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JAM TOMORROW 
We are also c~bly inbmed that 

makers are on short time. 

is, the taxpayers pay it. We wonder what 
would have been said if the Catholic Land 
Movement had owed such a sum. 

WHO GOES H OME? 
Three years ago, (Who Goes Home? 

S.S. Peter and Paul, 1945) we predicted that 
the ridiculous government scheme for train­
ing ex-servicemen and women for mechanised 
employment on the land would fail. 

Official figures are now to hand which 
prove this beyond all question. The Ministry's 
Weekly News Service (No. 442) states that in 
32 months 2372 men and women had com­
pleted satisfactory training, 3439 had given 
up, and 3149 were still training. 

That is, a total of about 3400 had or 
would come through. That is about a hun­
dred a month. That is, the scheme has failed 
entirely, as we predicted. It compares in the 
most disedifying way with the massive figures 
of people waiting hopelessly for small hold­
ings, which appeared every year from 1918 to 
1939, and in whom the Ministry was not in­
terested. 

SIR ALBERT HOWARD 
Our readers will wish to note that as a 

result of a meeting held on 23rd March there 
was founded The Albert Howard Foundation 
of 0 1·ganic Husbandry. 

Lady Howard is President, and the Hon. 
Secretary is Mrs. Hamilton. Enquiries should 
be addressed to her at Sharnden Manor, May­
field, Sussex. We hope that many of our sup­
porters will write to her and ascertain how 
best they can perpetuate the memory of this 
great man, and so continue the work he start­
ed. 

T HEIR OWN PETARD 
From 3rd to 15th May the citizens were 

kindly allowed by their totalitarian Minister 
of Food to change their milkman. Naturally, 
this was not due to any desire to allow free­
dom to the citizens. 

The truth is, however, of some interest. 
As a result of the widespread restiveness over 
the pasteurised and stale muck delivered by the 
Combines, the said Combines suggested to 
the Minister a given period for a general post, 
in the conviction that the citizens would have 
the illusion of choice, and the individual 
combines would gain on the swings what they 
lost on the roundabouts. (Some say the pro­
cess was started by the Co operative Societies 
alone- the point is not important). 

To the Intense astonishrnem and dismay 
of the Combines, and no doubt of the Minist­
er, what happened was very different. In very 
great numbers (which will not be dis,lostd) 
the citizens changed over to small rrtilkmen, 
for the twin reasons that they were tired of 
imposed Combines, and that they wanted 
decent milk. Loud cheers I It remains to be 
seen whether the government as a whole 
learns the right lesson. 

SURRENDER TO FASHION 
We are sorry to see, in the Journal of 

the Royal Agricttltural Society for 1947, an 
apparent cession to the short-distance temp­
tations of mechanisation and general special­
isation. In particular, Mr. C. S. Orwin hat 
a characteristically unsympathetic reference 
to small holdings. 

Professor J. B. Buxton, in an article on 
Bovine Tuberculosis, nowhere warns farmers 
of the notorious danger of forcing the milk 
yi~ld, although he mentions repeatedly the 
lower incidence of Tuberculosis in beef cattle. 
He gives several authorities for the position 
that tuberculosis can be transmitted from man 
to animal or from animal to animal, but he 
gives no evidence, apart from some obscure 
record in Scotland, that the Bovine type of 
tuberculosis can be transmitted from animal 
to man. 

In view of the determined and tenden­
cious attempts to convince us of the contrary, 
endorsed recently by Lord Woolton, this ab­
sence of satisfactory proof is of great interest. 
Professor Buxton would have enlarged on the 
facts if there were any facts on which to en­
large. 

INVERSION 
What we have sun is an inverted Czarism 

(The Prime Minister on 13th February, 1948) 
Imperious Caesar, in the Kremlin fast, 
Seeks to be fast and faster, 
In futures do his slaves forget the past: 
They leave out Caesar's Master. 

-H.R. 

NOT BEFORE THE CHILDREN 
The British Government is making claim 

against the shippers of snoek found unfit for 
sale to the public. 

The Cape Argus, 27 April, 1948. 
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THE TRUTH ABOUT WORK 
By GEORGE 

ANIMALS, machines and natural forces 
work. But this essay is concerned with 

the work of men-human beings. Although 
men possess with the animal and inanimate 
creation properties in common, and the activ­
ities of both resemble each other in so many 
ways that these resemblances may give rise to 
an idea that in man there are two natures, a 
higher and a lower, although these common 
properties can in man be so developed as to 
hide his distinguishing character, there is 
only one nature in man. It is necessary to 
understand what this nature is in order to 
distinguish man's work from the work of 
animate or inanimate creation. 

Man 's nature is that of a rational animal 
-spiritual material. These two elements are 
organically united to form an integral whole. 
~ach element in its own sphere is equally 
Important. Man's spiritual nature, manifest­
ed by i~tellect-the power of reasoning, and 
free w1ll-the power of choice, raise him 
above other created things to the dignity of a 
person;_ i.e., an intelligent, free and respon­
sible bemg. The w tellect by virtue of adver­
tence to the dictates of reason is able to make 
~judgment as to the rightness of any action­
Its conformity with his rational nature and 
the will by virtue of its freedom is able to 
choose t? accept or reject this judgment. This 
IS what Is meant by responsibility. Praise or 
blame, encouragement or shame follow from 
the_ use of responsibility. The morality of an 
actiOn means its accord with right reason. 

So much for man's nature considered as 
an ~ndividual pers?n· But man is not merely 
an mdJ vidua~, he Is also a social being. With ­
out society h1s nature would be stultified and 
lack the means necessary for his deve~opment 
an? perfection. Society may be defined as the 
hvmg together of intelligent beings who co­
?perate to_ ~stabhsh those material and spir­
Itual condltlons which will best promote the 
development and perfection of all who belono­
to society. This purpose of society is called 
he Common Good, as distinct from the 

Public or the Private Good. In the concrete 
the Common Good is the sum total of ad­
vantages whicn by reason of co-operation con­
cerns all who ?elong to society. Co-operation 
means the willing activity of two or more 
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intelligent beings for a common end 
purpose. Thus man's activities are not 0 fr 
personal but social. n Y 

Considered from the natural aspect alo 
the nature of man is different in kind as w~~~ 
as degree from other created beings. Further­
more, the Author of Nature has by G . . . ~~ 
raised man to a still higher plane than the 
natural-the supernatural plane. Raised from 
a natural to a supernatur:1l destiny ma · 

ff d . ' n Is 
o ere grace, wh1ch does not supersede or 
destroy nature but fulfils and perfects it It 
IS offered to all who accept the means. Thus 
th~ nature of man embraces in one complete 
unity th~ bfe of grace, the life of the spirit 
and the life of the body-material life Th 
h . . . ese 

t ree umted m that order of primacy d 
. d' 1 . ' an acong accor mg y, Is the subject of man's life 

and ':"ork. The order is hierarchic and the 
functiOns of ea~h knit inseparably with the 
others. There lS a co~respondence between 
what happens on the higher plans with what 
happens on the lower, and vice versa. 

Objectively, i.e., in reality, man's pur­
pose or re~so~ for exi_ste~ce is the Glory of 
God. Sub~ect!vely or Incidentally it is man's 
o~n happwess. From the moment of h. 
birth . until his dea~h. man is ever striving aft~~ 
~appmess. _By _Divme Providence the objec­
tive ~nd _subJectlve are organically united. Do 
God s ~111 ~nd ~appiness follows. That order 
of action IS vital and must be preserved 
Should man give precedence to his ow~ 
happmess bef~re God's will, the unity is des­
troyed and disorder and disease follow in 
place of happiness. With the exception of 
man everyt~ing in nature obeys God's law. 
Man alone IS free to disobey and we know 
from the doctrine of The F;ll somewhat of 
the chaos and suffering which has resulted 
from man's rebelling against the law. It is 
not to my purpose to deal with the doctrine 
o~ the Fall except to state that this rebellion 
did n_ot change the nature of man; that the 
pror:used Redeemer did come, by whose 
ments men might restore the order which 
~as l?~t; and that while it would be an 
ImbeCility or worse to refuse to co-operate in 
God's Redemption, it is no less so to be com­
placent about 0e evils surrounding us to-dav. 
on the assumption that they are the results of 

Adam's sin, when in great measure they are 
the result of our own. 

With this outline of the nature and pur­
pose of man, the nature and purpose of 
human work can be examined. Work is that 
activity applied to other natures in order that 
man may perfect himself firstly as a person­
a free responsible being and under God a 
creator, and secondly as a member of society. 
The order is important, but the two are not 
separate. They are organically united. The 
one flows from the other, as do the two great 
commandments of the law, love God and love 
your neighbour. The spiritual constituent of 
man, the intellect and the will, being free of 
matter and independent, is naturally im­
mortal and has the primacy over man's mater­
ial constituent which is naturally mortal and 
is the instrument of the soul. Thus before 
all else, human work must be personal. Work 
must reflect in itself man's love of Reality, 
Truth, Goodness, etc., and for its perfection, 
Charity. The love of God. The love of his 
neighbour is reflected by his work being j!Ood 
in itself and of service to society which is 
bound by the same law as himself. "Work is 
not a punishment, a curse, or enslavement, 
but the co-operation of the labourer with his 
Creator and Redeemer'' says Canon Cardijn 
It is a human activity and must conform to 
the laws governing human acts, acts which 
flow from a free will with the knowledge and 
understanding of the end and purpose, and 
as such · have an eternal value. Man is the 
only person with a material constituent in 
his being-, and therefore for the full develop­
ment of his personality-his humanity-:-he 
needs material things to which he can apply 
the full combined powers of mind and body. 
This is so because his actions as applied to 
material thin)!s are his own actions only when 
he is free to treat those things as he wishes. 
Because of his animal nature he needs and 
therefore has a right to ·consumptive prop­
erty. Because of his nature as a human per­
son he has a right to productive property. 
Human labour and private property are the 
foundations without which no sound society 
can exist economically or otherwise. The form 
of private property may change, but its 
essence must always be stable-the effective 
ownership and control of the means to exer­
cise one's responsibilities. On the extent to 
which these two foundations are buttressed, 

~ will the well-being or man and society 
flourish. On the extent to \vhich they are 
neglec ed, according to that rrteasttre will man 
and society decay. 

Until about 400 years ago these principles 
were accepted by the whole of Christian 
Europe and even outside Christianity many 
of them as part and parcel of the Natural 
La~. For the most part the common man 
r~tamed. them un?l comparatively recent 
times . etther conscwusly or unconsciously. 
Man 1s perfected by virtue and the normal 
man whose search for The Kingdom of God 
and His Justice was mainlv confined to his 
work, his family and his fellow workmen. 
sharers in his work, realised that virtue and 
his oerfection was developed chieflv in his 
work. "Work is the normal means of serving 
God," said Cardinal Hinslev in one of his 
~dvent Pastorals. Justice, Temperance, For­
titude were all called for if he was to be a 
good workman. Any craftsman to-day knows 
this, and all should be craftsmen. All those 
virtues which go to "make a man" of him 
are to be found in any work of which he is 
Pot ashamed or which is not beneath the 
dignity of a responsible being. "He $poke 
the truth with his lips and two hands," said 
Piers Plowman. "Act;On$ speak louder than 
words," is a phrase which was often he;:~rd. 
That sp~ech to-day for a vast and increasing 
numher Is the soeech of the ton.(roe-tied. That 
speech which should be louder than words­
human acts-is mutilated and frustrated. If 
we examine the nature of the work which 
men are -called upon to do under the present 
industrial system. can it honestlv be said that 
it is human activity? Under this svstem men 
are deprived of speech of mind and hand and 
are more and more constrained to behave as 
p-ramop~oncs, their animal nature providin_l! 
the motive power, to turn out the songs and 
meeches of those who call the tune. wind 
them up. oil them when they screech, and 
even provide them with "pious" records 
occasionally. for God will not be elimi11ated 
al~og-ether. As the industrial system develops, 
With its consequent impersonal labour, so 
more and more it tends to what is termed 
mass-production. This in its turn develops 
from simple sub-division of increasinglv 
irresponsible productive operations to a still 
greater and greater division, each operation 
so designed to relieve the workman from the 
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exercise of anything except animal activity. 
"Foolproof" is the ter:n used. Human char­
acteristics are not reqUired. 

Strangely enough there are those ~h~, so 
long as they themselves are not the v1cttms, 
either defend or are complacent about the 
system on the plea that those working in it 
are able to serve not only society by provid­
ing for its needs, and are thereby doing a 
good work, b~t also are ab!e to ser~e God by 
offering up th1s work to H1m. Th1s suggests 
(1) that God's plan for human beings can be 
set aside for the benefit of society, and that 
society can be developed by doing so; (2) 
That God can be honoured by the degrada­
tion of human beings; and (3) that it is of 
secondary or of no importance that the work, 
so far as the victim is concerned, should be 
human. Except where man has lost or been 
robbed of his sense of dignity, such work is 
repugnant to him. It deprives him of his 
right to manifest manliness in his work, and 
where he is of good will throws him back on 
to disincarnate internal religion, an unsought 
and undesired manicheism, the soul disunited 
with or revolting against the body, and vice 
versa. The work is not his own in any sense 
other than its being an activity exercising the 
instinct he shares in common with irrational 
animals and is not specifically human. Man 
cannot offer to God what is not his to offer. 
His work is only his own in so far as his 
reason and will have freely co-operated in the 
work. Human work is not merely applied 
physical or nervous energy. 

The "Sunday Times" of 10th August, 
1947, contained an article written by the 
Cardinal Archbishop of Westminster in 
which he emphasised the dignity of the 
person and went on to say: "It is because he 
brings to his work not only the faculties of 
his body but those of his mind and spirit that 
his labour of whatever sort it may be is 
endowed with a dignity of its own. This has 
special significance for those who are engaged 
in dull and monotonous work. If behind the 
work there is a real love of God and a desire 
to serve others by that work, then it doe-sn't 
greatly matter what the work may be. We 
at·e all children of God." 

The italicised words, isolated from their 
context, have been used by some concerned 
to defend the modern industrial system, a~ 
supporting the contention that the dull and 
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monotonous work entailed in that system, 
particularly in what is called mass-production, 
is quite legitimate. That the essential factor 
is that man should bring to his work the 
faculties of mind and spirit before it can be 
human is not considered. The essential factor 
in mass-production-the elimination of the 
human element, in favour of the mechanical 
-is conveniently forgotten. 

Mass-production is the prostitution of the 
man to economic or other material motives 
and is spiritually contraceptive. To eliminate 
the person and say it does not greatly matter 
what the work may be, is degrading and 
absurd and provides an opening for all 
manner of injustice and oppression. Human 
work demands the use of the intellect and 
free will in the work itself, and before it can 
be in accord with human dignity must of 
necessity be orientated in accord with God's 
plan for the man working and for society. 
Again a half truth has been expressed which 
runs like this: "There will always be degrees 
of personalness in man's work. A doctor will 
always remain closer to his patients than an 
engine-driver to his passengers," and similar 
examples. This misses the essential relation­
ship between man and his work. Normally 
and naturally it is in his work that man is 
called upon to "seek the Kingdom of God." 
The grace of Sacraments enlightens his mind 
and strengthens his will in this search for 
Reality, Truth and Goodness in his work. 
The difference between the doctor and the 
docker or engine-driver is only in the material 
they are called upon to use and the conse­
quent reactions of their material. The doctor's 
material may manifest more easily a greater 
social reaction, although this may be more 
apparent than real. The individual "person­
alness" demanded is the same from one man 
as from another, i.e., the whole. Where 
society demands some of this to be sacrificed, 
it may do so only in order to enhance the 
Common Good and so ultimately of the 
individual's personality. Would any sane 
person claim that such can be said of the 
industrial system? No one in his senses would 
suggest that the industrial system can be 
changed overnight, but to be complacent 
about it or to defend it even half-heartedlv 
by "pious" half-truths is a betrayal of God, 
man and society. 

It is of interest to note that recently, 
when both France and Italy were in grave 
danger of the Communist "menace," the 
Catholic Authorities emphasised the need and 
right of all men to private property. Private 
property and industrialism cannot exist side 
by side for any length of time. One or other 
must go under. In the natural sphere private 

WHAT IS 
By S. E. 

VISCOUNT Astor and B. Seebohm Rown­
tree, in the preface to British Agricul­

ture, wrote: "Experiments have been con­
ducted at Rothamsted in which wheat was 
grown on three plots of ground which had 
organic manure, chemical manure, and no 
manure respectively. No difference in quality 
of the grain could be noted ... " 

No argument on humus v artificials is 
complete without this reputed Rothamsted 
research being produced as a trump card with 
inferences to suit the circumstances. Such 
inferences are in general so misleading that 
it is high time the truth about this experiment 
was told. 

In the first trial of the kind at Rotham­
sted, wheat was grown on three small plots 
for one year only, the soil treatment being as 
noted in the first paragraph. Tests of the 
wheat were made by Dr. Harris of the Dunn 
Nutritional Laboratory, University of Cam 
bridge, and published in the Journal of Agri-· 
cultural Science, Vol. 24 (1934), p. 410. The 
only tests .made were, however, for Vitamin 
Br potency by the heart-rate method using 
rats. There was no appreciable difference in 
this respect between the grain from the three 
plots. But are there any grounds for sug­
gesting BI potency is indicative of qualit} r 

Dr. Harris observed that the Vitamin B 1 

potency of wheat was not significantly in­
fluenced by soil treatment, a deduction with 
which no one will cavil. He did not say 

TPK produces grain of the same quality as 
farm-yard manure. 

Subsequently Dr. Harris' conclusion was 
confirmed in further experiments made by 
one of his students, P. C. Leong, recorded in 
the Biochemical Journal , Vol. 33 (1939), P· 
1397. from tests on both wheat and barley. 
The Bradycardia method was again used. 

property is the buttress of man's freedom and 
an essential if man's spirit is not to be chain­
ed. Can we not preach and work towards a 
restoration of ownership with all the liberty 

and responsibility that it gives? If we arc 

not doing this, what is our objection to Com. 
munism? 

QUALITY? 
EEDHAM 

RESULTS 

I.U. Vitamin Br per g. (of whole meal flour) 
Treatment Wheat Barley 

1935 1935 1936 
Farmyard manure 1.2 2.0 1.1 
No manure r.o 1.1 o.8 
Complete mineral 1.3 1.3 o.8 
Complete mineral plus 

sulphate of ammonia. .. 1.2 1.1 o.8 
Sulph. of ammonia only 1.2 1.1 1.1 

If these results show that artificials are 
as good as farm-yard manure, they equally 
show that artificials are no better than noth­
ing, since untreated plots gave similar results. 
Whilst Vitamin B1 potency is a quality of 
grain, as is iron content, that it is no criterion 
of quality as a whole, or nutritive quality, is 
evident since it is not affected by soil treat­
ment. No rational person could suggest that 
the quality of crops is unaffected by soil 
treatment-that is to say, that fertility merely 
affects quantity. 

The actual tests and observations made 
b) I ~ 2 rris and Leong are so different from 
the references customarily seen that you may 
well question if the Harris and Leong experi­
ments can be what is referred to and ask 
"Isn't there something else?" The writer can 
confidently state after correspondence with 
Rothamsted that these are the only experi­
ments which can possibly be meant. 

An interesting feature of P. C. Leong's 
tests is the way in which farm-yard manure 
runs away from all competitors in the first­
year test with barley. As it was not repeated 
in 1936, it was assumed to be of no signfi­
cance. Had there been a 1937 test, in which 
another good sample of farm-yard manure 
(containing possibly "ready-made" Vitamin 
B1) had been used, the whole experiment 
might have "come unstuck." Is it possible 
tlut Rothamsted :~ccident:1llv got ho1r! of 
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some farm-yard manure from animals fed on 
the products of humus-fertilized soil? There 
must have been a reason for the result 

If only that elixir of spring-sulphate of 
ammonia-could have thrown up such a 
result! How gleefully should we be told 
that it was twice as good as fa rm-yard 
manure! 

That Vitamin B1 potency is not signifi­
cantly affected by soil treatment is a godsend 
to anyone who wishes to "prove scientific­
ally" that one soil treatment is as good as 
another. An "Advisory Chemist" in the 
controversy which raged for a time in the 
Farmer and Stock-Breeder wrote (2oth Feb­
ruary, 1945, p. 308): "Rothamsted results 
show that wheat and barley grown on land 
receiving farm-yard manure annually showed 
no superiority in Vitamin B content over that 
grown on land which had received only 
artificials for eighty years.'' Convincing to 
the uninformed, but meaning precisely noth­
ing. 

There is no need to discredit these tests 
by pointing out the small plots, the one or two 
year duration, or the unreliability of the 
Bradycardia ' method. Consider it as good 
research. It has no bearing on the farm-yard 
manure v NPK controversy. If the tests were 
repeated with farm-yard manure, or better 
Indore compost, provided by someone who 
knew as much about it as the chemists know 
about their chemicals, the result might, of 
course, be different. The 1935 barley test is, 
I suggest, prophetic. 

But if Vitamin B1 content is no~ quality, 
what is? 

Sir John Russell, writing on Broadbalk 
in the Autumn 1943 Countryman said, anent 
the quality of grain produced by farm-yard 
manure and artificials, "Many careful tests 
have been made, but so far no difference has 
ever been found." (You will observe, of 
course, that independent research by McCarri­
son, Rowland and Wilkinson, Pfeiffer, etc., 
is overlooked). This statement has many 
echoes. In fact, whenever a discussion on 
the subject takes place in correspondence 
columns or public meetings, we can be sure 
that before long some chemist who believes 
!-::-llogica l questions can be resolved by 
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chemical analysis will pop up and claim he 
has made careful tests and can find no differ­
ence in quality. This, far from being a coup 
de grace, simply shows the chemist is less 
gifted in this respect than any old cow which, 
if turned into a pasture part manured with 
organics and part with chemicals, will un­
erringly detect the difference in quality and 
crop the former preferentially and exclusively. 

When we talk of baking quality or malt­
ing quality, we mean the degree of fitness for 
that purpose. Similarly, when we speak of 
the quality of foodstuffs in general terms, we 
mean their nutritive value. This can only 
be determined by the degree of growth, 
health and fertil ity induced in successive 
generations of the stock of human beings to 
which they are fed. Where the difference is 
marked, short-term tests may, of course, give 
valuable indications. But in the light of 
present knowledge to suggest that laboratory 
tests without submission to Nature can deter­
mine nutritive quality appears more than 
somewhat conceited. 

TESTMONY FOR EXTREMISTS 
The temptation in looking at the piled­

up horrors is to concentrate on the famous 
and important victims, whereas the pogrom 
extended to the whole population. In the 
ruling Party, 1,8oo,ooo members and candi­
dates were expelled, which was more than 
half the total in these classifications .. . At 
least eight million more, Consomol members 
and non-Party people, were liquidated. 

In know, moreover, that millions who 
escaped the purge were maimed in their 
minds and wounded in their spirits by the 
fears and the brutalities amidst which they 
lived. For sheer scale, I know of nothing in 
all human history to compare with this pur­
poseful and merciless persecution in which 
tens of millions Russians suffered directly or 
indirectly. Genghis Khan was an amateur, 
a muddler, compared to Stalin. The Kremlin 
clique had carried through a ruthless war on 
their own country and people. 

From I Chose Freedom by Victor 
Kravchenko. 

THE LAST OF THE RE"c\LISTS 
G. K. CHESTERTON AND HIS WORK 

By HAROLD ROBBINS 
Continued from Vol. 15, No. 1. All rights are reserved to the author 

Chapter 4 
THE MAN'S WORK 

Prince, let me place these gyves upon your wrtsts, 
While common Christian people get some tun: 
Then go and join your damned •Theosophists. 
It will not matter when the fight is won. 

I 

THERE has been much unfruitful speculation 
about the influence which Hilaire Belloc had 

on Gilbert Chesterton's development. There 
seems to have been little about the influence of 
Chesterton on Belloc. Neither need detain us 
long. It seems quite clear that the essential line 
of Chesterton's social thought was drawn and 
well drawn. in isolation before they met. It may 
be summarised under these heads-

The existence and the fatherhood of God. 
The dominance of man's will over society. 
The concept of ma.'l as an integral person. 
The usc of natural things to Induce ma:1 to 

rec' aim his rightful position. 
The likelihood that the common man was 

right. against the expert. 
Dat~s are irrelevant, as v:ell as unnrofi table. 

The fact that Chesterton was explicit on a point 
only after meeting B~lloc does not mean that he 
owed it to Belloc. any more than does the con­
verse. But we may assume, perhaps. that Belloc 
did bring it home to Chesterton that whereas 
he had evolved a system from his !nne· conscious­
ness. actually it was the same as that social 
doctrine of the Church which is implicit. and 
shOltld be explicit. in all Catholic statement .. 
Which is moreover, the same as is developed 
under the. clumsy name of Distributism. 

Nothins; would be more delightful or con­
genial to the mind of Chesterton than the idea 
t.hat he had stumbled of himself on the world's 
most reasoned and permanent conviction. that 
as he savs in Manalive . .a man shollld hnvc 
walked ro1.tnd the world to find himself at home. t 

We shall h ave to notice, later, a strikim; 
example of the fact that these two great minds 
were so dis1;imilar in stRtement as to nt'~"'l"de 
collaboration. The Chesterbelloc. where Belloc 
wrotR. an<l Chesterton drew, is the only type of 
collaborntion in existence. But that Is not to 
sav that. these minds did not influence earh 
nt.her. Thl'lt i« as far as we can go with or~fit. 
n~tR«. a<; I R~id. ::~re quite iJTelevant. Hav1ng 
~""t.abli1;hed this. let us proceed to con.:;i~ering 
the structure in Chesterton's mind and hts. con­
cept in" of whrtt work this imoosed U?On h1m. 

There wilt be little understandmg of l1 is 
aonroach to the filet that man wa:; J;orn f_rec. 
bnt. if; everywhere in chains. unle~s 1t 1s reallsed 
thAt the fact.<; ml'Jde-and keot-hi"1 both a11~ 
fl.nrt contemntu01JS. Not. for l1im t'he cool. calm 
~nd rollected manner which is held or affected 
in other auarters. No decent man can be calm 

~ Jot· renubli<~hed. ~o far as I know. 
comnare the stri -ing P"''"llel in Eric Gill's 

Autobiography (e.g., p. 190). 

-<A Ballade by G.K.c.>• 
in the face or such stupendous and sustained 
injustice as modern man finds all round him. 
This attitude in him was too sustained and too 
reasonable to be a mood. We can see it best, 
perhaps, in his verse. for even on a hostile 
criticism, it is too Immediate to be posed, and 
too angry to be respectable. Brief indication is 
given accordingly. 

Of the fallacy of modern approach : 
The way to love my fellow man 
And hate my next-door neighbour. 

-<The World State). 

1'f our vain haste has smothered homes In houses, 
As our va:n creeds have smothered man in men. 

-(The Buried City). 

Of his own boundless charity for his fellows: 
Sunder me from my soul that I may see 
The sins like streaming wounds, the life's brave 

beat: 
Till I shall save myself, as I would save 
A stranger In the street. 

-(The Sword of Surprise). 

Of the modern lack of hope and freedom : 
Darkens the world: the world-old fet ters rattle; 
And these that have no hope behind the sun 
May feed like bondsmen and may breed like 

cattle, 
One in the darkness as the dead are one. 

-(A Wedding In War-time). 
We have seen wherever the wide wind spoke, 
Slaverv slaying the English folk: 
The robbers O'f land we have seen command, 
The rulers of land obey. 

-<On the Downs). 

And of the new hope : 
Had found the place where London ends and 

England can begin. 

Crying that an men at the last and at the worst 
and at the last, 

Had found the place where England ends and 
England can begin. 

-(The Old Song). 
Rending and ending of things gone rotten. 

-(On the Downs). 

· Of the battle ahead : 
And all your thoughts be soft and white 

As the wood of the white tree 
But if they tear the Charter. 

Let the tocsin speak for me. 
-(The Carpenters). 
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Pa!l'lt mighty things, paint paltry things, 
Paint silly things or sweet, 

But if they break the Gha.rter 
You may slay them in the street. 

<The Painters). 
But if men doubt the Charter, ye shall 

Call on the crusade-
Trumpet and torch anct catapult cannon 

And bow and blade, 
Because it was my challenge to all tbe 

Things I made. 
-(A Christmrus Song). 

Faces C1f men-«nct swords. 
-<A Song of Swords). 

The feast of friends, the candle-fruited tree, 
I have not failed to honour, and I say 
It would be better fol" such men as we. 
And we be nearer Bethlehem, if we lay 
Shot dead on scarlet snows for liberty, 
Dcf:.d in the daylight upon Christmas Day. 

-<Sonnet to a Popular Leader). 

o r the aLtack on the Family: 
But mother is happy turning a crank 
That increases the balance at somebody's bank; 
And I feel satisfaction that mother is free 
From the sinister task of attending to me. 

For mother is dancing up forty-eight floors 
For love of the Leeds International Stores. 

-(Songs of Education: The Creche). 
For he will learn, if he will try, 
The deep interior truths whereby 
We rule the Commonwealth. 
What is the Food Controller's fee 
And whether the Health Ministry 
Are in it for their health. 

-<Songs of Education: Citizenship). 

Of the tragedy following the expulsion from 
the land: 
The people they left the land, the land, 
But they went on working hard; 
And the village green that had got mislaid, 
T urned up in the squire's back-yard. 
But twenty men of us all got work 
On a bit or his motor-ear; 
And we 2.11 became. wi th the world's acclaim 
The marv-ellous mugs we are. 

The marvellous mugs, miraculous mugs, 
The mystical mugs we are. 

-(Songs of Education: History). 

Of the tragedy of mechanisation: 
And though the sullen engines swing, 
Be you not much afraid, my friend. 
This did not end by Nelson's urn 
Whm'e an immortal England sits­
Nor where voLtr tall young men in tum 
Drank death like wine at Austerlitz. 
And when the pedant bade us mark 
What cold mechanic happenings 
M11st come. our souls said In the dark 
"Belike; but there are likelier things." 

-(To HU!aire Belloc). 
All the wheels are thine, master-tell 

The wheels to run! 
Yea! the wheels are mighty gods­

Set them going then! 
We are onlv men, master. have you heard 

Of men? 
-(The Song of the Wheels). 
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Of the pride and oppression called social 
service: 
Because a Doctor Otto Maehr 
Spoke of "a segregated few•'-
Anct you sat smiling in your chair­
It shall not be forgiven you. 

-<Ballade d 'une Grande Dame). 
Pride and a little scratching pen 
H:tve dried and split the hearts of men. 

-(Ballad of the White Horse). 

And finally, to make an end of what could 
be endless. the deadly warning to the powerrul 
that the English people are indestructible. and 
that their revolution haG not yet taken place: 
But we are the peop'e of En~land ; and 

We have not spoken yet. 
Smile at us pav us paM us. But 

Do not quite forget. 
-(The Secret People1. 

When death is on your drums. Democra"v 
r."ld with one rush of slaves ttoe worlrj ~~ fl·ee: 
we sh1111 remember. perhaps that. Chesterton 
thank God was not respectable. He was not a 
mere man err letters. He was a herald indeed 
but a Herald of Revolt : he was a noet. who mn~ 
of realltv : a writer, foreseeing the doom that 
f~~es us now. 

II 
A statement based on Chesterton's 0 w, 

words. on the nature and extent of the work t.o 
be done, might send us raneing over the whole 
vast extent of his writing. This would be fascin­
ating for the present writer, but as the whole 
purpo_<>e of this chapter is to urge the reader to 
studv Chesterton's own convictions for himsel f. 
more accessible reference !~ desirable. Fort11n. 
ately !or our purpose, he set down in one of his 
snorter books, all we need to quote 1rom here. 
It wUl be the present writer's great reward if 
what follows induces re9ders to study closely 
The Outline of Sanit11 (Methuen, 1926). 

For a correct setting, we must allude to 
event.~ described more fullv in chapter 6. 

In Seotember, 1926, the Dlstributist. Leaswe 
was founded. It was clear th ll t O"le of the im­
"'"'rliat.e needs was a Distrlbut1st Manifesto and 
ProQ!ramme. The ori~inal ExecuUve Committre 
heJ<i t.hat this 1;hould be oroducerl in collabora­
t.lon h' ' Che..~tf'rton P.nd B!'llor. a~ bein~ tht> mn•• 
~nthoritatlve Jlvfn£r Distrlhntists. Not. on'" oid 
1t not occur t-o the Commlttep thA-t. collahorat.in'1 
h-"'tWE'f'"l th"""' two preat. but. rlissimilA.r min<i~ 
was imoo~iblf' it. did nnt OC<'"'" to th .. ml"lii~ 
t.'lemse1VPS. DurinP: this PP"iOd Bf'llor. wn~ 
!l 1 ~·:av<; savi"lo: t.hRt he mn~t. have a word with 
Gtl1'6rt <'n t.h'! point. and Chestert.on was ~>lw~vs 
s<tvlng t.hat. he must. hBve a w"rd wit.h Hila,.v 
Natvrallv. th<> Manifesto and Programme were 
not. fnrthcoming. 

It hns alwavs been clear to mP. that Che.~ter­
ton was the first to realise this. althou~h he harl. 
nnt lliven 110 hone of such a work bv other hands 
(this noint. is follower~ out 1n chapter 6) 

At. all -ewmts. he oroduced at the. enn nt 
!926. Th~ OutlinP nt Sanitv. writtf'n 110 largelv 
~ .... m p..t ir 1A<l whl~h han aol)eared alreadv in 

G.K 's Weekl11. It !.~ r> magnificent. a clear · anrl 
n. verv prart.lcal st.Q.tement. of our aims ann 
(ll)i~tiv~ . I t is o11it .. adprmr>t.P on what lt n,.,._ 
oort~ to be-1m outline in bol<i strol{es whi,.h 
, ...... .. t') ~ filled in l~>ter. tt oi~connts. heavnv 
and ln advance, almost all the objections levelled 

I , 

later at the only Social Sanity. One is lett with 
the impression that 1ew of the critics had 
troubled to read it. 

The note which he prefaced to the book 
gives both its scope and its hope : 

"This book is not arranged with any resem­
blance to a political programme being a general 
controversy with those who dlSpute the ideals 
behind such a programme. A table of particular 
proposals will be set out in pamphlet form 1n 
the Basis shortly to be published at 20 and 21 
Essex Street, by the League for the Defence of 
Liberty by the Restoration of Property." 

Chesterton lunges straight at the heart of 
his opponents i.n his opening sentences. It is 
characteristic that he does not begin with defini­
tions. They come later. 

"I have been asked to republish these notes 
as a rough sketch of certain aspects of the 
institution of Pt; vate Property. now so completely 
forgotten a.mid the journalistic jubilations over 
Private Enterprise.• The very fact t hat the 
publicists say so much of the latter and so little 
af the former is a measure of the moral tone of 
the times. A pickpocket is obviously a champion 
of private enterprise. But it would perhaps be 
an exaggeration to say that a pickpocket is a 
champion of private property. The point about 
capitalism and Commercialism. as conducted of 
la.te, is that they have really preached the exten­
sion of business rather than the preservation of 
belongings; anct have at best tried to disguise 
the pickpocket with some of the virtues of the 
pirate. The point about Communism is that it 
onlv reforms the pickpocket by forbidding 
pockets." (p. 3). 

"The practical tendency of all tradfl and 
business to-day is towards big commercial com­
binations. often more imperial. more impersonal. 
more international than many a · communist 
commonwealth" (p 4). 

And how prophetic. as well as just. is that 
sentence. Jet recent trials in America reveal. 

"Now I am one of those who believe that the 
r.ure of centralisation is decentralisation. It has 
been described as a paradox. There is apparently 
something elvish and fantastic about saving that 
when capital has come to be too much in the 
hand nf tbe fpw, t'le t•lv,ht thing ;, to reotm· .. It, 
into the hands c:Jf the many. The Socialists 
wonln nut it in the hand~ of even fewer neop1e· 
hnt tho~e people wnul<l be politicians, who (as 
we know) alwavs administer it in the interests 
of t"" manv" (po. 4-5). 

Then we !let the ~efinitions: Capitalism is 
"That economic condition in which there Is s> 
r.'"f'-~ of capitalists. roughly recognisable and 
relativelv sm~ll. in whose possession so mnch of 
t.he caoital is concentrated as to neceositote a 
verv J~>t'"e majorit.v nf the l'itizens serving those 
ca pit<tli•t.~ for a wage•• (p. 5). 

And Socialism in which we must now include 
communism, since they are degrees of the same 
thing: 

"Sodalism is a svstem which makes the 
r.oroorat.e 11nitv of societ.v respon~:ible for all it.~ 
economk nrnoesses, or all tho~e a!Jectl.ng life and 
e~~ent.i l'l l living . . . A Socialist Government is 
onP whid1 I'~ it,~ n$>tL're nnes l'\f'\t. tnle,..,• .. ""v 
trne and T"fll opposition. For there the Govem­
mp.-, t, nrovldf'" evervthin~: and it i~ ::~.bsurd to a.!:k 
::~. Govermrent to 1Jrovide an opposition" (pp 7-8). 

• The f'XOrE*'sion in g-eneral use by Big Business 
in 1946. I it>vite mv rp<~nf''"" to note as they 
occur many cases of this kind. 

And bt the essence Of D1str1butlsm : 
"Opposition and rebelllon depend on prop. 

erty and liberty. They can only be tolera.ted 
where other rights have been allowed to strike 
root, besides the central right of the ruler. Those 
rights must be protected by a morality which 
even .the ruler will hesitate to defy. The critic 
of t:h.e s t.ate can only exist where a religious 
sense of r1ght protects his claim to his own bow 
and spear; or at least, to his own pen or his own 
prmt!ng press" (p. 8). 

"About fifteen years ago a few of us began 
to preach ... a policy of small distributed 
property (which has since assumed the awkward 
but accurate name of Distributism) . . . . the 
truth is that the coi?-ception that small property 
evolve$ into capitalism is a precise picture of 
what practically never takes place. . . . IndUS­
trial servitude has almost everywhere arisen in 
those empty spaces where the older civilisation 
was thin or absent. . . The explanation of the 
conti~uity of peasantries (which their opponents 
are s1mply forCed to leave unexplained) is that 
where that independence exists. it is valued 
exactly as any other dignity is valued when it is 
regarded as normal to a man" Cpp 9-11-15). 

Note the very acute point about Industrial 
servitude growing up In the waste places of the 
world. It has been far too little considered. Even 
in England it began in the north rather than in 
the south. To the stated examples we should 
now have to add Russia. 

"I disregard the view that any such 
'reaction• cannot be. I hold the old mystical 
dogma that what Man has done, Man can do .. . 
If we cannot go back, it hardly seems worth 
while to go forward. . . . But it is strange that 
some of us shoUld have seen sanity, if only in 
a vision while the rest go forward chained 
eternally to enlargement without liberty and 
progrpss without hope" (p 19). 

"Capitalism is contradictory as soon as it is 
complete ; because it is dealing with the mass o! 
men In two opposite ways at once. When most 
men are wage~mers. it is more and more diffi­
cult for most men to be customers" (p 27). 

That essential dilemma the modern world 
has now reached. It is trying or will try, to 
escape from it by adopting progressively the 
principles of Communism. As we can ~Rv but. 
Chesterton could not. Communism will also fail 
because the momentum of the machines cannot 
be checked without disaster. and cannot continue 
without resort to war. To this point we shall 
return. 

"They are always telling us that this or that 
tradition has gone for ever: t.hat this or that 
creed has gone for ever; but they dare not face 
the fac t that their own vull:tar and huckstering 
commerce has gone for ever" (p 31). 

· "We are choosing between a peasantry that 
miaht. snc<'""d and a commerce that has already 
failed" (p 32). 

"I think it not unlikely that in any case a 
simpler social li'fe will return ; even if it returns 
by the road of ruin" (p 33). 

With the groundwork so made good he pro­
ceeds to make it clear that there are two distinct 
stages in his prooosals. and that the distinction 
must be kept always in mind• There is the 
• "I have repeatedly-ask~ the reader to~ 

ber that my general view of our Potential future 
divides itself into two parts. F irst there is the 
policy of reversing. or even merely of resisting, 
the modern tendencv to monopoly or the con­
centration of capital" (p 151). 
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tlnal stage of the fui ly propertied, sane and 
simple society, which we must keep a lways in 
mind as the gOOd in wh ich we are to repose. 
And there is the road to itr-what anyone could 
do there and then in 1926, and even here and 
now In 1946. The essence of this first stage is to 
r everse the trend. That whereas law and prac­
tice have been made to favour the laJ·~ against 
the small, we must begin to insist that a ll law 
and pract ice !avow· the small against the large. 
As my friend Kenrick said in a brilliant phrase 
we must begin by "Taxing the Size." 

"We believe that if things were released, the 
world would recover ; but we a lso believe ... . 
that if things even begin to be released, they will 
begin to recover" (p 38). 

"Tha t is why we have so often taken. merely 
as a working model, the matter of a peasantry" 
( p 39). 

And fin ally, in a passage which we must 
quote at some length he sums up this prc!imin­
ary argument of which no phr?..se can be denied. 
It is even more pointed now than it was twenty 
years ago: it will be our own fault if we fa il to 
make this belated second start. 

"It has advanced under leaders who were 
confident, not to say cocksure. They were quite 
sure thaJt their economic rules were r igid, that 
their political theory was right. that their com­
merce was beneficent, that their parliaments 
were popular, that their press was enligh tened, 
that their science was humane. In this confi­
dence they committed their people to certain new 
and enormous experiments; to making their own 
independent nation an eternal debtor to a. few 
rich men; to piling up private property in heaps 
on the faith of financiers ; to covering their land 
with Iron and stone and stripping it of grass and 
grain; to driving food out of their own country 
in the hope of buying it back again from the 
ends of the earth ; to loading up their little island 
with iron and gold until it w2.s weighted like a 
sinking ship; to let ting the rich grow richer and 
fewer. and the poor poorer and more n umerous : 
to letting the whole world be cloven in two with 
a war of mere masters and mere servants · to 
losin~ every ~ypc of moderate prosper ity ~nd 
candid patnot1sm till there was no independence 
without luxury and no labour without ugliness ; 
to leaving the millions of mankind deoendent on 
indirect and distant discipline and indi.rect and 
distant sustenance, working theml'elve~; to death 
for _they !mew not whom and taking the means 
of life from tbev knew not whei·e; and hanging 
on a thread of alien trade which grew thinner 
and thinner. To the people who have been 
brought into this posi tion many things may still 
be said. It will be righ t to remind them that 
mere wild revolt will m ake things worse and not 
better. It may be true to sav that certain com­
plexities must be tolerated for a time because 
they correspond to other complexities, and the 
two must be carefully simplified together. But if 
I may say one word to the princes and rulers of 
such people. who have led them into such a pass, 
I would sav to them as seriouslv as anything 
was ever sa.id by man to man: 'For God's sake, 
for our sake. but above all for your own sake, 
do not be in this blind haste to een them there 
is no wav out of the trap into which your folly 
has led them: that there is no road except the 
road by which you have brought them to ruin: 
that there is no orogress except the progre~s 
that has ended here. Do not be so eager to 
prove to your hapless vic tims that what is hapless 
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is also hopeless. Do not be so anxious to con­
vince them, now that you are at the end of your 
experiment, that you are also at the end of your 
resources. Do not be so very eloquent , so very 
elaborate so very r aLional and rad iant ly con­
vincin"' in proving th?.t your own error is even 
more irrevocable and in~Cmediable than it is. 
Do not t ry to min imise the industr ial disease by 
showing it is an incurable disease. Do not 
brighten the dark problem of the coal-pit bv 
proving it is a bottomless pit. Do not te ll the 
people there is no way but this; •for many even 
now will not endure this. Do not say to men 
that this alone is possible; for many already 
think it impossible to bear. And at some later 
time, at some eleventh hour, when the faU:s have 
grown darker and the ends have grown clearer 
t he mass of men may suddenly understand into 
what a blind ~liev your progress has led them. 
T'nen they may turn on you in the trap. And if 
t hev bore all else. the might not bear the fina l 
taunt tbat you can do noth in~; that you will not 
even try to do anything. 'What art thou, man, 
and why art thou despairing?' wrote the poet. 
'God 1<hall forgive thee all bu t thv d espair.' Man 
a lso may forgive you for blunderin~; and may not 
forgive y"QU for despairing." (pp. 45-46-47). 

The rest of his analysis falls into four mnin 
heads. 

Some Aspects of Big Business. 
Some Aspects of the Land. 
Some Asoects of Machinery. 
A Note on Emigration . 

. The first ~ectio"!'l is call ed T he B luff of t he 
Rtq Shops. and he rightly puts t.his in the •fore­
fron t beca~;~ it is a thin~t anvone co:: n do to-rlav. 
and because the whole thing is a colol'Sal bluff 
keot going by unscrupulous adver tisements. 
Whatever else is doubtful. it is not dou btful that 
the Combine shops could be closed this week by 
a mere act of will of the ci tizens. They go to 
big shops through habit, through adver tisement 
and through a mere delusion that they get things 
cheaper there. What t hey a.c tually get is one or 
two cheap advert ising lines. and everything else 
a t r ifle dearer. In other words. they depend on 
the validity of Carlyle's dictum about most 
peopl~ in these islands being fools. If they 
' ·eren t . they could still close all the Combine 
s~op<; in a week. 

Our unintelliJ!ent reliance on f! dver t.ising 
wa<; never shown more clea\'lv than dur ing t.he 
r~<'it wf!r. Cnmmerci~.l ndvertisemont~;. o<;ten­
i lbly ber ~ use of th"' shor tac;;e of paper were c11t 
to a min imum. Thev we1'e replaced lar!!'elv bv 
offic ial adver tisement<; paid for ha nosomt>lv 
from public funds. There have not been anv 
more honc."t than thP comm ercial ones. As 
Wh"n the Ministrv of Food found it::>P.l f. bv• its 
own •fault. with a heavv surplus of t.hat objec­
tiOn?.ble veg.etable the carrot. Whilst th i<; surplu~ 
la<;ted. t he newspaPers wer-e full of the illustrflt.ed 
advice of one Doctor Carrot. When the surplus 
had ""011"' Doctor Carrot went also. 

"Capitalism is breaking up: and in one senl'e 
we do not pr~tend to be sorrv it ~~ breaking up. 
Indeed we might put our own point prettv cor­
rectlv by saving that we woul<i help to bre~k it 
uo: but we do not wa nt it merely to b -eak down 
~,~. ~he f;·· ~~ hd •0 ,.,~ io<> i« orec;seiv that : thil t 
tt 1s ~ choice between its bre~.king · ''P anrl ifs 
breakmg_ down. It is a choice between· its being 
vol~;nt:-~ nlv . resolved into its real componrnt 
mn s <tnti 1t.s merelv colll' Dsing on our heads in 
a cr::sh or confusion of all its component par ts, 

wruch 501.ht call Communism and some call 
cha0s" (p 76). 

"I began by enunciating the paradox that 
one way 01 support ing sma.ll shops would be to 
support them" (p 96). 

"By all means let people say that t.hey do 
not think the ideal of the DlstribuUve State is 
worth the risk or even worth the t rouble. But 
do not let them say that no human being in the 
past has even taken any risk; or that no children 
of Adam are capable of taking any t rouble. If 
they chose to take half as much risk to achieve 
justice as they have already taken to achieve 
degradation, il they toiled half as laboriously to 
make anything beautiful as they toiled to make 
everything ugly, ii they had served their God as 
they have served their Pork King and their 
Petrol King, the success af ow· whole Distributive 
democracy woUld stare at the world like one of 
their flaming sky.signs and scrape the sky like 
one of their crazy towers" (pp 102-3). 

THE LAND 
It is desirable here to repeat with some heat, 

as Chesterton was always saying with heat, that 
none of us had ever suggested that everybody 
go on the land. He tended to use the land­
holding in argument for two reasons : one is 
that it is basic, for no opponent is so lacking in 
sense as not to see that unless we eat we cannot 
live and England in particular has neglected 
tb:iS simple basic truth. The other is that it is 
simple and conclusive as an illustration. Every­
body knows what is meant by a peasantry. and 
most people know that if you don't start with a 
peasantry, you do not start at all. 

But Kenrick demonstrated, once and for 
all that the most complete kind of Distributive 
state would mean that one family in three was 
actually on the land. 

Chesterton begins with a truth as surpriSing 
a.s it is neglected. 

"The rea.l peculiarity of England is that it is 
the only country on earth that has not got a 
conservative class. . . . Whatever else an aris­
tocracy is, an aristocracy is never conservative. 
By its very natm·e it goes by fashion rather than 
by tradition. Men living a life of leisure and 
luxury are always eager for new things; we 
might fairly say they would be fools i'f they 
weren't. .And the English aristocrats are bv no 
means fools. They can proudly claim to have 
played a great part in every stage of the intel­
lectual progress that has brought us to our 
present ruin" (p 109). . 

That needed saying. and needed saymg very 
badly. As he goes on to point out at some 
length, peasants are the only class which tends 
of its nature to look all round a change before 
accepting it. The alleged degradation of the life 
Is demolished in the passa~: 

"All experience is against the assertion that 
peasants are dreary and degraded. savages, 
crawling about on all fours, and eiltmg grass 
like the beasts of the field. All over the world, 
for instance there are peasant dances : and the 
dances of peasants are like dances of kings and 
queens. The popular dance is much TIIOre stately 
and ceremonial and full of human d igmt:v than 
is the aristocratic dance. In man:v a modern 
countryside the country folk may still be found 
on high festivals wearing caps like crow~s and 
using gestures like a religious ritual. wh1~e the 
castle or chateau of the lords and ladies IS 
already full of people waddling about like 
monkeys to the noises made by negroes·• (pp 
112·113) . 

The cntics "1\ ho say what a hard thing a 
Land Movement is, will be depressed to find that 
Cnes~.enon said it in the begLu11ng <as indeed 
we all did). 

''We have got to say to ow· friends 'You are 
in for a rough time il you start new farms on 
your own ; but it is the right thing to do ... .' 
there is no way out of the danger except the 
dangerous way" (pp 115-116). 

And those who say we haven't got men in 
towns witn the right attitude should ponder this 
passage. Parallels from almost every town 
might be adduced: 

"Now the whole Of our modern problem is 
very di.fficlllt, and though in one way the agricul­
tural part of it is much the simplest. in another 
way it is by no means the least difficult. But 
this Limehouse affair is a vivid example of how 
we make the difficulty more difficult. We are 
told again and again that the slum-dwellers of 
the big towns cannot merely be tw·ned loose on 
the land, anct that they do not want to go on 
the land, that they have no tastes or turn of 
thought that could make them by any process 
into a people interested in the land that they 
cannot be conceived as having any pleasures 
except town pleasures, or even any discontents 
except the Bolshevism of the towns. And then, 
wnen a wnole crowd of them want to keep 
chickens, we force them to live in fiats. When 
a whole crowd of them want to have fences, we 
laugh and order them of! into communal bar­
r?.Cks. When a whole population wishes to insist 
on palings and enclosures and the traditions of 
private property, the authorities act as if they 
were suppreSsing a Red riot. When these very 
hopeless slum-dwellers do actually set all their 
hopes on a rural occupation, which they can still 
practise even in the slums, we tear them away 
from that occupation and call it improving their 
condition. You pick a man up who has his head 
in a hen-eoop, forcibly set him on giant stilts 
a hundred feet high where he cannot reach the 
ground, and then you say you have savect him 
from misery. And you add that a man like that 
can only live on stilts and would never be inter­
ested in hens" (p 121). 

"Nowhere in th~~ i.o~es have I suggested 
that the1-e is the faintest possibility Of its being 
done. if we do not choose to try'' (p 1231. 

And he goes to the heart of the unscrupulous 
type of modern criticism when he says: 

"When we speak of people leaving the conn .. 
tryside and flocking to the towns. we are not 
judging the case fairly. Something mav b<' 
allowed for a socia.I type tha.t would r>lwavs 
prefer cinemas and picture post cards even to 
property and liberty. But there is nothing con­
clu.sive in the f-act that people prefer to go with­
out property and liberty, with a cinema, to going 
without property and liberty without a cinema" 
(p 126). 

And more portentously still : 
"And it woUld surely modify the modern 

enormity of unemployment. if any large number 
of people were really living on the land, not 
merely in the sense of sleeping on the land but 
of feeding on the land. There will be many who 
maintain that this would mean a very dull life 
compared with the excitements of dying in n 
workhouse in Liverpool ; just as there are manv 
who insist that the average woman is mad€' to 
drudge in the home. without asking whether the 
average man exults in having to drudge in the 
office" ( p 130). 
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Finally and conclusively: 
"I t seems to me a very good thing, in theory 

as well as practice, that there should be a body 
of citizens primarily concerned in producing and 
consuming and not in exchanging. It seems to 
me a part af our ideal, and not merely a part of 
our compromise that there should be in the com­
munity a sort of core not only of simplicity but 
of completeness. Exchange and variation can 
then be given their reasonable place; as they 
were in the old days of fairs and markets. But 
there would be somewhere in the centre of civil­
isation a type that was truly independent; in 
the sense of producing and consuming within its 
own social circle. I do not say that such a com­
plete human life .stands for a complete humanity. 
I do not say that the State needs only the man 
who needs nothing trom the State. But I do say 
that this man who supplies his own needs is 
very much needed. I say it largely because of 
his absence from modern civilisation, that 
modern civilisation has lost unity" (pp 136-137). 

MACHINERY 
Chesterton devoted over forty pages of his 

book to discussing Some Aspects oj Machinery. 
we may conclude perhaps, that he did not 
think the question as it concerns the Distribu­
tive state either irrelevant or unimportant. 
Many critics are ignorant of both Distributism 
and Machinery. They are not debarred thereby 
from assuming a conclusion. Two things are 
quite clear to Chesterton as to every other 
Distributist. In the Distributive State men will 
dominate the machine, and not vice versa. And 
by consequence of putting human quality and 
happiness first , machinery will take a very much 
smaller part in the Distributive State than in any 
other. It is overlooked too often, also, how much 
of modern mechanisation serves merely to main­
tain mechanisation in being-a fruitful thought 
that need not detain us now. 

It follows naturally that prior agreement on 
the precise degree of smallness will never be 
perfect. As he pointed out in G.K.'s WeeklY. the 
Fallacy of the Accumulating Heap does not 
enable us to ascertain at what precise moment a 
heap becomes a hill. It does enable us to insist 
that there is an observable difference between a 
heap and a hill, and that we want one and not 
the other. 

"The evil we are seeking to destroy," he 
begins, "c' ings about in comers, especially in the 
form of catch-phrases by which even the intelli­
gent can easily be caught. one phrase, whic? 
\l"e may hear from anybody at any moment. 1s 
the phrase tha.t such and such a modern institu­
tion has 'come to stay.' It is these half­
metaohors that tend to make us all half-witted" 
( p 141). 

He then develops the famous parable of 
"Uncle Humphrey has come to stay," one af the 
best and jolliest that ever came from his pen. 
Even stripped of its cloth of gold. it needs very 
close study especia.Jiy by the half-witted. He 
points out that "stay" in the sense of afflicting 
a hourebo'd permanently, would not flatter the 
ine;enuitv of its members even if Uncle Hum­
phrev were a real person. If, however. "Uncle 
Humphrey" were actually made artificially out 
of a water-butt a pair of stuffed trousers, and 
so on. and had been put together by the members 
of thp hovsehold themselves, we should be rather 
astonished if that household claimed to be 
utterly unable to terminate his stay. 
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"Before we begin any talk of tbe practical 
problem of machinery, it is necessary to leave off 
trunking like machines. It 1s necessary to begin 
at the beginnlr!g and consider the end. Now we 
do not necessarily wish to destroy every sort of 
machinery. But we do desire to destroy a cer­
tain sort af mentality. And that is precisely the 
sort of mentality that begins by telling us that 
nobody can destroy machinery. Those who begin 
by saying that we cannot abolish the machine 
that we must use the machine, are themselve~ 
refusing to use the mind. The aim of human 
polity is human happlr!ess" (p 144). 

'"If machinery does prevent happiness then 
it is as futile to tell a man trylr!g to mak~ men 
happy that he is neglecting the talents of Ark­
wright, as to tell a man trying to make men 
humane that he is neglecting the tastes of Nero" 
(p 147). 

. "I am not a _fanatic" he adds drily, "and I 
think that machmes may be of considerable use 
in destroying machinery" (p 171). "There is no 
doubt at al] that such dependence for essential 
powe_r on a central plant is a real dependence. 
and 1s therefore a defect in any complete scheme 
of independence" (p 172). 

"Above all, I thlr!k it is vital to create the 
expenence of small property, the psychology of 
small property, the sort of man who is a small 
proprietor. When once men of that sort exist 
they will decide, in a manner very different from 
any mode1n mob, how far the central power­
house is to dominate their own private house or 
whether it need dominate at all" (p 172). ' 

No selection from any part of this book and 
especially from these forty pages could do justice 
to the long series of closely knitted arguments. 
But I hope that enough has been quoted to 
indicate the general line anct send the reader to 
the original. ' 

EMIGRATION 
We must pass briefly to the realistic treat­

ment of the resources of these islands and in 
particular to l'lls anticipation of half-witted 
critics. 

"Nobody supposes that the whole English 
population could live on the English land. But 
everybody ought to realise that immeasurably 
more people could live on it than do live on it" 
(p 187). 

"But it must also be said that many rush to 
the expedient of emigration. just as many rush 
to the expedient of Birth Control, for the per­
fectly simple reason that it is the easiest way in 
which the capitalisl:6 can escape from their own 
blunder of capitalism. They lured men into the 
to~n with the promise of greater pleasures; they 
rumed them there and left them with only one 
pleasure; they found the increase it produced 
at first convenient for labour and then incon­
venient for supply; anct now they are ready to 
round off their experiment in a highly appro­
priate manner, by telling them that they must 
have no families, or that their families must go 
to the modern equivalent of Botany Bay. It is 
not in that spirit that we envisage an element 
of colonization; and so long as it is treated in 
that spirit we refuse to consider it" (p 189). 

In other words. Jet us do first things first. 
No one knows, because no one has tried, how 
many families can be nourished on the soil of 
these islands. It will be found, I have always 
thought, ultimately to be much higher than 
interested parties have deemed possible. But 
when we have started with this, and finished 

with this, it wlU be time to devise an overflow 
meeting. The need for the first part of the pro­
cess has been increasing steadily in urgency ever 
since Chesterton wrote. It is now critical. 

He concludes in a general summary: 
"If we proceed as at present in a proper 

orderly fashion, the very idea of property will 
vanish. It is not revolutionary violence that will 
destroy it. It is rather the desperate and reck­
less habit of not having a revolution. The world 
will be occupied. by two powers who are now one 
power. I speak, of course, of that part of the 
world that is covered by our system, and that 
part of the history of the world which will last 
very much longer than our time. Sooner or 
later no doubt, men wlll rediscover so natural a 
pleasure as property. But it might be discovered 
after ages, like those ages filled with pagan 
slavery. It might be discovered after a long 
decline of our whole civilisation. Barbarians 
might rediscover it and imagine it was a new 
thing" (p 215). 

"One of these powers js State Socialism and 
the other is Big Business. They are alreadv one 
spirit. They will soon be one body" (p 216). 

"If anything can be inferred from history and 
human nature, it is absolutely certain that the 
despotism will grow more and more despotic, 
and that the article will grow more and more 
inferior. There is no conceivable argument from 
psychology, by which it can be pretended that 
people preserving such power. generation after 
generation would not abuse it more and more. 
or neglect everything else more and more. We 
know what far less rigid rule has become, even 

whet\ fOunded by spirited and intelligertt tulers. 
We can darkly guess the effect of larger powers 
in the hands of lesser men. And If the name of 
Caesar came at last to stand for all th11.t we call 
Byzantine, exactly what degree of dullness are 
we to antlCipate when the name of Harrod shall 
sound even duller than it does? If China passed 
into a proverb at last for stiffness and monotony 
after being nourished for centuries by Confucius, 
what will be the condition of the brains that 
have been nourished for centuries by Callis­
thenes? 

"I leave out here the particular case of my 
own country, where we are threatened. not with 
a long decline, but rather with an unpleasantly 
rapid collapse. But ta.king monopolist capitalism 
in a country where it is still in a vulgar sense 
successful, as in the United States, we only see 
more clearly, and on a more colossal scale. the 
long and descending perspectives that point 
down to Byzantium or Pekin. It is perfectly 
obvious that the whole business is a machine for 
manufacturing tenth-ra:te things and keeping 
people ignorant of first-rate things" (pp 217-218) . 

And finally, in words which leave us in no 
doubt of where Chesterton knew his work Jay: 

"And indeed I do believe that when thev 
lose the Pride of personal ownership they will 
lose something that belongs to their erect posture 
and to their footin~ and poise upon the planet. 
Meanwhile I sit amid droves o! overdriven clerks 
and underpaid workmen in a tube or a tram: 
I ,re~d of the great conception of Men like Gods 
and I wonder when men will be like men" (p 230). 

Chapter 5 
THE FOUNDATION DISTRIBUTISTS 

"I'll cross it though it blast me-Stay, 
I 

THE substantial and even great achievements 
of Distributism cannot be understood unle!OS 

we first understand the quality and temper of 
the chief Foundation Distributists. And what 
would be a malign fate-if there were any malign 
fate-but was actually the malice of the few and 
the indifference of the many, must also be under­
stood if we are to realise why so little of the 
achievement is visible to..tlay. 

Let it be said here that much of the work 
was invisible of its nature. It has been what we 
·used to call in the artillery of the first World 
war, counter-battery work. In this range the 
highest achievement is when_ you ha:ve stopped 
the enemy 'from doing somethmg. It IS a success 
even if he has been delayed or hampered. No 
one can say what fresh depths of political morass 
would have been plumbed if there had been no 
Marconi case. No one can say what infamies 
the eugenists would have achievect by no_w. if 
they had not been brought to a standstill in 
campaigns extending over twenty yearn. No O!le 
can sav what greater invasions of the fam1ly 
would have followed any failure on our part t:<' 
counter-attack. And finallv, wherever there 1s 
anv Jive tradition of liberty. It is likely to be 
either a tradition from a now distant. nast. or it. 
may be traced. surprisingly often. to the work of 
the Distributist Papers and Leagues. . 

such of the work as wouM have s~own POSI­
tive results-a. revival of craftsmanshiP. 3: ]and 
movementr--has 'been smashed by auth~nty or 
ma~ked by suoerior command of adye~t1~ment. 
This I shall show in its place. But 1t IS v1tal to 

illusion!"-( Hamlet. Act 1, Scene 11 
any just appraisal of Cheste··ton and his peers 
that one fact should be realised. 

The secret directors of the industrial inv~sion 
knew very well, and from the start. t.he t their 
real enemy had appeared with The New Witness. 
Socialists could be absorbed and used. The 
Squires could be absorbed and used. The new 
fancy idealisms could be absorbed and used. 
Distrib'ltism was David and could not be 2bsorb­
ed and used. Only in this case he was not 
fighting Goliath alone. He was figh ting l1is own 
followers who would not be saved from the 
Phillst!nes : and the Philistines were not gentle 
men enough to abide bv their champion. Thev 
pi'er:l in at David's back. The mark left bv 
Distributism on the first half of the twt>ntieth 
centurv. in view of all his. must be adjudgPd 
rem8rkable. 

Cecil Chesterton was the first pala.din. He 
died by practising what he preached. His storv 
ha.~ been told bv ~ mouth much bett-er entitled 
and eauipt>ed to" tell It than mine. and he comes 
into this record only bv wav of salute. His df'<~ th 
in the armv. soon after the Armi~tice Of HilS. 
wA.<> a grievou~ blow not onlv to nistrihutism but 
to England. It is an interestin~ if fruitless sof'Cn­
J ~tinn t.o wonder what. would have hapoened to 
political and social affairs in the next qu::~rter of 
a century if he and another had ~'lrvivect. I 
ra,nnot. r4'-fmin here from joining hi" name to 
that of Sir Mark Svkes. who also diei! abo\l t. t.l~ f' 
Eame time in the service of his country. TherP 
is no reason to suopose th 'l t Svkes wa~ ever an 
unconscious Distributist. But he was of increas­
ing impcrtance in the Conservative Party, and 
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he was a tnan of high integrity and intelligence. 
Had he lived, not even those qualities could have 
prevented his being Prime Minister in England 
in due course-instead of Stanley BaldWin. 
Sykes and Cecil Chesterton might even have 
fought-but it would have been about realities, 
and with clean steel. 

I t was in the earlier history of The New 
Witness, the period ending about 1916, that the 
principles and philosophy or Distributism were 
first made explicit to English readers. In a 
sense, it was a weakness of The Eye Witness and 
the earlier New Witness that they attracted so 
many men who were interested in the matter of 
clean government. but were not prepared to be 
interested in the rest of the philosophy. I sup­
pose E. S . P. Haynes was a model of this type. 
It was never appreciated by many supporters 
that you cannot have and keep clean government 
with a rapidly expanding commercial and indus­
trial background. Gra:ft is too much in the very 
bones of both. 

A principle stressed first, I think, in The 
New Age was pertinent here, but was not gen­
erally accepted. <This was that economic power 
must precede political power.• 

This wru; a weakness which was never over­
come entirely. The speculation that we might 
hav•e done better to run two movements, one for 
Clean Government, and one for Distributlsm. is 
attractive but would take us too far afield . 
Unless, however, there was substantial agJ-ee­
ment over the whole field, the two great objects 
could not be achieved. These were respectively­
sufficient numbers. and substantial anu obvious 
action. Our counter-battery work. necessary and 
useful though it was, was not enough. As Hewart 
(L.C.J .) said: Justice must not only be done: it 
must be seen to be done. 

II 
Gilbert Chesterton took over the Editorship 

ofThe New Witness in 1916; when. as Titterton 
puts it, some fQoJ ctf a doctor had passed Cecil 
with his Bright's Disease into the army. We 
must consider who were the chief Distributists 
of the first rank to stav the Course over our 
crucial period. These were :-

FATHER VINCENT MCNABB, O.P., S .T.M .. WhOSe 
matured s tudies of dogmatic Theology and the 
Scriptures had brought him to Distributism by 
the highest road. His infl uence was incalculable, 
and continued to grow until h is death in 1943. 
I had a talk with him at the end of May in 
that y'E!ar, when his booy was a skeleton, but his 
mind was working at its highest pressure. 

I remember with what. glee he reportect a 
recent conversation with one of t.he chief aidt>s 
of Sir Wllliam Beveridge. "I talked to him on 
the point of freedom. I told him that the1-e were 

• Th<- New Age, from a Distributist point of 
view. was more than a little of ?. tragedy. 
Orage was a great editor. H?d he posse~~ed ::t 
stable philosophv hP would not have abandoned 
1 hat. p.reat man Ar thur Pen tv. in favour of the 
hook-keeping expedients of Major DougJos. 
Whatever is vrong with our ag-e, it will be 
a'!ref'd general!\? to be more than a mere 
matter of book-keepine:. P<'nty was sound on 
nlmo~t ew•rvthin l! exc<-Dt the central import­
nD~e of <iifl'ul'erl propertv. For this reason he 
r::t11n ot be induded with the Foundation Dis­
h·ibl tists. But bP was ::1 !!."eat m::tn who h::ts 
sh~>·ei the nrivile<!e or J:.ein"' rejected by a 
wicl:<' 1 and adulterous generation. 
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only two kinds of society-the .1lree and the 
unfree. The free society was so in virtue of its 
highly distributed property. The unfree could 
be either capitalist or communist-all men work­
ed for wages at the dictation of others, and were 
therefore unfree. Names were irrelevant: the 
only test was freedom and property." 

Gilbert Chesterton onoe told me he considered 
Father Vincent one of the greatest men living. 
Few who knew him will contest the epithet. 

Hn.AIRE BELLOC invented the awkward but 
necessary word Distributism. It was necessary, 
he said, in an abnormal society to describe a 
J)€rfectly normal thing. 

I shall not be expected here to give any brief 
picture of that truly great mind, which, to use a 
wQrd of which he was fond, nourished the youth 
of so many of us. I shall always think that all 
he said in those days is to be found in little in 
that great sonnet he published in Everyman 
before the first World War. It is difficult not to 
think that he had the line ctf modern develop­
ment, including the atomic bomb, fully in his 
mind. 

ON T,HE POOR OF LONDON 
Alm ighty Goo, whose justice like a sun 

Shall coruscate a long the floors of Heaven, 
Raising what's low: perfecting what's undone: 

Breaking the Rich, anct making Odd things 
Even-

The Poor of Jesus Christ along the Street 
In your rain sodden, in your snows unshod. 

They have not hea.rth. not sword, or daily me!lt, 
Nor eve the Bread of Men : Almighty God! 

The Poor of Jesus Christ whom no man hears, 
Have waited on your vengeance much too lonP,'. 

Wipe out not tears, but blood. Our eyes bleed 
tears! 

Come : smite our damnect sophistries so strong 
That Thy rude Hammer, battering this rude 

wrong, 
R ing down the abyss of twice ten thousand 

years. 

In those early years he propounded a full 
am.lysis of correct order in life for which we 
must remain ever grateful. But later on his 
time was taken up more and more by history 
and by pure politics. To the regret of many of 
his friends. he ended his active career as a n 
advocate ctf the aristocracy he had criticised so 
frequently in his vouth. He must remain a. figure 
of the greatest stature in the history of Distri-
butism. · 

. ERIC GILL. tn his Autobiography. shows a 
cnnou~' parallel in approaching Distributism to 
that which has been analysed in the case of 
Chesterton himself. As a unique worker in 
Gt.one am:! wood he approached Distribu tism. 
P one or the four, from the needs imnosed bv 
!wman work. He had alreadv at t.his period 
tflk{'n n <'h!ef nart in establishinP,' the f3mous. 
and hanuily still flomishing group of craftsmen 
en D!tch!inq Common. His examoJe anrl writ.ing 
wcr of supreme importanoe during the next 
generation. 

flll i.hese men. with Gilbert himself saw 
D:~h ·'h,tism stearJilv ?.nd smv it whole. ' 

B •1t, nerhap~ it. is n0t entire! ' fanci'ful to sre 
rwoie-:f i!'lg facet~ in rach ca::oe. · Fllther Vinc,..'1 t 
l't()l){\ fo>· do<!matic T hea O!:(y. Bell~ for Orvler. 
nm for Worl{ 1\nri if ~o . ~urely Gill'ert Chester. 
t0n ~tood chiefly for J ustice and Chnrity. 

( 

This group of great men was supported and 
rti.nforced m Luo:se days by men and women, 
many of whose names will now never be on record. 
When I returned from Active Service at the eno. 
of 1918, prominent among them were Mrs. Cecil 
Chesterton, Agnes Mott a.Ild W. R. Titterton in 
London; Fat.ner Austin Barker, O.P.•, K. L. 
Kenrick and Btian Harley in Birmingham; Dr. 
John McQuillan and Dr. J.P. Flood and others in 
Glasgow. 

m 
Practically all these were, or became later, 

catholics. And this is as good a time as any to 
make a point that must be made. Distributlsm 
is an application, proper to our time and race, 
of the social teaching af the Catholic Church. 
But the social teaching of the Church reposes on 
the Natural Law, which has GQd for its Author. 
And everyone who believes in GQd can and ought 
to follow the Natural Law. Therefore Distribut. 
ism is not so much a function of Catholicism as 
of Christian Culture in its broadest sense. And 
it is quite clear that a number of such cultures­
HollMd, Denmark, Norway, and even such cul­
tures as China outside the body of Christendom 
-have thrown themselves into a Distributist 
form. Any group of Englishmen or Americans 
are entitled, without in any way compromising 
their religious position, to adopt Distributlsm as 
a natural conclusion from their own premisses. 
That position is still valid, and it must be 
insisted on if our culture is to be saved and 
restored. We tried, and tried hard, to insist on 
it in the Leagues. 

But it is regrettably true that the curious 
distrust and prejudice which survive in Englano. 
and America have embarrassed the progress of 
Distributlsm very greatly. We tended to attract 
catholics. And I am sure this was not our fault. 
We were all very keen on being a social anct not 
a religious body. That is still true. But the 
average non-Catholic seems to have been much 
more afraid of being grouped with Catholics 
than of having his own institutions disappear 
before his eyes. I can do no more, here, than 
insist that we all tried honestly to make it 
possible for non-Catholics to join with 116, and 
that we claimed no other I::·ivilege than that 
of being Englishmen who wanted to save their 
country. 

I shall have occasion later on to give 
instances of this curious preference. Here, I 
may be allowed to mention an equally curious 
fact of another sort. It must be very rare for 
any religious group to have the allegi~ce, in 
one single age. of four such first-class mmds as 
those of McNabb, Belloc, Chesterton and Glll. 

We may ignore the greater mass of other 
minds sharing both their conviction and their 
allegiance. 

The Catholic authorities in Englanct have 
never shown any other sentiment than embarr­
assment to have their own principles stated so 
uniquely. This also will emerge in its place. 
He1e I may instance one example. . 

The Catholic Social Guild was founded m 
1908 to apply catholic social teaching. It was, 

* Fr. Austin died suddenly on 8th February, 1947. 
The voluminous notebooks which he kept-would 
have been of the utmost use to the Biographer. 
I understand. however, that he left instruc­
tions for their destruction, in terms which 
could not be diSJ'egarded. So passes at least 
o'1<' primary souroe. 

and is, approved by the Hierarchy. Its most 
famous secretary was Father Cnar,es P><<.er, S.J. 

On one occasion in 1919, Fatner P1a1.er was 
lunching at my house, and asked me what was 
in the circumstances, a somewnat embarrassmg 
questwn. What was my own explanaLion 01 t.ne 
1ailw-e of t11e C.S.G. 1.<> aLtract members within 
the Cat.nolic Body? I replied that, if he would 
not mind my saying so, it. was because the 
Catholic Social Guild dld not and never had 
put over the Catholic Social Teaching. He de~ 
manded proof. 

"Would you agree," I said, "t.hat the central 
Catha ic social expedient ls that of diltused 
pnvate property?" He did so agree, as he was 
bound to do. ''Well then," I continued, "why is 
lt that the C.S.G., which has now been in exist­
ence for nearly eleven years, has never issued 
any work or pamphlet on how Private Property 
ma.y be restored to England?" He said he sup.. 
posect that a 1-eally authoritative statement on 
the point hact not been available. I drew his 
attention to the series of twelve articles on The 
Reconstruction oj Private Property by Hilaire 
Belloc, which had appeared in The New Witness 
from Janua.ry to April, 1919. I said that while 
I hact no authority to say that Mr. Bel!oc would 
agree to their republication, as they had not 
been republished elsewhere there would be no 
harm in trying, if his Executive Committee 
approved. He promised to ascertain and I gave 
him (or sent by that post) the tweive issues of 
The New Witness concerned. Soon after that 
he Wllf> seized with the lamentable illness from 
which he ultimately died. In February, 1920, I 
mentioned the matter to Mr. Henry Somerville, 
M.A., who was acting for him. In a Jetter dated 
2nd March, 1920, Mr. Somerville informed me 
that "there is no prospect of the Guild under­
taking to publish them as a book." 

In conversation with him a little later, I 
asked Mr. Somerville whether his Executive Com­
mittee had given any reason for the refusal. 
He t-eplied that they thought Mr. Belloc took too 
long to come to the point! It may be added 
that no other statement ad hoc Qn Property has 
ever been published by that body until 1945, 
when it reprinted in a pam;J::::t two slight 
articles 'from The Tablet. 

T:1ere it is. In 1920, nearly twelve years 
after foundation, the Catholic Social Guild 
thought Mr. Belloc took too long to come to the 
point! 

IV 
Immediately after the Armistice u~ 1u1ll, 

when there was timet.:; do a lmle reading again. 
I devoured the recent issues of The New Witness. 
It appeared from Notes and Articles there that 
a medico...,.\lgenist ramp was in progress. As 
happens always during a. war, interested parties 
try to put over their pet ramps during the 
absence of the fighting men. They had done so 
in this case. (It is of great Interest that the 
next great step, to do what it hact failed to get 
away with in 1919, was taken by the Ministry of 
Health in exactly similar circumstances after 
the end of the fighting in 1945). 

Articles were appearing, written by Margaret 
Hamilton aDd Agnes Matt, to the effect that a 
new attack Qn the family, backed by a new 
Ministry, was to be launched. There is reason 
to suppose that Margaret Hamilton was one of 
the pen names of Mrs. Cecil Chesterton. In 
particular, a Bill was to be put forward by the 
Government to establish a Ministry ctf Health. 
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The very name is a joke which few, even now, 
have seen through. 

Associated with the ends which this Ministry 
Wll6 intended to secure, was a very nasty attack 
on the lives of the poor. It had long been brew­
ing in London, but now intensified, anct spread 
quickly to other urban centres. The direction of 
both attacks was eugenlst In its origin and 
nature, and the purpose was to confront the 
returning fathers with a complete system of 
state-managed homes and families in which 
there would be no room for personal vagaries, 
or any dysgenic practice. The whole group of 'US 

was convinced that this was the intention; and 
we were. and still are, of the opinion that the 
attack o!Iered a unique chance of pointing out 
that the survival of the free family rested ultim­
ately on the independence conferred by free 
property. 

In this operation we were supported fully 
by Chesterton, in terms which may be gathered 
from his Eugenics and Other Evils (Cassell), 
published in 1922. It would be well if space per­
mitted long quotation from his articles (unusually 
forceful even for him) which appeared in The 
New Witness durihg 1919 and 1920. I may allude 
to two of the strongest, in the issues of 3rd and 
lOth December, 1920. The following passage 
from the last-n1Ulled gives little impression of 
his fire, but sums ·up his own position and ours. 

"Two types of reformers are fighting in the 
world to-day ; those who strive to correct 
abnormal realities in conformity with a normal 
ideal. and those who wish to twist normal 
realities into conformity with an abnormal ideal. 
The first is in revolt because the common people 
are now deprived of the common things. The 
second is also in revolt because it ts hoped that 
they may learn to like uncommon things, anct to 
become uncommon people. It is enough to say 
af this difference here that -the first is the only 
kind that ca.n have the smallest claim to be 
called a democratic revolt. In any case, we have 

' long taken up our own position, as to that one 
of the two criticisms most needed by the COlTUP­
tlons of the age. . . . But the deep and aching 
void in the modern world is its lack of democ­
racy; in the true sense of a control by common 
sense." 

The two immediate results of this position 
were the agitation against the Ministry of 
Health Bill and Act, and The Mothers' Defence 
League. Neither would have been possible but 
for the existence of a free weekly in The New 
Witness. They must be discussed separately. 

It is to be pointed out here that even in 
1926 and later, and certainly in 1919 and later, 
the public were suffering from reaction and bore­
dom, a.nd were reluctant to be at any trouble to 
defend rights for which, as they correctly 
thought. they had just been fighting. The same 
is true to day. and both circumstances throw a 
verv ugly light on the motives of the olficial 
world. 

T.HE MINISTRY OF HEALTH 
It is to be feared that at this time those of 

us who were Catholics were st ill under the 
impression that everybody would use in reaction 
the means most normal and congenial to him. 
So 'far as I wa,._ concerned. it seemed that the 
independence of the famil:v. as taught by the. 
Church and emphasised constantlv bv the Holv 
Rf>e. co11ld not fail to appeal to· the Catholic 
Body. So far as selected people, and the rank 
:1nct file. were concerned, I proved quite r ight. 
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I got into touch with the late Mr. Thom~s 13utns, 
or the Salford catholic Federation, and by 
March, 1919, we had succeeded in convening at 
Birmingham a. Conference of catholic Societies. 
No fewer than nine such societies agreed to set 
up a quasi-permanent Conference oj Catholic 
Organisations, For Purposes ot Ministry of 
Health. Mr. Wilfred Rigby, of the Group of 
Catholic Approved Societies, agreed to act as its 
Hon. Secretary. 

There is little point now in trying to detaU 
our operations, but the high spots can be indi­
cated briefly. The Ministry of Health Bill was 
introduced into Parliament on 17th February, 
1919, and ·became Jaw on 3rd J une, 1919. There­
upon Sir George Newman. Chief Medical omcer 
to both the Board of Education and the new 
Ministry of Health, issued the famous book The 
Practive of Preventive Medicine, which become 
known as the Memorandum. I t was published 
olficially through the Ministry of Health by the 
stationery omce, about June, 1919, and ran to 
over a hundred pages. Its importance lay in 
the implications of its title, indicating that the 
State was taking control of the health of its 
industrial population, and in the list of ten 
objects of policy in the forefront, which began 
with the uncompromising words: 
1. Ettgenics and the Principles Of Sound Breed­

ing. 
We had a good press in both Catholic and 

secular pape1:5, • and many lectures were given 
in many parts of the country. In these Miss 
Mott .. who was a forceful and informed speaker, 
was mvaluable. In A'Ugust, 1920. we had a 
section allotted by the Catholic Congress held 
that year at Liverpool. It was notable for an 
address by Mr. Hilaire Belloc-The Horror Called 
Eugenics. 

When the Committee thought that a suffi­
cient body of feeling had been aroused by the 
various means of publicity, the approval of the 
catholic Hierarchy for the continuance or the 
Conference was sought. A letter to the Hon. 
Secretary, dated 30th June, 1920, contained the 
following passage :-

"The Cardinal Archbishop desires me to say 
that the Bishops wish success to the efforts of 
'The Conference of Catholic Organisations for 
Purposes of Ministry of Health, but make a con­
dition of their approval that no resolution be 
published or public action be taken without the 
consent of the Bishops, to be obtained through 
the Archbishop of Westminster. The Confer­
Pnce are requested to collect documents and 
literature bearing on the questions involved . .. 
Thrf'oe experts. whose names are to be approved 
bv His Eminenoe. should be appointed as a Com­
mittee from the bodies forming the Conference 
to gather information for the Bishoos on th~ 
work o~ the Ministry and its dangers." 

Th1s. after all our efforts at publicity, was 
rather a facer. But nothing daunted. the con­
•ference nominated. the three "experts" to draw 
up a full report. Presumably by subseauent cor­
''f'soondence. but, I am not clear on this point. 
the three were to be a nriest a dor.t.or ~ n..1 a 
lavman. The Rev. J. B. McLaughlin, O.S.R. 

~ It may be indicated here for the guidance of 
anv re?lder mi_nderi to oursue the matter. thA.t 
mv own contn butions to the Press were fairlv 
~xtensive. ~ut. mav be reR"ardt'<l. as summarfserl 
m two ort1cles in The Month tor July 1919 
and February. 1920. · ' 



The Morning Post of the same day adds to its 
report of the Judge's remarks: He was perfectly 
satisfied that more care than ever would now be 
taken to see that none of the agenl:.6 or inspec­
tors would act in any way which cOUld be con­
sidered harsh or inconsiderate toward the par­
ents of the children. • 

While the initiative of Counsel for the 
N.S.P.C.C. cannot be said to be without signifi­
cance, and while many supporters of the League 
would have liked to see the case pressed to a 
conclusion, there were solid reasons against this 
step. No one was very happy that Cllesterton 
should shoulder the whole responsibility (actual­
ly it cost him no more than about £200) but he 
was the only person in the outfit who had any 
money at all No less than £50 was collected 
spontaneously towards the expenses of the trial 
by the mothers of the London slums. In the 
circumstances an enormous and very gratifying 
contribution. He was absent in America when 
the case was heard, and his view could not be 
sought. It was all the more important that he 
should not be involved in his absence. Not only 
so. but the health of Miss Mott was precarious 
by this time. Further strain would have been 
unreasonable. 

The League survived until February, 1922, 
when the prolonged 8lld serious illness of Miss 
Mott brought It to an end. No one else was in a 
position to take over the extraordinary volume 
and complexity Of work Involved by the Secretary 
ship. The League, however. had survived, and 
been active throughout the most critical period 
of those times. As a piece of counter-battery 
work, It was well worth while. 

We have always been rather good ln England 
at overdrtving the willing horse. This is one 
case out at many where hard work was beaten 
by the general J.assitude. 

THE MOND LmEL CASE 
I think this chapter may end fitly with a 

Libe! Case which was heard in December, 1919. 
Two gentlemen named Fraser and Beamish 

had displayed in a window near Essex Street a 
placard accusing the late Sir Alfred Moritz Mond 
of treachery, trading with the enemy, and other 
things. one of them, I think, held the rank of 
Commander In the Royal Navy, and he, and poss­
ibly both, had served in the first World War. 

I think Mrs. Sheed might have re-worded 
the pe6Bage on page 368 of her Life, when she 
refers to these two brave men as "a pair ' 
cranks." That, certainly, was not their most 
obvious quality. 

She does not add, as she should have done 
in justice, that Chesterton, In several leading 
articles, did his best to draw the Mond fire on 
himself. In the vil,lssituoes of twentyseven 
years, I have mislaid the copies of The New Wit­
nes& in which he did so, but I am quite clear that 
he was both actionable, anct suitably olrensive, 
in his studied attemPt to draw the enemy fire to 
his larger person. It iS a measure of the courage 
of Mond, allti of the astonishing power of a re­
fusal of publicity, that this challenge was de­
clined. It was declined with complete 1mpunlty. 
Times had changed already since the Marconi 
case. There was no free secular press left in 
London except The Nezo Witness. 

.. The Mornini Post, 12th March. 1921. 
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Mond . had oecllDed a defl.nitely prolrered 
IJattle. He declined many another challenge 
later. He was lampooned depeatedly in The New 
Witness and G.K's. Weekly, in terms which it 
seemed impossible to ignore. It pleases ~ to 
remember that I added my squib to chesterton's 
fifteen-inch stu1! in that heavy but frultlell6 bar­
rage, from which the English public allowed Im 
perlal chemical Industries to emerge. 

TESTIMONY FOR 
COMPROMISES 

From the report ot the debate on suppltf on 
May 13th 1948 on the motion that an addittona.l 
grant (nominal) to the Central Office oj Infor­
mation be included in .Civil Estimates, 1948-49. 
Mr Harold Macmillan (Bromley) speaking­
criticising Government propagandists at consid­
erable length he goes on (Hansard, para.2309): 

" . . . . . . Sometimes these propagandiSts hit 
on a gOOd. thing, something that has a sound 
human appeal. But it is nearly always 
withdrawn as being 'contrary to the party 
line.' I will give two examples. In 
July, 1946, a Savings advertisement was issued 
headed, "A bit of land of your own". It depic~ 
a countryman leaning on a fence, and under­
neath a pleasing picture were the words : 
"Lucky chap with a little place of his own in the 
country. It must be grand to own a few acres 
right away from the smoke anct bustle of the 
town.'' Harmless enough, one might say, and 
rather appealing. Not at all. We did not know 
the depth of the partiSan rancour. A capitalist. 
a landowner-and worst of all bought out of 
his own savings. What are we coming to? Of 
cou~. objection was taken, and, as they say in 
Amenca, objection sustained. On 30th July, 
the Private secretary to the Minister of Town and 
Country Planing wrote to someone who had ob­
jected: "The Minister does agree that the 
National Savings Campaign advertisement iS 
inappropriate, and you will no doubt be glad to 
hear that steps are being taken to have it with­
drawn." 

In answer to one of my hon. Friends in Oct­
ber 1946, it was stated that the Minister had 
written: 'I dld not consider that the advertisment 
was having undesirable results a11t1 had better 
not be repeated.' (Official Report, 28th October. 
1946; Vol. 428, e. 414). The subsequent history 
of the artist and caption writer is not known. 
No doubt they were duly liquidated. 

I will give another example. In September 
1947. a few weeks after the announcement of the 
abolition of basic petrol, at a time when all the 
small garage proprietors In the country were 
faced with closing down the . War Oftlce-note 
the significance. the date' was September, 194'7-
issued a recruiting advertisement. After talking 
about the chance a recruit had to learn a trade 
it remarked on one of them: 'He aims to ovni 
a ~tarage ..... .'. Of course, it had to go. It 
was as well that it did. For a few weeks later 
there arrived at the War Office as Secretary of 
St~ te the Minister of Fuel and Power himself." 

NOTE. A long and detailed response l>v the 
Rt. Hon. Herbert Morrison contained no reter­
~nce to these examples. 
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