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;:—",'.": EVIEWING two books just issuéd,
&2, ‘“The Truth About Port Arthur,” by
E. K. Nojine, and .{The Tragedy of

&
“s

Korea,” by F. A. MadKenzie, the”

London Times says:

The flood of books about the Rus-
so-Japanese war has abated somewhat of late,
but hitherto we have learned comparatively
little ‘except through courts martial about the

~ siege of Port Arthur’as witnessed from within.
M. Nojine is unusually well qualified to offer
testimony on the long beleaguerment. As a
Russian war correspondent he went through
the greater part of the siege and he was in the
confidence of those commanders whose names
are still honorably associated with the defence
of the fortress. He has'also had access to.offi-
cial documents and diaries. He writes with vi-
vacity and force. and the translation is compe-
tentand spirited. Both on account of its vivid
narrative and by reason of the extraordinary re-
velations it- contains, “The Truth About Port
Arthur” is perhaps the most remarkable book
about the war yet issued. It«s scathing in its
denunciation of the unreadiness of Port Arthur
to resist attack, and unsparing in its condemna-
tion. of those officers, both naval and military,
who helped to bring about its downfall. No
more vigorous and overwhelmingarraignment
of General Stoessel has been framed, even by
the tribunal which tried and sentefed him.
That much of the evidence which M. Nojine
has collected is beyond dispute cannot be
doubted. Yet while we regard his book as of
great value and singular interest, we are con-
strained to think that the whole truth about
Port Arthur has still to be written. M. No-
jine frankly rteveals that he was not an im-
partial onlooker. He was inflamed against
General Stoessel from personal reasons, not
less than. from his natural indignation at the

general’s craven and vainglorious' bungling.
He was a warm and open ally of General Smir-
noff, the commandant: of -the fortress, and of

the gallant Kondratenko. He took sides from -

the outset, and he makes no pretence at ap-
proaching his task in a judicial spirit. The ulti-
mate verdict upon-the mournful storyzof Port
Arthur will have to be written by some one
who can examine the evidence with a mind
uncolored by partisanghip. That General
Stoessel failed miserably, that he showed few
traces of soldier-like qualities, js now/common
knowledge; but it seems incredible that he
can have been the miracle of blundering and
pompous incompetence depicted by M. No-
jine: It is manifestly difficult to test the final
value of his testimony against General Stoessel:
There is no standard of comparison, because
so little is known about what went-on within
the defences. We have detected one instance,
however, which leadsus to .suspect that in his
eagerness to indict General Stoessel the author
has not always been careful. about . his facts,
He ends one of innumerable passages. ridicul-
ing Stoessel by saying:— . :

Again there was laughter. . -The " General
was in the best of form. 'Whether' he was
talking seriously or not I do not know. Pres-
ently he thought it was time to.return to Ar-
thur, and told me to-accompany him; we rode
through the arsenal. . o :

“Look ‘what a niumber of captured guns
thére are!l' I took all thpse in the Chinese
war.” el A :

All these guns passed into our hinds when
we peacefully ‘occupied Arthur! :

We think that, on that occasion -at. any
rate, M/ Nojine was wrong and General Stoes~
sel more or less right. It was always under-
stood “in Port Arthur that most of the guns

patrked in the squares of the arsenal were: cap-
tured by the Russians when the Chinese ar-
senal at Tientsin was seized,~ . ; ;
There is no interition on:our part, how-
ever, to suggest any condonation of General
Stoessel, or to question the-broad correctness
of M. Nojine’s record Even when €very al-
lowance is made for prejudice; - the  record is
black enough, not only‘against Stoessel, but
+ against other officers who- had ' for  years
shared the responsibility' of placing the Liao-
tung .peninsula in a ‘position to resist attack.
It will scarcely be believed that when hostili-
ties began onl yeight guns \yere mounted by
the whole of the land front of'the fortress; yet
M. Nojine’s statement-is confirmed by the of+
ficial report. Long after-the first attack from
‘the 'sea, the exportofilarge quantities of fresh
‘and preserved proyisions to-the army in’ the
north was: actually permitted. Even as late
as' the beginning of May, Stdessel was still so
oblivious  of his real-position: that he was en-
training troops for ~ Liaosyang. = He -ufterly
neglected the defence of thé Kinchou isthmus,
and\yet he sent reports siiggesting’ that he
had directed the battle at that vital spat, - al-
though he never:left ‘Port Arthur. - His cul=
pinating ‘offence,-of concealing the official
message-deposing ‘him from the command in
June and directing him to hand over . his
fcharge to Smirnotf; was:only.exceeded by the
shame of his final surrender. But Stoessel was
not the only culprit. - Divided control, - con-
flicting counsels, and service jealdusies hélp-
ed largely to bring/about the downfall of Rus-
sia :in. Manchuriaz, M. Nojine complains that
“money. was ‘scarce for-the:vital -defences.of
Port Arthur, while millions were being pour-
ed out on the palaces and wharves-of Dalny.”
He does:not mentign,;the reason, which. was
that the departments of war and. finance-were
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. noff was his subordinate.

at deadly feud, as was shown when General
Ruropatkin made his memorable tour of in-
spection. - -

It is due to M. Nojine to say that he does
not hesitate to ériticize even his hero, Gen-
eral Smirnoff. As commandant of the fort-
ress; Smirnoff ought to have assumed com-
mand when the siege began. Stoessel was the
officer commanding the district in which the
fortress lay, and by an imperial order Smir-
M. Nojine says of
Smifnoff that, ' “notwithstanding his great
strength of will and firmness, he was a true
Slav{” he dared not run counter to an imperial
order. The Tsar's unlucky telegram appoint-
ing Stoessel as his aide-de-camp gave him fur-
ther strength at a most inopportune;time. The
question whether Smirnoff, who never knew
that he had been given chagge six months
earlier; ought to ~have summoned a council
and arrested Stoessel when he founhd h¢ \was
ne'gotiatﬁg a surrender, has been often ‘de-
bated. . Nojine thinks the step would then
have bgen futile. The garrison knew that a
parlementaire had been despatched, and they
would never have fought on afterwards. The
arrest of Stoessel would only have meéant a
mutiny among the exhausted trdops, @ who
would not have obeyed Smirnoff. The matter
is one about which there will, no doubt, al-
ways be a differénce of opinion, but most ex-
perienced soldiers will probably 'hold that at
such a moment Smirnoff should have follow-
ed the regulations. ; :

" Mr. McKerizie’'s book ' about Korea = was
written to explain a situation® which has ar-
isen as a direct sequél of the war in which the
fall of Port Arthur was so tremendous an
event. The author knows Korea intimately.

“He trates its history with comncise  clearness
from the period when American  filibusters

tried to obtain access to its closed.territorics
in the middle of last century. His main pur-
pose, however, is to' criticize and condemn
Japanese policy-and methods of control since
the war., He made a tour, at some  personal
risk, in the districts where Japanese . troops
were fighting the Korean rebels last autumn,
and tells a deplorable tale of the ruinedtowns
and villages which he found in the track of
the troops. He attacks the administration of
Prince 1to, and insists that one of the objects
of the Japanese in Korea is the ultimate  ex-
clusion of British trade, - We are bound to
say that Mr. McKenzie sets forth the cause he
has espoused with conspictous moderation
and restraint, and with commendablc sympa-
thy for the unfortunate Koreans: Certain a:-
pects of more recent Japanese policy in Kc-
rea are regarded with misgiving in this coup-
try, and the ole story of Japanese associa-
tion with the Hermit Kingdom is notoricusiv
marred by grave blemishes. Mr. McKenzic's
book will, we fear, deepen the apprehensions
tHat have been aroused, especially in view of
his studious avoidance of any semblance of
exaggeration. His readers will naturally ask,
as American senators asked Professor Hul-
bert, “What do you expect us ‘to do?” After
all, even Mr. McKenzie admits that the indi-
genous rule in Korea was weak and corrupt,
and often oppressive, and that the old Court
party has constantly and obstinately intrigued
against the Japanese. He thinks, however,
that Japan might be warned that needless
slaughter and the filching of the private prop-
erty rights of the defenceless peasantry must
diminish the respect in which she is held by
her ally; and he is not ~without hope that
milder and more - conciliatory counsels: may
in the end prevail at Tokio. That-hope-can at
least be warmly echoed.

HE Australian_correspondent of ~ the
London Times, writing from Sydney

‘under date of March 17, says:
. Seven years ago, after a careful
examination. of the working of the
: New Zealahd Act/ the New' South
Wales Parliament introduced compulsory arbi-
tration, and gave it a seven years’ trial. To-
day anothet Parliament is occupied in discuss-
ing the merits of the Act which is to confirm
the principle and alter the details of the law
of 1901, and in. the streets men talk of the
wharf-laborers’ strike and the timber-yards
strike, and the Newcastle coal-miners’ strike—
so narrowly averted, and not yet made im-
probable—and through all the ranks of labor
there is murmuring unrest, and among the

employers the sort of blustering taik that con-

ceals a fear of evil days to come.

So the Act that was to bring industrial
peace expires amid rumors of widespread in-
dustrial wars. At first sight it seems to justify
all the prophets who foretold failure. But you
note, as you consider the situation with more
deliberation, that those prophets are keeping
very quiet; and you note further that the
Premier, leading a strongly “antl—Sqmahstxc”
party, accepts without demur, and even em-
phasizes, in his new Bill the vital principle of
the old one. After seven years’ trial of com-
pulsion, even Mr. Wade is in favor of it. He
has laid’ down three ‘“fundamental proposi-
tions” (— e i :

. . 1. Neither side, employers or.employees,
shall be allowed to dislocate industrial life by
a lock-out or strike. ., 0 e

2. ‘No employer shall be allowed to carry
on business in New South Wales if he will not
piy his employees a fair wage.

3. Every dispute shall find a tribunal ready
to settle it at once, without formalities and
without appeal; and that tribunal shall have
power to force both sides together, and power
to force them to observe the award.

" If you are looking for a reason why the
“1901 Act, in spite of its failure to prevent
strikes, 1is . being practically renewed and
strengthened by the very party which origin-
ally fought it tooth and nail, that third propo-
sition will give a hint of one,

~Before we elaborate the reaso

note another peculiarity in the old

tory. Inits earlier years it was the 8

the employee; many employers evad:

they could, and those who disobeyed it were al-
ways sure of sympathy even from the more
scrupulous employers who - obeyed. . At the
end of its life it has suddenly become the em-
ployer’s jarbor of refuge, and the men are only
persuaded to accept arbitration by all sorts of
proniises and blandishments. The change in
the men’s attitude is simply explained—they
have not found the Court what they hoped it
would be, and are inclined to fall back on their
old ‘weapon, thé strike. The employers have
changed front because they have discovered a
usefulness in the Court which' they used to
ignore. They were asked to accept it origin-

ally because it would stop strikes; strikes not

_‘being imminent in 1901, they neglected or
pooh-poohed that argument, and dwelt only
on the grievance that:their businesses were
being interfered with, and they proceeded to
belittle the Court and minimize the effect of
its decisions ih every possible way. In the last

‘ twelve months they have found the tables
turned. The men have learned to belittle the

Court too, and the strikes'that have followed

“sides the fi

P

the men’s abandonment of it are a measure of
the strikes it did ayert in the six earlier.years
when the-men still trusted it. g

For the strike of today is a campaign, not
a battlé merely. Thé atfacks . made ' upon
“labor” 7as such have done  thé “work*they
might have been expected, but were not in*
tended, to do. “They have destréyed whatéver
community-of interest there once was betwéern
employer and employee, they have consolidat-
ed all'classes of working men intoa single "asso-
ciation for ‘mutual help in any fight waged by,
any class.  Within the #ast Wweek Sydney has
seen the mass of its oversea laborers refuse

to ‘'work on the oversea and inter-State com-

panies’ boats, merely/in order to force those
compadiies into putting pressure on three small
shipping conipanies which ; trade along; the
New South Wales coast. The men have no
grievance against the hig companies, and say
50 openly ; but the three small ones use cheap
non-unionist labor, so that a strike directly
against them is impossible.. The men are back
at work now; but that is because they have
found another weapon.. The carters who take
goods to and from the three small companies’
wharves have agreed to refuse further service;
the seamen in their boats have givén 24 hours’
notice of ceasing work: It is not their quarrel;
but fellow-laborers have called upon”them,
and they came out willingly at the word: If
they ‘Mad not, the bigger strike would-have
gone on, and would have involved eveéry port
in the Commonwealth; 2 LS %
It seems unutterably stupid to hold“up the
whole sea traffic of Australia becditse you have
a grievance against three small local shipping.
companies. But it would ‘haye been done. -It
may be done yet. ‘One of the most ominous
features of the whole buginess is the open de-
knowledgement, even by sfich papers as the
Sydney Moming Herald, of the immense

<
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power of labor and the need to propitiate it

at whatever cast. T

st. The carters work for mas-
ter carters under an

;;tiittatiogi Court award:
In boycotting. the dbas g{} wharves they are
breaking the n@v\c‘z,i_td{ nd’ the master carters
threatén 'to proseciitd difeti:- “Wherenpon'
Herald, usally’ 4 sedite’ thampion of “strict
legality, says (léading"article;, March 16) i ="
* “Seeing that"the 1abor uniofis have, for'the
time being, decided fiot"to give theé quarrel a
generalsbearing, for’fhie master cartiefs'to
come to the ¥id of the ‘coastal’ companies——as
they threaten to do—*would be unpardonable.”
Consider what that implies! .
But we miist go back to the main problem.
An Act was passed on the distinct undertaking
that it would prevent strikes. . It 18 still in

& 5

*%bbudd’ Yet the Bill
adopts and confirms its main principle, amid
the applause. of  everybody; including those
who.sneered .most at the original ‘Act.  Why?
/. 'The answer is-inevitable.. The failure of the
1901 -Act, where there.has been failure, has
been due to maladministration and deliberate
attempts on the part of an unsympathetic Gov-

. ernment to make it fail;. . It provided, as
mechanism for. making awards and settling
disputes, a Court of three members, one a
Judge. . Almost from "the first that. single
Court was ovérworked. and fell hopelessly be-
hind in its‘task. Mare than eighty<trades re-
ferred complaints to if,/and it managed £o give
awards for 11 of them.” In and after the second
year membeérs’ of ‘the. Court‘began ‘to fall ill,
which led ‘to new ‘eléctions and temporary a
pointrients and reléarings and other causes
of' delay. The obvious remedy, since the
country ‘had approved’and-its Parliament had
legalized the ‘practice ‘of ‘compulsory atbitra-
tion, was to amend the Aet in the direction of
multiplying: Courts, and, perhaps; simplifying

s : 1. the ‘employees. understood  that
forge, <afid’ dtrikes  an@* sumors -of strikes ©
fat 'is to Supplant it

tocedure.. But the new.  Government—that
ed by Mr. Carruthers—would ‘do. ngthing,
They simply said, “You've got-your Court—
go. and make the best of it.” =
- For 'five year$ the empfoyees were patient.
Bt thére 'is-ad end” & “Any' 'minls® phtietice!
Employees soon found fhemselyés in'this posi
tion, that' they must réfer a grievaneé to the
Court, must not Strike “during the ‘pendency
of ‘afiy proceedings,” and must, of course, obey
the award when made. If there had ‘been tri-
blinals’enotgh to act quickly, all would have
been well. - But the refusal of extra tribunals
meant that a grievance existing and referred to
the Court in 19os must be ‘endured without
redress, possibly till 1908. When at last
: thoroughly,
they dost patience and ~‘went back~to old
methods. Strikes began again. ° - e
Last year the Newcastle coal miners broke
the'law, and struck. Immediately the employ-
ers appealed to the law, and demanded the
arbitration which for five years they had been
decrying.  'The miners: declined to -be kept
waiting for another two or three years; but;
when: the Premier offered to constitute a spe-
cial Court immediately, they went back to
work, ‘They had been asking for that special
Court since 1903; but they had to strike before
they got it. Ther the men employed at the /
timber-wharves in Sydney harbor struck. A
promise was hutriedly made that their griev-
ances should be considered, out of order,
within' a‘few weeks; and they went back to
work.” Now the Premier is promising to'se-

“cure the wharf laborers a speedy hearing; but

they had to strike to get that promise. If the
Act had had a fair trial—if extra Courts' had
been constituted as the need for them became
evident—not one of these strikes need’ have
happened. That they did happen, in the cir-
cumstarices, is no more an argument against
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The Skakespeare Festival at Stratford-on-Avon

OTHING is more prominent.this year-at

© Stratford-upon-Avon than the stieet de-
§. corations. ~The proper ‘‘pageant-spirit,”
- if we.may call it so, has possessed: the

. inhabitants; and months of hard and en-
tirely voluntary work, under the dirgc~
tion of a small committee hsaded Vb'yr;i-r

‘A, 'Whitcombe, a man of experience and
taste in these madtters, have been devot-

+ed to the designing and making in Stratford ‘itself of

the splendid medieval show ch: will- appear In its
full glory to-day—St. George’s Day and Shakes-
peare’s Day, says the London Times. It is needless
to say that
sixiyard
Unijon Jack and the’Prince of Wales's present of a
large flag of Wales. At a quarter to 10 this morning

the Unlon Jack will ‘be- hoisted oh a ‘gpdat crowned ..

flagstaft In' the ceéntre of the open at the top
of Bridge-street; and at the same moment the flags
of Seotland, Ireland, Wales, the® Colonies, and other
parts of the King's Dominions, and the natlons of
.the ‘world; al]l presented by their official representa-
tives in England,; will be flown around the = Unien
Jack and. down the whole length of Bridge-street,
while the school children holding banners andr‘i;e
town band will break into the Natfonal Anthem. Be-
lags, there is for every nation its. coat of
arms, elaborately painted in olls. on wooden shields
by the clever fingers of certain ladies and gentlemen
of the town, and a mags of other bunting, which at
night will be lit up by concealed electric
should make an impressive show. Hach street has
been similarly planned to: give its own effect and
celebraté a particular subject. The High-street {llus-
trates the old trade guilds, Henley-street the Re-
corders of the town, the lords of thé manor, and the
charaocters of Shakespeare's plays, and so ror%h: while
Church-street has its. maypole..
.town, the colors of the festoons which form . the
groundwork of the, stheme are those of St. Geprge
red and white, and of Shakespéare; black and gold: '

The programme of entertainments during ~the
thres weeks s also exceptionally lavish. -Today there

reat delight and encouragement wers . ..
- caused by the King's offer to present a

globes,,

Throughout  the 204

will be the usual floral pro'éuslon to the church, with
a sermon By Dr. Arbuthnot, viear-of Stratford and
Archdeason of Coventry,.a receéption at the town hall
by the Shakespears Club, -and & pérformance of A
Midsymmer Night's Dream by Mr, and Mrs, F. R,
Benson and their company; and amo
are a loan exhibitlon of ald glass, prints, and other
objects, chamber concerts, hogkey apd cricket matches
between the Bensonlans and local teams, old i
games in the;Bancroft, and- m;;ava:-gp,pq)g\- Shakes-
peare costime ball in the town-hall, which will take
plaee this day week. a8 :

on his own account. rcumstance grqute‘d

Unki

the proposed production otng Hing, and his FPaust
~bag had to b&p@l&?:(gd-;'. ral pfominent. Liondon
players are to appedr; q.%ﬁ ] \r Avith the Behson
“company; but probably the most novel item the
programme is ] a

sure by Miss' Horniman's company from Manchester,
in connexlon with Mr. Wiliam Poel. . The mention of
the last name means, of course, that.the play.is pro-
.duced “following the Biizabet method,” Students
of stage-history will ‘recognize the plan of the stage,
when it is stated that gm‘ﬁu tioh for'i¥ is obyi-
ously the drawing of the Swan eg.h&:a on the Bank-

side, a little affected, perh
at Harvard on whi e 8-Roberfson
;-I;x&)ettosgﬁf .ytears 4gO - lgox? n;o gmuﬁlly o
5.1 e—=ihe epen front,. QMF.‘.
cut' off at times by & Laverse” ot curtain runming
beétween two pgllat‘z atd %’vm&b‘y the “;;;n, 4 o
Yoof; behind that again & small chambet n&&%y
} nofrkﬁ'"‘\n," ery &
e Blizabethan English

onl

o ; t F, Wi
much first time, than
th “»‘t : &

‘other fixtures -
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At the theatre MTr, Beﬂébﬁj@bﬂh@é{ﬁbﬂﬂhg}ﬁew 5

¢ production of Measure for Mea- -

perly only to performances:-at Court, ‘and not to
those in' pyblic. or-private playhouses. = =~ &
;/The pros and cops-of productions on these lines
have been so mucu.debated that we need not émbark ;
upon' them' hére. 'Nor need weé touch: the question’
whether Measure for Me deserves' the . hard
things ‘sald of it by “North Oxford” on the dccasio!
of its production two, years ago by the O.U.D.S, an
repeated . this. year at Stratford. Suffice it that a
large. audience.thorbughly enjoyed the play on Tues-
day night. Measure for sure-is fitted for “'Hliza-
bethan” staging by its date, its simplicity of plot, and
the fact that the scemery containg no. eléments of ?l‘xe
supernatural and is r?t ‘of much importance to the
story. - And the old difficulty—that before a modern

: gxénenco you are bound to expunge . a

] je8s of Isa-
bella—confronts you equally whether yoir method
re modern or antiquarian., Mr. Poel i'm fzﬂ“mgr:
he play, and in a shorter time, than we have had
ing-before; butthe was forced by
h a myi 'Zuﬂd
1 of the oratorical naturg of an E

nh‘ y ; ‘ - = b W LY -
. and demaAdlng Of OLNGHs & repllity o bpeech Ty

n
: na d & rapidit ‘speech which  the /
@de the play sometimes tnp,wlhlqy;iti'bmﬁ-r? e g
of dits tl!lvgto ffects.  Still, the great soi kg :
which h ’ﬁ e IR

g l!;a‘mm;rﬂy ¥ wif

gﬁﬁgf&vom London
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compulsory arbitration than failure to give
Sydng‘y proper illuniination frb; a plant built
for'a” theatre would be an-argument against
electric lighting, - 7. 735 47 Ai3 bt

5] 'do not ‘say’ that There are no arguments
Apaifst cotipulsyty arBREAtion. >V Fhe fobje-
tions-are many and Serifus. Bt we are not
concerned ‘with them' ju8t now, since the peo-
ple of New South Wales/ with whom we are
dealing, have miade up their minds unmistake-
ably that—~whatevér defécts there may be in
conipulsion—it is “better than the old system
s Sl e e

1t is not maladniinistration only that the

igoi Act has'suffered from. Its worst enemies

"have been the lawyers and the higher. Courts.
.The Parliament that passed it did.its. Best to
_make ‘the Asbitration Court's’ degisfon, in any

‘matter final (clause 32); to allow peaceable
agreements: between employers and employed
to be made binding; if the Court thotighi fi, on
the whole body of employers and employees
similarly situated (clauses 15 and 37) yand to
allow unions on both sides to bring matters
before the Court for decision: without making
a quarrel about them first. But somehow the
English language was found ineapable of con-
veying Parliament’s intention:clearly—for no
one disputes the intention; and the Supreme
Court of New South Wales and the High
Court of Australia, between them, have evolv-
ed this series of decisions—that the Arbitra-
tion Court cannot turn a peaceable hgreement
into a. “common rule;” which: can be made
only out of an “award” following on a “dis-
pute” ; that the Court has no jurisdiction at
all unless there is a real dispute, a quarrel be-
tween some particular employer and one or
more 'of his employees, who must remain his
employees, because the dispute ends, and the
case with' it, directly they leave his service:
and that the Court has no power to vary or
amend its own awards. If either side wants
an award amended, it must begin again from
the beginning—and probably wait three ycars
to get a hearing. ‘ rE :

It was this last decision that brought about
the wharf laborers’ strike. Early awards had,

_for some now forgotten reason, allotted them

higher. wages for work. in connection with
oversea -boats . for the Australian trade,
the work in each case being exactly the same.
‘The inter-State companies saw the injustice of

fhis, and of their own accord paid oversea

wages; the three local companies held to the
lower rate. The Court not being allowed t0
amend itsi"efarlier‘_ awdrd, the men ag’gricved
had a choice between wait_i@g Several years t0
start the "disptite” ‘de novo, and breaking the
law; to get a ‘decision at once.'

- ‘The h‘¥h¢g Courts, probably, cannot be
blamed. . They have their rules of interpreta-
tion. - But it is the Australian custom, when
an Act is found not to say what it was indis-
yutably eant to say, to amend its wording
i accor, th the meaning. The Govern-

South Wales refused to touch
I The Court was forced to work
ed with accumulating arrears, and
£\ Il' its mechanism for peacemaking
clogged and strained by the ‘technicalities of
its supérior Courts. “Of course it broke dow.

- But_the collapse, intended by its enemics 10
‘be fatal, has left i
structure of
| ruin im

dangerous a gap in the
ate merce, and shown such
n%élhn those very enemiecs arc

o fill and battress-the gap it
‘ ily compulsory: tha
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