
Through the courtesyof a friend we have
discoveredthat 'Civis

'
is stillpermittedonce

a week to drag a limited length of tether in
the back-block columns of the Otago Daily

Times. In last Saturday'sissue he objects with wateryvehe-
mence to the comment mide in our issue of March 7 on the
cruel pol;cy of 'short rations' adopted as <i military punish-
ment against the Boer womendetained in British campswhose
husbands, are on commando. Two straightforward courses
lay before ' Civis

'
in dealing with our remarks upon that un-

pleasant thf>me\ (1) It was open to him to piove— if he could
—that our statement of tne

'short rnion'fact was incorrect.
If hecould succeed in doing so,our deductions would hive
collapsed like the iout ot an old shanty when the \salls are

blownaway. Or (2), admitting the official statement of fact
upon which our comment was based, he might haveadvanced— if hecould— cogent reasons for holding that our inferences
were unwarranted. Perhips it is unreasonablefor us toexpect
so eminently rational a proceeding from the melancholy
jester whose highest arhitv ment is to spot and freckle the
bald illiteracy of his 'Notes

'
with fossil 'goaks 'of theperiodof

the OldRed Sandstone. At any rate neitherof these sensible
coursescommendeditself to

'Civis.' He has boMly run away
from the question and from a safe distance of side-issues
Hirert-^H rv oofuf of ringc Lril'adc of dug veiuiage
against the inedeemable chuckleheadedies, of that b>U,bad
man with th_ LuM, badpcn

— the eduorof the N.Z. 1 \BLbT.

The questionbetween'Civis
'

and us regards certain mili-
tary punisnments. Moreover,it regards these military punish-
ments in circumstances in which they are ordinarilyat their
worst: (1) in time of war; (2) inflicted in an enemy's
country upon people placed under the stern rule of
martial law; and (3) for the purpose— as British newspapers
have stated

—
of compellingthe surrender of numbers of male

Boers who are still at large with Mausers in their hands and
very much de trop upon the veldt. The militarypunishments
inflictedupon the Boer women andchildren to whom we refer
werechieflytwo:(1) On avast scale and overa wide territory
they werecompelled to witness theburningof theirhomes and
thewholesale plunderor destructionof theirproperty; (2) they
werethen internedwithin the lines ofBritish campsand picked
out fromamongall other women of their nation for apolicy of
'treatment

'byshort rations. GoodoldAulus Gelliustell us in
his Nodes Attica*how theducks of Pontus throve and waxed
fat on doses of deadlypoison that wouldkill the kingof all the
microbes. The crude romancer oftheouter sheetsof the Otago
Daily Times evidently fancies that his readers were all born
on the first of April;for, in effect, heasks them to believethat
the officers who—

to the disgust of our manly colonial troops
—

carried out the house-burning business in such a masterly
fashion would be likely tomake the short-ration policy so up-
roariouslyenjoyablethat the Boer vrows and theirlittle ones
would not alone not suffer any inconvenience thereby, but
might even be possiblyexpected to grow fat upon the process!
Perhaps this is one of 'Civis's

'pleiocene witticisms. If so, it
is either very coarse or verycruel. If, however, he desireshis
vague and wobbly statements to be taken seriously,lethim
prop them up by an appeal to verified facts. Till such facts
are forthcoming we leave him, with Aulus Gellius. to talk to
thp marines. It requires little knowledge of military disci-
pline to know that, evenat itsbc-t, and where practised upon a
fiiend, the military punishment of short rations in war-timeis
n> jesting matter. As practised on Boer women and their
children, it would defe it its purpose it it did not cause
some decree of distress. And 'to distress with hunger '
is a definition given in our standard dictionaries
of the verb 'to starve.' Nobody who is ever so little ac-
quainted with military life

—
especially in war-time and in

distruts subject to martial law
—

needs to be remindedof the
alttrnatives that are open to hungry womenand young girls
amidst theperils and temptations of even the best-conducted
military camp. If British mothers and daughters had been
detained on short rations in the Boer camps with a view to
compelling their main relatives in Ladysmith, Kimberley
and Mafeking to surrender, we should have heard a fine buzz
about it

—
and \ery nghi'y, too. We entered a protest against

General Weyler's adoption, in Cuba, of a system similar to
that which is now being followed by British officers inSouth
A'rica. It ourm moryserves us right, 'Civis' likewise con-
dtmn> d then a sy-tem which now finds favor inhis sight. It
evidently does make adifference whose ox is gored.

We raised our voice fagainst the cruel policy of
short-rationing Boer women, partly on the general
grounds of ordinary humanity, partly on the plea that it is a
violation of the recognised usages of civilised warfare. Recent
or relatively recent manuals of internationallaw— such as those
of Leone Levi, the Manual of Wars on Land,etc.

—
show that

the civilised law of our time is set hard against (r) the
looting, plunder, or needless and wanton destruction of the
privateproperty of an enemy, and (2) against allcruelty,or
the infliction of suffering merely for suffering's sake. (3) Inter-
national law or civilised custom also provides that non-
combatants are to be treated as neutrals; and 'in actual
practice,' says LeoneLevi{InternationalLaw, 2ndcd., p.280),'womenand children, the old and the sick, physicians and
surgeons, who do not take arms, are not enemies.' (The
italics are ours ) Moreover (4), except in the case of
difficulties of commissariat, it is against the recognised
practice to place prisoners of war upon short food-rations.
Now, in South Africa the usages of civilised warfare have
been violated(1) by regardingthe Boer women and children
as enemies, and (2) by according them, in the matter of food,
worse treatment than ought to be meted out to able-bodied
male Boers taken prisoners upon the field of battle. We
ad\ocate humane treatmentof womenin war. 'Civis

'
opposes
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the best governed people in the world, because, with few
exceptions, they care a great dealmore about the programme
of the government than the menuof thecook.' 'The pleasures
of the table,' sa>s Max O'Rell in his Jacques Bonhomme,
1are within the reach of all classes in France. The working
peopleare better off in England than in France, but they are
not so well fed or so happy. They spend their money in
superfluities instead of spending it in necessaries. The
English womenof this class go in for a lot of cheap finery; the
French ones go in for sound linen. What the English wotking
classes throw away in bones, scraps, and vegetable^ would
suffice tonourish a poor French family. I assure you that
with .1\cgct'ib!c -ouup, a stew, some chcjsc or fruit, and good
bread, these peopledine remarkablywell at two or three pence
a head.' Dr. Johnson had within his massive, elephantine
frame much unconscious food-philosophyof the Brillat-Savarin
order. He once declaredthat a man who could not get his
dinner well-cooked was not to be trusted with the more
important affairs ot life.

Nearly three years ago Mr. Grace— of New York—a
brotherof Dr.Graceof Wellington— determined to start an
institute for the benefit of those of his workers and their
families whose opportunities for advancement were very
limited. He mentioned his purpose to one of his workmen,
and the latter said to him:'If you will founda school or an
institute where young women can be taught intelligentlythe
duties of a housewife, you will confer a blessing upon them
andupon many who may be dependent upon them for com-
fortable and happy homes.' This was done, and with happy
results. Some of our convents have taken serious and sys-
tematic steps towards restoring the balance between the
ornamental and the useful in the educationof our girls, and
many of them have steadily insisted on their pupils learning
the useful artsof cookery,housekeeping,etc. But the problem
seems to have been solved upon a vast scale by some religious
communities in Catholic Belgium, who have dottedthe country
over here and there with Etoles Mhiageres or Schools of
Housewifery. The initiative of this important educational
reform was taken some few years ago by Father Ternmciman.
The schools were inauguratedby private enterprise. They are
aided by the State, and supplement the education ot the
primary,and to some extent, of the secondary, schools. The
course of instruction is comprehensive to a degree. The orna-
mental is not excluded,but the useful is «-et in the very fore-
front of the curriculum. A good generaleducation is imparted;
but 'miss in her teens

'
is aWo initiated into the mysteries of

dressmaking, washing, uoning, cleaning, mending, cooking,
needlework, dairying, poultr v-rcirmg, bee-keeping, farm
accounts, and

—
scientific agriculture! li the young lady his a

bent for a commeni.ilcareer, vie isamply p o.ided Witha due
ou'fit of speci il knonlcugc io- the desk or woikroom. This is
indeed the glonficuion of theuse ul. And .ill this, be it noted

with board and lodging thrown in
—

for such an unconsidered
trifle as £10 a jear 1

The Belgian schools of Housewifery are an object lesson
in educational methods. In the first place, they have dealt
what we trust is a serious blow to the lop-sidedsystem which
looks merely to the intellectml and ornamentalside of a girl's
education. The Belgian Sisters fit- the pupilnot merely for the
drawing room and the soci il circle, but also for the sterner
work o( life— for the due performance of the plain domestic
duties which add a charm to the poorer cottage home. But
the-e is another aspect in this comparatively iuw departure.
Thepractical curriculum of the Belgian EcolesMenugjres has
openedup a new and vast field for woman's industry. These
schools are sendingback into the farm houses of that thriving
little State an army of highly train' d and economical workers
who must be counted with in the alreadykeen competition for
the world's market-. A few years ago— we think it was in the
beginningof 180S—the London School Board began to adopt
on a modest scale some ot the methods that had met with such
conspicuous success in the rel'gious communities of Belgium.
When will these colonies fall into line with a movement which,
we hope, is destined to at length effect a much-neededreform
in the educationalmethodsnovv in vogue in ourmidst ?
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