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Walking home at night through the West End, Teddy Prager and I
would discuss the political events of the day, the day at LSE, in Britain
and in Europe. From LSE to Trafalgar Square most probably it would
be Hayek's latest, confusing, lecture on the causes of the slump (no
realistic eures were offered), and Harold Laski's clear (and correct!)
analysis of the political consequences of capitalist crisis. On to Marble
Arch and we had covered Keynes (sympathetically), Strachey
(enthusiastically) and on the long haul up the Edgware Road to Maida
Vale we confronted the menace of European fascism and the Chamber-
lain government's pathetic appeasement policies.

This was political talk, of course, but on reflection it was political talk
over a rather limited field of enquiry, for our talk was a quite proper mix
of politics and economics. And while it was strong on policies we were
little interested in government machinery and the means by which
policy decisions were arrived at and the methods of implementing
them. That was called "public administration" in the few University
calendars which then offered a degree course in government and
politics, and was regarded along with local government as rather less
than compelling intellectually. Our teachers did mention from time to
time some of the landmarks in the development of British government,
the Northcote-Trevelyan reforms in the Civil Service, the Haidane
Committee on the Machinery of Government and the Committee on
Ministers' Powers. Parliament was not thought of as the perfect govern¬
ing instrument but when led by a powerful Cabinet, British government
(now correctly labelled by Ivor Jennings "Cabinet Government") gave a
degree of satisfaction (in terms of the efficiency with which it reached
its objectives) which was not equalled by the governmental systems of
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