclusion to such arguments and it is just as well for us some-
times to look at logical conclusions to our arguments.

War in brief, as far as the State is concerned, is an obscene
word. There can be no such thing as a Holy War. The word
is especially obscene when it is used in relation to the affairs of
two nations professing the same humane ideals, using day by
day the same prayer invoking the Kingdom of God to come on
Earth, and beseeching the Almighty not to “lead us into
temptation.,” Metternich used to say that the word “War” ought
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never to be used familiarly because familiarity with the word
breeds familiarity with the idea. So let us not talk of any
next war. There must be no next war.

When we come to examine the work of the Christian Church
on this question, we have reason to be glad that something at
least is being done today. The conscience of organised Christian-
ity is awakening to the duty it owes to the world to make
a stand against war, and we have every reason to hope tha‘t soon
the Christian Church will speak with no uncertain voice in
condemnation of all war of every kind.

One most cheering piece of news comes from Jerusalem,
where the International Missionary Council has been meceting
recently. One resolution of that Conference reads as follows,
dealing with the protection of missionaries “ that in as much as
missionaries wish to identify themselves with the people of the
country of their adoption, and to rely on the goodwill of the
people among whom they live, and in as much as the threat of
armed forces of the country from which they come being used
for their protection created widespread misunderstanding, the
International Missionary Council places on record its conviction
that the protection of missionaries should only be by such
methods as will promote goodwill in personal and official
relations, and urges upon all missionary societics that they
should make no claim on their governments for the armed
defence of their missionaries and their property.” This is
certainly an advance upon the attitude of some missionary
socicties during the unhappy events in China in rcecent mouths,
and if followed to its logical conclusion must entail not only the
abandonment of defence by armed forces for missionaries, but for
all those who areé professing Christians.

Another symptomatic event in this direction has happened
in Brighton in May last. It is the custom there to hold an
annual musical Festival, and last year the choir of the Union
Church of Brighton secured first place for mixed choirs. This
year however the test piece chosen for the competition is
Kipling’s “ Hymn before Action,” and the choir in protest have
unanimously decided to withdraw from the Festival. In voicing
their disapproval the choir master and the choir secretary stated
the views of the choir as follows. “In the mouths of a troop of
savages bent on slaughter, calling upon their tribal deity, such
words as are used in this poem might be appropriate enough.
But the sentiment of the piece 1s completely at variance with the
spirit of the New Testament, it presents a primitive and unworthy
conception of the Deity and is quite unfit to be sung by the choir
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of a Cliristian Church. To this choir the solicitation of the aid
of the Father of Jesus Christ for purposes of human slaughter
and his invocation as “Lord God of Battles™ are very deeply
repugnant.” It is to be hoped that the lead given by Brighton
will be taken up by more Churches still.

But pleasing as these items of news are, they only touch the
problem now facing the Church of Christ. As a Church we are
doing all too little to combat war. There are 576 millions of
professed Christians on earth, and if a fraction of these had
flung themselves into the struggle for peace as enthusiastically
as most professing Christians flung themselves into the war,
conditions would have been more satisfactory to day. [t has been
said again and again that if another war befalls us and shakes
civilization to its foundations, as it surcly would, the Christians
of the world will be to blame. Surcly that is truc. The con-
tinuance of war will advertise that the Chiristian Church has not
had an carnest conscicncee about its Master's view of lifes it will
bear evidence that while the Church has called him, “ Lord,
Lord ” they have not been willing to do what He said.

The first Christians saw this view of life and adopted it
whole-heartedly. As one recent writer  put it “’The carly
Christian  Church was the first peace society.” ™ Then came
Christianity’s growing power, the days when Christians, no longer
outcasts, were stronger than their adversarics, until at last the
Linperial household of Constantine himself accepted Christianity.
I'hen Christianity joined with the State, forgot its carlier
attitudes, bowed to the nccessities of imperial action, became
sponsor for war, blesser of war, cause of war, fighter of war.
Since then the Church has come down through history too often
trying to carry the cross of Jesus in one hand and a dripping
sword in the other, until now when Christians [ook out upon
the conscquence of it all, this abysmal disgrace of Christendom
making mockery of the Gospel, the conviction rises that we
would better go back to our first traditions, our carly purity; and
sce whether those first disciples of the Lord were not nearer the
right than we have been™ (Dr. Fosdick).

Jdeally the function of the Church is to inspire a public
opinion on vital matters so that the State may use that opinion.
I'he Church must go on ahead of the statesmen and do pioncering
work. It must take risks, for an ideal the world may at present
condemn as unpracticable and must work for that ideal until the
releasing power of God brings about the accomplishment of
that ideal. 1t must declare boldly that Christianity and War are
incompatible. * Pcople of the ordinary type are rcady for a
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surprising qmount of Christianity ” says Dr. Sheppard, better
known as Dick Sheppard of St. Martins,—in the Fields an;i of all
men he ought to kunow. “But” he coutinues “ theiy must be
shown by their leaders the vital heart of the gospel. Countless
thousands arc now disillusioned by the results of the Great War
and are now wondering if Christ’s so called unpractical Kingdom of
Love may not be more promising as an experiment than our
present very unpromising kingdoms of hatred and violence
Fhey see that the Gospel of Christ is nothing less than thaé
th.e end of human life is fellowship with God and fellowshi

with man. The principles of the kingdom are Truth ulwwg
and never lies, kindness always and never violence, love alwz‘ly?
apd never hatred, trust always and never fear. So ’the Christizsllb
Church must not rest until these things are the comn In
accepted things of international and nationl life. oy

But such a problem as this one can never remain simpl
problem for the social group whether it be the State 011' i’la
C_hurch. It must be met and solved by each individual soul f]e
hunsc:lf or herself, and the answer rests with the individ 0;
conscience. 'This is a delicate matter, and care must be t: kua
here not to‘mtrude upon convictions firmly held and che al c(?
On that point it is necessary simply to say that if our con '“i'le .
are founded upon honest Christian thought, in the li h:lcfloll:s
life and teachings of Jesus, no argument must be allowe(gi t P
us from our stand on those convictions. Like Luther of gll(;love
must say “Here I stand, 1 can no other.” So for those of f 'We
convnctxo_ns nothing more can be said, except to exhort Lxed
to examine the foundations of their faith, and ;ee if thm~n
founflntxon_s are rock or merely shifting san’d of prejudi oy
1llog1ca! bias. It is rather to the perplexed young mJen lc? an'd
generation that we would address ourselves. In this que (t)' hie
war, many of these young men are troubled to knowqwhS ;(ml of
must do. They realise that politics to-day makes this | t}Cy
complex and the more exalted their view of the State he
complex their position becomes. ate the more

In the past, two positions were .

theoretically simpler than the pvrtel:en:)Of;i)ilf{onbm,l;,l of them
Church regarded the State as a non-moral fact, whicl * “— Early
cured and must be endured.” In the Middle ,Ages 1 lf‘flfnot be
regarded as an aspect of the Christian Republic bp(t) itics were
problem is too complex for either of these two » but today the
Sf“t‘? exists to provide an arena for the good life If)gs‘,tllons' The
Christian theory of the State tends to make the W'lrrri;lu,l’ Sild the

3 > theories

ta < i r t



138 THE NEW ERA.

wiously God's
There 18
ands of the
the State

The State has a Divine Right in that itis ol
will that men should live together in association.
t‘hcrcf()rc a prima facie case for obedience to the comin
State. But surely this honour is duc only when P
pursues its legitimate functions in harmony with Christian '.ums:
nantely the conseeration of the corporate life and S;l‘\'i\fi(.)n of th."
individual within the State. The kingdom of God 18 not 2
reconciliation hereafter of those at present pursuing dlffcrc(llﬂ
mnterests, but rather a co-operative cffort here and now 1o 0
God's will.  The state is not an end in itself, for it owes allegtance
to God’s purposes. : ds

An actual economic fact must also be faced here, which ﬂd.t:
still more to the complexity of the position. In many rcspe}c,‘n
the State has passed already from the position of /mpirc thw“e
powerful interests within itself to the [ustriwomen! of one of “}O‘;s
of them.  In this way it must immediately forfeit the sp()ntzll‘t‘i;n
loyalty of some part of the community. [mmediately men bes n
to regard the State as a machine to be captured for th,c}l. O‘Wis
interests, they have begun to favour State Absolutisnn lhc:cl
no denying the fact that State  Absolutism is gaining t :fim
today, and in two countries particularly it has reached @ ‘ir%‘.ist
completeness, those countrics being Soviet Russia “"-d ]‘?lrhts
Italy. The danger of State Absolutism is that it denites fﬂ”".ia
to persons and substitutes coercion for witl. 1t falsifies the $0¢
facts for the sake of uniformity.

Iu such a position the State may demand of
citizen, conduct which Christ forbids.  What is the 1t
do then? This problem now facing many Christians | yet
acute. It is the problem of how to disagree with lw”plc'-ﬂ"'('tian
go on living with them. It is one of the crosses of the ('hr.m‘ncc
life that we may be misunderstood, Zand because of our “dh,"“ he
to what we consider to be (',hr‘i\;t"\ comnuands, W€ m“.y{ 110
considered failures and inefficient.  Yet CGirist was Judgulttcf
doubt by the Roman and Jewish standards of Uis day u;]'ttllc i
failure and wocfully inefficient.  So that should worry us il
we are Christians, . Jience

The difficulty for most vouns men is to reconctle Ohu“’rhich
to the demands of the State with the u)mm;mdm(‘"ltlcy have

d Christian as @

individud
15 very

forbids murder.  Unfortunately for their peace of mind t . an
seen the falsity now of the appeat to die for therr coumtiy, = e
was cent

give their lives for a cause.  The ofd fatlacy of war

t
N “ . “  1e ) d()ub
more on “dying " than on anyviliing el and there 1s ne .

argument 10

:::utlmillinns of young lives responded to that subtle ! ot
¢ last Great W, : e ke A man e
sreat War, But what the State asks of a + is not to

die so much as to kill and kill wholesale if possible.
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the advantage of the State that any man in its Army should die
if it can in any way be prevented, and the State would much
rather the man lived and went on killing his enemies. It is not
by the number of casualties a State incurs that wars are supposed
to be won, but rather by the number of casualties of a fatal
character that it can inflict on the cnemy. So the prime duty of
a soldier is to save his life if possible and kill others.

Our young men sec this today and many of them feel
troubled in their souls as to what they are going to do, supposing
that another war should unfortunately occur. They realise that
by killing at all we make the world less Christian. Those of
them, who went into the last Great War belicving as they were
told that Christian ends could be attained through war, are now dis-
illusioned. No Christian end can ever be secured by non-Christian

" means, and killing, the essence of war, is dcfinitely non-Christian.

Many of these young men feel that if only they could be
given guarantees before-hand that if they chose the way of
non-resistance, nothing dreadful would happen to their homes
and loved ones, they would be willing to follow their consciences
in this matter. But such guarantees cannot of course be given,
for their mere abscence is in itself a clear call to faith. Otherwise
by demanding guarantces and cxpecting to receive them we
confess that we do not think it possible to apply the way of
Christ to this actual world, now so full of cvil. We, as it were,
relegate His way to the future, as a way suitable only for some
futurc state of things to be known as The Millenium. But surely
in the days of the Millenium no man will want to smite another
on the cheek, and therefore there will be no necessity to turn
the other also. In that Golden Age there will be no evils to be
met by the methods of love, and so Christ’s way cannot be
intended oaly for that day. "The ways of the Master are the
means rather of introducing the kingdom, and not merely the
ways of life after it has been established.

Those of us, who have had the privilege of reading those
penetrating and yet reverent articles in *“The Presbhyterian
Messenger,” written by Dr. Herbert Gray on “ Christianity and
its Implications,” have been brought face to face with these facts
of our faith once again, and onc may be forgiven if in closing
this analysis, reference is made to some of the searching reminders
Dr. Gray uses.

Non-resistance has never yet been tried on a large scale in
war-time, and so it is futile to prophecy results of such procedure.
But tl}xs we  know. .It is resistance most often that awakens
brutality, and non-resistance puts the aggressor in a false position.
Of course suffering of many sorts, poverty and worldly insignifi-
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cance may follow non-resistance hut together with these woull(;i
come such a clearing up of. the moral atmosphere of the \}’0!" ’
that it might well usher in 2 new et of human history. F’lttif:
is great power for good in quict unresisting suffering, s We

India know from recent history. ative

In conclusion let it be said that there is a Christian :1ltcrn‘1f‘ v
to war.  Non-resistance does not necessarily mean doin;.‘r nnthu}x‘e-
It is a positive and constructive way of overcoming evil by ,tb‘
way of love. Our trouble today is that we know so little |c¥
the higher ways of love, and until we Iearn more about thcm‘ of
us refrain from referring to them in contemptuous \V‘"ld‘f o
turning to the ways of foree in impatient unwillingness to ,c{l t(;

It is the privilege we possess as Christians to be p(‘”mruj(’ngﬁ
pioneer along those paths, and show men the way to better tr']lllitlﬁ
than the crude methods of compulsion. We must be as WO the
in this connection to do something that costs us much, a3 jers
soldier is willing to fight and dic if necessary for what Tie consic
to be a righteous cause.

There is a Divine art of Reconciliation, and there are ine evil
to the results it can achieve. Jesus called it ”""r"”mm{ ne
by good, and there is no doubt ar all that evil must be O“‘]t(f:'rce:
only it will not be overcome by the old methods of war :l_m" Ay
These have failed miserably, and the World awaits (‘!‘THH that
of love. So weare to fill the Workd with the love-spirit 50 €
peace may have a chance to thrive and grow.  Qur (:!]m“?nour
will indeed be judged in these present days by the quality O[l our
contributions to this Central problem. * If we do not use « ¢ are
powers for the prevenfion of War ™ says Dr. Gray, and lf l\rh;‘wc
not found in possession of great power horn of love, we sha
failed mankind in one of its sorest needs.” .

So as individuals first, and then as members of Christs o
in the second place, and finally as members of a State ‘“,,y be
we are to work for peace and love and avoid all war. It n.‘i but
that we shall he called madmen before the work is f""""l-l'L('ur()o
we shall have the satisfaction of knowing that we arc l~nu:dcd
company. Two thousand years ago the words of our text h”pc the
as the vapourings of a m:uhﬁ:m. but today we know them t()v'thollt
most profound wisdom. "It is madness to sail a sed “l;efofcv
knowing the way, to sail the sea no one has tr:lf“"“cd estion:
to make for 4 country, the existence of which s @ tllf l. thus
Yes it is madness to do this.  Buat if Columbus had n,”.(-ctt(’ dncess
he would never have weighed anchor, Tt was with this "f]«.lith to
tha.t he discovered 3 new world” We are called in similaf -‘,nol'c'
weigh anchor, and discovera new world where War shall be 10

MabRras, Cob. WA'I‘KINS'

no limits
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NEHRU REPORT AND THE
SIMON COMMISSION.

By B. K. MALLIK, M.A. (Oxon.)

I.

IT is not necessary that we must say emqtly ‘an.d right out how
much praise we could cheerfully offer to this br'lllmnt contribution.
It would be difficult, indeql, not to spare it cven the scruple
of a hostile critic. But it is, after all, ou_r‘mmdcn attempt at
constructive politics and we do not certainly wnnt'the »rest of
the world to be cither unduly severe or unnecessarily t'olera'nt.
We had reason to be diffideqt and thcjrc was :1ct.t_xally a high m'lc
of distrust sprawling on all sides. It is 0}1911;:]1 if we _succcedeq in
maintaining a level of scrupu]o.us precision and wise restraint.
What was wanted, above a‘il things, was statesmanship :‘.m.i no
mere legal advocacy; we simply coul'd. not afford to bc_é either
flippant or academie, much less visionary and sentimental.
Perhaps none of us knows w'hen or ]]Q\\: we shall C()mplgte the
last milestone of our tm\fel wth the British people: bl}t it does
nobody any good to be impatient and throw all sagacity by the
board. It is better far, on the.contrury. to be generous even to
the point of weaving tmdit.xon wx‘th a f()rexgn' blepd and conceding
points to historic prejudice. The real mischief comes not so
much from a deliberate halt as fr01)1 ﬂ_hasty move tq precipitate
action. What is called compromise in practical life is more
often a fiction than a waste; the real trut'h, often enm.lgh, is
that we patiently endure for a fresh break in the clouds instead
of rushing madly all over the place. We must say we owe
Pandit Motilal and his colleagues our hearty gratitude for so nobly
arrying us through our recent crisis.

But it might be easily stretching a point too far to take this
note necessarily as a forecast of the Indian State, much more as
an effort to stabilise our opportunities. On the contrary, it would
be both juster and more accurate if we took this valuable
contribution, more as a scheme of administration and less as a

«

draft of constitution. Apparently the conditions under which it
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had to be produced were not exactly those in which constitutions
as historical documents, generally appear. They had  obyvious
fimitations much too severe to admit then: as even pale timitations
of historic occasions.  And it need, by no mcans, be a diseredit
to our politicians to suggest that they could have casily produced
a more responsible and original document if they had even the
sembiance of the Irish if not the American chances. Not that,
what Pandit Motilal or any of his younger colleazues exactly
wanted was a declaration of Indian independence before they
could even settle down to the need of a constitution. On the
contrary, they might still be harking back, in the heart of their
hearts, to the pride of restraint which our forbears had so devoutly
cherished.  But it could casily be a shame if we suspected  that
they pooled the best of Indian statesmanship in all its variety
only to stake their country's future on the prospects of a British
mission.  Not to talk of such astute diplomats as Pandit Motilal
and Sir Al Imam, even the naive and the unsophisticated in
Indian politics might well cefuse to accept this sinuously robust
commission as either a challenge or invitation to foreclose the
future of the Indian State. Because, in the first place, whether
one liked it or not, the British people never had the right, legal
or moral, to dictate. much less determine the future constitution
of India.  After all, the British connection, to be precise and
correct, has never been a political relationship unless one chose
invariably to swear by the British judgment. There has been, at
least, no serious historical event or legal document that we know
of, from which one could justly trace its political ambition. In
the second place, even if one granted for the sake of argoment
that there was a political right and no mere accidental arrange-
ment, this right could not obviously be utilised for the purpose of
of dictating the Indian State. Simply because this right could not
attach itself so much to India as such, as to the organisations
which the Hindu and the Mahommedan between them have
hitherto formed.  Not that there was no India, as a matter of fact,
for it, casily to attach itself to; and it would be the height of
shame, indeed if loyalism meant to question her integrity if
only to make up an argument. But it so happened that the
English mind, by a curious irony of political history, missed it
absolutely clean and steadily believed that there was nothing in
the four quarters of the Indian horizon if not onfy the Hindu
and the Mahommedan. No doubt, to be fair to him, the Faglish-
man never denied that there was o geographical India which had
its peculiar ethnology and cven  cultural achievement; and
obviously it [ent itself to a systentic treatment, political or
cconomic,  But it was, by no means, this India which formed the
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subject for conguest or trC:‘tEiCS or any f)f the leg.u‘l [;Ind ‘Cxlt:.li:;
legal methods by which the Englishman ] enc\rg.]etm?)by: bo\t};., !
to acquire or defend his claim over the I_ndum soil. ‘.dv)xoufs izhe
the Englishman ever conquered zmytl_lmq on1 ]th*liibl‘ e o he
Himalayas, it must have been onl'y the Hindu :m_'( t\SL 'u )Zhl()ll}lyn‘u( :m
groups but never an Indian nation or an ‘[uqmn\ 1 tilltgl (;rf\. L‘ 2 !
Indian Community. For, after all, whnt‘m c':}llc,("k m.‘ 1lstf)1‘); u‘
India never produced, according to the I‘,n'gh:sh' hzl.st\(/){r’l]‘m, bUL‘ ; ;1
thing as India at all inspite of strenuous Hllldl}l :1'11 'lf'd 1.()1)111‘11111(. ;x ‘1
cffort. On the contrary, it is wrlt_la'rge. to tluir m '1111t‘c 51“‘11'1 g
with a colossal failure at nation-building and 'thc bfil?tl‘b-nl-c.”d%t
to humanity which necessarily resulted f[:()ﬂl it. ‘ Bux;{u it is lm)l
merely that there never was an India hlthcrt‘o 1;1([?‘“‘] ‘]‘m;
politically integral, but that there never \-V()Uld Q’r L0ur<. e suc 1(10
unity cven in the near or distant future. Iq(‘hdln ujx‘ty, mf Jue
nature of things, is inconcewable. And What.lb the rcas¢:111 0 t t\
tenacious Eunglish faith as if 1t was one more ;(’)qmmnr n]).gj) 1‘k0x
the good ? It is simply that diversity and (?ls)]dlllll(‘)l]f},', 1{c‘ tth’
a leviathan across the whole of ‘tlmt contmulltd‘}‘s ¢}}r.“1}? thg‘
English eye could see. The fact is t'h:\t _thc ‘1; ia ‘?'t]]l(:l th;
Englishman ever came across as a historian Qtl@r) ‘\.\‘1‘ 1tx‘1 h
classic dimness of the Hindu Age or the more prgusgr 1((:“:&
Medizeval confusion of the Mahomadan El""l was onl‘y an agg‘,lrlc,.,d (,‘
mass of types and groups much too mnoc'l}ous to ,)ZIL (‘1 t()(‘l
political formation. To him the Indian horizon nl(%x't-l:l(f(‘dut
for a compact unity nor ever held out signs of a po 1t’1u:l l‘ltkllj(.‘,.
As luck would have it, it never lost its nebulf)s.l.t.yl Ll'l;l_’ L(')l‘]s(,-
quently never reached any higher .thzm Al l)'flrvbdll(. )I')l. 1{1!1&1(.)11
Whether these emotional reactions, how C\VCI' h)omst1 y 1¢ (:
is, at all, correct is another story; perhnps the'y an:l nol esys }t'rugi
than they are false. And at least, rightly or w'r‘oni, v, tlle?n 1;1\/5
held sway for over a century. But the pom.t is t mlt )un 'csi‘m
until the English mind had a'ctually egone back upfoxT t]](;lll(.,l‘]‘t‘lb 'm)t,
clear, how they could consistently lf"mnch out of ltlL llsvc‘()\er)‘
of an Indian State. Could even lfrm‘ldc.ncc l?elp in t n§ 4(\ \'pcnturg
if the Englishman had not bargmn‘cd \}'1th h'ls‘logxcnl 5011§c 3 But
we do not mean to imply that the Lllglls!l mind could not.scrlously
think of changing its method of dcalm{; with thc'l_lmdu. un'd
the Mahommedan; on the contrary he 1'mght be ambitious in _lus
rarer moods to try and build up even an 1.ndcpcndcnce by a fusion
of the Hindu and the Mahommedan in his own ancestral manuer.
And who knows but he might be :wFunHy ‘workl‘ng out this long-
cherished European dream in the Simon Commission, Bl?li.lll]](.’:;s
and until he practised volte fuce and unguardedly quuhtlcd .10r
the bitter taunt of the Emperor Napolean about the English
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nation, it is not conceivable how he could step mto the shoces of
the Hindu and the Mahommedan and literally reopen the question
of Indian Nationality or Indian Statchood exactly or very ncarly
as the Indian today, whatever his political creed, is naturally
bound to do. The point, however, is that while the Englishman
could do almost anything under the sun, however strenuous,
he could not, without some severe rude shock, go back upon
a century of political faith about India.  And yet perhaps it is not
a mere question of changing his political conviction, however
cherished if, to day, as a matter of fact, not a single Englishman
in the political arena is willing to recant a blunder about India,
it might well be that, such a recantation would involve the
ruination of a British Institution. The fact is that the British Rule
in India will not survive a day too long, the moment its rock-
bottom is taken from under its feet, namely the faith that the
Hindu and the Mahomniedan had no political capacity and were
utterly at the mercey of passion and greed. What even the most
hidebound of the extremists amongst us, has to remember is that
the British Rule in India did not quite stand on a physical gospel,
however dcficient might be its moral creed. And it is, by no
means, machiavellian to argue that where national solidarity failed
without at all creating a social break up, a political occupation
vested as a moral duty. How could, for instance, the Englishman
help turning his innocent commercial mission of the nineteenth
century into a full-blown political adventure when India did not
ceven offer him the protection of a sovereign state for his legitimate
commercial nced > How, again, could he look on with philosophic
indifference when the country was totally at the merey of cither
internal stupidity or external greed. Whether, however, he was
at all correct in his apprehension that India had, altogether,
ceased to be a potitical unit with the break up of the Moslem
power is another question.  Most decidedly he was not; and what
is more, the main ground of his anxicty not to change his political
conviction today might well be not so much a fondness for an
idea or conviction as a necessity, in his own social cconomy, of
the British Rule.  As the proverb says the longlishman loves his
Institution more than his Philosophy ; it costs him nothing to
hold it if necessary even by a bad argument. But the point of
our contention is that the Englishman judging by all the cards
would have to preserve the British Rule in India in its present
form or some other if he does not literally propose to put on sack
cloth and ashes as a political being.  And it makes no difference
whether Sir John Simon is a good liberal and someone clse 1s a
red socialist. None of them could possibly afford to upsct the
balance of the British empire by changing the British view of
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Indian individuality. Where then is the need for us to be
gratuitous and commit our countrymen to the serious belief that
the Simon Commission, after all, was to orient the Indian State
as a gift from the British people?

On the other hand if the Englishman cannot consistently
appoint a Commission to draw up the constitution of India, much
less can the Indian even concede to him the right or the oppor-
tunity to do so. Nobody would, for a moment, deny the nced of
an Indian State to be both primal and urgent; perhaps it is
necessary for the Englishman no less than for the Indian. And
there are moods and phases of ultra-loyalism in the economy of
every country however independent. But if it is obviously
impossible for the Englishman to keep on ruling this country
with a faith in the unity of India, it is equally impossible for the
Indian to preserve even a dream of his Indian State if it could
arise only as the handiwork of a foreign people. The question of
the possibility of an Indian State, in the last analysis, is necessarily
bound up with the question of the validity of Indian integrity.
If only there happens to be an India, as a matter of fact whatever
its political attitude, it is, at all, possible that there could or would
be an Indian State; and what is more, it would be for that India
and India alone to decide and determine what its structure should
be. The cardinal point in Indian politics must be a faith in Indian
individuality and all those who are anxious to raise it either by a
fiat of individual will or by the dictate of an external authority
are really chasing the wild goose in a mood of despair. It is
almost a crime to have the birth of a nationality at the mercy of
imperialism whether as a gift of pity or the produce of imagery.
No doubt individuals count in all economy; and even foreign
hostile communities. But it is not for the individual even to
create but to carry out and realise, while a foreign community can
only serve with criticism and an experience sufficiently general
to work as a safe-guard. Indeed it need be no reflection if we
add that Sir John Simon is as far remote from the heart of India
which he is so ambitious to put into an English mould as any
well-grown conservative has almost a right to be. The Indian,
therefore, we might repeat, again, unless he is dead to his own
tradition cannot lay the axe at the root of his beloved mother-land

by delegating any portion of its service to the British tradition.

(To be continued.)

CALCUTTA. B. K. MALLIK.



GLEANINGS.
ENGLAND'S CULTURE.
AN AMERICAN HITS BACK.

The worm was bound to turn some time. Now the worm that has represented
Americids patient endurance of Britain's patronage is turning and <howing more
than once head.  Mr. Struthers Burt, after serializing his charges against England's
wittul misunderstandings of America, publishes them ina book.  Now Mr. Berton
Braley takes up the theme in the September @ Century 7 and writes what is termed
a tfriendly go at England’s manners and methods.” Pavt of this has to do with that
condescension in tvisiting . British representatives,” mainly lecturers, who ' so
patronizingly look down on our moron minded ' people.” What of the culture of
Englind, he asks, and takes as one of his tests the reading habits of the people :

A book that sells forty thousand copies in Great Britain is at the top of the
“hest selfee” list. My authority  for this figure is Hugh Walpole, the British
novelist.  Now what is the top in the United States 2 Forry thousand is moderate.
The “top” runs as high as four hundred thousand, Twice the population  ten
tirnes the sale. Add that up.

“What kind of books reach the forty thousand mark in Great Britain > As
a rule the cheapest, teashiost novels. Oaly nnee in years will vou strike a pheno-
menon in this British hub of culture at all Like the sale of one bundreed thousand
copies of *The Story of Philosophy,” fifty thousand copies of *I"he Education of
Henry Adams,” one hundred thousand copies of * The Outline of History © in the
Sbarcen inteHectual domain” of the United States.,

O Ask Mro Wells, Mreo Walpole, Mr. Kipling, Mr. Galsworthy, and My, Bennett,
where the bulk of their royalties come from. Ask Mro Shaw  who, never having
been in the United  States, nevertheless calls us a0 Nation of Viltagers  which
vitlage, New York or London, first prodaced aond best patronises his plays 7

“ My individual opinion s that the avidity with which Americans call for
Mr. Shaw's remarks about " Villugees ™ bat T doubt if that's why he said i,

*Now let's glance at the mvgazines. TCs o shibholeth of the Intelligentsia in
the United States to sneer at - The Satarday Fvening Post.” But it's also a fact
that no other country  Teast of all Greeat Britain boasts a0 popular ™ magazine that
averages one-fifth as much good diteraey meat. Pwoothicds of the popular
magazines of England are so cheap, trashy and namby-pamby that it is impaossible
to imagine a bruncette housenniid from Harlem finding them worth perusat. But
English people what Kind of Koglish people T ean't say  devour them by millions,

“What about “highbrow " muagazines * Blackwoods is heavy, highbrow, and
dull, “The London Mercury,” the ocoasioually sprightly, in the main cannot
compare ininterest, in vigor, colar, and wit with its American contemporary. | am
not enthusiastic about Moo Meackon or his works but so much kudos s due to
him.

“And af there are any migazines in Geeat Britain that rank with the Century,
Scribner’s, Harpers, the Forum, the Atlantic, or the New Republic in combining
literary flavor with charny and color Fean't name them.  And heaven knows that
I have dug into everything on English news-stands, looking hopefutly and cagerly.”’
~—**The Literary Digest.”

FAMOUS MEN OF BIG FAMILIES.
HEREDITY RULE.

Some of the most brilliant men and women who have ever lived would never
have heen born had their parents limited their families to two or theee children.

This is what Mr. Anthony M. Ludovici demonstrates i his new book, “ The
Night-Hoers, or the Case Against Birth-Control and an Alternative ' (Herbert
Jenkius, 7s. 6d. nct). o ‘

“ Although, generally speaking.’” states Mr. Ludovict in his plea for the
existence of the large family, *“heredity guarantees that there will be no violent
aberration from parental and stock qualities in the children of a given couple, it does
not by any means guarantee that the pcrmutati‘ons and cm‘nbinati(?ns of those
qualities will necessarily lead to the best results in cevery child, or in the early
children of the marriage.

“ It may so lead to the best rosults in the early children, or it may not. And
that is why'ir is of the utmost importance from the stan ipoint of the welfare of
any race or nation that heredity should be given as many chanees as are reasonably
possible to achicve the best and happiest combination.

“FEW CHANCES™

“In a small family the chances are few, and the likelihood of the best possible
child of which the pareatal and stock qualities are capable of being produced is
therefore necessarily more remote than in a large family. And the consgjqu(-nce
is that small families, by taking evorything on the earliest three or four children—
not to mention those of only one er two chitdren —must be the \:(lllS-L‘ every year
of a very heavy loss in the best possible produst of which cach couple is capable.

“A;ll()ll'.," first children who may be assumed to have been {ﬂost successful
combinations of their parents’ and their stock gualities we may mention :—

Thomas a Becket, Velasquez, Hobbes, Bolingbroke, Hawke, Mathew Arnold,
Julius Cueesar, Alexander, Milton, Dr. Johnson and his biographer Boswell,
Bismarck, Heine, Corncille, Moliere, Racine, Eduar Allan Poe, Shelley, Keats,
Swinburne, Browning, Bunyan, Carlyle, Nictzsche, Schopeahauer, Buffon, Burns,
Addison, Columbus, Dryden, Gibbon, Goethe, Adam Smith, Thackeray, Macaul.ay,
Cardinal Newman, Ruskin, George Meredith, Herbert Spe‘ncer: Abelard, Clive,
Harvey, Hegel, Leonardo da Vinci, Robespicerre, Linnweus, Chox:m, Foc‘kc., Murat,
Napier (inventor of logarithms)-—Ncewton, Hogarth, Paley ((')f Palev’s ILV.ld.CnCes)‘
Sir Robert Walpole, Du Maurier, Lord Acton, Watts (the artist), and Rossini.

CLATE IN THE FAMILY &

 But, on the other hand, the followiag people who came late in their families
were not only more distinguished than any of the sam> family who preceded them,
but would also never have seen the hghe if the birth-controller’s rule of four
children to each couple had been adopted by their parents @ -~

Edward Lear, the youngest of twenty-one children

Charles Wesley {eighteenth).

Sir Thomas Lawrence (sixteenth).

John Wesley (fifteenth).

Albert Moore, the painter (fourteenth).
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Sir Richard Arkwright
wood, and Pierre Prud'hon,

Sir John Franklin, the

(inventar of cotton-spinning machine). Josiah Wedg

famous French artist (thirteenth).

Arctic explorer (twelfth).

Thomas Campbel) (poet), Charles Re

Richard 111, were cleventh children.
Benjamin Frankiin (v, s,

and surgeon), and Coleridge
Sir Walter Scott,

A. C. Tait, the

Henry Moore

. ‘o, and
ade (novelist), Tpnatius Lovol, 3

) ol ist
author and statesman), John Hunter (physiolog
were tenth children.

chbishop
Archbishop Richard Whately, Gainsborough, and Archbishol

author and discoverer were all ninth children, while Lord Cromer,
(painter), and Granvitle Sharpe i
Johann Sebastian Bach was an vighth child, and seventh children ill(‘hld‘:,(_
Herrick, Mungo Park, Van Dyck, Huxley, Jane Austen, Grace Darling and Si
Joshua Reynolds,

were minth sons,

Botticelli was possibly an cighth child, hat coctaindy a sixth, and Foily “‘""“';)'
Darwin, De Quincey, Felicia Dorothea Hemans, Pepys, Voltaice, Oliver “"}‘?"“”l» (
Oliver Cromwell, Sir Wialter Besant, and Rembrandt were fifth children. Fhe tis
of famous ** fifth sony » included Cecil Rhodes and Haorace Walpole.

*The above lists,” adds Mr.
and were merely compiled at random, are significant
remembered that birgly control, as Sir
statistics prove,
children th
realise

i i ans cxhaustive
Ludovici, ** which are by no means ‘\h.m' .
crough,  Bar, when it

Thomas Horder Tas pointed out, and as
feads very much mope olten to fa
an it does even to four,

how much is possibly being |
of families to one, two,

. .
anlics of ane, two or th

. ) Cpeadiers to
we feel sure that it would inteest our reads

) . Climitation
ost to the nation and the world by the limita
or three children,

THREE CHIF.DREN.
" The following people would
limited their famities,
methods, to three

. e nare had
never have been born if their parents

. ir ‘ontrol
as thousands are doing to-dav by means of birth «
children ;

. ’ ) e i,
“Schubert, Sir Iomerson,  Christing Ru\\;tul

rype . e ! . o " > d .‘l
Tennyson, Folstoy, Cotxden, John Evelyn, (diarise), Sie William Herschel, Row
Hil), James Watt,

. . jciaan),
Charles Kembie (actor), Thomas  Svdenham (I‘l‘)~\l‘:f u')d

4 - . . . 1
Wellington, Gladstone, Gordon. WG Grace, Stratford Canning (Lord Stra

de Redcliffe), George Herbert, Sir Heary Lawrence (Indian Mutiny), .\‘ir' W'”“.'.m
Siemens (electrician), Horace Walpole (author and wit). Charles Furse (painter).
Nelson and Napoleon would not have lived if theie parcnts had been cnu;cn‘:—
with two sons, and, similarly, there would have been no Lord Clarendon, "”I:v:‘
Lytton, Vasco da Gama, Landseer, Joseph Chamberlain, Charles James oY

. i, i inate the
Montaigne, rollope, Roger Ascham or Samacl Witheoforee to illamina
history amd literature of the waorld, The Forword.

Martin  Frobisher (explorery,

S.
THE WORK OF THE LEAGUE OF NATION
(BY DEAN INGE)

. ean [uge,
T ations do not regard war usva .Sp()ft» dzfl?;e\i' DThey do n(?t
Civilized mm"»h[ ‘wct of the League of Nations, at ’said to do. Nor is it
preaching on the. su ”;‘"d—huntillg tribes of Borneo ar¢ ts, or by groups of
enjoy fighting, v ‘h‘" ;()J by the manufacturers of arma.n‘"f"mt' great; and “'big
:m(l e ‘v:tlrj;l uni)nflllllx‘:-(u(cc of such trades and groups is 1
inanciers. N

S < ﬂ' £ Klti n,
b r i - a3 general conflagratio
busi " has far more to lose than to gan b g

yusiness™ has fo

that war re > on yww kings .Hld t‘lll[)cl()rﬁ and that to lllﬂke
Irs a ﬂleL ) 1) by ja-
he notion tha s 4

, ue and
ce is utterly untr
. cafe r peace 18 U 7 I
lemocracy is to make it safe fo yprL’L’us plectuntur Achivi,
.. » > ¢ . . » daed
world safe for der The old proverb, Duliran It should run Deliriant
. angerous. sVents. $ .
extremely  dangere led in the light of recent ey Lk scapegoats of their rulers.
PR v amende , . ake s¢ b .. oo
requires to he wes.  Nations go mad and m: bellicosity and  injustice to
v . roreLes. ‘ . . the n be S
Achivi, I’I"""””” history convinces M that 1 monarchics and republivs
My study of modern is not a pin to choose betweent he charge that some
saker nations there is not d sustification for the ‘ . acks
weaker nat ather more justificatic hece are always attacks
Fhere is, unfortunately, rath onomic wars. These @
s, ¢

. . scisely the
w it 1-¢ ions. T 1$ precise
wars have been wars of explopatior ilt-armed natons. his P

: As for
'  Natio ble to prevent.
. R - ‘ower on barba or ons. ’ .
bind o war "l( the League of Nations ought t(_) be abIC K e ehe 4 et V:/.‘q

. . i » Lled o " it v :
et hereen. s ations on the sam¢ tevel of ud‘ aaion, B one e ‘
wars between great xl'l’ without fear of contradic " i o ,-egaln

o e ever Tik q war i . rves the

e bt v evur fikely B Han for s 3fricnds of peace. It gwcsl tto
anything to lose is ¢ i likely o ot o e s i e e

» . . - . M (; 1] R
— d“f var Llost potent argument which they

5 ar 1 Mmos
opponents ot war e o su
use with such convincing force bef o |
PEADLY MER T who wish to abolish
nierous —

wa a ruthless and probably
: friends of peace
a deadly menace

)
sar they are
As for those persons - and 1 ¢ ':, clear the way for
international rivalries only in order som of every natior, the
1 1i'n|rs civil war of classes in the bosc In that direction lies
sanmary ) quch atfies. I
H uch a
+ delivered from s -
may pray to be de istaken
eme < » of the
to the whole movement. (e ability deprecated some of e et
of my v, arken counse
ic often darke b place
which too are the real causes which p
what » we all have at heart.

Having thus, to the lwc(r ‘

medics

diapnoses and unhelpful remed um b
problem, let me try to suggest 3

i h of the iotism has taken
. R bl the trivmp irit of patriotis
serious obstacles to ‘hich the spiri
form wh

i ulic intense
untry has burnt with & {;‘eull:;rl);riv”cgc(l
¢ . imes en the
¢ been times W '
hich we live There have hLLﬂh ith each other than
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flame in the time inwh Y ave felt more sy mpat 'Jthv cach orter e
. T countries e svmpathy . '
classes in different (()” T e country. Fhis sy th‘ hy midgnred | b oie
. AS8eS 1 101 e e F i :
e m‘l”(? e th century. But cver anul consciousness  which they
ardour. i dhe cighteet ficree flame the nnno“:ll trongest of the generous
i > into a . e s :
polion kl"t"td' ;' atriotism has been by far t serifice his  property and
i cti ; : ) s v N h
wished to v,\nlngms;. [:lw Farpcan man ready 1o
c¢motions which make
. T oot i re, were
his life, without counting the ¢ 1 devotion, continued Dean ln{-’(; was
| ' e, pride aie jae nationalism ;
Fhese sentiments of love, p - S galomani -
Fhese s nr;n e And yet this m
: N .
not to he conde

cause whick

The first of these is the .
i .. ‘The we o
in modern times. The I
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one of the chief causes of war. To the patriot inan exalted  mood  the
questions at issue between his  own country sund

s enemies seemed to be
simply questions of right AAINSE wrong.

We o know, alus (he said), who when the sword has

ance been drawn,
every Government tries to stimulate the

se prejudices by unserupulous propaganda,
and how, when terms of peace are to be discussed, hatred
thus  artilicially oxmrerated,  stfle the desivre to show justice
to a bearen  foe, which calightened  self-interest na less than
Christian charity should encournge,

and indipnation,
amd generosity

chivaley  and
In this wav a passionate wish for a4 war
of revenge is genecated in the minds of the Tosers,  and

cacl war sows  the
seeds of another.

ROMANTIC PATRIOTISM.

But this sentiment of patriotism is far too noble a4 thing to be condemned
outright. It needs onlv to be directod inta viche chanmels, to be purificd from its
base, vulgar and archaic perversions, The question s ot whether we onpht to
love our countey, bue what kind of suveess et edory and happiness we shoald
desire for it Instead of the childish wish to paint the map of the world red,
or whatever  our national colour may be,  our pride should be  to make 1t
honoured, respected, and even beloved by other nations.

Romantic patriotism, which is only the distortion of a nobl.-
one of the causes of modern war,  But
sudden and unprovoked attack.
thoughtless censure,

sentinient, s
the main cause i simply fear fear of
And here amain we must beware of passing
The plain truth is that the fear is justificd. T need not
point out to you how fear drove all the
to take up arms. In our own vitse the onte convineing  and  unanswerabie
arguiment was that of the Prime Minister CHOowe reaain neatral we shall he
left without a friend in the world, the

chief bellizerents in the Great War

predestined victims of the nest coalition. ™
I have named the two chief causes of war; b

no doubt there is a third.
The Government of a country may

see that the nation s disintegrating  and

heading for civil strife. An appeal to patriotismy, to defend  the COUNtey against

A foreign enemy, iy seem to be the only chancee of averting internat disrup

tion. It can hardly be doubted that this argument did weigh with more than

one Government in 1914, The caotisequences, however, woere so disastrous that

it seems very unbikely that this gambler's stake will be playved again.
THE LEAGUE AND SECURITY.

We are lefe therefore with the twa catses which T mentioned first
and fear. Can the Feavue  of Nations remove the  woell prounded fear of the
nations that they may be atieked and destroved without provocation » Hitherto,
unwarlike nations have found no merey. We need only think of the treatment

of China all throngh the nincteenth century,  Or must we go on
done hitherto

patriatism

as we have
cach nation naturally desiving to be  secure, and
it cannot be secure unfess it s stronger than any probable
League offer the nation's secarity

reatizig that
assaifant 7 Can the
not againse ations which are willing (o keep
the covenant, but against any nation which may choose 1o break 7,

Let us concentrate on this point  that the removal of fear of quite reasonahle
fear -is the riddle of the Sphiny . If the League can solve it it will have sicceded ints
work; if not, it will have failed, What can we do what can vouand T do for
peace -We can put away hatred and vindictivencss from aur hearts, We
understand the point of view of other nations,
understand it.

cantfry to
amd to hold our country men to

DISARMAMENT DOES NOT STOP WAR.
(By GEORGE BERNARD SHAW)

i 5 jus X d o ‘owers ﬂg’di[ R
3 ¢ 's Toreig inister, has ]Ub[ warnca jin Pow
M. 1 l'i&llld. I'rance’s Torc wn Minister, 16t

should dis

g 7 at the whole world shot . .

the proposal (t ! Bernard Shaw  asserts that  disarmament

Xt ament, and nations

: Disarmament conferences talk about disarmament, 4 tior

e disarm, “‘"I. '"“thc use of such a conference ? What good can possibly

o 'll‘ boast of the millions saved by limiting the construe-
1 o ; X

but as likely as not will double the

arn.

In this remarkable interview, Mr.

never disarm,
come of it? The Powers w of th

] battle cruisers, b
. Ircadnoughts or s ke oot wil dor
o e ded on acroplanes or seme other scheme for “preparedne
nde ace J

d it expe . ‘ v - .
e ll Great War I sat at dinner with a number of (;ernn‘:)ffl:icl
i : the S ’ . : 4 oCor H v an irst-ai randagc
S they said, prepared down to the last cartridge and last first utl ¢ “.b;l,c
‘They were, they S: ’ A : e e ¢
”Mi fu" that came shortly afterwurds. They were dun'nn:utmt(;x i, onthe tabie
¢ wil at ¢t ' Y . . ¢ on
o '; how the German army would march through Belgium and ta E
exactly ho f
less than two weeks.
There was not a seeptic in the room but
SUCCESS ir plans a certainty. .
the success of the ‘ o e ot
The probability or possibility of failure was dismisscd as somcthing
e

be thought of.

mysclf.  Preparedness had made

DEFEATED AT LIEGE.
Germany, in spite of all her boasting of prepared-

. e wir caine, S
Yet, when the war ¢ The war was lost at Licge, and

feated in the first few days. ‘ |
.s. was really defeated in Th i was t Licge, ang
n‘Cbb' s lost it because she did not hnow the strength ‘01 Licge. She !.1 1 iﬂ{ e
(’Cf".‘"““i’l ‘to batter the city into a rubbish heap in a few hours w
confidently b

artillery.  She could not.

‘The German high command suidf d that Paris would
. S ided for, an it :

. rency was  provided . - N g

contingency Fven the German army, with all its carcfully thought-out

and the German people believed, thgt cvery
' be in German
possible .
hands in a fortnight.

mared in August, 1914

schemies, was not prepared in e ‘ .
e i 1 Churchill, who was First Lord of the Admiralty at the outbreak
A ! ' ~ H N e
NS many pats on the back because he had the cntire British

of the war, received pared” in July, 1914.

flect mobilised in British waters and “thoroughly pre
NAVY NOT READY.

only known it, they could probably have defeated the

Had the Germans This is assuming that the German Fleet

British Fleet carly in August, 1914,
cady to fight,
as thoroughly rcady to N .
; As for the British  Fleet, it was in a wocful condition. At Portsmouth, a
s for the

ho kiew what he was talking about pointed out to me ship after ship as
man w R

i something wrong with it.
hav‘?j] 5‘(::; un:crmanncd. Ships that should lm‘\'c had, 'iu ort;].:‘r tf().lb'c ‘rvevae(iz
i ‘a crew of 800 men, were manned by 300, .An) number of s.?lps
for akhtfﬂ' fition because of defective boilers or machinery. Fhe British .Na\:y
. Ofo:();r-l‘dy at the éllt-brcz\k of the war. 1t is not ready today and it will
was n p

not bc ready tomorow.
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Disarming  the nations does not do any good; it will not stop war. The
Russians were not armed. Many of them were fighting with sticks because there
was but one rifte for five men.  What has disarmament to do with it, if men
will go to war with sticks ? It is man that makes war and not machines,

NOTHING WORTH WHILE,

There is not a nation in the world today  that could go to war properly
It would be severadl weeks before even a small force could be assem-
Nations are in many respects like individaals.
Neither am 1L

cquipped.

bled fully prepared to take the field.
Are you prepared to meet your God ? Of course, you are not.

We do ot even see to it that a last will and testament is in order,
Yet lightning may strike us down at any moment ; a blood vessel may burst,

or a thousand and one other things happen, only to find us totally

unprepared for it It is the same with nations. War may come suddenty and
unexpectedly from any quarter and find any nation unpreparcd.
they  ever prepared. The  Disarmament

Nations will not disarm, nor are
1tis all nonsense.

Conference will do nothing worth while in cither direction.
SCORNING THE PACIFIST.

About all it will do, will be to give the politicians a fine chanee to say:

“Look what we have done.”  And if they had not this to talk  about  they

would find cnough clsewhere.  In talking the mark is usually missed completely.

is hailed by the

Disarmament is a supposcdly pacifist move.  Today it
the ideas of a

unthinking. But when war comes the man  who advances
pacifist will be listened to with nothing but scorn.

Shortly before the war 1 was asked to attend  a pacifist meeting. A
distinguished man of letters was in the chair. 1 listened to the many proposals
advanced for maintaining  peace. Then 1 told  them that if they dared to
advance such views once the country were at war they would all go to jail

1 must have convineed the chainman, for he conceded the crror of  his

views.— “Swaday Chronicle.”

MEN OF LETTERS.
STORIES OF THEIR IDIOSYNCRACIES.

Not the least notable aspect of the dictum that the style is the m;m. is
ilfusteated in the literature of anccdotage. It is remarkable how often the
idiosyncrasy of famous personages is touched off cither in the piquant storics
which they themselves tell or in those which are told about them,

In ““Art and Anccdote™ (Hutchinson, 7s 64.) M. . Stephen Smith
has  written very interesting  reminiscences of her uncle,  W. ¥ Ycames,
R. A., and many cclebrities of the act world of the nincteenth century  are
portrayed in characteristic stories,

Swinburnie was a member of the Arts Club, to which all the members of
the Yeames ‘‘cligue” belonged.

“Having dincd well but not too wisely at some festive board, Swinburne
ordered his cabby to drive him to the Aces Club and, on the way, unfortunately
lost his bat, or threw it overboard.

When he arrived at the Club he ordered  himself another ‘toast” or two,
so that when the time for departure arrived, and he went to look for  his
hat amongst those hanging in the cloak-room, he could not find it. Ile
began to try cach one on in turn.  No luck, none fitted, and he beeame
more and more anuoyed. However, he was not to be beaten, so coming to
the end of the line he began all over again, and as cach displeased him, he
took it off and jumped on it to the amazement of “Lord ~ Leighton, who
happened to enter the room at that psychological moment and caught him at it !’

AN INFORMAL AUDIENCE.

Yecames met several times Rossini, the Italian composer, of whom Czar
Nicholas I. was a great admirer. It was in Paris that the author first met the
composer. “‘The weather had been very warm, and Rossini feeling the heat
considerably whilst composing grand opera in his room, threw off his coat.
Warming to his work—in more senses than one—he divested himself of his
waist coat, Then finally, as the Musc spurred him to still greater efforts, and
his braces were tightening bencath the strain, he slipped them off also, and
thus untrammelied plunged with renewed vigour to his task of making mclody.
So engrossed was he, that he did not hear heavy footsteps mounting the  stairs
and great was his surprise und indignation when the door was suddenly flung Opcn'
and in walked a tali stranger, unannounced. '

”R(,)Issmx.” he said, ‘I have just arrived in Paris, and my first visit is paid
to you.

It was the Czar Nicholas of Russia.

‘Rossini sprang to his feet to make obeisance. But being ‘unbraced,’ his
trousers slipped down, and the great composer found himself holding audience

~with the Emperor of all the Russians clad in his shire !

Another Italian musician with whom Yeames was acquainted was Mario the
great singer.  ‘He marcied Mme.  Grisi, the great soprano, and had three chik}ren
of whom my uncle used to tell an amusin ; 5 '

g story.  Somc at lady i i
" y great lady 1 think it
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was Queen Victoria, on mecting Moe, Grisi one day with hue three hitle gitls,
sad, playfully ;. ‘And these 1 supposc are the little Grisetes »°

“'No. Madam,” replied Grisi, “They are the littdle Marionettes!”

THE BAILIFFS FROM TUSSAULY'S,

Count d'Orsay, the “Last of the Dandics,” was a friend of Landecer, Omne
morning he surpriscd the artist by calling on him before breakfast with the

explanation that he could only visit a fricnd before 10 a.m. and after 6 pom., o

be
arrested for debt.

" Having breakfasted, he suggested that Landseer should walk hack with him to
his lodgings.  On the way they passed Madanie Tussaud's exhibition of wax-works
in its old quarters in Baker Strect, and strolled in. Presently d'Orsay became
uncomfortably aware that not only had it passed 10 o'clock, but that two scedy-
looking individuals were evidently shadowing him,

following his footsteps from
room to room.

“Faking them for bailiffs d'Oray tried to dodge them, . | Lscape seemed
hopeless, They had him as completely as arat in a trap.  In despair, he saw the
prison gates closing behing him, gates that could never open again, for his debis
were colossal. But there was no hebp forit, and so he determined to meet s fate
like the gentleman he was.  He secing round, drew himself to his full height, folded

his arms across his chest, and demanded in his  grandest manner what

their
business was with him,

" The scedy individuals bowed meckly, were most apologetico, and explained
that they had been commissioned by Madame Tussaud toask him, if he would he
S0 very kind as to do her the honour, the very great
for a model of himself. In amoment d'Orsay's
condescending manner he consented to pose. ™

honour of giving her a sitting
attitude changed and in his most

A MARK TWAIN STORY,

“Mark T'wain I heard several times, but except on one oceasion, T was very
disappointed. The exception was when he was speaking at a
magnificent great hall of St Bartholomew's Hospital, ¢
' Literature.”  This he dectared o be dead in England "Macaulay is dead : Seoty
is dead ; Carlyle is dead ;- and, after rather a long pause, T oam not feeling very
well myself.” He then went on to propose the health of the Medicnl Staff and
dwelt on the great qualitics which go to the making of a suceessful physician,
Looking round at the pictures of great  doctors  and Surgeons in the room,
Abernethy and other distinguished men among them, he pointed out how remark-
ably their faces showed gentleness and sympathy., At last he arrived at the
life size portrait of Heney VI, by Holbein, and, pretending he
it was, he said, ' Look at that great man, does ot cvery
he was a very attentive ladies  doctor 3

dinner in the
was replying for

Kroeat
did not know who
line of his face show that

I,

“/’/h‘”"
.\‘w.“\c'

\” ,
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GORKY'S LETTER TO ROMAIN ROLLAND.

Some time before Maxim Gorky’s recent triumphal visit to his xllatlve land Ef
- L e . work,
Russia on the thirty fifth anniversary of the publication of hlshfnrs}: dntera‘l;zfsted o
the author wrote a letter to Romain Rolland. The French aut or ha l're.(:), ted an
‘ 55i rriters, living i
ini Is of a group of Russian wri
inion on the anonymous appea ' s :
zgviet Union, who alleged that present-day Russian literature an.d hterary} worke‘r;
\ re ensl wui by Communist tyranny and had asked the free writers of the wor
were enslave S e
to raise their voices against such a condition.
IFr his home in Sorrento, Italy, where he spends most of his time because l:)f
hi ll(':;:fll1 Gorky, as quoted in ‘' Pravda’ the official Moscow organ of the
1§ Ned ’ ¥ i & . s
Commusist Party of the Soviet Union wrote to M. Rolland as follows

“My Dear Friend, ~ N '

“1 have read the * Letter of Russian Writcrs Living in lRussm. .tltgf)utl;ltaxtf ?l:‘cllz
writers could have written it.  These wnte.rs could not ‘m\;c’ \\ilrln)lismng ae - the
classics are forbidden in Russia,’ at the very time when thke 'sta (, :)k e coneern
had just put out a splendid edition of ;ll lt};eﬂ:‘))(s):t(;);e;zsiv‘;n“ ;)nd o ﬂh'd ven
his counter-revolutionary Demons and als ! an pal and was

i is : works of Turgenyef and a complete edmon~ o (¢ 'y

pferfnnfoltl(;l:::shh:\:]ittlllm';folstoy's friend Teherikof on t!1e editorlal commxttlec;.
m'":; ynow there are being published selected works of Bunin, Kypx:xn arlxd Slnrneke ,
xlxl(')‘; f](t)rgetting those of the old writers like Mamin Sibiryak and Garin Mikhailovsky.

i stoy 5 VS zol
“From the reports of the libraries where Tolstoy, Dostoygvsky\_nx?d Gog X
i e, these writers also ought to know that the classics are no
occupy first place, these

banned. e
“Every year young Russian writers from across the border visit mc.t
tve ' 8 fror the. ‘ Jeis
difficult to reconcile the idea of * beggary® with long tr;}p; algoad. hI)tn S::ni]stim,ue
i nfidence of these youths. But whe imate
that I am honoured with the co  Bus - jmar
conversation I have asked them * What group could have written this compla
I have received for answer only a sceptical shrug of the shoulders.

, . . ange
** One writes to you that there is no great literature in Russia. X\:hx a Is:(:r;ﬁt
iter: ¢ 5
i e ished at the voung literary men.
assertion! I am greatly astonishe ‘ v ; - : ‘ .
moment there are hundreds of writers in Russia and their number is grow:}ng ;{lpnd‘l,yn
And I am able myself to explain this talent of all my people. .At last lt he ; usfsn;s
people is beginning to become conscious of its own self, of lt.S 'WOl'tl and o
right to the liberty of its creative forces in all fields of human activity.

“This year brought to us some very big people who give‘ us gn‘cat hop.es,
namely, Fadeyef, author of the novel ‘Destruction’; Leonid Borisof, Nina
Smirnova and the poet N. Mikhonof, who has written a beautiful book.

i ' ', are i C sle and Vsevolod
‘“Very talented writers, for example, are Leonid Leonof, Babele a

"Ivanof, now working editorially on the journal * Krasnaya Nove'', although he is

not a Communist. All of these have created fon: themselves il.nportant positions, as
have Kenstantin Fedin, Vladimir Ladin, Boris Pilenyak, Sergei Semenof (a worker
gifted with very original talent and under the illﬂllt!l.l(‘t.‘ ()f.Kuntc Humsun.) :m.d
Z.estchenko, who is wasting his time with short stories wln%‘h do not nullify his
talent, however and who is beyond a doubt gradually turning from humour to
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SHOULD WE ABOLISH FAMILY LIFE?

REMARKABLE SUGGESTION BY A WELL-KNOWN
WRITER.
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No one can pretend that any priceless amenities need be lost through the
habit of ecating in public. The average family meal is not <o rich in warital
tolerance  or sisterly and  brotherly love  that tears need be shed over s
pressing, 1 am convinced that in the communal restaurant the standard of yood
manners would improve, and peace passing all understanding prevail, because
in the communal restaurant children under fourteen would take their food
in a room of their own.

HOUSE BUILT THE WRONG WAY.

At this moment the unfortunate middle class wife struggles in vain with a
house built in the days when seevants were cheap and plentiful money bought
twice what it does now, and rates and taxes were ridiculously  low. Very
little short of rchuilding them can be done to muke these  houscs y to
run and labour saving. London and the provincial towns teem with Vietorian
three  floors-and-a-basement  atrocities  where  the dining room is a flight  of
stairs from the kitchen and the bedrooms very nearly as far away as heaven.
Some have been turned into flats, but these represent rare cases ina heart-
breaking wilderness of bricks and mortar.

Personally 1 see every advantage in communal catering, doctoring,  nursing
and  child management and  no  disadvantage if  we neglect out of  date
sentimentality., 1t is  inaccurate to suppose  that every woman  becomes  on
marriage a highly competent house keeper. Some do and many do not.

I cannot envy cven the competent woman who tries to cater on a small
allowance for the varying tastes of herself, her husband, and three or four voung
people.  Great variety is impossible when buying in small quantitics out of a
limited income. The communal restavrant would offer a wide choice of dishes
and cach member of the family could please himself.

The individual sick person in a private house is often far too selfish and
exacting.  He or she could not help benefiting from the  mild  discipline and
tonic atmosphere of a ward in a communal nursing home, where  cverything
happencd like clockwork according to time-table, and personal fads  were not
taken too seriously.

Morcover, the nightmare of anxicty as to the cxpenses of illness which
haunts every middle class hushand would disappear. The payment of his annus!
subscription would give him the right to a bed in the nuesing home if necessary,
and for minor troubles he and his family would simply attend the nursing home
clinic.

Incidentally the value of this clinic in pre-natal and post-natal care of mothers
and babics  would be inestimable,  The busy  present-day  genceral practitioners
simply  cannot find time for the detaited routine  supervision  which

expoectant
mothers and new-born babies ought to have.

Young people above all are likely to benefit from the abolition of  family
life.  Complaints tight arise from middle-aged parents  accustomed to hooming
and bossing around the home (like which, it has been said, there is no place for
which, it has also been said thank heaven!) but the pleasures of booming and
bossing belong to the leisured, autocratic paste,

Young people are too often lonely and miscrable in their good homes and no
home in which one is lonely and miserable is really good, They find themselves
the victims of pious cliques and castes by whose  virtue  their parents have
filtered from life everything of which they disapprove.  ‘The

sterilised air of
such cliques chokes the young.

They want tojoin hands with others of thar
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own age and experiment and adventure and savour lifc before lifc has passed
them by. Frequently they languish between the Scylla of those whom their
parents will not know and the Charybdis of those who will not know their
parents.

A RENDEZVOUS FOR YOUNG PEOPLE

Communal restaurants would form a rendezvous for all the young people in
the neighhourhood, a  neutral ground where the knowledge that the Browns
own a six-clinder car and the Robinsons cannot cven afford to own a motor
cycle and sidecar need not detract from Ethel Robinson’s slender loveliness or
prevent Clarence Brown from admiring her.

I sce in my communal restaurant a fortress armed  against  the stuffiness
and dulness of urban and suburban life; dances would take place, not to
mention concerts and dramatic entertainments arranged by the younger sct
who meet there day by day.

As Matthew Arnold said: “Yes! In the sea of lifc ones lead we mortal
millions live alone,’” but there is no need to go on doing so. The country
we inhabit nced not remain, as it is now, a scries of compartments from which
the younger inmates look forth longingly, wishing all barviers might be broken
down. Just as an interchange of visitors between  countries tends to  prevent
war, so breaking down the barriers between homes tend  to defeat  snobbery
and promote good understanding.

AN END TO MARRIED DRUDGERY

Women are supposcd to be the practical sex. If this is true, 1 do honestly
wonder how long the middle class wife will let her life revolve itself into once
long struggle against dirt, dust, and the kitchen stove. She has ouly to combine
with her sisters to make this struggle a thing of the past.

I foresee the day when, beyond the maintenance of her bedrooms and
sitting-rooms, having children, and devoting herself to them while they are quite
little babics, her days will be reasonably free so that she can devote a pereentage
of her time to cultivating her mind and body. At present I fear her mental
outlook is limited; but, then, the kitchen stove looms so large in front of her.

With meals provided by the communal restaurant, her older children safe
at the communal nursery, and her sick cared for in the communal nursing
hotne, she will enjoy a fair chance for the first time in history.



EDGAR WALLACI.
NOVEL OF 70,000 WORDS WRITTEN IN FIVE DAYS.

How long does it really tuke Edpar Wallace to write a book or play 7 And how
much doces he make 7

foverywhere vou go in London these are the topics of conversation (says a
Daily writer). “Three nights running at dinnee T have heard the conversation tnrn
first to plays and then to Meo Wallace ; and almost immcediately came the mevitable
questions © *Does he really write a play ina week 277 and U Doces he o really make
£30,000 a vear 277

People even ask Mr. Wallace hinmsell, so he told me e luncheon. " And what
do vou reply 70 Linquired.

“sav: CHow much do you make 27 Whoere upon they blink hard, remember
the tax collector mutter something about " Not as wuch ay you, and shuftle off,””
replicd Mro Wallace.

Before 1 had funchicon with Me, Wallace T did not know how much he made,
but thought Jeould guess pretty closely. "Fhen he gave a whole ot of figures,
arcd now T haven't the fanotest wdea,

To begin with, he pointed oat he does not <ell his plays to producers on a
rovalty basis, which makes it fairhy casy to estionate roughly an author’s carimuges,
Fie puts them on himself, takiog all the risksand all the profits, if any.

“ Fora good fong time T waorked for othess,” he said. e then occurred to ome
that it was time | started to carn something for mvselfs My fiest suceess, 7 he
Ringer,” was put on by the fate Frank Curzon. He nnde L20,000.  Nftter thn
I decided ta form mysel into a onc-man compainy and be my own prodacer and
business matager, with the help of my wife, who handles my money and sigas
my cheques.”

Judging by the fact that he has three plave onin London at the monent, as
well as three companies, on tonr, his system seems to be waorking pretty well,
When all the companies are doing well gt the same time he may make anything
up to L3000 or £1000 o week apart, of course, from novels, short stories,
journalism and film production,

When something goes wreotig on the other hand, it is Mreo Wallace who pavs.

“Peaple wonder how much T make,” he remarked. T never hear them wonder-
ing how much T have to spend. Being my own backer [ have to foot all tills out of
my own pocket, Wages cost me £600 a week at the vecum and £700 the Apollo,
and the three touring companies bring the total to £2100 0 week, The Tast month’s
hot spelt has delizhted a zood many mithons. My cojoyment has been tempered by
the fact that it has cost e well over a thousand pounds w week,

Mr. Wallace is o modost man and not given to tiking much about hooself, but
by questioning T oxtracted the following vital statisties {(no figures gnaranteed accu-
rate after 24 housrs), He has written s

140 novels (thonsh e migtht have farecotien ten oradozen)

Halt-a-dozen plays Gat least) s

Two hundred (or it might be foar hundred) short stoties

About 9,000,000 waords,

Mr. Wallace has just returned from hobiday.

“Fam a lazy devil and haven't done any work for four months, " he hamented,

“Not even a play 277 Tasked.

“Not one. But T have to deliver one ina weeks 1 have a plot and muast make a
start soon.”’

I asked him which of his novels he had written in the shortest time and wlich
had taken him longest.

<A firm of publishers asked me ona T hursday for a novel of 70,000 words by
noon on Monday,” he told me. 2 Warkiag ceventeen hours adav, dictating it all to
a typist, with my wife doing the corrections. Tdeln cred CPhe Strange Countess™
on Monday morning.  If any one wants tognve moe a present he ight send mea
copy. I shoud Hke to read st

Me, Wallace's most ditatory offort was ' Vhe Guaner,”” which took um severl
weeks, CUhis apparent lethargy is explunced by the fact that durimg the same period
he had to write the novel called, 7 The Flying Squad,”" the play of the same name,
and the play called *The Man Who Changed His Name.”

“And a short story  how long™" [ asked,

“After dinner and before lunch,”” replicd the one-man company briefly.

BOOK REVIEWS.

AN INTELLIGENT WOMAN's GUIDE TO SOCIALISM AND
“Carrravism.” By G. B. SHAw, Constable & Co., Ltd.

THOUGH entitled an Intelligent Woman’s Guide to Socialism and Capitalism,
Shaw’'s latest excursion into polemics is a compendium of all the social problems of
our age, and an epitome of all the social philosophy of the day. The interest of the
book will, thercfore, be equal to the Intelligent Man as to the Intelligent Woman,
notwithstanding the title and its implications. Taken all in all, the work is a
masterly exposition of comon sense applied to subjects, which their professors or
pretenders needlessly make a mystery of. The Sections dealing with Money and
Banking, for instance; or even those concerning themselves with Taxation, Capital
Levy, Nationalisation, and Compensation; are masterly as they are orthodox. With-
out being unawarce of all the fancy ideas on monetary systems of the day, the sterling
common scnse of the writer plumps definitely for a stable money, and preferably for
an intrinsically valuable coinage.

“The most important thing about money is to maintain its
stability, so that a pound will buy as much a year hence........
......... as today, and no more. With paper money this
stability has to be maintained by Government. With a
gold currency it tends to maintain itself even when the
natural supply of gold is increased by discoveries of new
deposits, becausce of the curious fact that the demand for gold
in the world is practically infinite. You have to choose
between the natural stability of gold and the natural stability
of the honesty and intelligence of the members of the
Government.  And, with due respect for these gentlemen,
I advise you, long as the capitalist system lasts, to VOTLE
FOR GOLD.” (p. 263)

The quotation is long, but characteristic of the author, and of his work. Chap-
ters like the one on Speculation afford a proof, were it necessary, of Shaw’s familia-
rity with even those institutions, which, like the Stock Exchange, are not likely to
be much in favour with him. It has been said of Ibsen and his excellent sense of
“business’ that, had he elected to be a stock-broker instead of being a dramatist,
he would have shown his genius just as clearly. I would hesitate to say exactly the
same thing about Shaw, not because Shaw is entircly a strauger to the workings of
our existing institutions for legalised robbery, but because it may well be doubted if
he has any taste for enriching himself in that way, or, more cynically, if he has not
rcached the satiation point in his own income. That, however must not diminish
from the essentially high degree of common sense, evidenced in plenty throughout
th_is work. Among the classic Indian dramatists Kalidas stands pre-eminent, because
of the simplicty of his style, which combines the most exquisite literary beauty with
the highest degree of intelligibility.  One ingredient of this intelligibility of Kalidasa
is due to his wonderful imagery,—his unrivalled richness in similes .of the most
appropriate kind. By a touch and a dash, the most intricate idea is conveyed by tl;e
post, so that nothing more remains to be said in explanation. Shaw has this same

9
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faculty of making himsclf intelligible to the most mediocre intdhigence, and by the
same deviee.
A civilised country depends on the circulation of its mancy
as much as a hiving animal depends on the crculation of it
blood.” (p. 280)
Or: “Human socicty is hke a glicier; it looks like an ojm-
moveable and eternal field of ice; but it s really flowing ke
ariver; and the only cffect of its glassy rigidity is that 1t
own unceasing movement splits it up into crevasses that
make it frightfully dangerous to walk on, all the more as
they are beautifully concealed by natural whitewash in the
shape of snow.” (p. 308)

The entire work is full of imagery of this Kind, a single touch illuminating, as by
a tlash Jight, the entire field, - 61l every detail of the argument stands portrayed
before the mind's eye never to be overlooked.

Hencee its appeal. It is addressed primarily, or at Jeast officially and titularly, to
the Intelligent Woman: but there does not seem to be any reason why it should not
have been addressed to the intelligent Man as well. Neither Socialism nor Capita-
lism, as explained in this work, have any particular significance oxclusively for
Woman, intelligent or otherwise, unless, indeed, the author wiches to imply that
Man is so hopelessly a creature of prejudices masquerading as reasoning, and woman
s0 entircly a creature of instincts and impulses, that, of the two, the Latter is dist-
inctly more Intelligent.  Or, it may be, that Shaw has realised that if a real change
1N Our socio-cconontic system is to come, the decisive factor will be the woman ; and
so he addresses himself more particularly to the Inteltigent Woman,  There are see-
tions, indeed, tn this work,

like those on Fugenies, or Socialism and marriage, or
Soctalism and Children,

which may sound like having a special interest for wouman,
But when you have waded through the mass, you cannot conscientiously affirm that
woman and woman only will be interested in them,  ‘The general stvle of the work
is characteristically Shavian. By the very strangeness of his suggeestion, he shocks
the reader into reading carefully.  When one reads that; -

“The clearest case in the world of a person producing some-
thing herscelf by her own painful, prolonged, and risky
labour is that of a woman who produces a baby: but then
she cannot live on the baby; the baby lives greedily on her.”
(p. 21)

Or:  “Imagine her hiting a hasband by the hour, like a
taxicab,”

one is forced to think of Production, or of the social relationship as created by the
institution of Marriage, in a wayv and from a stand point utterly more radical than
onc is generally accustomed to adopt,

Thisis the real merit of the work - that the ideas conveved in it are not hikely to
be wasted merely because of the strangeness of the idiom or the imagery in which
they are clothed, The plan of the work is most carefully laid out in the exhaustive
List of Contents occupying some thivty pages of close type-matter. Shaw crystallises
Socialismi in equality of incomes for all, and has seant sympathy for all those Liberals,
Philanthropists, Trade Unionists, ad foc genus omne, whao would give you any
other idea of the Socialist ideal. e has no iltusion about the relative position of
Capital in the social oeganisation for Production,  While inculeating a relentless war
against Cupitalism he has no objection to preserve and increase Capital, sinee that is
an indigpensable aid in Production.  Wealth, he urges, must be produced by cach
worker, in quantitics much greater than what would suffice for the worker's own
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needs computed on the most liberal standards in a most advanced society. For those
who by age or infirmity are precluded from productive employment mut be provided
for; and that provision can only be derived from the surplus produced by those who
are actually productive workers. Shaw might have added that provision must similarly
be made for those other sections of society, which, though not themselves unable to
work productively, are never the Jess not producing material utilitics, but are
engaced in cither looking after or educating the children and the old men and
women of the community, as well as for those others again who are doing
the governing, directing, managing the community. The surplus, therefore,
which each actual productive worker would have to pmducc,——l'menu of material
commodities,—would have to be equal to provide, on a footing of absolute equality,
for all thesce classes of citizens, whether they are mothers, teachers, policemen
or even judges, bishops or soldiers. He is perfectly clear that not all work
results in producing material utilities, though most if not all of such work is
useful and even indispensable. He desires a proper gradation of wants, and
the arrangement of the hierarchy in production according to this gradation of
wants, whereby the provision for babies will come before provision for lap-
‘dogs. The stock abjection, on the side of Production, has been carefully examined
and exploded in the sections dealing with “Incentive’ (23) and *No Wealth without
works.” In fact all the sections beginning with 21 upto 26 concerning the Positive
Reasons for Equality of Income make a most Interesting reading, packed with reason-
ing utterly unanswerable. The only criticism, —if it is a criticism,—that might be urged
azainst the general treatment of the question in hand, is that the writer writes with
sbccial reference to the conditious with which he is personally familiar ; that in coun-
tries, like England, where they have advanced a long way on the road to Socialisation
it is easy to domounstrate unanswerably that not to take the next logical step, and
the one next to that titl the final goal is achicved, is sheer folly; that spcaking of
countries where socialisation is yet very far away, even as an ideal, the argument
may apply, but the application will have to be made from a slightly differeat angle
of vision. There are convinced socialists in India, who would accept almost every
one of the pgropositions enunciated in this work, not merely as applied to European
countries, but also and particularly as applied to this country as well. But they are
often driven, by the irony of circumstances into advocating, or at least supporting,
policies and measures which are not calculated innnediately to result in socialisation,
It is not the case with the Socialists only, that in India they are often obliged appa-
rently to go against the accepted socialist ideas in particular cases. Capitalists are
not the less inconsistent in a hopelessly logical arrangement such as we have in
India. In the last Session of the Indian Legislative Assembly, while the so-called
Bill against Alien Communist agitators was before the House, a representative of the
Iudian Capitalist constituency par excellence,—and himself as fully class conscious as
any of his tribe,—nevertheless voted against the Bill, not because the Bill was a gross
outrage of the fundamental right of the freedom of person, of movement, and of
thought and cxpression, but because he and his like did not know what the irrespon-
sible and non-Indian Government of India today might use such cextraordinary
powers for.

This, however, is a matter of detail.  The main arguinent is exhaustive as it is
unanswerable, at least in regard to those sections of the science of Economics which
are handled in this work. The examination of the seven alternative plins of
Distributing the wealth created in and by every community:—

*T'o each what she produces, to cach what she deserves, to
cach what she can grab, to the common people enough to
keep them alive whilst they work all day, and the rest to the
gentry,”
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the established institutions of the country continue to be motived by an individualist
()f capitalist ideal, the laws would ordain, or at least maintain, a scheme of
distribution of the anpual aceretion of material wealth in the community, which
makes many an able-bodied man a parasite, and mauy 3 hefry, healthy, handsome
I'he Section dealing with the wages of women (48) in the

worn a prostitute,
d deserves to be made into regular texts

capitalist socicty is particufarly effective an
f“". d_illl_v sermons to the capitalist world, which yet professes (o be moral? and
refigious (7).
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"“'f"hh\ sical than political,  There must be the Will to Equality, before
radical reconstruction of society as is implicd in the socialist ideal can be attained.
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to yicld wherever they have been obliged to vield from the pure doctrine of
Marxism under the exigences of the day. Ghaw is a Fabian; and, quite naturally,
his work shows a perfect faith in the Fabian motto: Make haste sfowly. He
would have nationalisation of all industries and services, like coal-mining aud
Banking respectively.  But he takes care to add that nationalisation should come
bit by bit, onc at a time. HC frankly does not believe in Revolutions achieving
the Socialist ideal, though the Russian ¢Xponents of Marxism are unanimous in
the betiof that the Prophet of Communism taught class-war as the indispensable
breeding ground for the communist socicty. © They (i.e nationalised Industries
and  Services Departments of the State) cannot be done by revolutions, or by
improvised dictatorships, or ¢ven by permanent states in which, as in America,
cases the Civil Services are still regarded as the spoils of office, a
als oust the old ones whenever the Opposition ousts the Govern-
jon can do towards nationalisation is to destroy the political
< nationalisation. But such a revolution by itsclf
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" (275)

where in some
new set of offici
ment,  What a revolut
power of the class which oppost
cannat pationalise aud the new Gove
on the nationalised services it finds in existence.
4 in the Russian Experiment. Shaw would nationalise
not only bit by bit; he would also postulate, and insist
the payment of compensation to the capitalist owners of the nationalised
Always vott «he advises the Intelligent Woman,” against
ate unless you are opposed to nationalisation, and are
surest way 1o defeat it is to advocate its being carried
ation.” (271)

carry

The moral is exemplific
industrics and services,
upon,
industry or service.”
the no-compensation candid

subtle enough to sce that the
out vindictively without 2 farthing of compens
of such wise saws and pithy sayings. Hence its claim to be a

problems, and a guide tO their solution. One might multiply
but the question which would interest most, perhaps,
been least dealt with by the author. The

t absorbing debate in the London School of

T'he book is full

compendium of social
indefinitely these quotations ;
an earnest epguirer seefus 1o have
present writerean well remember 3 mos



166 THE NEW ERA.

Economics in 1913, when Mr. G, B. Shaw spoke on ** Equality ' By way of criticism
of the doctrine then laid out, and the argument of the present book would not at all
sound strange or even unfamiliar in the cars which had bstened to that debate.,
The speaker was asked if by equalising incomes, mankind  would he able finally to
remedy thase other inequalities, which scemed to be ordiined by nature, or at
least over which man seems to have so tittle a control. b oanstanced particularly
such cases as the differences in height or bulk, in beauty of person or s fack,
sharpness of intelligence or dullness. The answer is more claborated in the
present work, Lot us first remedy the root cause of most mischicf, inequality of
incomes, and then there will be time enough to sct about considering tmore seriously
these other cases. After all, our present knowledge of Biology and Heredity,
our notions in Fugenics, are, to say the least, most clementary, It may guite
possibly be that Biological science may vet have such discoveries in stare for the
carnest rescarcher, as would reveal the secret of race-building, of race-cultivation.
Medical setenee has even now brought definitely nnder control some of the deadliost
scourges of humanity, and as a conseguence the death-rute has declined remark-
ably, in some communities absolutely, in reward 1o some diseases comparatively
but yet astounding. May it not be, by parity of reasoning, that the same trend of
cevolution may supply us with the key to the breeding and beauty and brain of a
child tobe 2. “There was a veil past which 1 could not see. There was a door to
which I had no key " said the inspired Camel-Driver of Bagdad, six hundred odd
vears ago. There are still many doors to which we have found no key, as yet.
That is no reason, however, to conclude that we shall never find the missing key.
It may even then remain an open question as to What is the aim of life, what is
the purpose of Man? But mankind will be in a far better position to solve the
riddle of the universe, and picree through the mystery of tife, when each child
born in the world is not condemned, simply for lack of nuaterial necessities, to an
untimely death,  or worse still, to a stunted, suppressed, miserable life, Shaw
does not seem to like Contraception, particularly as a micans to prevent the fraition
of womanhood; but he would much rather approve of contraception, and any
other similar means, to prevent the unwanted child from being born, rather than,
after giving it birth, to rob it of ity indefeasible right to a decent, human standard
of living.  And so he is content to conclude this fong, but never dull, sermon by
saying: -

“The only way in which vou ean set their natural virtues
free from this omnipresent trade anion and governing cliss
corruption and  tyranny is to sccure for them alt cquad
mcomes which none of them can increase without increasing
the income of everybody clse ta exactly the ime amonnt,
so that the more efficiently and cconomically they do their
work the lighter their labour will be, and the higher therr
credit, \
Then the coveted distinetion of lady and gentleman, instead
of being the detestable parasitic pretension it is at present,
meaning persons who never condescend tao do anything,
for themselves that they can possibly put on others without
rendering them equivalent service, and who actually make
their religion centre on the wnfamy of loading the guilt and
punishment of all their sins on an innocent victint, .

will at tast take on a simple and noble meaning, and be
brought within the reach of every able-hodied person. For
thea the base woman will he she who takes from her
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country more than she gives it; the common person will
be she who does no more than replace what she takes:
and the lady will be she who, gencerously overcarning her
income, leaves the nation in her debt and the world a
better world than she found it.

Ry such ladics and their sons can the human race be saved.
and not etherwise.”’

T'he reviewer can only say : —AMEN!

BOMBAY. K. T. SHAI.

RECORDs OF FORT ST. GEORGH, DIARY AND CONSULTATION
BOOK OF 1704; DIARY AND CONSULTATION BOOK OF 1705
AND JAMES STRANGE'S JOURNAL AND NARRATIVE OF T'HE
COMMERCIAL EXPEDITION FROM BOMBAY TO THE NORTH-
WEST COAST OF AMERICA WiTH AN INTRODUCTION IN
EACH CASE. BY Mr. A. V. VENKAKATARAMA IYER M.A,, LT,
Curator, Madras Record Office, Government Press, Madras
1928. Priced Respectively, Rs. 53-8, Rs. 7 and Rs. 8-8.

The Madras Record Office secems to have obtained a sudden access of vitality,
for three volumes of the Records of Fort St. George have succeeded one another
rapidly in a single ycar in attaining the light of day. These records are the
“gource-books’ which can cnable the historical investigator to  construct a very
accurate picture of the transactions of the East India Company, long before it
dreamt of becoming the divinely-ordained agency for the slow cxpansion of the
protoplasm of the British Fmpire in the East. The Diary and Consultation
Books are what will now be called the Minutes of the Mectings of the
Governor an'l Council of Fort St George which in those days controlled not
only the affairs of this Fort but also the Company’s factorics on the Coast and the
Iar Kast.

These Minutes contain, besides the Resolutions of the Council on matters
discussed Dby it, statements of accounts, copies of petitions, indentures and such
other matter which throw light not only on the progress of the Compaay’s trade,
but accounts of the development of fortifications, dealing with the officials of the
Mughal Empire, such as bribes and presents to keep them in good humour, storics
of villages acquired—all of which bave becotue suburbs of Madras—of speculations of
the Company's officials, for those were days in which the ‘pagoda tree’ was very
vigorously shaken, and notes about the social life of the Europeans and the Indians
in the neighbourhood of the fast-growing city of Madras. A very rich mine is thus
thrown open for the student of real history to delve into.

‘These books were all writtent by the writers of the Company, who were not
men who possessed a public school education.  Not only is the style quaint, but
these writers indulge in a plethora of capitals which make their appearance
wherever they are not wanted and delight in omitting  pun<tuation  marks
wherever they are needed. Reading  through them, though interesting in its
own way, is somewhat wearisome cxcept to those who are familiar with the
eighteenth century English with all its peculiarifies of style, syntax and spelling.
OId Indian copyists of literary masterpicces on Ole or birch bark too omitted
punctuation marks; but that does not give the reader much trouble, for rhyme and
rhythm, assonance and alliteration and other graces of poetry, besides their metrical
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form cnable one to dispense with punctuation marks, but to read long, comphicated
sentences following one another endlessly without thase marks or capitals where
they are necessary, miake it rather hard work to wade theough these records, We
welcome thercfore all the more the help that the careful Editor has rendered us.
He has skimmed the cream of these records and seeved us severad dislios of it
in his short and sweet introduction. Evidently the Editor's tastes are catholic,
He notes such varied items as these: Dro Bulkley claimed a palangquin allow -
ance to cnable him to go through his rounds. The reader mav be reminded
that palinquins were the only mode of convevance available in Madeas in those
days.  The quarrelsome hackney-coach driver, the paticat man-bulfalo that drags
the rickshaw, even the sonorous owner of the eatthing jutka were totally  un-
known., A new marakkal was struck in 1704 to prevent fraud. Toddy drawers
then, as now, put datura into the liquor and this was put a stop to by the
Governor, Daud Khan, the Nawab of the Garnatie, o grear devotee of Bacchus
was presented with liquor to the value of abont 30 pagodas. But it will ged he
fair, however tempting, to transfer to the pages of 2 review all the imteresting notes
which the Fditor has picked up with great trouble,

James Strange’s Journal is quite o differeat Kol of literatuce. The peeat
spirit of adventure which animated the people of Tudor Eostand did not dic out
in the Civil Wars of the 17th century. James Stomse, we dearn from the
Editor's mtroduction, was the clder brother of the Chicf Justice Sie Fhomas
Strange, whose name is even to-day heard now and then an the Madvas Jligh
Court.  He undertook a vovage to the Nootka Sound in August 1785, and
returned to Madras in 1787, “T'his “Fxpedition tao the Northwest Coast of Ameriea
with a view to establish fur trade between China and Amerea was ot a4 specess
from a commercial point of view " but though the successes and  failures of
the East India Company’s experiments are a thing of the past, the story of travel
to foretgn lands has a living interest and will nod silliogly be aid aside by readers,
so long as human nmature is what it s, We are therefore Tighly thankful to the
learned  Curator, Madras Record Office, for rescuing from oblivion such an
interesting Journal of Travel,

MADRAS. P SRINIVASA IYENGAR.

Livk o Lornp CurzoN vy Fari o or Rovarpsiiay., Vol 1.
(21sh. Benn)

With this volume under review, 1ot Ranaldshay completes one of the most
notable political biographies of our time. Of the mits of TLord  Raonaldshay  as
a biographier it is not  powsible 1o spoak oo highlv, He has sympathy and
judgment ; he has stvles Hhs admiratton ot Curzon thouph hwh, i discvimnnating.
He does not fall into  the Boswelhan mood of apothicosis e is conscious of
Curzon's faults.  On some matters af acite controversy he has not heen able 1

»
defend Curzon.  But all through blame  is apportioned  without  harshiess as
approval is meted out without flattery.

fu this volume we are presented with the figad pictare of Carzon, He s no
fonger the youthful prodigy who Cflashed ke o comet acros, the horizon of
undergraduate life” of Fton and Bathol; nor is he the aspiring politician and ambitious
globe-trotter.  He is not here the nnpenious satrap holding memorable sway over a
vast Oricntal Empire.  He is depicted in this volume as 8 muture statesman framed
in the epoch of world's greatest crisis.

sl

i~

BOOK REVIEWS. 169

That explains to a degree the only defect (if defect it could be called) of a work
of this nature. The facts are too near the writer and apart from the question of
perspective the contemporancousness of the happenings make full knowledge either
extremely difficuit or their divulgence highly indiscreet. While on some of the
crucial episodes of recent  politics, the Peace conferences, the Irish  settlement,
Indian Reforms, the Eastern question, the rise of ‘Turkey so much is known of
Curzon’s policy, it is probable there isa  large body of muaterial to which the
biographer cither has not got access or could not lay bare and  which might
explain and exculpate.

There is a streak of pathos running through the whole volume. We are told
that Curzon was a much misunderstood marn. The gibe ‘Superior person’ stuck
to lLim till the end. Even when he meant well he was misread. He was by
no means the self satisfied, haughty person  that the legend would make us
believe. At heart he was an affable and a sensitive man.  Unpopularity pained
him. And he was too proud to complain.

There is an unfortunate impression that Lord Curzon was a favoured child
of fortune, that he was blessed of the Gods and that he carried everything
before him. Indeed he had brains, an imposing and pleasing presence, political
fame, social distinction and affluence, things that would make any man happy.
But he was not happy. The Gods are not so generous after a!l. What he
prized most was denied to him  and the pain of a thwarted ambitxon.wurc out
his heart to bitterness and death. Lord Ronaldshay tells the story of Curzon’s
tragedy with dignity and great economy of words.

“1t was Lord Stamfordham’s unpalatable task to convey to Lord Curzon the
decision of the King that, since the Labour Party constitutu‘i the official
Opposition in the House of Commons and were unrepresented in the House
of Lords, the objections to a Prime Minister in the Um')cr Chamber were
insuperable, This possibility had occurred to Lord Curzon himself some years
before.

Yet, in his hcart of hearts, he could not really bring  himself to belicve
that with his long record of public service behind him he  could be passed
over. And he asked leave to submit for consideration cerfainaspects of the case
which he thought might not have been given due weight. When, however, he
learned that it was too late and that Mr. Baldwin had already becn summoned
to Buckingham Palace, bitterness flooded in upon his soul. And in the account
which he committed to pages of this, the most galling expericnce which life had
brought him, he poured out his pent-up feelings in a torrent of agonised despair.

“Such,” he exclaimed, ‘“‘was the reward I received for nearly forty years of
public service in the highest offices; such was the manner in which it wus
intimated to me that the cup of honourable ambition had been dashed trom my
lips and that I could never aspire to fill the highest office in the service of the
Crown.”

Even if Curzon had been in the House of Commons, it is not certain whether
he would have become the Prime Minister or even if he became one, a successtul
one at that. His temperamental defeets were grave obstacles.  He was not liked
and a man for whom the team has no genuine affection is sure to be a bad skipper,
It is significant that Lord Ronaldshay devotes an eatire volume to Curzon’s Indian
administration and rarely mentions those who co-operated and  helped the
masterful viceroy. The reason is obvious. Curzon's work was one man’s work.
Such a man can never become the leader of democracy which is deeply averse tn
geniuses who have little faith in none but themselves.  Modern politicians with-
out tact and capacity to work with others will soon find themselves isolated.

10
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For all the many valuable virtues of Lord Curzon there were none that would
secure him the tenancy of 10, Downing Stieet.

‘This  disappointment was acute cnough,  Yer another was in store for hint
It was not without pain that he allowed himself to be superceded by Sir Auatin
Chamberliin at the foreign  office. Ambition flickered out af his heart and
with it interest in public affairs  flueed. Again and again he contemplated
retirement but  was sustained and supported by his wife who cocouraged fm
to persevere, ['o her he writes shortly before his fast disappointment:

“Politics, as we have often remarked. are o dirty game and  the mod which
others stir seems to settle with an almost  madignant monotony on me. - As
you know, T would never have swallowed what T have done or consented 1o take
office again were it not that you so strongly wished me to do so and that Fam
always urged, and indeed expected, to Jo the big thime™

Lord Ronaldshay says that Curzon dicd  a disillusioned and  disappointed
man -to those who understood him a fonely and infinitely pathetic fignre

Lord Ronaldshay rightly draws attention to the heroie stragele that Carzon
put up against growing infirmitics and  deepening disappointments, With a body
torn with pain and a spirit smarting under injustice he carried on. Lord Ronaldshay
paints the picture of the broken man in these pathetic words,

*His vitality had been sapped by a tong and  exhansting iltness, He entered
the Cabinet room haltingly and somctimes in obvious pain. The foot rest, from
which he never dared be parted, wus arranged for him under the Cabinet table.

He took his seat stlowly and often painfully, When strongly moved has hands
would shuffle irritably  with the papers in front of hiog and from confhior,
engendered by the vigorous expression of views with  which he was unable 1o
agree, he instinctively recoited.

THE RELIGION WE NEED BY S, RADHAKRISHNAN, CALCUT A
UNIVERSTTY. ErRNEST BENN, LT, T NET.

In the serics of little books upon A ffirmations in religion, Professor Radhakeich-
nan's brachure finds an appropriate place. e is possessed with g healthy desiee
for reality, and, so far as in him lies, avoids technical Langzaage, He clears the ground
of all dogmatic presuppositions, emphasises the nosettlement due to the application
of methods of science, and iHustrates the imadeguacy of the so calfed theistic proofs.
But we think that a greater number of cducated men than he innogines have accepted
all the disturbing elements and yet won through to somcthiog inore positive. I, as
he says, it has become a sign of good breeding toavow dishelief in traditional
religion'”  we should also remember that there is a good deal of invected hypoerisy
in cultured circles, and that many a man who is loud v veebal disavowud, yet
possesses  a very real core of positive belief.

In his efforts  at reconstruction  Professor Radhakreishnan is admirvable.
Iu a few short paragraphs he shows the inadeguacy of a merely mechanical
point of view, and especially the foolishoess of bebaviourism, revealing incidentally
a refeeshing partiality for the Lamarckian hypothesis in evolution. He shows
the necessity of assuming a single supreme spirit at work in the whale course
of cosmic evolution. While he repudiates the idea of a single religion for all
mankind, he yet fully admits the idea of progreess in the religious sphere. which
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CARVAKASASTIHI BY DJAKSINARAYANA SAg’i‘Ri. M.A., SANSKRIT
COLLEGE, CALCUTTA. (The Book Company.)

The book brings together mny of the chicf ava‘i!nbh‘ Sanskrit texts on tl\w

ka creed. The long intraduction of 94 pages is devoted to a fearned dis-

Cn'r.v"a ‘of the date, authorship ctc., of the materialist school of thought, though
:ll):::,(,:: Getle in it that marks a real advance on the pr.csgut state of our k'nowledgc
of the subject.  Those who wish to study Indian matcna}fsm 'from Sanskrit sources
will find the bouk extremely usciul and we kope that it will have many rcaders
as materintism bas its value as a corrective of rigid orthodoxy. Indian thought
is not alf theism o idealism,

"Fhe enterprising publishers of the book will help the rcadcr§ and cnhance
thicir owa prestige very much if they insist on more carcful proof reading.

C. 5 R

How wi ARk Governep. By J. A R MarwioT. (WORLD'S
MammaLs. Osford 2.6

In his istroduction the zuthor says that this little book is scant to be an
introduction to his own two larger books “Baglish Political Institutions” and
“fThe Mcechanism of the Modern State”, aod has placed references to these books
at tlie foot of each chapter. Though bricf and elementary, this litde volume is
a very readable account of the present system of goverament in Eagland and
would serve as a corrective 1o out of date impressions that people might form
by reading older writers Walter Bagchot, Anson, Maitland and Dicey. There is
an iastructive suminaey of the waorking of the departmvits and the local seli-
governing institutious of Britain. There is a chapter on the Empire.

5. C.
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induism and Christianity.  Dr. Farguhar’s

the relations of I
workings of a devoted

obiter dicta are uscful as revealing the
Christion mind which s determined to trace everything good In

Hinduisa to Christianity, Our readers should know what others
think of Hindus and Hinduism and the prospects of Christian
Dr. Farqubar sets forth the following reasons for his
“in the futare the Hindu people will accept the
jorious Church for his service.”

life in India practically
an work among many

in Calcutta, later in visits to many other

parts of India The most significant sections of my experience
during those years Wwere the long conversations I had with
individual Hindus on religious matters. In some cases a convinced
flindu did his utmost to Jhow mie the errof of my Christian
way of thinking ; on other occasions 2 Hindu student would
read portions of a Gospel with me and would attempt to get 1ts
real meaning and value; but in a very Jarge number of cases a
Hindu, young or old. poured out the need, sOrrow, repentance,
anguish or aspiration of his soul and asked for sympathy and
Christian advice. A part of n was thus of the nature of
a4 clinic, and in that my experience gradually reached form and
clearness; and the outcome of the whole was the conviction that
in Hinduism there 18 nothing that can take the place of the Living
Saviour wwho, in Love for VMan, became Man, died for our
redem prion, bt 1708¢ ond now lives 10 lead us, through
Repentance and Spiritual Cleansing, to d New Life of PDevotion,
obedience and dependence 0n him for all our Religious Needs.
Such, in barest outline, was my experience in dealing with many
men through many ycars.

rtain large
ceflective mind
m to presage a gre
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During the first twenty years of my
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(1) 1 begin with the
polytheism, while modern t

most important fact that Hinduism isa
hought carries within it the conviction
that the whole universe in all s inconceivable vastness, is one,
and is therefore the cr the expression, the garment of a
single Supreme Spirit. olwn—cycd men nothing Iess than

a fuith which ucknowledges, | adorces the supreme spirit

can be the religion of modern mei.

) ‘there s 4 widespread featurc of modern Hinduism
which fits perfectly into (he idea which we have just emphasised,
that the necessary outcome of the pressure of modern scicnce and
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phidosophy upon cducated minds is the conviction that nothing
less than monotheism is fit to be the religion of thinking men.

The future of present-day Hinduism to which we refer iy
this, that although Hinduism is actually a polytheism, proactically
cocry cducated Hindu calls himsclf a monotheist and expects to be
recoznized as sach by Moslems, Zoroastrians and  Christiane.,
What justification do they offer for the claim ? It is built on the
position of the chief god in the case of cach of the great Hindu
sects,

(3) In India during the last 100 vears practically every {orm
of Hinduism, and also Zoroastrianism and Ishan, have come
under Christian influence so seriously that some thirty {resh
religious organisations have been formed, cach created with the
definite purpose of leavening the old relicions svstem with jost
so much Christian and modern reforie os Shall enable the const-
tuency to weather the serious storms 6 which the new ideas and
practices of the Church and the advance of maodern thought have
ivolved the educated classes i all parts of the caunteyv. Perhaps
the Braloma Samaj, the Pravthana Saovap and the Arva Samag
are the most infiuential of these movements, but alt have proved
vigorous and effectual in varyving measure. They form the second
perhaps the most noticeable indication of the extraordinary
impact of Christianity.

The truth s that in these movements  Christianity s
omnipresent. Al teach cither monotheism or some form  of
theology which can be dressed 10 monotheistic robes. God an
cach is called Father of men; and the brotherhood of all men s
crphasised, even in those organisations which represent cosfe as a
most heatthy form of community life!  Tdolatry s i most cases
abandoned ; but some leaders defend 1t and use i Tua number
of these organisations one finds, instead of temiple-worship, «
religious service, consisting of Dravers, Praise. Readings from a
Sacred hook and cxhortation, precisely Tike a ample Protestant
service. The methods of propaganda used by these wroups are
i all cases copted from Chnstian Missions, Here, then, s
Christian influcnce being dissesnmated by Hindus through their
owin defensive organisation.,

(4) The educated class in India to-day 15 dominated by the
idea that the people ol India must become a vigorous, self-
governing, modern nation. Fhey also see plaindy that national
vigour and the capacity lor  self-government are  impossible
without the peculiar acquirements and characteristics of o modern
people.  Hence their passion for the spread of cducation and
enlightenment, for the uplift of all backward communitics for
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the strengthening of the press.and for the introductien of certain
measures of social reform.

Most of these social and religious changes are, on the' one
hand, Inconsistent with the rules nfnl (‘usfmfz‘s of tlfC '7‘11'1[1();“1[
religion, but, on the other, are all in full accordance with the
teaching and the spirit of Jesus.

(5) About one-sixth of the whole population ‘of India i.e.
a mass of humanity larger than the v\:hole population of Great
Britain and Ireland, are outcastes, i.e. people ()f' such low
origin and culture that for more than 2,000 vears Hindus have
regarded them as too foul on ordinary human intercourse. Thcy
have thus been kept outside the caste svstem and Hindus
take care not to touch them: hence they are  frequently
called “The Untouchables.” The re:%ult of this severe and
longr-continued ostracism has necessarily beep that these poor
people have made no progress, but remain  gross, unclean,
uneducated, untrained, with only the slightest rudiments of
culture to this day.

Missions have drawn scores of thousands of those human
brothers of ours into the Christian Church, and the work still
goes on. But the point of living interest in the story lies here,
that the touch of Christ soon fills these people with another
spirit: they become new men and women; they cultivate
cleanliness, take a pride in their houses and eagerly seek educa-
tion for their children. Above all, their character at once begins
to rise and expand in the love and sunshine of Christ. Hindus
frankly recognise the very great value of the influence of Christ
in their case; and the Christianised Outcaste is no longer treated
by Hindus as an Outcaste. In many a Christian High School
the son or grandson of an Outcaste holds good position as a
teacher, and frequently has Brahman boys as pupils. Thus docs
Jesus “lift up the needy from the dunghill”.

6) In every section of India one meets numbers of educated
Hindus who are impressed with the character of Jesus, and some
of them use the Lord’s Prayer and read from the Gospels daily.
1 have met Hindu fathers who read selected passages from the
Gospels with their children daily. Every Christian educationalist
in India knows Hindu parents who deliberately send their
children to Christian schools and colleges, in order that they
may hear the Gospels read and expounded and may have the
ethical teaching of Jesus planted in their hearts from their
earliest years. Yet these men do not intend to become Chistians
themselves nor to make their childrem Christians,
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Thus it is not merely the multiform service done by
Christian Missions for the affticted. the sick, the poor and moral
movements (mediated by Christ, as we have seen) which are
slowly leavening Hindu Society, but the moral and  religious
principles of the Saviour in all their depth and strenath.

(7) But if Christ has already done so much for India, and
if men in general recognise in a greater or ess degree the value
of His teaching, what do the cducated  classes think of Chriet
Himself: Mr. Gandhi calls him “the Ideal Man™, and if my
experience is trustworthy a considerable percentage of educated
Hindus would be ready to use the same phrase. It is heard also,
nowadays, in the Far East; especially in China and Japan.

Yet neither Mre. Gandhi nor any other Hindu seems to realise
what the phrase implies. Jesus is “Fhe Ideal Man™ no other
human being has approached him. Whence, then, came  this
perfeet mind and character, alone, unapproachable, among the
crowding generations of men?  How are we to account for this
unparalleled miracle ?

But the recognition of Jesus as the Tdeal Man raises a much
larger issue. It is recognised on all hands that he s the very
embodiment of the religion which he preached. Howhen he s
the Tdeal Man Chrestianity  must be the Tdea! Religion. How
can Mr. Gandhi escape from that inference?

Thus a day will come when the light will break into the
hearts of the leaders of Hinduism. Her most intellectual and
spiritual men will at Jast see that Jesus brings light and life
and that the Hindu needs His help. Then will they recognise
in Jesus the Saviour of India and  will fall at his feet in
inexpressible gratitude and adoration.

If 2 well educated christian missionary can sincerely believe
all this, it only shows the extraordinary difficulty  which men
have in penctrating to the spirit of other religions. The article
on ‘Philosophy without Metaphysies’ by Edmond Holmes and “he
Rirth of Great Poenr™ by Mr. Middleton Muarry are noteworthy.

WHAT IS HAPPENING TO MISSIONS?

Mr. Kenneth Scott Latourette, Professor of Missions in the
Divinity School of Yale University writes in the Autumn number
of The Yale Review on “What is happening 1o Missions.” He
mentions two causes which “strike at the very root of Missions.”
There is a questioning of misstons in circles from which the
support must come.
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. “Some active church members are wondering whether christia-
nity is the best and the final religion, or simply one among many,
and, like others, imperfect. Historical study—the “higher criticism”
—1is shaking the Protestant belief in the infallibility of the Bible,
and science in its multifarious forms--behaviouristic psycholog
among the latest—is raising questions about such fundamental
beliefs as the cxistence and nature of God and the validity of the
religious experience. Many, aghast at the weaknesses in Western
civilization disclosed by the war, are wondering whether we ought
not to make America and Europe more nearly Christian before
venturing to teach other peoples. The criticisms of the hundreds
of foreign students in our midst have enhanced this query. Foreign
travel and the increasing flood of books about the non-Occidental
world are adding their effect: a consciousness of the excellencies
of other civilizations is becoming widespread. The trip around
the world is almost as easy except on the pocket-book, as is a
summer in Europe, and hundreds are making it now who fifteen
years ago would not have dreamed of attempting it. Many of
them see little and understand less, but they come back with
decided opinions, which are often unfavourable to missions.
Books and magazines, moreover, and such figures as a Gandhi and
a Tagore have given us a greater respect for the Orient. Where
once the movement of influence was only from the QOccident to
the Orient, now, as in the latter part of the eighteenth century—
and even more-the Orient is beginning to invade the Occident.
He who listens with respect to Hindu lecturers or admires
Gandhi is not prepared to declare that religion which nourished
them evil or to be as enthusiastic about sending missionaries
as he once was. The kind of missionary enthusiasm which was
based upon a conviction that all “heathen” are damned is passing.

The second disquieting cause assigned for the decrease in giving
is the division which has occurred in Protestant ranks in the
attempt to adjust the missionary’s message and programme to the
conditions just outlined. For more than a hundred years, Pro-
testent missionaries were fairly unanimous as to what constitutes
the fundamentals of the faith. Spiritually they were the children
of the revivals of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, called
themselves Evangelical, and were in general agreed as to what
Salvation is, and the way in which it is to be attained. Differences
of course, there were —between Calvinists and Armenians, and OVEI:
church polity and the sacraments. These, however, fell more and
more into the back-ground and co-operation becamne the rule,
National Christian Councils in India, China, and Japan, the
International Missionary Council and co-ordinating committees in

1
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_Creat Britain and North America came into existence.  The new
issues, however, have brought fresh divisions, Denominations h';we
been ﬂ‘lmnst rent in two between Fundamentalists and ‘.\1mh'rn.|s‘t9-
In China “The Bible Union™ i« attempting to purge the ,,]is\,“,,,-
thy Dody of Modernists, and Fundamoentalists have been waging
219 same ffx:ht at home.  ‘T'he bulk of the misionary body is still
u“?:ser\.'mw?' .thcmng_ic““Y as ts the home c(m.stitm‘m‘,\'. ““"t
ertainty is in the air. Agreement no longer exists as to W hat
constitutes the missionary’s message, The old shibboleths are
geuf!z uttered by a declining majority. Fhe increasing minority
i:;ethgopta:fi':w f“lmq : s“h""i“"{‘. In many circles we are \\'itfu‘ﬂf;
early mid(‘lic l?f? religious convictions which some of us still |‘ll
by Moody and }(,.ca:\ remember as the fruit of the movement '|(.¢‘
their Dl:lce‘ T IS great prcdvc‘cwsnrs. No equivalent has yet m.k,( :
out an unc-crmi,c rapidly growing Protestant liberalism often L!l“(."
lives in a ]" tsound and men and women do not stake their
T ‘n Ahen land on an attempt to propagate a question.
numb;lrh()f(;(::ixgsmwm,\R.\- Review (October 1928) has a ‘f“f).;l
discusses the A:S on mm)cs n_f current interest.  Sir George ] ;“5:
view Of its be";(‘rl‘mn Ir('.ﬂl.d(‘nh.nl clection from the point ©
review arti.clc ;m l"\? n‘{;’ ‘}rm“h fln:m?c. Lord Olivier \\'rm‘s‘.ﬂ
Africa. Dr Cno‘clr. aymond Buell's '_/'/u' Native Problem i1
While mUCl.l of ﬂl 'C(}mr”m.ws an ﬂl:tlclv on lLord ”:l!d;lﬂﬁ
our readers the Ly I'n ormation (‘O.nt:nn(-d in it is familiar to
"Hald';' " DCI‘SOTMI touches are interesting.
A picture o?cl:ls 13:‘)::!2:;‘ ;"C;’(; as keen as hisintellectual interests.
place of honour over his ::1"::1:-1"???"‘" ‘}'ng in bed ()L:L‘llpl(‘d‘:l.
exquisite little volume ‘(‘h z‘rh(ttr'ml'k‘;“ aad his contribution t‘u’
his sister, reveals *f)mct‘h;nr' ‘f I I?.({IN‘!II Huh.hmu.. ('d:’tr:'d Y.)‘
sister Elizabeth Wh‘n kept 1 s »‘f A umgque relationship. “Fo his
by their comm(;n inte l rouse for ]‘”f! mn l,nn('lnn, he was hnund‘
to younge ) _“;St m l"""’_mnhlcul studies.  His kuu.lqcss
thoush hg I men was in-exhaustible; and Lord Morley, critical
wg-l;gin g;?&:fht‘s ?0”'3“““("5 politics, once told me that if he
elsc. No £ would rather go to .”:lh]:ln(' than to anyone
man of our time had a fuller, richer or more uscful life,

and e .
. few h‘:‘lve left a larger number of friends and causes to mourn
their loss.

arti ’erh N’II‘VF_'”.}!{N'I-H (fl:_N-N'R\- (Octobher 14)23) opens with an
Atkcite‘on [I\I;c Safcguarding of Rritish Industry by Mr. Cyril
of l]bon‘ r- Benn writes a very helpful article on the relation
culture and commercial training in the Universities,

XD »
From the experience ‘
it is o (‘, fgpt rience (.)( nearly half a century of such co-operation in America
possible ta estimate how far the vniversity system there has been
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influenced by contact with industry. The corrgsgond?ng devclopmcnf in England
) question is now recciving increased attention, as, for
cxample, is Lord Eustace Perey’s new in}vcstigations into the provist)n of techni«fa!
schools.  “The value of such training to mdustry. cannot be over-estimated, yet its
extension in the English universitics may ‘consnt.u.te a gra\ie' danger to the cultural
studjes which it has hitherto been their .tradxtxom)il.)luntage to'guard,l The
admirable practice  of under-graduates  getting .cxpcncnc‘:: Of.‘agrla’xltlfr.a and
enginceering technique during the_ summer v?c:'mon—an m‘en.can grdctl(,e uo‘w
spreading to England—is somcthing quite dl-stmc.t. from the 1ntfuslon of sut.h
subjects into the general curriculum of the universities. In the United States. this
atter tondency has been very marked in recent years, as I observed from experience
latter tend y University, where [ spent a year before

under-graduate  at Princeton : :
ox manner to Cambridge.

has been slow, but the

as an
proceeding in orthod

*I'he chicf characteristic of an Ame.ric'an uxnnvch{t)W.xs t‘hc absence of constitu?nt
colleges, and the under-graduates are dnv:d.(:d by seniority instead, cach year forming
a unit for organisation purposcs. At Princcton fhcrc‘ are 2000 studex}ts, and as
four years arc required for a degree, cach year—or ‘class’, as they term it—forms a
group of about 500 students. All th.c courses of instruction are therefore graded
into four standards suited to consecutive years.

‘F'wo obvious results of this arrangement are the absence of the college tutors
and hence the placing of cmphasis on lectfxrcs, which are almost always compulsory
in America. Owing to the size of the units—the ‘classes’—it is impractical to tutor
cach student individually, apart from the fact that Fhe university cannot afford to
pay an army of tutors who have no other function. In England the numerous
college posts of bursar, dean, and so forth, Supp.lement the dvailable salaries and
provide a means of employing tutors and supervisors who do not necessarily also
hold a university appointment. Princeton admittedly is a pioneer among American
universities in introducing a tutorial system, but even there it does not compare
in completencss with our Cambridge college methods.

The American freshman is obliged in any subject to take the first-year course,
which is a further handicap to brilliance. The well-prepared under-graduate in
England can work with third-year men if his standard is sufficiently advanced; in
America—except, Ithink, at Harvard—he must go through the regular machine.
Originality is therefore discouraged, and carly in his university career the under-
graduate finds himself becoming standardised. Furthermore, the examination
comes to be regarded as the chief test of ability, and the emphasis is placed on
passing examinations rather than on studying for the sake of study. This weakness
is encouraged by the absence of external examiners, for as the professors themselves
usvally set the papers, these tend to become a test in the lecture syllabus rather
than in the subject as a whole.

The organisation and compulsion of the American under-graduate possibly had
its origin in the common practice of matriculating at seventeen,. Certainly a fourth
vear's residence is required for a degree in America instead of our three, and the
disciplining of freshmen compares whith the supervision in senior year English
schools. Whatever its beginning, this compulsory element in American universities
has been the subject of heated debate, yet, curiously enough, its academic discussion
has overlooked its sccondary, but important, function in relation to training for
commerce. ‘The question hinges on whether it is better to require a compulsory
standard. of the great mass of students, or, as in England, to cater primarily for th

few brilliant mcn, and to let the majority work out their own academic salvatj ¢

On the other hand, whether the subjects taught at the American univ Orf: .
are good is a very different question, and in my opinion more fundamental(_irbl’;‘lﬁi
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most suitable studies, here again 1T wall venture repetition that the annveraty
should aiverd providing special training, which s the function of the o hnieal
school, and that the business man i embryo should take phidosophical Comraes
rather than those of a so-called practical nature.

Personally 1 hope Oxford  and Camthradize at Jeast wall alwavs continae to
provide, as hitherto, for the Church, the academic world and  the  profossany,
which certainty have first claim on the cultural facilities of the wversities. bt
us learn from the position in America to avaid at all costs the purcly techng al
studics, but in o doing we must he quite clear that we are not mfluenced by

any
sceret contempt for practical commercial pursuits,

Folook at the matter purely from the academic view, the adoption of this
new attitude is essential. Once business men feel they are nnderstood and that
their service s a worthy one, they will endow and cicouraze the development of
the wniversitics. [ know  this appears 1 low  basis of approach, but after att
someone has got to pay for education, and you cannot reasonabiv o expect
men to help those by wham they are despised,

aeain to the

business
Faoghsh bhencfactons are coming
fore, asin the case of the Zenerans gitts of Sie Fdward Biotherton,
the chemical manufacturer, to the Unive esity of Leeds, and of the Wills fanndy to
Bristol.  But in America, at Princcton in particnfar. cvery nadiate oopubarly
subscribes to his university, and funds are seldom Lickig for adequate eomuner.
ation of the faculty, for new buildings and hbraries, and alt the

other provivions
essential to a healthy and progressive umversity, | he

SULEOStOn s sometines
made that in conscquence American university ' presidents

as they term ther
chancetlors ~are merely pawns i the hands of finance,

Undoubtedty s hold
OVET SONe institutions is appressive, bat having met President Lowell of Plarvard

as well as Deo Blibbhen, of Princeton. 1 have no hesitation i dismitsaing such

criticism as applicd to the Hportant universities,

It is very clear that American Universitios are more democratic
m spirit, and distinctions between the rich and the poor count
for little.  Indian  universities  will profit much by bearing in
mind the ecducational developments of America.  Mr. Mavo's
contribution on Unemplovment and Fxaminations shows that
we have the same problems the world over, Mr Fox-Strangwavs
writes with enthusiasm of the "Rotary " adealss We may alao
mention here Brigadicr General Store's article on the Trades
Union Congress and Mr. Dodd's paper on The Inereasing Vialue
of Sunlight.

FORTNIGHTLY Riview (October 1928) Dr. Well's article on
Macaulay as a man of Letters is a sort of belated reply to the
criticisms of  Matthew  Arnold, Mortev, Cotter Morrison and
Raleizh.  Sir Lionel Cust gives his recollections of Fton days
when he was aschool fellow of Curzon and other well known
figures.  Apart from the usual political articles, the discussion of
Tolstoy's Hcroines is interesting.

EDITORIAL NOTES.

' NT.
LORD BIRKENHEAD § RETIREME |
f Lord Birkenhead's resignation has been received
(o)

{E news ; at regret. It was not so when
Tn&nlndia' wnhoutu?tl;g’di;leeﬂlndil Office. The reasons for
the late Mr. Moneve ¢ i seem to be personal and the
Lord Birkenhead’s resngm?txon ' _ i
o dence between him and Mr. Baldwm so far p f
cmrespm:l'eclose any difference on questions of pohcy. When our
does nof ;Sord Birkenhead became the Secretary of bmt'e for India
o aIpl’f)s ‘uted talents and undisguised ambition rals'egl g‘reat
:):;e::]?;:t;orr)xs of an eventful term of office. ’Il‘hz}t .sucht.antlc;plalté(i);j
b to nothing is to say the least of his administration ot l1
;?famierjs which was markeg thrlo'ughm;;b(y)'nmlhznlf)Z:it:r(l):;tﬁ“izs;eoglf.
condescension. But to judge his wor \} > O recé,rd ut
barren years is to do scant justice to a man \11 ceord of

i ient in other spheres (parn‘cularly in Law) 1as be
;licnhgls;’:rr;y fruitful. ‘That he‘is qu_ittmg the stage of ppl;lézrléfei,
where he had been no mean figure m.quest of a comn;erc;at areet
in the city raises a question of great importance t.okt 1; l:il of
British politics. It is well known that Lord Bir ﬁx} ea t;:evt‘1
regarded modesty as a virtue and had always ratedl is worl a h‘t
much higher figure than £5000 a year. -Indeed, alt tlle very 1exlgnt
of his practice as a barrister he was making a much arge}:. anlm 1 !
and there is no reason why commerce should not t{eat im mmf
somely. If service of State had .ceased to be paym{g,f a man o
Lord Birkenhead's philosophy of life carmot' be blamed fofxf turnlm‘g
to more remunerative occupations. But this exodus o irst ¢ alss
brains from the Downing street to the L.01_nbard .Street is a new
feature in British politics where hitherto mlmste:r§hxp under Crown
has been regarded as the goal of honorable _a{nbltan: Tg attem-pt
to retain the services of eminent men by raising 1p111xsterxal galarles
is to plan for what is manifestly nnposgnble, for in no
event can the State compete suc_cessfully _thh commerce, if
emoluments be the sole consideration. Public service is only for
those that regard it as a privilege and they should not expect
more than a modest wage.
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INDIA AND THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

In the recent session of the League Assembly Lord Lytton,
speaking on behalf of India made a notable pronouncement.
While commenting at fengthon the League's financial methods,
he advanced a very justifiable complaint that the annual quota due
from India was far too heavy., He pointed out that it was higher
than that of any State cxcept the permancnt members of the
Council. It is well known that the proportion of benefit that
India is deriving from the activities of the League is far from
being commensurate with her share in the expenditure. The same
funds might, as suggested by Lord Lytton, he used with advantage
in India. We hope that the League of Nations will mind the
warning given by Lord Lytton that thereis a widespread feeling
in India not only that the League did not carry out work of
value to the Eastern countries but  that its tendeney is  chiefly
to strengthen European interests at the cxpense of other continents
and races.  There is no gain-saying the fact that the Leaguoe
has made very little appeal to the Indian mind. While we
commend so much of what Lord Lytton has satd we  cannot,
however, agree with him in respect of the solution he has suggested.
It is not enough that the League widens its sphere of activity
and interests itself in Eastern affairs. A wider propaganda and
increasing collaberation between East and West may make the
League more popular than it is now. But the real solution lies
in the engendering of consciousness amony Indians that their
country can participate on terms of cquality with the other
members of the League. The Indians should also feel that those
who represent India on the Councils of the League are persons
chosen by the legislative Assembly.  So tong as these two ideas
are operating it 1s not reasonable to expeet the Indians to enthuse
over the Learue of Nations, whose decisions they can now little
hetp to make.  Meanwhile the claim put forward by Lord Lytton
for limitation of India's financial contribution is a very urgent one.

THE BRAHMO CENTENARY.

The celebration of the Brahmeo centenary is an event of g
It is not merely the Brahmos that cherish
the memory of Raja Ram Mohan Roy with grateful reverence.
Even those who do not belong to the fold regard himas not merely
one of the notable figures in recent Indian history but one
of the great makers of modern India The Brahmo Samaj of which
he was the founder started as @ movement of revolt against

roat

national importance.
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Hinduism. But in truth, it is an off-shoot of it. The ground-
work of its philosophy is drawn from the Upanishads. Its austere
monotheismy, its simplicity, its catholicity are the features of
purcr and truer Hinduism. It is true that an appalling mass of
su.perstitiou and dead ceremeonial had disfigured the essence of
Hinduism in Ram Mohan Roy's time out of all recognition. Raja
Ram Mohan Roy did what Erasmus and Luther bave done in a
different epoch and in a different continent, of rebelling against
what could no longer be tolerated. By his great lnbours the
conscienee of the race wasquickened. The weaknesses of the parent
religion were laid bare and the needed correction was imparted.
In a sense the work of the Brahmo Samaj is over in this land
Its mission is fulfilled. It has liberalized the Hindu mind ;uui
enlarged its horizon. Hinduism has absorbed and assimilated
the central idea of Brahmoism and in doing so it has simply
repeated the process that has goue on for ages in this land
While the contribution of Brahmo Sawmaj to the philosophicwi
doctrine of Iandia is not very great, its valuc as a movement <;f
social purification has been unique. If today Hinduism is able
to be on the threshold of a new epoch, a carcer of high spiritual
adventure and social teconstruction, it is because of the work
that the Brahmo Samaj has done.

GOVERNMENT AND SOCIAL REFORM.

Tue Gavernment's attitude towards Social Reform has doubtless
undergone a change since Raja Ram Mohan Roy’s time. 1t is no
longer enthusiastic in supporting the advanced opinton. We miss
to-day the heartiness with which Lord William Bentinck helped
to abolish Sati. We very much wish that the Government
should evince more helpful interest in the various bills bearing
on social reform. It is not enough if the Government is actiu%
up to.thc spirit of the Queen’s proclamation. It was not tht
mteu'txon of that great document that the Government should do
nothu}g to put down social abuses. Though the passage througl
the Council of State of the Women's Inheritance Bill is v ’%1
gratifying, the postponement of Sarda’s bill to the Delhi Sessictx)i
has Qa}zsed great disappointment. Besides, the unexpect ’ll
opgosmon from the Moslem section has created a new cp ?
cation. Un.less the Government backs up the bill, there is():\lzgrh
chance of its dt{feat. There is no use in feaving these thin ry~
to the people. The enlightened opinion is not organized, wi %b
obscu;ant;s;ll has on its side the prestige of the Matathipathi , wI “‘e
guardianship of religion takes the only form of a bigoted‘ 0 )5 “f' s
to all healthy reform. The Social reformers look to thclg?)b\i::lr(::l

12 "
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ment and it s the business of the Government to yive, not
merely what the people want but what is good for them,

TWO NEW UNIVERSITIES.

Turova the princely munificence of Sie Annamalar Chettiar
it has been possible to establish a teaching and residential Univer-
sity in Chidambaram.  Fhe objects of the University o stated
in the Act are to establish faculties for Arts and Sciences and to
promote  Oriental rescarch and  scholarship, At the instance
of the Council the Minister agreed to include technology among
the faculties to be developed in the new University, Tt oas
unfortunate that the Minister should have resisted the motion of
Mr. C. V. Venkataramana Iyvengar to include commerce among
the faculties to be developed. Education in India has been over-
weighted on the titerary side, and it s not too much to expect
that the new Universities at least would develop the faculty
of Industry and Commerce and thus demonstrate that a commercial
or industrial training is by no mceans less honorable or less useful
than a course in humanities and sciences. s a pity that even our
new ventures are ke our old ones. St i the Chidambaram
University could succeed in serving the cause of higher earning
by promoting research in various fickds of knowledyge, it would not
only do credit to itself, but would justify the unique benefaction
of the generous founder. We hope that in the important years of
its tnfancy the University will secure sound direction.

The Andhra University which has been functioning since its
inception two years ago has not fulfilled the hopes that were rased
of it. The reasons are not far to scek.  In addition to the
madeguate financial backing, the creative work of the Universaty
has been sertousty crippled by an unedifyving wrangle in respect
of the location of its Headguarters. The select committee of the
Madras Legislative Councit which considered the various amending
bills asked that the councit should determine onee for all the
character of the University. In vain was the Vice-Chancellor's
passionate plea that a unitary type of University spread over differ-
ent centres is inconceivable and that for promoting higher learning
and engenderine a spirit of co-operative endeay our, it was necessary
that the post-graduate and honors courses should be concentrated
at  one place:  which  <hould be  the headguarters of  the
University., The house, unable to make up its mind adjourned
the question for another three months. While the wrangle
continues, the University suffers: and a Vice-Chancellor of first-
rate ability who combines constructive imagination with cxpert
knowledge has been unable to do all he can.
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LIBRARIANS’ TASK.

The remarks of Dr. A. D. Lindsay, In connection with the
S51st Annual Conference of the Librarv Association are well
worth attention:

Referring to the important part the public librarian could play, Dr. Lindsay
said, “We must be on our guard lest the standard of the specialist dominate us
and lest we should think the main thing was done when we got books into a
well-ordered library. Nothing was falser. Science and history and philosophy
existed in the minds of the scientist, the historian, and the philosopher, and in
the minds of the ordinary people in whom the thoughts of those leaders could
be recreated. To that end the library was an  instrument, but it was only an
instrument. In the use of the instrument he suggested there was a great  field
for the activitics and the personality of the librarian as the person who could help
the student and the rcader to a knowledge of standards and of valuves. If it
were objected that it was too much to expeet the librarian to be the guide,
philosopher, and friend of c¢veryone who came to borrow a book and that the
librarian would need an impossibly huge staff, he was quite sure that, if public
libraries were to take advantage of their opportunities in adult education, present
notions of what size of staff a public library required would have to be completely
revised, and scecoudly he could alrcady sce that in this great university of adult
education that was growing up in all dircctions before their eyes, informal talk
and advice about books given in the public library would play a part which nothing
else could.”

These remarks are to be noted particularly in India where

well equipped libraries are so few and the direction available to
the reader is not very satisfactory.

TOO MANY BOOKS.

IN a recent utterance, the Master of Balliol is reported to have
said that there were times, when he felt that there were too many
books and feeling that, if we could only retain the Bible,
Shakespeare, Plato’s Republic and Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason
all the rest might be burnt. Many would like to keep a few
more and Sir John Lubbock has fixed the number at a hundred
of what he regards as the best books. It is true that the present age
suffers from a plethora of books; and a Wells or a Phillip
Oppenham may be trusted to fill an entire shelf. Not merely
many books are written; but books are written on many subjects.
We do not see how this could be helped. Knowledge has grown
and its departments have multiplied. Tastes have become many
and complex. There are people wanting books on Egyptology,
Relativity, Horticulture and Arctic expeditions. The demand for
‘light literature’ has grown. The habit of running through a novel
during railway journeys and the still more fashionable habit of
reading oneself to sleep has created a huge demand for fiction:
and in spite of the appalling quantity of ‘ publishers remainders’
books do have a sale.  Lven here the ¢eonomic law of demand
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