1 us would we look for such heawvily scored

ﬁmd The soctians thai were a Dbit de-

sages.  But on the whole the perform-

|. skilled Iunldar: The nmol: was very
.mﬂmmnﬂhumwu alzo

cient were once more the unforiunate

| brass and portion of the weodwind. The |

heavier brass must( be excluded, how-
ever, [rom this somewhat general eriti-
cism. It was chiefly the horns that
showed o slizht la of precision at
tines, Tha Lighter reed instrumanm
were harsh in their offect in ceriain pas.

ance was a most satiefiying one. It com-
menced with Beethovén's third overture

to “Leonora,” the mwutk in C, that, |,
with its varyiog p

y at once tried
tha skill of the musicians. Schumann’s
“S‘pring“ symphony was the next sub-
jeet. Tke four movements offered a

greal variety of material for interpreta- ||
vve power. Later in the evening a ro-|
mantic item, Tschaikowsky's ‘“Adagio,”
was played by the sirings only. A fine |
offect was achieved, but the beanty of |

the piece wmight have Deén enhanced if
ithe pizzicato support, furnished for the

lingering legato melody by the 'cellos
and contiri-basses, had h-een at all times
insinuated into the harmony fabric. A

shading of tone might have been ob-
served ' without allowing the, at fimes,
prcthlg snbdued bass tn rise and domin-
ate the production. But, of course, this
13 only one view. There was no ‘gain-
qaﬂng the ﬁaopulan:.g of the rendition.
[t was applauded spontaneously. ' The
programma reached a fitting termination
(n rhﬂ:u “Marche Hunlzmmr: from
“Faust.” The piece is bizarre in its |
gtyle. Founded on the theme of the
Rakoczy march, it shows what can be made
out of a !.rm‘l,plt! thing by a master mind.
There is much that s typical of Berlioz
in the piece. Where else but in the pages
which the French composer-critic has left

masses presenting a- colossal  ensemble |
dominated by beating drums, clashing |
cymbals, and the more blatant element of
the brass? The orchestra to Berlioz wax |
an_unlimited thing: the force of his |
Rakoeczy 18 unrestrained. All circum-

' stances considered Herr Heinicke gained |
- an_admirable effect.

' well controlled. McBrde, in the

Miss Dorothy MceBride's task Inst night
wag an ambitious ope. Tt was Grieg's |
concerto in A minor for pianoforte and
orchestra.  The su Eurt afiorded to the |
young pianiat by th and was at all times

three movements nf ﬂm magnum opus, re-
emived many nppnrtumhm for what the
programme pote termed ‘‘pianistic dis-
ptnr Her work was agreeably expres-
hu't- ahu did not quite succeed in
Jz Funofnrtc airt stand out as
nn ividual thin iss McBride stall
eds to develop her powers of control |
3::;;. ;he Jm;t.mmtntth There were also
ocal 1tems on the programme. Mlﬁﬂ
Gladys Polglase sang "R-:hwgr Prayer,”
an aria from Sullivan's unmuhmen resorted-
to ﬂeﬁm opera, “Ivanhoe.” Miss Muriel
I Ty submitted “When 1 am Dead” and
|8 nmmﬂful of the Rases,” Coleridge Tay
lor’s rather depressing, but nmrth:-lm-
sweet, sorrow son F A bracket of voeal
duets, “Friendship” (Marzals) and “Ven-
fi ian Boat Song”’ umenthnlll Were ren-
E;.'.'red by Misses Myrtle Tngham and Hilda
ock. A largs audience demonstrated
bly their enjoyment of the pro-
Among thoss present was Lady

rj f _ . ...',
2 i‘Q(ﬂL (. (é{‘r A
Gl 17, f.rFr\.[
{ o
—Orchestrit Concert.—

The sixth of a serics of orchesiral com-
cerie was given 1 the Elder Conserva-
torinm on Monday night before a large and
appreec Ln!iwﬂ attendance. '\nh{-xt‘{'gﬂnt _!ll_l:ﬂ
enjoyable programme wag submitt G
mndeur of 'Beethu?ﬂn 8 ‘““Leonora oversure
No, & Fwen full effeet 1o, and for
the ﬁmr. trma shese concerts Schumann's
ﬂmpbon ﬂnt No. 1 wias rendered.
TSR i b v

‘an nrche Ho 'w a
concerto forﬂgn-nfnﬂe \mm mn
mam by ins Dnmlhr H-e-Bhdo ud

_.' 'R
_ i GM'Ma lglse;

l.nd Hilda Simcock:
n}! ﬂmt. and
Misa Mlmel







| DNTERNATIONAL LAW 1
TIME OF WAR,

b — e :_

VIT~BOMBARDMENT. |
[By W. Jethro Brown, LL.D., Litt. D.j

_Tht- _a_uhiﬂ-l of bombardment has a very
direct interest for Austmalia in the present
war.  Auvstralia has a vust coasthine. Most
of her ports are ill defended or defended
not at all,  Although the British command
of the seas js at present so wwell maintained
as to render any immediate danger of raids
by German warships improbable, we are
not entitled to assume as a matter of
course that this happy condition of things
will continue., We must be prepared for
the possibility of an attack on one or otbher
ol the-many Australian por?s., 1t is there-
fore desirable to know to what extent, and
for what purposes, bombardment of towns
or ports is permissible. :

—lIlague Conferences of 1800 and 1907.—

Th_o more smportant rules relating to
| bombardment. bave been codified by the
|.l-Iaj¢ue Conferences at which all the more §
rmiportant States were represented.  In a
 preamble to the Convention, the High Con-

tracting Darties affirm that the provisions
which they have adopted are inspired by
the desire to diminish the evils of war as
lar as mulitary necessitiox permit..  We
may therefore conclude, as Westlake points
cout, that military necessity has been taken
nto account in fruming ‘the regulations,
and has not been Jeft ouwtside of them.

_""B‘Dt“h'ulrdnlfnt hy Mllltw Il‘um.

vy Art. XXV, the attack or bombard.
ment by uny means whalever of undefended
towns, villages, habitations, or boildings is
prohubited.  This article must be read
along with a prohibition, in Art. XXILIL to
destroy or scize enemy’s property, unless
such destruction or seizure be imperatively
demanded by the necessities of war, Lhe
iatler article refers to pillage as distinct
om requisiions. Nerther of these arcticles
preciudes the occupation of the undefended !
phce by the encmy; and such occcupation
empoes a right, in case of subsequent
ovacuntion, to -iemm;r all malitary torts,
' material, and so on. In the present war,
citbles report that Germany levied a con-
tribntion of £8,000,000 on Brussels as a
price for non-bombardmont. If the cables
be correct, the Jevy was a clear violution
of ‘the Hague Convention. As Westlake re-
marks, where actual bombardment would
be unlawful, it must be equally unlawiul
to use a threat of it as a means of extraci-
ing a money ransom, whether called a con-
ltribution or by any other means. . Art
| XXVI. of the Hague Convention requires
the commander of an attacking force, be-
fore commencing a bombardment, except
in the case of an assauli, to do all_he can
to warn the anthorities. By Art. XXVII,
all necessary steps should be tuken to spare
as fur as possible edifices devoled to
religion, art, science, or charity,
histowe monuments, hospitals, and places
where the sick and wounded are collected,
provided they are mot used at the same
time for military purposes. By fift-
XXVIIL, the pillage of a town or place,
oven when taken by assauit, is prolii
nted.

S

—Naval Bombardmentiz, —

The Ninth Convention of the Hague Con
ference of 1007 prohibits the naval bom
bardment of undefended places. By Art. L
of the Convetnion a Jlocality may mot he
bombarded for the sule reason that auio-
matic submarine contact mines are woured
before .ite port. But ratification of this
has been refused by Great Britain, France,
Germany, and Japan. By Art. IL, how:-
ever, military works, ry or mav
establishments, stores of arms or material
of war, ov ships of war lying i l-;Ert._,
may be destro after a summons Gxi0g
a reasnable delay, 1f all other means are
impomible, and the Jocal aathorities have
not proceeded to destroy them mﬂlﬁlme
time fixed. [n such a case no nsibi-
lity is incwred for auny mﬁmw
dumage which m.irhn dnnph'ﬂ_ ﬂm' .-
bardment. . Be Art, IIl. an und A

F
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i for i tes . &y
L L
i Sl il ""hyhﬂn.- e
bombardment bor e nnnpa}'rm:ut o -- -y
bations  in money s el
By Art.’ ?I. 4 naval ecomm
except where xigencies do  not
permit it, mnn.ﬂulsfhnmt-um he
autharitics before -cotmencing a hombard:

‘ment.
~—Aerial Bnmhrdmt —

The grnerll rudes H'#Nim w*‘
{ment of undefended places 'Ipp ToR ]
to acrial bombardment. A eable iy
Rotterdam, dated August 25, repﬁrh
the Ministers repruentiu: "
Russia met by e

Foreign Minister at h’e:z
with fiim the violation b erIany #f tu
terms of the Hague Gﬁnﬁ niion, a8 mani-
fested in the dropping of bombs upon Ant-
werp by Jeppehn airghips. The allusion
here, since Antwerp is not an “ :
ded place,” might appear to be a Declira-
rabion at the llague Conference of 17,
prohibiting the discharge of projectiles and
explosives from Dbailoons or by other
methods of u similar nature, But this de-
'claration was only ratiied by Great Bno-
‘tain, the United States, and Austria-Hun-
gary (of the eight Great Powers). In a
war between Great Britain and German 9
neither party wouid be bound by it. The
Institute of National Law, at 1z Oxiord
Conference of 1913, in its codification of
tite lJaw relating to bombardment, i5 silent
om the subject.. Thae silence is signibcant.
We mmy couclude that Germany m qui
within her rights in using airships for the
purposes of an  attack on  Antwerp,
whether with a view to dutrmhon
of forts, or with a wview thu
destruction of war matenal, l:li.‘poh
Larms, arsenals, &e. W Imb mtﬁmmnnﬂ
law may be said to forbid &= the destrus
tion of enemy’s property save insolar as
such destruction is imperatively demanded
| by the necessilies of war. But the "nﬂm-
sitiex of "war” is, as I have already had
occasion to suggest. an elasbic ﬁpmm
As Oppenheim says, there is no lezal d g
compelling the H.ttﬁth foree to
} hombardiment 1o fn:tr-,lhﬂtmﬂs only. “On
kthe contrary, destruction of private and
publhie hmidmg'- Lhmug‘r bombardment has
ahm'.ﬂ been and s 1 cﬂl‘md:!fﬁd lawiil,
Hﬁe it bhutm of “lm Irheanshgu Jml‘i&ﬁ upon
the authorities the advisableness of surmen-
der.” When, in 1870, Germim» hﬁm-
barded Strasburg, #48 houses were ntter
desiroved, vearly 3.000 ml“ of a lotai. 5,

were more or Jess j 1.700 ﬂﬂ'hm .
were killed or woun al:u:l 10,000 :gcl‘-
SIS rcndfrui hamr pas. Tie fto

damage to  the  city  was mtamu

at mearly £8,000000. 1 conclude.

fore, that the mnit, above referred to n:nu!
relate to the grievance that Germuny'
used halloons for the purpose of dropy
bombs on Antwerp belore giving notice 0
mtentmn to hombard in acoordance with
regulations to that effect which 1 have pre-
vionslv stated.  Under ail’ the areum-
stancea of the case, we can understang
with swhat apprehension the mlmn! of
'London, and other ports on t.he

consts of Great Britain, re,ga
:pmadi of l‘wrmnn}* tam mt




