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NOTES.

The Chinese Crisis.

- Toread the daily press one would imagine that the trouble
in China was causecfy by the refusal of Mr. Chen, supported
by Mr. Borodin, to recognise the pacific intentions of John
Bull, who has just obtained the support of that arch-pacifist,
Mussolini. For the time being Mr. Chen has taken the place
of A. J. Cook as the great enemy of the British Empire, and,
like the miners’ secretary, 1s supposed to take his oré)ers from
Moscow. Could anything be more ridiculous? Here.is a
country containing one-fourth of the human race, which
less than a century ago had no official intercourse with any of
the other nations of the world. In 1842 the British Govern-
ment, 1n revenge for the seizure and destruction of 20,000
chests of contraband opium by the Chinese High Commis-
sioner, sent warships to bombard the coast and massacre
thousands of Chinese, and then forced a Treaty on the Chinese
Government by which it secured the island of Hongkong and
an indemnity of 21 million dollars. Since that date China
has suffered innumerable insults and outrages at the hands of
all the “Great” Powers owing to her inability to defend her-
self. The Boxer Rebellion in 1896 was the beginning of the
present wave of Nationalism in China, which is the manifesta-
tion of a growing spirit of independence amongst the Chinese,
who wish to be masters in their own house. Writing immedi-
ately after the Boxer movement, Sir Robert Hart, who was
head of the Chinese Customs for many years, said :—“ In fifty
years’ time there will be millions of Boxers in serried ranks
and war’s panoply at the call of the Chinese Government;
there i1s not the slightest doubt of that! And if the Chinese
Government continues to exist it will encourage, uphold, and
develop this national Chinese movement. It bodes no good
for the rest of the world, but China will be acting within its
right, and will carry through the national programme!” This
prophecy, which appeared in Sir Robert’s “Essayson the Chinese
Question,” is now being fulfilled ; and*if British lives are now
in danger 1t is because his prophecy was unheeded. John
Bright on one occasion told the House of Commons that “no
page of our annals 1s more full of humiliation, because full of
crime, than that on which is recorded our transactions with

China

Malatesta and the Fascisti.

For some months we have been unable to get in touch with
our old comrade, Errico Malatesta. The reasons are now
apparent in the following letter from him, with the Editor’s
comments, which we quote from ZLe Réveil (Geneva) of
February 5:—

“Comrade Malatesta writes us [from Rome]:—
~_‘I'have been in bed for three weeks, suffering from pains
in the hip. Of these I am now cured, but the thing of which
I cannot cure myself is the surveillance of the police, which
grows stricter all the time. Day and night I have police-
agents at my door. They no longer try to dissemble, for
they say frankly that they have imperative orders not to
let me out of their sight. If I do not go out they come and
knock at my door, on the most grotesque pretexts, to see if I
am at home. If I do go out, they follow me almost every-
where ; and if any one comes to the house or approaches me

1n the street, they stop him and demand to see his papers.’

“One calls to mind the interview with Mussolini in which
that ignoble renegade, in order to exemplify his tolerance and
refute the charge that all independent spirits were being per-
secuted, spoke of Malatesta, whom he described as ‘the terror
of all the European police,” and said that he was living in
Rome in complete liberty and tranquillity. The lines quoted
above show how strange is the liberty our comrade enjoys, and
the situation in which he has been placed. To the proud mili-
tant, who even to-day utters not a single word of discourage-
ment, we address our best wishes and fraternal greetings.”

The General Strike ‘“Inquest.”

The result of the Conference of Trade Union executives,
held in London on January 21 and 22, to discuss the General
Strike, was a vote of 2,840,000 to 1,095,000 in favour of the
report of the General Council of the Trades Union Congress.
Of the minority, 800,000 votes were those of the Miners’ Fede-
ration, leaving less than 300,000 other than miners who voted
against the General Council. This result was a foregone con-
clusion, as it was a Conference of Trade Union officials only,
none of the rank and file being a delegate. @ The official
element which makes up the Trade Union “machine’ was
hardly likely to pass a vote of censure on those whom they
had selected to run the strike. The reports of the General
Council and of the Miners’ Federation were in direct conflict
on two points. The miners stated that they accepted the
General Council’s mediation provided there was to be no
reduction of wages, and the General Council said that “it
could not demand the complete observance by the Govern-
ment and the mineowners of their obligations under the report,
and rule out the miners’ obligations.”” This means that the
General Council took the view that the miners would have to
accept a reduction of wages, although on the eve of the
General Strike they said that “ the wages and working condi-
tions of mine-workers lare already so depressed as to render
it imperative to seek remedies other than a further degradation
in their standards of life.”” The second point of conflict was
the Samuel Memorandum, which the General Council and their
supporters hinted was official, though to save the face of the
Government letters were published declaring it was unofficial.
The miners said it was simply a trap, and they refused to
accept Sir Herbert’s assurances, even though he had been
Governor of Palestine. The principal facts brought to light
by the Conference were that no definite objective had been
fixed for the strike, and no preparations made for carrying it
on. We need seek no further for reasons for its failure.

Attack on Birth Control

In a book just published, entitled “Medical Views on Birth
Control,” eight doctors have contributed essays dealing with
what they consider its dangers from a medical and social
standpoint. Sir Thomas Horder, in his introduction, says the
benefits promised by birth control are highly problematical
and the means of attaining them by no means certain or prac-
ticable. We do not know what promised benefits he 1s refer-
ring to, but unless the means used had been shown to be
certain and practicable we do not think these medical gentle-
men would have written this book. Sir Thomas says Nature’s
first law is self-preservation. Granted; and it is with this
desire that so many married and unmarried folk are practising
birth control. Our ruling class have made the gaining of a
livelihood so difficult for the average breadwinner that as a
means of self-preservation he 1s compelled to use artificial
methods to limit the size of his family or become as ascetic
as a monk. It would be easy to find more than eight doctors
who would maintain that sex-suppression was more harmful
to men and women than birth control. One of the writers
says that disease i1s the penalty for interference with the plans
of Nature. Since when have doctors acted on this rule? How
many doctors are there who will explain to their patients the
laws of Nature? Almost the whole of the medical fraternity
are engaged 1in a conspiracy to keep humanity in ignorance so
that they may reap a harvest in ministering to the ills caused
by such ignorance. They know that if the people really under-
stood the laws of Nature their occupation—and their fees—
would vanish. So we look with suspicion on their new-found
solicitude for those who practise birth control. We are not
among those who expect that our social problems will be solved
by a limitation of families, but in the struggle for existence
forced on them by an unjust economic system men and women
will be justified in adopting birth control as a means of self-

preservation.








