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first, and then for those others who, though not necessarily
in their second childhood, are yet “ children of a larger
growth.”

B.D.

SoME ERRoRrs oF H. G. WELLs: A CatoLIC's CRITiCISM
OF THE ** OUTLINE oF HisToRrY.” By Richard Downey,
D.D. (Burns, Oates & Washbourne, Ltd. 1s net.)

A revised reprint of three articles from the Month. Too
much good matter in periodical literature never reaches
the wider public it deserves and it is quite the right thing
to give this criticism the responsibility of book form.,
Dr. Downey has subjected Mr. Wells’ remarkable perform-
ance to a very careful examination, and, as we suspected,
finds the popular novelist at fault as an historian. In-the
matter of Mr. Wells’ * scientific ” pronouncements, in
especial, Dr, Downey comes out strong, correcting the
somewhat antiquated theories, wild assumptions, and
picturesque fancies of the writer of brilliant fiction with the
sober statements of accredited men of science. A useful and
timely criticism. Mr. Wells enjoys an immense popularity
at the present moment, and many of his devoted followers
are prepared to swallow any amount of fantastic and
ingenious nonsense . signed “H.G.W.” But that is no
Treason why common-sense Catholics should refrain from
pointing out mistakes.

J.C.

THE BLESSED SACRAMENT GUILD Book. For the use of the
Archconfraternity and Guild of the Blessed Sacrament.
With Preface by His Eminence Francis Cardinal
Bourne, Archbishop of Westminster. (Burns, Oates
& Washbourne, Ltd, 2z, net.)
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Bulgaria on account of the existence of armed bands
in Macedonia. Of course there are bands in Mace-
donia, as there always will be until Jugoslavia grants
autonomy to that province. You cannot subject a
million Bulgarians to the rule of Belgrade without
trouble ensuing, but the bands have nothing whatever
to do with the Bulgarian Government. As British
ofﬁcxal?, in Sofia are well aware, that Government is
doing its utmost to prevent any assistance being given
to the insurrectionary movements in the neighbouring
States—movements which are the inevitable result of
the intolerant rule of those States. But it was always
foreseen that the activities of the bands would be used

by the Serbians and Greeks as an excuse for further

bullying of Bulgaria. Travellers returning from
Serbia report that an intensely militarist spirit now
prevails there, and that a huge standing army is being
maintained. If this army is intended for the annexa-
tion of more Bulgarian territory, it will be interesting
to learn whether the British Government, having in-
sisted on the disarmament of Bulgaria, has any
intention of defending her from her powerful and
relentless neighbours.

LrrLanD BuxToN.

THE LAND

: achieved such a complete victory as in England.
Here alonie do we see a Socie WEICE exists entirely
by and for a cosmopolitan market, and which has lost
the last remnants of economic self-sufficiency. And
the disturbance of social equilibrium is the more pro-
found because the England of the past was, more
perhaps than any other country in Western Europe,
an essentially agrarian State. The changes which have
made English society and civilization so entirely
different in type to anything that exists on the other
side of the Channel, in so far as they are not attribu-
table to religion, are mainly due to the peculiar course
of English agrarian history.
~ During the Middle Ages the English countryside,

‘with its open fields cultivated in strips and its wide

stretches of common and forest, must have presented

- very much the same appearance as the neighbouring
~ districts of the Continent, and at the same time

England was socially a province of Christendom,
‘sharing in a common civilization, a2 common art, and
common political institutions. T eformatio
however, and the rise of the new landlord class, whicl
no real parallel in any Of the continental COUNLrIes,
aunched England on a ne .
te ; indeed, the landlords™ gradually
stepped into the place of the King a5 the true rulers
of the country—and this at a time when the continental
nobility was being shorn of all real power, but the old

[~ x4

they tilled had been profoundly disturbed. As Pro-
“fessor Tawney ‘has said, the spirit of the new society,

customary relations of the peasantry to the land that

i

o
9,

with its revolt against authority and its new world
oiitlook, “is the same as that which on the lips of
grasping landlords and stubborn peasants wrangles
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over the respective merits of * several ° and ¢ common,’

weighs the profits of pasture in an e i
c [
against the profits of arable, batters dowr:) ?&T:micrﬂ? i

custom, and, regarding neither the hono
the welfare of this rea%m of England, gril:xrg:f;:liolcilvll}: .
of many into the hands of one.”* 8

The traditional economy, however, maintained itself

partially until after the Revolution of 1688 had. assured
the supremacy of the great ]a'ndowners.a It was
eighteenth-century E‘leglana_'ﬁf, € England of the
squires and of John Bull, that created the new agrarian
system, and saw tll.c:aﬁasm'ng of the peasant and the
ygoman before capitalist farming and the enclosure
2!1 commons. By the time of the Napoleonic wars
le pﬁazantry had ;l;racncally disappeared, and its
F acltla ad been taken by the two classes that are hence-
orth characteristic of the En%lish system—the rent-
paying farmer and the wage Iabourer who possesses
ncl)l stake of his own in the land. At the very time
:Vvein tﬁ:ae llgnglﬂl peasant was thus losing his last rights
ov 'If}l;“ o I x?ershi; .French contemporary was attaining
us the peasantry of England became i
dturale 1 &rl';):etaria‘t:h as entirely lacking inartlac?)gnrcl)g;
grgl;a ! town:. .as e new industrial proletariat of the
et, in spite of this revolution in the social positi

gitghi rural population, England remained top: 2?::3
nt an a Farming was now the

business of a cl o Stat'f
a class, not the life of the people ; but i
;as; ::ne:t%zidtlﬂgly p::lﬁtal})lt% btginess,p anlci iémalilnelc;:
. e repeal of the Corn L

glrlnfh when the new wheat lands of Amzrigauge;gnﬁtlg
e d}s*:nghsh market with their produce. From 1875

onwards the prosperity of British farming declined

. ;10182 H. Tawney, Tho Agrarian Problem in the Sixteenth Century,
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rapidly, and the slump in prices was accompanied by
the conversion of plough lands into pasture and the
exodus of the population from the villages to the

wns. In the ’‘nineties the process reacheg its height
d England became the country that we know to-day,
with its vast urban agglomerations and its half-
deserted countryside—that paradoxical land where the
- population numbers upwards of four hundred to the
square mile, but where one passes through leagues of
- fertile land occupied only by a few scattered farms

and cottages.

 Yet to the believer in industrialism all seemed well.
The- coun , Was_cheap,
- Tabour ap indeed the workshop

" and the counting-house of the world.—Under these
- cifcumstances it was inevitable that the country—a
pathetic survival of a vanished order—should become
paragitic on the towns, and that its chief function
- should be to provide recreation for the dividend-

owning classes. Landownership, instead of being the
natural and fundame &,
ensive luxury and a pledge ctability. 2 .

e ommc value of land was sometimes deter-
‘mined as much by the shooung and fishing that it
afforded as by its productiveness. In the Hi hlands /
it was possible—and, I suppose, not unprofitable—to
displace the crofter in order to make room for the deer.

"The war for a moment reversed all this. Agri- 72
culture once more became a vital element in the life
‘of the nation, land went back to the ﬁlough, and the
e{g’osition of the labourer improved. But the reaction
_had hardly begun before it was over. Since 1919 the
“.old. tendencies have revived in double measure, an
_at the present moment it seems that the number of
. fnen employed and the amount of land cultivated are
about to sink to a lower level than they ever reached
the bad years at the end of the last century.
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before the war the English countryside was a park
rather than a farm, it is now becoming a park that is
derelict. The great houses are falling empty, the woods
are felled and not replanted ; even the fox and the
pheasant are finding the cost of living

Yet all this does not disturb public opinion.
Englishmen for the most part still live in the world
of the later nineteenth century, and they do not doubt
that when the world has recovered in a few years from
the effects of the war, England will once more be the
workshop of the world, and our food supply will be

32 o,

as cheap and abundant as it was five-and-twenty years
ago. But in reality nineteenth-century industrialism

is already a thing of the past : the conditions which
made it possible have disappeared or are in the course
of disappearing, and they cannot be artificially restored.
The society which was believed to be the ﬁnaly economic
System towards which all progress moved, was in truth
ut a passing stage in a transitional order, To none
is ProFress more merciless than to the man or the age
at 1gones In _ DYGgTessiveness.
¢ industrialism of the

nineteenth century neces-
sarily involved a threefold division of the world. First,
there were the new countries, with their small popu-
lation and vast areas of fertile land, which could supply
the industrial countries with cheap food and raw
materials. Secondly, there was the old Oriental world
of traditional culture, which lay passive under the
economic exploitation of the West, and did not com-
pete with the industrial countries, but offered them a
permanent market. Finally, there were the two or
three highly industrialized countries which enjoyed

0st a monopoly of the new methods, and which
were able to build up an economic world power. But
this threefold division no longer holds good. The new
lands were not slow to develop an industrialism of
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. . ieved
i d in the United States this was achieve
"12121?2%?& ;«I:lale that their 100 millions of opulna&
have become also self-sufficing. At the o gr ih d
f the scale the Oriental peoples have begun to do

too much for

‘ . al
3 has already become a great industri
I{sa?v:‘r, 'alggax(llhi:i and Ir};dia are beginning to fouow

1 «S0It.

i

L

; ineteenth century, when the determining
e e heation” of c?plxtz‘t)loua;ndan gklil:vdv
t and the low cost of la A
mat:r%:ge?he tendency was to bring the raw material
“to-the im,iustry and to allm:fh a new poplclilizg::g; t<(>: ag;it::{
it ; but under the new conditions,
h}ip vrgl‘:lilllldai'e more widely distributed, while the cost
+of labour, of raw materials, and of freights are cc;itz:
.8tantly increasing, so that it is becoming more pr(t)h
able fo bring the industry to the :ta\gfn&?;egzlﬂaa Wflli
than the reverse. Thus every pa e Svclop-
‘eventually receive the degree of in ust:grial velop-
ment that is meportlonate to the raw m; t 1
I | to the population that it can support,
gtl;?idtlif: s::uil{lﬁcial aggrepgart)es of population will te?d gﬁ
disappear. The society which cannot feed itself wi :
ftpa ciisadvantage as compared with societies 1o
ally high industrial development which are also
e supporting, ies become more
r, as the new countries bec
thil‘\clllc(l);e(;)‘;epulated, their explortabled surrigigsﬁci f(a)::il
nd - terials becomes less and price y @
ghrt&ilv:r;n:o(:;les the need for more intensive _cultiva-
ion and for greater productiwtyfi, fvl;:n if 21;5 12'&1150
- diture of labour .
12;(1? ixlatlixg: liJr‘:x?{tgcelnStates we have seen the wasteful
ensive farming of rich virgin soils give place to a
iore scientific and laborious culture, and even r:riﬂater-
ess lands, which were formerly considered wo dsmf
being made productive by the new methods o
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“ dry farming.” In Europe we see the same tendency’
to make the most of every natural resource, even tﬁi '
most unpromising, and it jis this which has brought
prosl?enty to small countries like Holland and Den-
mark, which possess a truer and wider social prosperity: -
than any of the great industrial powers. |

In the long run the country which neglects its
natural resources, and stakes everything on industrial
production for the international market, will find itself
a Vienna among the nations. And no country has -
gone so far on this path as Great Britain. At the -
beginning of the century, while the land claimed "
59 per cent of the workers in Italy, 48 per cent of :
those in Denmark, 43 per cent in France, 35 per cent
in Germany, and about 21 per cent in Belgium, in
England the proportion had already sunk to less than
81 per cent, and during the last twenty years the
decline had steadily continued. ‘

Unless it is possible to reverse this process and to
restore some degree of economic equilibrium to our
society, the future of England is dark. Not only are
there the direct economic dangers that we have de-
scribed, there are also the social consequences of an
unnatural and one-sided development from which we
are already suffering. But if once the central problem

ould be faced, it is possible that our other problems,
otably that of unemployment, would assume a much
less formidable appearance.
The failure of so many well-intentioned schemes
for agrarian reconstruction in the past warn us that
the task will not be an easy one. Yet, on the material
side, the difficulties are not overpowering. The cost-
liness of even the longest programme of Fand purchase
and land settlement is not overwhelming, as the
example of Ireland can show, while from the point of
view of national welfare it is no less necessary than
expenditure on armaments or tropical dependencies.

142

The Land

The real obstacle to reform or expansion is social, and
lies deep in the character of our civilization. England
one has succeeded in applying to agriculture the
apitalist system that was evolved by the industrial
evolution. While other countries stopped short at
the replacement of the independent craftsman by the
“factory system, England reorganized the whole of her
social life on the new principles and substituted the
‘capitalist farmer for the peasant. But this experiment
" has not been justified by results. Strange as it may seem,
“the new system has shown itself less successful than the
old in standing the strain of the new conditions.
Nor is it the three class systems—landlord, farmer,
labourer—that is alone at fault. As Sir Horace Plunkett
~has pointed out, there is a rural life problem in every
country where the industrial capitalist civilization has
been completely triumphant—in the U.S.A. and
_Australia as welFas in England. If farming is looked
'on simply as a means of making money, if there is no
‘peasant life, no specifically rural civilization, the town
‘will necessarily attract the worker to the detriment of
the land. ,
Thus we cannot solve our problem in England
~simply by giving the farmer security of tenure and by
- rendering him independent of the landlord class, as is
the tendency of the new Agriculture Act. The farmer
class is inclined to diminish rather than to increase,
and of late years we have seen the rise of a new type
of ‘capitalist farmer, who owns or rents a number of
different holdings, and such a system has all the dis-
idvantages of the old three-class organization, while
t lacks the more human and social tradition of the
andlord class. It stands for money-making pure and
tinalloyed.
. 'What we need is a class which will live its whole life
on'the land, a true peasant class which has adapted its
ideals and standards of living to the conditions of rural
143
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life, and which does not aim at the same kind of Ii
, of
as that of the wealthy middle classes of the cities. \II‘Vf:
have the elements of such a class in our agricultural
labourers. They are the true natives of the English
countryside, the descendants of the vanished peasantry
and it 18 to them that we must look in the main as the
source of the rural population of the future. It is true
that no similar class in Europe has become so deeply
separated from the traditions of land ownership.
Neverthelws.the instinct is there, and we have no
reason to believe that the Englishman as such is more
mcapable than the forei%ner of becoming a successful
peasant. The failure of isolated smallholders in the
midst of a rural society organized for capitalist farming
'1;;. but natural, and proves nothing against the possi-
11'11‘?; of an organic change on a larger scale.
Pe e true difficulty is a moral and spiritual one.
esent civilization is essentially co-operative, and it
does not flourish when it is overshadowed by the com-
%}tlltxve civilization of the modern industrial state.
ere the peasant class has maintained its economic
position in direct tradition from the past it is able to
ls;urvxve, even vyh.en, as in modern France, its spirit
dfcomes as individualistic and competitive as that of
e urban civilization which controls it. But where
as in England, that historic tradition has been broken
it would seem impossible to restore the peasant life

without a great renewal of the co-operative spirit. -

Such a change needs great moral qualities : it is i
: H 14 -
possible unless there %1;: some bix?ding force oﬁxtslilzlle
self-interest. Sir Danijel Hall—assuredly no senti-
mentalist—has said of Ireland that “ co-operation
advances not because it can promise a halfpenny a
pound or a shilling a quarter more profit, but by its
appeal to the spirit; and Ireland, devastated  but
renascent and always sensitive to the spiritual side of
things, is answering to the appeal.” Among the
144 v
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mallholders of Bedfordshire, on the other hand, he
was “ most of all impressed by the fierce individualism

f these market-gardeners; the larger men despise
ithe smallholders and both look down on the labourers
—a rough, drinking lot.”# There was no kind of co-
operation or combination. And he goes on to maintain
that the fundamental weakness of British agriculture is
- just this * lack of respect for the things of the mind
“and the bearing they have on practical life,” which
‘confines the farmer to the narrow routine of customary
‘money-making and renders it impossible to attain the
‘results that have been attained by the farming com-

*.munity in Scandinavia and elsewhere. -

" Now, that which is true of co-operation in the)
. ‘purely economic sense is yet more true of the deeper
‘gpiritual co-operation on which a civilization rests.
"The peasant civilization of the past was, even more
than the civilization of the cities, the creation of
‘centuries of Christian life, and it attained its most
characteristic expression in the regions where the
religious life was strongest—in Tuscany and in the
Tyrol, in the Basque provinces and in Ireland. The
civilization which is inspired by greed and self-
“interest, whatever may be its material achievements,
destroys its own roots in the life of the rural classes—
it develops the parasitic growths and weakens the vital
functions. That was the case in ancient Rome, an
it is even more the case with our modern civilizatio
since the Industrial Revolution. The restoration o
health to our social organism is perhaps still withi
- our power, but only on condition that the work
material reconstruction is the outward expression of
. internal renewal of the whole spirit of our civilizatiog.

CHRISTOPHER DAWSO-
* Hall, 4 Pilgrimage of British Farming, p. 303.
t Ibid., p. 428 ; cp. pp. 4403 and 1512,
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