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used for the transportation of northern United States products 
a saving in mileage similar to that gained by Western Canada 
might reasonably be expected.

Denmark
There is no doubt that this publicity has had and is having 

an excellent effect, and that British exporters will find it even 
easier to make headway in these two Scandinavian markets 
than they did before. But without in any way wishing to 
make a hasty generalization, one may say that the British 
exporter will find the Danish market, under present condi
tions, easier to handle than the Swedish. The average Dane 
is so very conscious of the fact that the Anglo-Danish trade bal
ance is heavily against England, that he is quite willing to buy 
British goods, even when Danish arc available. If only 
British exporters can be assured that the Valutakontor (the 
centralized foreign exchange office) will not place obstacles 
in their way, the .market for British goods is certain to expand 
still further. But it needs constant pressure and much hard 
work.

British Overseas Trade
For the first nine months of the year, imports amounted 

to £520,215,226, which shows the heavy reduction of £101,- 
131,802, as compared with the corresponding period of 1931. 
It is interesting to note that towards this greatly reduced 

figure, manutactured goods contributed £69,548,100, the 
chief goods affected being apparel and textiles, iron and steel, 
non-ferrous metals and manufactures, pottery and glass, and 
leather. One important group, manufactured oils, fats ano' 
resins, showed an appreciable increase, and in the raw ma-. 
terials class there were several groups showing advances over 
the 1931 figures, the chief being raw cotton and undressed 
hides and skins.

Exports for the nine months have fallen off by £21,283,125 
to £271,107,476. Manufactured goods at £206,832,201 were 
less by £14,234,829, and although the majority of the impor
tant groups showed declines, the most important cotton yarns 
and manufactures, actually increased by nearly £5,600,000 
on the 1931 figures of £42,716,920. Raw materials exported 
declined by £2,891,696 to £31,807,636, coal being the product 
most affected, although there was a noticeable fall in exports 
of other minerals, the oils, fats and resins group, and undres
sed hides and skins. Exports of food, drink, and tobacco 
were down by £2,348,911 to £23,441,752 the only class in 
this group showing an increase being grain and flour.

Re-exports for the nine months amounted to £39,028,120, 
a decrease of £9,227,300, the heaviest declines taking place 
in food and drink, undressed hides and skins and apparel.

The apparent adverse balance of trade for the nine months 
was £210,079,630, which shows a reduction of £70,621,377 
on the first nine months of 1931.

Do Something To Save Philippine Birds
“Rizal was not in favor of killing birds not fit for food as 

was proved one time when he prohibited an officer of a boat 
from shooting them.—” Filomeno Acopiado, a one-time pupil 
of Rizal’s at Dapitan, as quoted by Serapio J. Datoc in the 
Tribune magazine, Sunday, January 1.

Everyone interested in the preservation of birdlife in the 
Philippines would do well to seek every occasion to explain 
to the common people what good birds do and how wanton 
it is to kill them for sheer sport, the useful birds should be 
killed only to eat, and then not in quantities promising their 
extinction or at times when they arc breeding and raising 
their young. This seems a petty subject for treatment in 
a review of the kind the Journal is, but truth is that preserva
tion of birdlife is so essential that hardly anything transcends 
it in importance. Truth is too that birds by thousands arc 
wantonly killed throughout the Philippines all summer long.

As soon as schools dismiss for the summer vacation, troops 
of idle boys go about the country killing birds wantonly; 
not birds to eat, not birds whose mangled little bodies they 
can pick up and take home with them to brag over, but birds 
they shoot with sling-shots in bamboo clumps where they must 
leave them dead for ants and vermin to devour. No boyhood 
sport could be more wanton or more cruel than this, the prime 
vacation sport for so many Philippine schoolboys that the 
wonder is there arb any birds left in the islands at all.

A snake will easily escape these boys, a bird hardly ever; 
a troop of boys, ever more accurate with their sling-shots, 
will return to a bamboo clump day after day until the last 
harmless bird nesting in it or taking refuge in it has been 
killed.

And why? For one reason, the boys are utterly idle and 
their leisure utterly undirected. For another, apparently 
the little catechisms informing their morals have nothing 

to say about killing birds: He who marks the sparrow’s fall 
is preached unto them, but not, apparently, as an avenger 
of the sparrow. Nor can we say the schools have frowned 
down wantonness toward lower creatures enough when it is 
with the vacation season that the war upon the birds begins. 
If you object to having the birds on your place killed, you are 

’ put down by the boys as a harsh neighbor who should be 
outwitted; they therefore get track of the hours you keep, 
and kill the birds while you can not watch them. Not one 
seems to understand why, for any reason, moral or otherwise, 
he should not kill birds.

The bill, of course, is paid by the crop-maker. If the 
practice is not soon checked, and that effectively, balance 
between bird and insect life in the Philippines will be destroyed 
and crop pests now unheard-of will appear. Individual effort 
at restraint of the boys is useless, the vice is too prevalent, 
too popular for that. Nor would law do any good. Moral 
tutelage is the only remedy; the new community assemblies^ 
might be good places for the preaching to begin, but every
body who can catch the real attention of a boy can do a little. 
As soon as there is a general consciousness among grown-ups 
that birds must not be wantonly killed, boys will catch the 
notion from their elders. The real fault is grown-up indiffer
ence. Without law the government might help a littb. It 
could get something out to the people through the community 
assemblies, and it might get some towns to encourage, with 
prizes, the boys’ natural interest in birds by rewarding studies 
of the birds by the boys—ways of fostering their life instead 
of taking it. Parents, church and school have failed so far 
of inculcating in boys intelligent and merciful ideas about 
birdlife.

The least observation, during vacation, will reveal to any
one how grave the question is. The sling-shot and air gun 
threatens our birds with extinction.


