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OUT OF THE ORDINARY.

By Rozilda.

TUNUNOETY

ALY,

3
D
=4
=

SN\

The Eisteddfod Dispute.

Many of our Jewish parents are very perturbed. The South
African Dance Teachers’ Association has decided at the eleventh
hour to cut itself adrift from the Annual Eisteddfod. It is for
parents now to decide whether they will allow their children to enter
for the Dancing Section at the City Hall or for the isolated Dance

Festival at the Zionist Hall. Both they may not do, for the dates
virtually coincide.

The decision of the D.T.A. comes as a great surprise to all in
Cape Town who have watched with pleasure for a number of years
the many-sided activities of the Risteddfod.

The educational value of the
Fisteddfod has grown as its scope
has widened until the ideal of an
annual festival held in honour of
the arts has almost been in sight.
Now comes a petty quarrel which
insinuates itself into the pursuit of
this ideal, with the result that those
energies which should be diverted to
the arts are spent instead in cultivat-
ing a difference.

The Quarrel.

At the last Eisteddfod a tactless
remark made by the young adjudi-
cator of the dancing section aroused
a storm of protest and dissatisfaction
from the audience. She had
criticised not the candidate, but the
candidate’s teacher (who was, by the
way, not a member of the D.T.A.).
The Eisteddfod Committee requested
the adjudicator to apologise. After
a consultation with the local Secre-
tary of the D.T.A., she refused to
do so. Returning to Johannesburg
after the Eisteddfod, Miss Sturman,
the adjudicator in question, enlisted
the support of the S.A.D.T.A.

A correspondence ensued which
spread itself over a year. The ques-
tions at issue have not yet heen
settled.

The D.T.A. Point of View.

The D.T.A. consider that the
interference with an adjudicator in
the course of her duty by any Com-
mittee is undesirable, and further
that the demand of the Eisteddfod
Committee for a public apology on
the part of an adjudicator for an
opinion expressed is in the nature
of an insult.

The S.AD.T.A., being the largest
dancing teachers’ association in this
country, with 85 per cent. of the
dance teachers included in its mem-
bership, claims at least equal rights
with any other dance teachers’ assoc-
iation to nominate an adjudicator
for the dancing section. Mr. Wood,
the Secretary of the Cape Town
D.TA.. s=ays: “The Eisteddfod last year, for it was her methods
Clommittee .(litl not ask us for which were eriticised.
nominations for an adjudicator ﬂ‘i*
vear. The adjudicator selected this
vear is a member of the local branch
of the London D./F.A. which has a
membership of twelve all told. That
ise why we broke away from the

The Eisteddfod Committee’s Point
of View.

The Eisteddfod Committee claims
that the Eisteddfod is organised for
one purpose only, viz.: to advance
the Arts, in which is included
dancing.

“The dancing section of the Eis-
teddfod is open to all schools of
dancing.

* The appointment of the adjudi-
cators for the Dancing Section (and
every other section) of the Eistedd-
fod rests with the Eisteddfod Com-
mittee, and in previous years the
Committee has obtained the assist-
ance of the D.T.A., who have sub-
mitted names from which the Com-
mittee has selected an adjudicator.
This has always been a friendly and
courteous arrangement which has
not placed any obligation upon the
Eisteddfod Committee to accept the
nominations of the D.T.A,

“In February this year the D./T.A.
informed the Eisteddfod Committee
that they would not be prepared to
submit a list of nominees for the
1929 Eisteddfod to be held in June.
In these circumstances the Eistedd-
fod Committee on 22nd April was
compelled to appoint an adjudicator
in the absence of any suggestions
from the D.T.A.

On the 26th April the D.T.A.
offered a list of nominees, but by
then the adjudicator had been a;;-
pointed.

* Hereupon the D.T.A. at once
decided to organise its Dance Festi-
val in opposition to the Eisteddfod
and instructed its members not to
enter their pupils in the Kisteddfod.

Pupils already entered were with-
drawn.”

Miss Helen Webb.

An interesting and almost amus-

ing sidelight on the controversy is
that afforded by Miss Helen Web,
Miss Webb was the injured party

Amusingly
enough, the adjudicator who started
the trouble, Miss Sturman,
former pupil of Miss Webly's,
When a demand was made by the
Eisteddfod Committee -
apology by

was a

for a public
the adjudicator, Miss
Webb was asked to join her voice
in the demand, She was unwilline
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Not being a member of the D.T.A.
she was not aware of the correspond-
ence between that body and the
Risteddfod Committee, and only
knew that the dispute still persisted
when it appeared in the press.

“ It had not been my intention to
enter pupils for the Eisteddfod this
vear. My pupils have been burdened
of late with a number of displays
and examinations. I thought I
would give them a rest and incident-
ally spare their parents the expense.

“When the controversy became
public I was requested by a number
of parents to enter their children by
way of protest against the action of
the D.T.A.”

Miss Webb has a great admiration
for the work of the KEisteddfod.
which she considers has done much
to promote and develop the art of
dancing here. *“ No other town of
this size and population can support
so many dance teachers as we have
here.”

She thinks it is bad for children
to have to witness such bickering as
has been going on. Miss Webb is
entirely on the side of the Eisteddfod
Committee.

The Broader Issue.

The whole .quarrol and its inci-
dental exposures of pettinesses ill
becomes those who have at heart the
advancement of art. Such dirty
linen as there was to be washed
should have been done in private and
long ago. The dispute was essen-
tially one of organisation, or should
we say, lack of it. It should have
been settled between the two bodies
concerned.

The lay public is not interested
in the personal differences in the
points of view of either side.

The issues involved in the prin-

ciples of trade unionism such as
obviously influenced the D.T.A.
should not have been allowed to
interfere with the larger educational
outlook.

Neither should the self-assertive
emotional impulses of * g regiment
of women™ have been allowed to
interfere with this larger issue.

Looking at the dispute from a
broad educational point of view, we
can demand of each participant
whether it is prompted solely and
wholly by a disinterested and sincere
love of art.

Is the action of the TLA: in
separating itself from the Eisteddfod
}n the interest of the child? Tg
it in the interest of the parent? Js
i-t in the interest of the art of (
mg itself ?
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