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NOTES.
Peace in Industry.

The New Year brought a flood of speeches and messages 
from public men on the subject of peace in industry, but very 
few of them gave an inkling as to how it was to come about. 
In replying to the New Year’s message from the Lord Mayor 
of London, the King expressed his “ unswerving faith in the 
British character ” and a belief that, “ with united efforts and 
a spirit of mutual confidence and goodwill in our widespread 
industries, we shall see a gradual but sure restoration of the 
trade and commerce of our beloved country.” But when we 
look closely at all these pious wishes we see no signs that 
any members of the ruling’ and aristocratic class are willing 
to surrender the special privileges which hinder the growth 
of a spirit of ‘‘mutual confidence and goodwill.” The land 
monopolists keep their grip on the soil of “ our beloved 
country,” which has resulted in a decrease since 1871 of 
3,500,000 acres producing crops of various kinds, and an in
crease of 1,500,000 acres for deer forests. That is hardly 
likely to breed confidence and good-will between the privi
leged class and the workman who has been unemployed for 
years. No; we want something more tangible than good 
wishes. Our industries would soon be busy again if they were 
to cater to the needs of the community rather than to the 
profit-seeking of a few. Since the miners were driven back 
to work many of their most active comrades have been refused 
work, and those at work have been subject to all the petty 
annoyances and insults with which a conqueror harasses a 
defeated foe. The men imprisoned under the Emergency 
Powers Act have yet to discover any signs of goodwill in 
the attitude of the powers that be, and that “ Locarno spirit ” 
shown to the Germans is sadly lacking where the men behind 
the bars are concerned. If there is to be mutual confidence 
and goodwill between the people of this country it must be 
on a basis of equality. “ The rich will do everything for the 
poor but get off their backs,” said Tolstoy. When we find 
they have got off our backs, New Year greetings will then be 
something more than pious platitudes.

John Bull in the China Shop.
In the first days of this month a clash between the 

British and Cantonese at Hankow seemed inevitable, but was 
avoided By the good sense of those on the spot. The British 
Memorandum on the situation, urging the Powers to recognise 
facts and drop all talk of controlling China, has met with a 
frigid response, if not actual hostility; but we are not surprised, 
as all of them are playing for their own hand, and are not 
likely to help Britain in a situation which brings profit to 
themselves. The trade boycott has hit John E^ull in his pocket, 
and as he has found out that an awakened China can no longer 

• be bullied and controlled, he is making a virtue of necessity 
when he holds out the hand of friendship, whilst still keeping 
troops and warships in readiness if their use would bring any 
greater security to his commerce. Now that the Chinese have 
arms and know how to use them, John Bull is averse to any 
attempt “ to impose control upon an unwilling China.” But 
where he has the upper hand, as in Egypt and India, those 
unwilling nations feel the full effect of his oppressive control. 
The Labour Party has issued a manifesto on China in which 
they claim that in their changed attitude to China the British 
Government are carrying out the policy advocated by the 
Labour Party at Margate last October. A nice little pat on 
the back for themselves. But they seem to be rather humorous 
in their proposals. For instance, they suggest “ an absolute 
and effective prohibition of the import of arms into China.” 
Considering that the change in attitude to China was brought 
about almost entirely by the knowledge that the Chinese 
would shoot if they were attacked, it almost looks as though 
the Labour Party want to disarm the Chinese and leave them 
again at the mercy of their opponents, who are armed to the 
teeth. ■ 1

Rabindranath Tagore and Fascism.
There are many people in this country who would like 

to introduce Fascism here, the Morning Post crowd, for 
example, though many other papers occasionally print articles 
^raising Mussolini and all his works. The Italian Dictator 
las his propagandists in every country, who boost Fascism 
and drag in all sorts of people as sympathisers. Last summer 
Mussolini sent a gift of valuable books to Rabindranath 
Tagore and invited him to visit Italy. The poet was charmed 
with the present he had received, and went to Rome to see 
Mussolini. Having heard of some of the evils of Fascism, he 
was rather reserved in his comments; but the Fascist Press 
said he was bountiful in his expressions of surprise at the great 
change for the better in Italy. But it seems it was all lies. 
He wrote a letter, published in the Manchester Guardian last 
August, in which he said he had not been able to see things 
for himself. As he wrote sarcastically: “ Official vehicles, 
though comfortable, move only along a chalked path of pro
gramme too restricted to lead to any places of significance, 
or persons of daring individuality, providing the visitors with 
specially selected morsels of experience.” Like Labour dele
gations to Russia. Everyone he met praised Fascism and said 
it had saved the country from ruin. But the poet has learned 
better now, and the atrocities and the suppression of all free
dom of expression, in his opinion, do not compensate for 
material aggrandisement. In an interview in Zurich with 
Mrs. Salvadori, whose husband and son were brutally mal
treated by the Italian Fascisti, and who told him that he had 
unintentionally helped to support Fascism, he said he had 
been misrepresented. Had he known of the dark deeds done 
in Italy he would not have come to the country, but he fer
vently hoped that this great period of pain through which the 
Italian people are passing “ will not coerce them into accepting 
an ambition for fatness of prosperity in place of spiritual 
greatness.”

Creative Education.
We always enjoy reading the reports of the conferences 

of educationists which take place during the first week of 
each New Year. The authoritarians, always in the majority, 
seek to mould the children in their care according to the 
stereotyped standard; while the libertarian minority seek to 
bring out the varied faculties of children. They wish to 
experiment and see what possibilities there are in the young 
life of the world. Class instincts also enter into the calcula
tions of the authoritarians, who think the children of the 
workers are incapable of profiting by an education usually 
reserved, for financial reasons, for the children of the well-to- 
doi Mr. Whitehouse, the well-known Warden of Bembridge 
School, in an address on “ Creative Education ” to members 
of the Private Schools Association, said : “ In any alteration 
of our educational system we did not want to make more rigid 
and more permanent the present class system in education, but 
to realise that all branches of education needed reform. We 
required a more experimental spirit in all branches of educa
tion. . . . What we ought to aim at is to regard the 
elementary education as suitable for children up to a certain 
age, and to make it as good and as creative as possible, and 
to regard all secondary education as suitable to children, not 
of a social class, but of a certain age, to make it very varied 
and very creative, and to introduce this wider curriculum 
into all schools.” Unfortunately, many parents are not able 
to keep their children at school long enough for them to take 
advantage of a secondary education. As soon as they reach 
J4. years of age they are sent out into the world to earn their 
daily bread, and Mr. Whitehouse pointed out the “ terrible 
sacrifice we are making of the best assets of the nation in 
allowing these children to be prematurely sacrificed in the 
industrial life of the country.” Educational equality, how
ever, will not come while we have economic inequality; but in 
calling attention to this matter Mr. Whitehouse will have the 
support of all those who regard children as worthy of the 
best education possible, irrespective of the financial standing 
of their parents.




