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THE SCHOOL v. WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE.

Played on Broadleaze on Feb. 16th. The ground
Lad recovered fairly well from the recent inclement
weather. From a corner early in the game the
visitors ought to have scored, as our defence was
very muddled, but we escaped, and shortly after-
wards there was a scramble on the edge of their
ring, and Saville made an opening which enabled
Gordon to push the ball through from an awkward
position.

Several good attacks from the right followed,
and two corners were forced, from one of which we
should have scored, as Lang-Browne manoeuvred
well.

After some ineffective attacks on the part of
West Gloucestershire, Saville intercepted a pass
cleverly and scored.

Just before half-time Gordon lost an easy chance,
as one of their backs slipped and gave a good opening

In the second half the game was frequently
transferred from end to end, but we had the greater
share in the attack, especially when one of their
men had to retire into goal, hurt.

Several good dribbles on the right were spoilt ,by
of pace at the finish.

The third goal came from the stick of Gordon and
was the result of a free hit in mid-field.

The last goal also came from Gordon, but was the
result of a good dribble by Womersley and a pass
from Saville.

Our right wing played well when they settled
down, but Womersley must keep nearer the touch
line when the game is in mid-field, so that his inside
may know where he is, without looking for him.

The insides lack finish and are not smart enough
in the ring.

Lang-Browne should rely less on the reverse
stroke especially in shooting ; it is a useful stroke at
the right moment,but not a powerful one. The outside
left must not use this stroke in making a pass if it
involves obstruction of the opposing back, but must
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get into position by over-running the ball or hooking
inside the back.

The behinds on the whole were satisfactory,
though Fisher was uncertain in the earlier part of
the game, and Cox towards the end. More
judgment is needed in fielding the ball; the hand
was sometimes used when the adversary's stick was
almost on the ball, while on the other hand the ball
was taken flying when no opponent was near. This
latter mistake seldom has serious results here, as
skill in stopping the ball with the stick only seems
almost instinctive in the school.

Their work was made comparatively easy by the
fact that the visiting backs usually cleared by
hitting hard rather than feeding their forwards.

Dewhurst had little to do,butdid it with discretion.
The game was comparatively free from fouls, and

as our long connection with the game ought to
imply a correspondingly intimate knowledge of the
rules, it is to be hoped that this standard of
straightforward play will be maintained, especially
in the Cheltenham match.

TRAFALGAR DAY, 1905,
AND

NELSON MEMORIAL SONNETS,
By F.P.S.—

(THIRD EDITION).
Everyone knows the story about the perplexed

student, but under the present circumstances it will
bear repetition.

A youth once complained to an erudite elder that
he had found it impossible to write poetry. " Oaf,"
replied the sage. " Be not a clown. If you cannot
write it, you can hammer it out." A perusal of
these " Sonnets " leaves us in little doubt that their
composer has followed these instructions to the
letter, and laboured diligently at the forge of
Prosody.

His sentiments are of a jingo-patriot character
which is bound to appeal to a very numerous class.
Indeed, it is difficult to believe that the public has
been induced to buy three editions of him for any-
thing more readable than his views. With regard
to these, he leaves us in no doubt. Indeed, for
some thirty pages, he repeats them with somewhat
wearying persistence, and extremely little variation.
The principal feature of this masterpiece is, as the
title informs us, Nelson, before, at, but especially

after Trafalgar. A somewhat lurid background is
supplied to this by a series of compositions, in which
we find Conscription, Slavery, Socialism and Arma-
geddon, as' practically synonymous terms. The
Channel Tunnel, called euphoniously, ' this Tunnel
Hole' is, of course, dragged in and denounced.

" This Tunnel nutke not: Antwerp is too near."
Apart from the truth or wisdom of this remark, we
would call attention to the inversion of the first four
words. This apparently constitutes one of the
writer's " Hints to Poetry"; for a few lines
further on in the same sonnet we read :—

" But it ii nevtr wise u:ith fire to play."
We think this maxim might be applied with
some truth to our author, with regard to Poetry.
His Rhyming is sometimes agonising. ' Secure' and
' Fewer,' ' Taught' and ' Agincourt' might startle
even the most ardent of his admirers.

But if his ear is faulty in this respect, the
deficiency is hardly compensated by his murderous
attacks on the laws of scansion. One of his longer
' Odes ' has

•'—far into Europes heart and gain the day,"
rhymed and scanned in cheerful abandon with
'' Blenheim, liamilies, Oudenurde and Malplaquet."

Another runs :—
" And heavemvard lights the soldier's glazing eye.

Decorum est pro patria mori."
This might seem the limit, but there is worse to

follow. On p. 13 of this collection we fine an ' ode '
extending for four pages, and entitled "We will
remain free."

As far as the scansion is concerned, the writer
unquestionably fulfils this boast to the letter. We
have read this effort backwards and forwards, slowly
and,—with more pleasure,—hurriedly. If it has any
points, scansion is not one of them. It begins : —

" A signal to the Prussian !
A message to the Russian—

A greeting from the. Kaiser to the Czar .'".
So far we cannot complain, but:—
" Both perchance may be great on land, they are tyrant

liird* of war,
but when were they great at sea ?

They are still but men, if they be little gods, these
creators of conscript hosts,"

and so forth. Expede Herculem. It is not hard to
imagine the rest. In this same " poem " comes a
line—
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'We have heard quite enough by nouo and far too much

have we seen—

By this fime wo were prepared to concur heartily

with this sentiment, but our duty forbade us to

halt.

The greatest poets occasionally lapse in rhyme or

scansion. These, it might be urged, are technical

and artificial points. Unfortunately our author does

not content liimself with the occasional "nap" of

the Maeonian bard. He seems instead to affect a

sempiternal doze In short, he has the distressing

habit of transferring prose either en bloc, or with

slight mutilations, into his poems. We have quoted

several instances of this affliction. Let two more

suffice. The socialist is reminded that

" the world cannot be governed for one class.'"

Again, of the famous signal at Trafalgar—

" The cJierished message that he flew

' Nelson confides,' but promptly altered to

' England expects.' "

The writer is at his best—such as it is—when he

waters down Tennyson On the Funeral of Welling-

ton. Similarly, he is at his worst when he presents

himself undiluted on the Funeral of Nelson.

As a writer of a certain style of didactic, British

and exceedingly dull prose, he might fill us with

uncomplaining, if dissentient, complacency, but when

he abandons this earthly but congenial element for

a more precarious seat on the Pegasus of Poetry,

we feel inclined to echo one of his own remarks.

" What does this all mean ?
Not much I ween /"

ODE
To A WELL-KNOWN BUT

.(THANK GOODNESS)
ABOUT-TO-BE-SDPKKSEIJKD

BUILDING.

Ketiring fane ! whose inconspicuous wealth
Of ruugy ladders, parallels, and foils

Hath served our arduous pursuit of health
And scarified our palms with sundry boils,
Ah, can it be, a ruthless hand despoils

Thee of thy boards, that by the topmost beams
Tell of the diver's natatory toils

And, where the local gas more brightly gleams,
Of marksmen past and pre-Noachian footer teams P

Often thou hast received my erring feet
And oft I crowded round thy grateful stove

While others ranged through blizzard and through sleet
Under a purer but more frigid Jove,
And oh ! with what a pendulous swing [ drove

My feet athwart the air, and haply set
My heels in someone's face, nor ever strove

To roam abroad what time the fields were wet,
Or when I deemed it sound to cut a Flagstaff sweat.
Yet not alone athletic were thine ends,

Thou storied haunt of the orchestral Muse ;
For when slow circles, arduous backward bends,

Had made our deltoids tense and racked our thews,
As we were settling to our several brews,

Each asking other where the prep begins
And seeking guidance in the " Evening News,"

Twas then we heard—dread vengeance on our sins—
The wrath of Heaven consume the second violins.
Ye conscious walls ! accustomed to resound

With agile youths, inadequately dressed,
Who still with prentice fist essayed to pound

Th' instructor's massy but elusive chest,
No more, as sinks the sun into the West,

Shall ye reverberate with Preshute gym.,
Or hear the prefect, woundily oppressed

By some mis-guided magisterial whim
For private tu. remark (with Mantalini) " Dim ! "
Thy day is over; the " voluptuous swell "

Grins o'er his teacup, but they mourn, whose boon
It was to sniff thy palpable, soft smell

Of heated iron and india-rubber shoon:
Farewell; some barrack, cleaner than the moon,

Equipped, I ween, with sanitary tiles
A.nd draughts pervasive as the mad typhoon

Shall chill the gymnast's heart, and wreathe with smiles
The hard, hygienic face of Mr. E. H. Miles.

F.A.M.B.

To the Editor of the Marlbunan.
SIR,—I should be very glad if you would allow me to ask,

through the columns of the " Marlburian," whether any member
of the School can oblige me with a copy of the " Marlbnrian,"
No.631, published on November 14th of last term, as this number
appears to be out of print.

Double price will willingly be paid for a copy, and I beg to
enclose postal order, which perhaps you will be good enough to
hand to anyone who can let you have this number.

Yours truly,
A.E.G. (O.M).

on

THE inclemency of the weather has had an

unsalutary effect on the Hockey grounds. Not-

withstanding, two house matches have been played

under very favourable conditions. Taylor's beat

Tuckett's after a very exciting game, and Preshute

beat Preston's.

THE Cambridge team in the 'Varsity match

includes L. M. Robinson, H. J. Goodwin, W. R.

Gunner, and G. H. Ireland. A. M. Horsfall,

L. C. Gamage, and F. G. Mirfield are playing for

Oxford.

IN the North v. West Hockey match, the

Northern team v/as captained by R. S. Leather.
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THE School has won the first hockey match,
defeating West Gloucester.

THE Penny Reading took place on Saturday,
February 23rd.

WE understand that Mr. O'Regan succeeds Mr.
Malim as housemaster of B 3 after this term.

CALLED to the Bar: — Inner Temple : H. C. Meysey-
Thompson, B.A., Trinity College, Cambridge. F.W.
Morley, Trinity College, Cambridge. Lincoln's Inn :
A. H. Droop (Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., Hilary
1907), TrinityCollege, Cambridge, B.A., LL.B.

G. C. UPCOTT, of the Treasury, will act as Secretary
to a Committee appointed by the Treasury to
inquire into the work performed at the National
Physical Laboratory.

IT is interesting to notice in the Classical section of
Dent's Everyman's Library, Virgil's Aeneid, trans-
lated by E. Fairfax Taylor, O.M., and Thucydides,
translated by R. Crawley, O.M.

(S^jifi'sf*
—

DEATHS.
HANBURY. — On Feb. 3rd, Archibald Hanbuiy, aged 74. At

M.C. 1848 49.
ORMAN.— On Jan. 30th, at Spixworth Hall, Norfolk Julius

Orman, R.N.B., and late P. and 0. Company Service, in his
73rd year. At M.C. 1846-51.

MTT TrrAT?~VIXliLiL _L AJ\ I .

STAFF.
Major-General T. E. Stephenson, C.B , from command of the

6th Division at Colchester, has been transferred to Aldershot to
command the 2nd Division.

Colonel A. B. Fenton, to be a Colonel on the Staff, Indian
Army.

Colonel F. G. Bond, C.B.. to be Deputy Quarter-Master-
General at Headquarters, Indian Army.

INFANTRY.
To be Lieutenant.— Supernumerary Lieut. A. S. Cooper,

King's Own Scottish Borderers
UNIVERSITY.

CAMBRIDGE.
M.A.— Lord O'Hagan, Trinity.
B.A.— S. Godlee, Pembroke.

LEGAL.
CALLED TO THE BAE.

Inner Temple. — H. C. Meysey-Thompson, B.A., F. W. Morley.
Lincoln's Inn —A. H. Droop, B.A., LL.B., Certificate of

Honour, C.L.E., Hilary 1907.
ECCLESIASTICAL.

Bev. F. F. Bractenbury, Curate of St. Lawrence, Bamsgate,
to be Bector of Streat, Hassocks.

We are indebted for this list to Sir Malcolm Mc-
11 wraith and R. Neville, Esq.
OLD MARLBURIANS IN EGYPT AND THE

SUDAN— JANUARY. 1907.

NAME. ^

A. A. Alexandroff

H. A. Back
J. L. Behrend
G. F. Blackburne-

Daniell
W. P. Chataway

E. W. Coghlan

D. Coles

R. J. Collins (Bimbashi)

J. W. Crowfoot

C. E. Dupuis

K. E. Edgworth, R.E.
(Bimbashi)

Major P. G. Elgood

G. Elliot

Capt.' W. H. Ferrar

Rev. T. D. C. Firminger

Major Sir H. B. Hill,
Bart.

C. R. Lias

C. H. Tindall Lucas
(Bimbashi)

Sir Malcolm Me
Ilwraith, K.C.M.G.

C. C. Scott-Moncrieff

R. Nevillo

R. S. Patterson
A. H. Perry

A. S. Preston

G. F. Pridham
(Bimbashi)

Lt.-Col. A. W. Roper,
R.E.

Major W. H. Roth-
eram, R.E.

J. R. P. Sandford

Major E. A. Stauton

F. C. Taylor

Capt. A. Wise

V. R. Woodland

IT SCHOOL.

1883 1887

1895-1899
1893-1895
1892-1897

1880-1882

1875-1879

1888-1892

1894-1897

1887-1892

1879-1882

1894-1896

1875-1879

1877-1883

1889-1893

•1872-1878

1880-1883

1879-1885

1892-1896

1879-1882

1897-1902

1887-1890

1892-1897
1869-1873

1881-1886

1892-1895

1875-1879

1882-1884

1894-1900

1881-1885

1890-1894

1887-1892

1894-1898

OCCUPATION.

Cotton Broker, Alex-
andria.

Advocate, Cairo.
Business, Alexandria.
Ministry of Public
Works.

Administrator of Alex-
andria Muncipality.

Judge, Mixed Court of
1st Instance.

Estate Manager New
Egyptian Company.

Arab Battalion, Kassala
Province, Sudan.

Assistant Director of
Education, Khartum.

Inspector General of
Irrigation, Sudan.

Works D e p a r t m e n t ,
Egyptian Army, Sudan.

Director of Egyptian
Government Police
School.

Headmaster, Tewfikieh
School, Cairo.

15th Sudanese, Kordofan
Province.

Chaplain of Mansourah
and Tantah, Lower
Egypt.

Governor Bahr-el-Ghazel
Province, Sudan.

Headmaster Victoria
College, Alexandria.

Junior Inspector, Red
Sea Province, Sudan.

Judicial Adviser.

Junior Inspector, Khar-
tum.

Judge, Native Court of
1st Instance.

Ministry of Finance.
One of the Under-
secretaries of State
P.W.D.

H.B.M.'s Crown Prose-
cutor in Egypt.

Attached to Bahr-cl-
Ghazel Province, Sudan

Commanding R.E., Cairo

Division Officer R.E., at
Alexandria.

Junior Inspector, Khar-
tum.

G o v e r n o r K h a r t u m
Province.

Assistant E l e c t r i c a l
Engineer, Egyptian
State Railways.

Attached to Camel
Corps, Suda.n.

Junior Inspector, Don-
gola, Sudan.
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MARLBUEIAN CLUB.

A meeting of the committee was held at 16, Old
Qneen Street, Westminster, on the 15th February,
when the folio wing gentlemen were elected members

,of the Club :—Francis Lancelot Alston (at Marl-
borough 1903—06), John Kennal Ashworth
(1903—06), Eev. Vere Audrey (1868—72), Eichard
Augustine Marriott Basset (1904—06), Harry
Owen de Bridgecourt Becher (1903—06), Arthur
Bolden (1894—98), Domiiiick Augustus Browne
(1901—06), Edward Valentine Carey (1879—81),
Harold Angus Clay (UK'S—06), Peter Mackenzie
Coats (1881—83), William Hodge Coats (1881—83),
Edgar Ralph Coles (1903—06), Alfred Geoffrey
Corah (1903—16), Percy Robert Diggle (1901—06),
James Mel moth DuBuisson (1902—06), Rev. John
0. Feetham (1886—92), Alan George Fonwick
(1904—06), John Edward Frere, M.B. (Cantab),
(1890—i»5),George Moortield Hargreaves(1905—06),
Charles Augustus Harrison (1862—66), Henry
Cunningham Hay (1900—01), Col. Wilfred Heaton
(1868—72), Edmund Arthur Helps (1901—06),
Roger Ellis Cuuliffe Hepherd (1904—06), Harold
Percivale Hill (1902—06), Roy Hobkirk (1902
—Oti) , Henry Gibson Hoff (1902—06), Cap-
tain W. V. Hume (188'.»—91), Herbert Charles
Hume-Spry (1867--70), Col. Patrick Douglas
Jeffreys, C.B. (1 8b'2—i>5), Goodwin George Arnold
Kerr (1903—06), Noel Walter Kirkby (1902—
06), the Rev. John Charles Lyons (18'>9—64),
Charles Dai-ley Miller (1883—86), Joseph William
Chaffey Moore (I ' .lOl—(16), Arthur Evelyn
Francis Murray (1902—06), John Charles
Tawse Kisbet (19Q:J—06), Basil Chamberlain

.Norman (1903—('6). Leonard Cecil Outer-bridge
(1901-H6), Charles Rowley Parker (1H02—Oti),
Major Ferdinand Mansel Peacock (1873—78),
Edward John Tracy Philipps (1904—06), Gerrard
Todd Pulley (.902—06), Charles Irving Roddick
(1904—06), Arthur Rought (1903—06), Grauville
Sharp (Assistant Master, 1873—96), Charles

..Leslie Stawell (1875—1880), Lionel E. Sutcliffe
(1901-05), Captain Arthur George Tillard
(1888—93), William Townshend Trevenen (1874—
77), Geoffrey Tweedale (1902—06), Roy Morris
Waddington (1902—06), Herbert Russell Wakefield
(1902—06), John Evan Williams (1874—81), and
Thomas Congreve Wyrley-Bircb (1903-06).

The purchase of a further sum of £175 2s. 8d.
2| per cent, annuities was reported, making a total
sum of £1,771 16s. 9d. stock in the names of the
trustees of the club.

It was decided to hold' ;i club dinner on the 14th
May, at the Gaiety Restaurant, and the annual
golf challenge competition 011 the following day at
the Hanger. Hill Links, subject to obtaining the

. necessary permission of the Golf Club.
Grants were made of £20 to an O..M. in distress,

and £50 towards the expenses of the Blues Cricket
Club for the ensuing year.

The names of B. R. Newman (son of the Rev.
Ernest Frederick Newman, O.M.), and Cecil Passy
(son of the late Lieut.-Col. Harry Everard Passy,
O.M.), were submitted for election to the O.M.
South African Scholarship, and the committee
decided to recommend to the Master the election of
Cecil Passy ; failing his passing the entrance and
examination, B. R. Newman.

TAYLOR'S v. TUUKKTT'S.
This match was played on Broadleaze II. on

Feb. 6th, and in spite of the hard frost, the ground
was in excellent condition. Owing to this, and also
to the new method of rolling in the ball from touch,
the game was extremely fast throughout. Taylor's
began pressing from the start, but the defence of
the Tuckett's backs was very sound, and they could
not score. Tuckett's forwards made several isolated
runs down the field, but failed dismally near the
goal. At last Gordon, from a melee in front of goal
after a corner, succeeded in getting the ball past
Dewhurs r , who had been saving admirably, and at
half-time Taylor's led by one goal to love.

The second half was a repetition of the first,
except that Taylor's behinds improved and played
excellently, especially Gorton, Bostock and Weller,
while Tuckett's forwards became even worse than
in the first half ; Fisher and the other behinds gave
them chance after chance, but, except for Fenwick
and Thomas, they seemed to have absolutely no idea
either of the rules of hockey or how to play, and
were quite useless.

Taylor's forwards were attacking all the time, but
were unable to score again, partly owing to the
fact that they were off form in the circle, but
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mostly owing to the excellent defence of Tuckett's
behinds and goalkeeper. And so the game ended in
a win for Taylor's by 1—0.

TAYLOR'S.—G. S. Leventhorpe; N. V. Gorton, M,
T. W. Steedman ; M. G. Constable, N. S. Bostock,
C. A. Weller; A. H. Oliver, J. F. Ireland, L C.
Gordon, J. B. Brooks, and C. J. Ellwood.

TUCKETT'S.—G. W. Dewhurst; S. C. Trev/hitt, L.
St. L. Blakeney; E. H. Kirkley, F. B. Fisher, C. C.
Brown; M. C. Fenwick, H. W. Armstrong, M. C.
W. Thomas, 0. S. Jenkins, and G. L. G. Pollard.

N.H.S. LECTURE.

On Thursday, February 14th, in the Bradleian,
F. Ormiston-Smith, Esq., gave a most interesting
lecture on " Mountain - climbing," illustrated by
lantern slides and bioscope films.

Mr. Ormiston-Smith, premising that he did not
intend to give the early history of the sport, began by
putting on the sheet photos of the equipment of
climbers—climbing-boots, hat, snow-glasses, rope,
and axe. Of these the rope, he said, is chiefly
important, as a precaution against a snow-bridge
giving way while crossing. Another useful article
is a pair of " crampons," which are strapped to the
boots and give a better grip on the ice.

He next turned to Mont Blanc, which was
ascended via the Bossons Glacier, the junction of
which with the Taconay was shewn. The halt for
the night was made at the Grand Mulet, at an alti-
tude of 11,000 feet, from which an excellent photo
was obtained of the sea of clouds in the valley at
sunset. An excellent film of the ascent, including
the crossing of a snow-bridge, was then displayed,
ending with the arrival at the summit.

The next subject was the crossing of the Jung-
frau, in which the descent of the ladders leading
from the hut to the glacier was shown, followed by
the fastening on of the ropes.

The ascent of the summit slope was then given,
including an incident which exemplified the use of
the rope.

The attention of the audience was next drawn to
Zermatt, several views of which were shown with
the Matterhorn in the background. The Lecturer
then put on the sheet a film taken from a special
(obtained within ten minutes) on the mountain
railway, together with a fine water-fall which issues

from under the railway. He next turned to the
mountain, which is not as difficult to climb as is
generally believed, this idea having originated in
the terrible fate of Sir Edward Wimpers in 1865
on his descent, after being the first to climb
it. The lecturer then put on a film shewing
the start and ascent from Zermatt, with a view from
the valley 2,000 feet above the village, and so to the
hut. A panorama was displayed of the sur-
rounding mountains, chief amongst them being
Monte Rosa. The final ascent was then made ; over
the Mosely Rock (the scene of another fatal
accident) ; past the old hut, which has now been
abandoned, owing to the continuous bombardment
from avalanches to which it is subjected during the
day-time ; over the buttress below the shoulder by
means of permanent ropes; and past the scene of
that first accident in July, 1^65. The climbers
were finally shown traversing the summit ridge
from the Italian to the Swiss peak, which towers at
a height of 14,780 feet above the sea level.

Mr. Ormiston-Smith next gave examples of the
dangers and difficulties experienced in mountaineer-
ing. He commenced with an avalanche, a really
good idea of which it was, he explained, impossible
to give for reasons of personal safety, his first
picture being taken at a distance of three-quarters
of a mile. The next danger was snow-cornices,
which are formed by snow blowing against the rock
and freezing. He put on the sheet a moving picture
of an actual accident brought about in this way,
which had been accused of being taken in the back
garden ; ho, however, was able to assure his audience
that it was taken at an altitude of 12,000 feet, and
on top of a precipice 5,000 feet high. The great
danger in these cases is exhaustion, the man photo-
graphed having been quarter-of-an-hour before he
was pulled up. The lecturer then displayed a film
of the descent of a snow-col, shewing the effect of
exhaustion.

The next film shewed the most difficult climb in
the world—the needles of Mont Blanc :—-an amusing
film of a number of novices (whom the guides
assure that they are the best climbers they have
ever met (!) climbing (?) with umbrellas, ete.

Mr. Ormiston-Smith finally gave some views of
Grindelwald, a place which he knew in all the
raried aspects of the different seasons, together with
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biograph films of winter sports there, viz. :—Curl-
ing, of which an excellent view was given, showing
a match between Scots and Swiss ; figure and trick
skating; toboganning, including potato race, tilting-
the-ring, and Aunt Sally, played with toboggans ;
sleighing and trailing; and, finally, a snow-ball
fight.

In conclusion, the lecturer said that, besides
undoubtedly possessing great life - lengthening
qualities, mountain-climbing was entirely sporting.
As had been remarked, "Next to love of women with
men comes love of danger."

The Master then rose, saying that he had been
asked to do so by Mr. Meyrick, as having had some
personal experience of the sport. The lecture
recalled many pleasant experiences, and it was a
complete revelation to him that mountain climbing
could be reproduced by the bioscope. He was very
much obliged to Mr. Ormiston-Smith.

A UNIVERSAL LANGUAGE.

1 have before me a twofold task, first to prove
the necessity of a universal language, and secondly
to throw out a few suggestions which will enable
you to select the language best adapted to fill that
proud position.

It appears to me difficult to question the value of
language as a unifying influence. What is it that
draws our American cousins close to ourselves? Is
it not that we speak the same language, share the
same literature, and boast with them of Shakespeare
and Milton ?

If instances are required of two countries living
under a separate flag and closely drawn together
by a common language, it is only necessary to
mention the case of French-speaking Switzerland
and France. The union between these two peoples
was brought out in the most remarkable way during
the Franco-Prussian war. The sympathies of
French-Switzerland were undoubtedly on the side
of France, though we should have naturally
expected that they would be on the side of
Germany, and that for two reasons. First, it was
to the interest of Switzerland that Germany should
win; and secondly, Napoleon had proposed to
Prussia to divide Switzerland ; and this was the
basest ingratitude on his part, because Switzerland
had given him an asylum during the reign

of Louis Philippe when he was obliged to flee from
France. Yet the influence of language was so
strong that in spite of opposing interests, in spite of
unjust treatment, Switzerland took the side of
France.

Let me also take the case of France and the
British province of Quebec. There again the
unifying influence of language is seen in the most
extraordinary way. A good many people imagine
that the French speaking inhabitants of Canada
are devoted to England. This is a fundamental
error. All we can say is that they hate us less
than they do the Yankees. They know that under
the British flag they have privileges, such as the
maintenance of the Roman Catholic religion by
the State, the official use of the French language,
which the Americans would never grant them.
It is this that makes them cling to the British
connection. But they do not love the English.
This is proved by such incidents as the blowing
up of Nelson's monument a few years ago, and the
hoisting of the French flag above the British on the
citadel of Quebec when a French man-of-war
steamed up the St. Lawrence. Their language
is French and their hearts are in France. May I
give one more instance from history of the unifying
force of language ? What was the cause of the
alliance between France and Prussia during the
war of the Austrian succession ? Was it not that
Frederick the Great had so perfect a knowledge of
the French language ? He was surrounded by
Frenchmen, he spoke French all day, he was deeply
versed in French literature, he wrote his memoirs
in French, and composed French poetry. The
consequence was that his sympathies were wholly
French, and he was determined to secure an
alliance with France at all costs. And France,
blind to her real interests, heedless of the dangerous
rise of Prussia, all ignorant of the future, fell into
the trap, aided the ambitious designs of the great
Frederick, and contributed by her own folly to the
awful catastrophe of 1870.

I have said enough to show what a great factor
identity of language is in drawing men together,
even though they be separated by lofty ranges of
mountains, by thousands of miles of ocean, or by
centuries of history. But if it is true that identity
of language draws together, it is no less true that
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difference of language tends to sepaipate. What

was it that divided France and England for so

long ? It was that they did not understand one

another's language. It was that they mis-

understood the reasons and motives for one

another's actions. I have not the least doubt that

the enormous increase in the study of the French

language in England and of the English language

in France has contributed to bring about the better

relations between the two countries. The fact that

the entente rordiale was the work of Lord Lansdowne

strengthens my argument. After the resignation

of Lord Salisbury, Lord I.ansdowne was chosen

Foreign Secretary, largely on account of his know-

ledge of the French language. He is himself half a

Frenchman, and speaks with the purest accent.

Consequently he WHS able to chat at ease with the

French Ambassador, and the Egyptian and New-

foundland questions were settled to the satisfaction

of both parties.

Again, it is a curious coincidence that the ill-

feeling between Germany a,nd England has increased

contemporaneously with the decline in the study of

German in this country. Publishers state that the

sale of German school books has fallen off by forty

per cent, in the last twenty years, and it is impos-

sible to say that the relations between the two

countries have improved during this period, ^et

the ill-feeling between the two nations is largely

due to ignorance of one another's language. When

a German comes to England and learns English,

his prejudices and hatred of this country vanish.

I have never known a German settled in th is

country who wished to return to the " Fatherland."

Surely, if unity of language draws together two

nations, and if difference of language separates two

nations, it is fair to generalise and maintain that a

universal language would contribute to the federa-

tion of nations, the union of mankind, and the peace

of the world.

It only remains for us to consider what language

is best fitted to become the international tongue, the

interpreter of nations.

Some have imagined that a purely artificial

language, such as Esperanto, could occupy this

place. But from what we know of the changes of

language, it is certain that if this artificial language

were really to become firmly established in all the

civilised countries of the world, it could not long

retain a sufficient degree of uniformity, either in

structure or in pronunciation, to serve the purpose

for which it was originally intended. Already

every speaker modifies the sounds in a certain way

in accordance with the speech basis of his mother

tongue. Thus an Englishman diphthongises 6 and

e to o(u) and ei, a Swede pronounces o as o. This

is only the beginning. But when once the languag-e

has been learnt and has become the traditional form

of speech, as is hoped by those who advocate its use,

its sounds will develop on different lines in every

country, so that in a few generations Esperanto

spoken by the natives of one country will be unintel-

ligible to the natives of another. Besides the diffi-

culty of preserving a uniform sound system

among widely «eparated peoples, there is the

further difficulty of preserving a uniform system of

accent, under which I include both stress and

intonation. The French will never as a nation

acquire a system of strong stress such as exists

in German or English. A slight error in the distri-

bution of stress is sufficient to make a word unintel-

ligible. A Frenchman pronounces the word literature

as litKratnre, stressing the second syllable, instead of

the first, and the majority of Englishmen are com-

pletely baffled as to the meaning. I t is difficult at

present to see how divergences of this kind can be

avoided in the pronunciation of Esperanto. But

this is not all, the general structure, and the word

order and form of the sentence must be profoundly

affected in the different centres in which it is c u l t i -

vated by the native idiom, because there are no

models, as in the case of Latin, to serve as guides.

Immutability of speecli is inconceivable so long as it

remains a l iv ing expression of thought. A language

can only cease to change when it has ceased to live.

If Esperanto ever becomes a living language, it will

change, and change in different ways among

different groups of human beings. In this way it

will no longer serve as an international means ot

communication.

If we then reject the artificial languages and at

the same time realise the necessity of a universal

language, we are forced to consider which of thft

national languages, ancient or modern, would servn

our purpose.
We are compelled to eliminate Latin and Greek

simply because they are dead languages, and are

therefore incapable of expressing modern thought
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There are some magnificent translations by Pro-
htKT Jebb of, for example, Browning's poems,
into .Latin verse. But it is very doubtful if the
ancient Roman would have understood the drift of
ihe poem from Professor Jebb's translations.

The choice of a modern language is left to us.
Many persons may feel inclined to suggest
English. But in the first place the spelling of
English is far too removed from the pronunciation
for it ever to become a universal language, and the
innate conservatism of the English people success-
fully opposes the reform of our orthography.
Secondly, the divergences in the pronunciation of
Knglish are so enormous, the citizens of Glasgow,
Bristol and Liverpool speak a totally different
language from the Londoner, and even if the British
agreed on a common pronunciation it is unlikely
that the Americans would adopt it. Thirdly, the
influence of Latin is so great all over Europe owing
to the power of the Church, the influence of Roman
law, and of Roman civilisation, that a Romance
language is the only one that has the least chance
of adoption. Of the Romance languages—French,
Italian. Spanish, and Portuguese—French has long
attained the dominant position.

.There'is no need to create a new language ; you
have the most beautiful tongue, the most perfect
•form of human speech, the marvellous growth of a
-.thousand years. In the 18th century French had
already acquired the position that it still holds. It
;alone was spoken at the courts of Berlin, Vienna,
St. Petersburg, Stockholm, Naples, and Madrid. It
is still the language of diplomacy ; all our corres-
pondence at the Foreign Office, except with the
United States, is written in French. It was the
language spoken at the Hague Conference, it was
the language in which the treaty of alliance with
Japan was drawn up. What Greek was to the first
century, what Latin was to the middle ages, French
is to the twentieth century-the interpreter of
nations, the international language of Europe.

.Mr. Gladstone's words are as true to-day as when
they were written :." Everyone has two languages,

his own and—French."
D.L.fe.

THE first debate of the term was held on Jan. 28th,
when the motion under discussion was " That this
house views with alarm the recent proposal for a
Channel Tunnel." There was a fair attendance in
the body of the house, but on the whole the debate
was rather uninteresting.

Mr. KlRKPATRICK, who proposed the motion, was
neither amusing nor particularly instructive. He
said that a Channel tunnel had been suggested first
some years ago, but the proposal had now for the
first time assumed a serious form. This might be
welcomed as an excellent sign for the entente
cordiale, but none the less the proposal was incon-
sistent with patriotism and the safety of the country.
To open the w&y to France was to open the way to
Europe, and however certain we might feel of the
friendship of France, we could by no means rely on
that of Germany. He argued that the elaborate
arrangements which had been proposed for destroy-
ing the tunnel in an emergency could not be
depended upon in practice. Passing to the com-
mercial aspect of the proposal, the speaker stated
that trade would not be increased in proportion to
the expense involved. The tunnel would besides
be very dangerous for travellers, owing to the differ-
ence between the gauge of English and French rail-
ways. At present England had the command of
the sea ; let her not imperil it by so rash an act.

Mr. WILLIAMS, in a dull and exceedingly lengthy
speech, said that the tunnel would involve no
expense to the taxpayer, because it would be built
and managed by a private company, and would pay
its own expenses. The idea of invasion was
chimerical. Why should not we invade France as
easily as France invade us ? No large army could
pass through the tunnel unobserved, and it would
be easy to destroy the army by flooding the tunnel
or cutting off the air supply. The chief argument
against the tunnel was that we should sacrifice some
of our insularity. He thought that that would be
rather advantageous than otherwise. The great
commercial advantages to the whole country would
outweigh the losses of a few small traders.

The PRESIDENT, in an interesting speech, said that
the Channel tunnel would be an unnecessary
extravagance, and that the result would be suicidal.
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It would in effect tempt foreign nations to invade
us, which at present they were unable to do. We,
on the other hand, could already invade France by
sea, so that the tunnel could be no advantage to us
in that way. What sane person would prefer to go
below the ground, while it was possible to go above
it ? If there must be accidents, why not have them
in the upper air ? The theory that a Channel
tunnel would increase exports, he described as
absurd. It was much more likely to increase im-
ports, and lead to more extensive dumping than
ever.

Mr. FISHER spent some time in a laborious effort
to amuse the house. He argued that if we had a
Channel tunnel, we would probably be invaded by
the French, but that without the tunnel we would
be invaded by the Germans. Let us therefore pre-
fer probable slavery under France, to certain
slavery under Germany. This was only a small
fraction of his speech, but much of it was too
involved for reproduction.

Mr. GORTON, in a sound and interesting speech,
said that after the " pessimistic rigmarole " of the
last speaker he was inclined to ask the famous
question, "Are we downhearted ?" and to supply
the customary answer. He complained with some
justice of the " unmitigated nonsense," which had
been talked on both sides of the house, and pro-
ceeded to discuss as absurd any idea of danger
in the tunnel; that was not his reason for support-
ing the motion. The two main arguments against
the tunnel were as follows: First, it would be
entirely useless, and would merely add to the
general luxury of the age. Secondly, who was to
pay for it ? No private company would ever ven-
ture on so rash a design, which could never pay its
own expenses, and he did not think the Liberal
Government were more likely to embark upon it.

Mr. BELL then spoke. His matter was very fair,
but his manner was unattractive. He said that any
Protectionist should support the Channel tunnel.
If we had a tunnel, the market would be flooded
with French and German goods, and the consequent
disgust in the country would lead to Protection.
Socialists should also support the tunnel. It would
lead to closer sympathy with mankind, and tend to
weaken our insularity.

Mr. GRIFFITH said that one important point had
been overlooked. Supposing that it were possible

to render the tunnel impassable in any emergency, I
terrible dilemma would confront the man responsi'
ble for closing the tunnel. In times of irritation'
between France and England, which were bound
sooner or later to arise, if he closed the tunnel, he
would aggravate the existing hostility, while, if hi
left it open, he would expose the country to danger,
Gentlemen on the other side of the house were
willing to sacrifice the safety of their country to
freedom from sea sickness. We had quite enough
aliens in England as it was. All who desired to
preserve our island state would not remove the
only barrier which separated us from Europe.

Mr. Sf'ori', in a brief but creditable maiden
speech, said that private persons had already
promised to provide the necessary funds, and that
the scheme would have nothing whatever to do
with the Government. Invasion he asserted to be
impossible. As to the suggestion that we should
lose our insularity, he thought that that would be a
"jolly good thing," and that intercourse with
foreign nations might improve our arts and music,
in which most of the nations of Europe were dis-
tinctly our superiors.

Mr. K A U L E S argued that a Channel tunnel, so far
from resulting in Protection, would provide un-
limited opportunities for dumping on a colossal
scale. Hut this was not the main objection to the
scheme. Very few people would have the nerve to
travel by the tunnel, and a ghastly financial failure
would be the sequel. The time gained in transport-
ing goods would be insignificant compared with the
expense involved. After an unwarranted attack on
College eggs, the speaker brought his remarks to a
close with a somewhat frothy peroration.

Mr. COLSON, in a brief speech, drew an amusing
picture of the difference between travelling by
tunnel and by steamboat, distinctly to the detriment
of the latter.

Mr. H. L. G r i u > E i i A i ' i > , in a very poor speech, said
that no Government would over sanction the pro-
posal for the tunnel. In the event of the con-
struction of tho tunnel, the entente cordiale would
not save us. Germany could easily take France (!!)
and secure the French end of the tunnel.

Mr. G A T L H V , in a speech which was mercifully
short, said that with no risk there would be no
progress. Invasion was a mere bogey. Was the
spirit of our ancestors dead, that we could even con



THE MARLBUR1AN. 23

•template such a possibility V He expressed a

•touching belief in the Knglish soldier, who was. he
Slid, so superior to the French or German that the
latter would never dare to risk their lives in England.

Mr. ATKINSON, in his usual fluent and amusing
ttyle, commented on the irrelevancy of some of the
remarks which had been made. He said that it

was significant that the proposal had originally
come from a Frenchman, and had found its chief
rapport from the French. All the advantages of

the. tunnel, political and commercial, would be on
the French side. The paper, " Punch," was, he

said, the greatest critic of the day, and by devoting
.its efforts to making the tunnel ridiculous, ''Punch"

bad clearly shewn its opinion on the subject.
Mr. MALIM, in a speech which aroused immense

enthusiasm, opened with an allusion to the notice
which had been taken of a recent Marlborough
debate, by certain sections of the Press. With
such a possibility before him he was most unwil-

ling to say anything in the least frivolous, which
might give a wrong impression to working men,

or others, of the tendency of feeling at the Public
Schools. Personally, he would like to see a
Channel tunnel built, whether it were dangerous or

not. Vast numbers of the citizens of the country
refused to realise the duty which they owed to

the community, or to undergo any form of military
training. Tunnel or no tunnel, there was a real
danger of invasion. The tunnel might help to

bring home this danger to the mass of the people,

and make them realise their responsibilities. This

would be a real and tangible good.
The motion was then put to the vote and carried

by 20 votes to 14, but was lost in the body of the

house.
The Society met on Feb. 11 th to discuss the

motion " That in the opinion of this house Charles I.
was put to death unjustly, and died a martyr to

the Constitution." The debate was well-attended

and on the whole was distinctly interesting ; the
speakers on the opposition side almost all reached a

high level of excellence.
Mr. DAY, who proposed the motion, after a few

rather irrelevant remarks, said that from the legal

point of view the death of Charles was certainly
nnjnst, as the tribunal which condemned him was

entirely illegal. The assertion of Bradshaw that he
Was justly put to death for waging war against his

people was quite untrue, it was the Parliament

that began the war, and thus the judges were in
point of fact the criminals. The proposer then
asserted that the acts of Charles may have been

impolitic, but that none of them were illegal. The
only deceitful act of Charles was his treatment of
Strafford, and that he expiated on the scaffold. In

all else he was "more sinned against than sinning."
After a furious invective against the Scotch nation,

whom he described as having sold their king for

thirty pieces of silver, the hon. proposer brought
his speech to a close by stating that while Charles

never did more than turn out five members of
Parliament, Cromwell, the so-called bestower of
liberty, drove out the whole House of Commons.

This speech was enthusiastic rather than convincing.
Mr. GRIFFITH, the opposer, made an admirable

speech. He said that it was always hard to tear

down ideals, but if the supporters of the motion
insisted on making a saint of such an unworthy

individual as Charles Stuart, there was no help for
it. Charles again and again violated Magna Charta,

and thus broke his coronation oath, besides breaking
the special oath which he swore, in granting the
Petition of Right. Charles was his own Prime
Minister, and must accept all responsibility for his
actions. It was absurd to defend Charles by the
theory of Divine Right. If that theory had been
true, Ch&rles would have been ten times more

guilty for violating so sacred a responsibility. As

it was, Cromwell superseded Charles by the divine
right of the best man. Charles forfeited all claim

to sympathy by his inconsistency and treachery,
instances of which were given. The opposer then
attacked the argument that the death of Charles
was unjust, because the tribunal which condemned
him was irregular. The only question was whether

he deserved to die, and the answer must certainly

be in the affirmative. His execution enabled a
criminal to pose as a martyr, and so far it was a

mistake. But it taught the lesson that no man is
entitled to trespass against the liberties of a nation,

even if he be the ruler of that nation. It was
absurd to call Charles a martyr simply because he
met his death bravely.

Mr. TUCKER then rose to address the house amid

prolonged che«rs. He spoke with great earnestness
and conviction, and was one of the few supporters

of the motion who treated the_question in a really
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serious spirit. He said that Charles had been put
to death, not because ho tried to deprive the people
of liberty, but because he was the champion of
liberty. He knew that the greatest tyranny would
be that of a democracy, and therefore he claimed
for himself those rights which Henry V I I I . and
Elizabeth had exercised without question. He was
far too clear-sighted not to foresee the results
of the policy of Pyrn, Hampden, and Crom-
well, and therefore lie opposed them. The
great rebellion was thus a contest between lawful
authority and religious fanaticism. Cromwell's
championship of the liberties of England resulted in
a military tyranny, which he tried to veil by a
successful though mistaken foreign policy. The
restoration of Charles II. secured those liberties
for which Charles I. had died.

Mr. M. K E N N K D Y , in a maiden speech, said that
he felt called upon to defend the Scotch nation.
The Scotch were, he said, not fanatics, but were
sincere in their religion and could not endure that
the English religion should be thrust upon them.
The Scotch nation did not sell their king, and it
was only a small fraction of the nation which gave

up. Their only error lay in not keepinghim
Charles and making him do what they wanted.

Mr. WILLIAMS said that the opponents of the
motion were on the horns of a dilemma. If Charles
was justly put to death, it must have been on one
of two grounds : social or political. Socially
Charles's life was blameless and saint-like, so his
death could not be justified on this ground. To
say that Charles was justly put to death on
political grounds was to subvert the Constitution,
the main principle of which was that the king
could do no wrong. Besides, the law enacted that
a man should be judged by his peers, and a king's
peers it would have been impossible to find. But
to think of his being tried by such a man as
Cromwell! The speaker then read a passage from
a bulky volume, describing how, at the trial, the
judges had refused to hear the king's explanations
and condemned him unheard. Aiiother quotation
from the same volume showed that at his execution
Charles said, ' I die a martyr for the people.'
Surely, the speaker argued, the king might have
been expected to know best whether he was a
martyr or not. If Cromwell had failed, all men
would have recognised Charles as a martyr. As it
was, the success of Cromwell made people think
that the death of Charles was just. He concluded
by warning all who intended to vote against the
motion that they would be little better than
murderers of the most sainted king that ever sat
upon the English throne. This .was a clever and
amusing, but somewhat farcical, speech.

Mr. H. E. G u i L L E B A U n , after exposing an obvious
fallacy in the argument of the last speaker, said
that the tribunal which condemned Charles was
no doubt technically illegal, but he thoroughly
deserved to die, and therefore his death was just.
In what sense coald a double dealer and promise-
breaker like Charles be called a martyr ? He wag
a martyr to nothing but his own wrong-doing. We

hope to hear Mr. ( iu i l l cbaud more frequently in the-
future.

Mr. KlHKl 'ATKK'K succeeded in boring the House
completely. The greater part of his speech con-
sisted in an irrelevant attack on Cromwell, who,
according to the speaker, certainly possessed no
soul.

Mr. COK.TON, after censuring the lust speaker for
irrelevancy, pointed out that the motion consisted'
of two entirely different parts. Many people might;
agree wi th one hn l f of the motion, but not with,
the other The idea that Charles foresaw the evils
of modern democracy he declared to be perfectly
absurd ; Charles was an absolute fool. It W H S ,
beside the point to try and prove that his death;
was u n j u s t , by br inging forward some legal quibble.
The great point was that Charles made a deliberate
attempt on the liberties of this great country, and;
for this crime he deserved to die It was impossible-
to just ify Charles by saying that he only tried to
revive the rights exercised by Henry VIII and
Elizabeth. The Constitution had grown since then,
and the conditions were entirely different. This
was an interesting, but somewhat incoherent speech..

Mr. A U N O T O N endeavoured to be humorous in
a brief maiden speech. He quoted from ' Bacon's:
Hamlet ' and contrasted Charles and Cromwell.

Mr. BARIUHV, in a short but sound speech, said,
that the execution of Charles was certainly not
unjust, though it wi\s probably impolitic. It was
only through his execution that Charles had won
the title of martyr. He did not see how Charles:
could be called a martyr to that Constitution which
he so frequently violated.

Mr. Eijuvoou said that the death of Charles was:
absolutely illegal Every man had the right to be.
tried by his peeis; Charles certainly was not.
This was another maiden speech.

Mr. MAUM then wound up the debate. He said
that he could not help thinking that the majority
of the supporters of the motion were influenced
more by a desire for a ' rag' than by auy serious
conviction. He added that he had been surprised
that one of the more serious speakers had approved
of Charles's action in trying to revive the rights
of the Tudor monarch s. The Tudor tyranny was
one of the most retrogade movements in the history
of the nation, and if that was what Charles wished
to perpetuate, it was well that he was prevented
from doing so. With regard to the second part of
the motion, he confessed that he did not clearly
know what was meant by being ' a martyr to the
Constitution, ' but the first part of the motion he
opposed emphatically. Equity was of far greater
importance than the letter of the law. If the
King committed crimes injurious to the welfare
of the nation, he must be tried, even if the Con-
stitution forbade the trial of the King. The good
of the nation was the only real test, and by that
test Charles certainly deserved to die.

The motion was then put to the vote, and was
carried by 24 votes to 11, but was lost by a sub-
stantial margin in the body of the house.

Printed at the Times Office, High Street, Marlboroagh.
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