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successful : a tracheotfomy, an opening of
the skull, and a removal of the organs of
will. For a little while he could pretend
to himself that all would be well, that he
could write a play and then come to Paris
and “be again the King of Life.” But
his will was gone. He could only talk
of his projects, and he came to Paris with
his play unwritten.

“I am so Lonely.”

Various friends tried desperately to
give him confidence. Stuart Merrill gave
a dinner in his honour, but some of the
guests did not appear, and Wilde was
made, perhaps, more miserable by their
absence than if the dinner had not taken
place. It is hard for a King to become
a knight, and Wilde’s power of leader-
ship was gone. With him it was always
the throne or nothing, and when some
who had known him closed their doors
on him, he would call on no one for fear
of a similar rebuff. Gide and a friend
passed him sitting before a café. He
ordered drinks for them, and Gide was

T.P’s MAGAZINE

sitting down in front-of him with his back
towards the passers-by, when Wilde
begged him to sit beside him. “Oh! sj
here, by me. I am so lonely just now.”
He was without the money to pay for the
drinks.

“Afin de Finir ma Semaine.”

In spite of his poverty, for though he
had an allowance, he was frequently penni-
less (Merrill has a pathetic note from him
asking for a very little sum “afin de finjr
ma semaine ”’), he refused in any.way to
profit by his condemnation. Fernand Xau
offered him a weekly article to write. His
messenger imprudently said, “After the
noise of your condemnation you are sure
of a great success.” Wilde straightened
himself, and replied, “Thank you. My
successes before the condemnation are
sufficient for me.”

He went to Italy, to Switzerland, and
to the South of France, returning always
to Paris. During the Paris exhibition he
used to spend two or three evenings a
week in the exhibition grounds, Paul

Berneval-sur-Cer.
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OSCAR WILDE'S FRIENDS.
J(.(\J#VJA \‘\ s g e e )

LORD A. DOUGLAS'S STORY.

Though Oscar Wilde has been dead for’
13 years, the notoriety of his name |8 kept
alive by an apparently ;i i
quarrels among his friends and his fri '
friends. Ultimately it will be possible to strip
Wilde’s writings of the adventitious interest
of social celebrity and of scandal, and to
estimate their intrinsic value. Beforo this
estimate is likely to be made by the present
generation some measure of agreement will be
necessary on the facts of Wilde's career ; and
although Lord Alfred Douglas’s Oscar Witpg
AXD Myserr (Long, 10s. 6d. net.) is not the
kind of soft answer which will turn away
the wrath of his various opponents, it will
help people to form their estimate of the facts
of the intimacy and confirm their probable
impression of Oscar Wilde's character and
talents.

Lord: Alfred Douglas has a pungent or even
feline literary touch, but his general statement
of the relations between Oscar Wilde and
himself is straightforward and credible. H -
frankly outgrown any excessive irati
Wilde either as a writer oraman. The
disillusionment was completed by the discovery
of Wilde’s attacks in the unpublished portions
of ““ De Profundis.”” The writer denies that he
knew the extent and character of Wilde’s vicious-
ness until after legal proceedings had been
begun, and makes some true and incisive
observations on Wilde's craving for notoriety,
which falsified his talent and substituted
imitativeness and shallow epigram for what
might have been independent genius. - But the
time has not yet come for a final appreciation,
nor is Lord Alfred Douglas the critio to under-
take it. He is fairly entitled to tell his story
of the relationship, though it would have been.

all the better for being told shortly and
2 OraRES &)1 Fﬁ%w number
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small real importance.
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OSCAR WILDE IN PARIS 435

Fort and Madame Fort (the Suzon of the
“ Ballades ”’), who were his companions
on some of these occasions, speak of him
with tears in their eyes. Wilde seemed
to them very gentle, not outwardly un-
happy, and interested in everything. The
depths of the man, they felt, had come
much nearer to the surface.

Died “ beyond his Means.”

On November 3oth, 1900, he died. He
had been turned.out of an hotel, a couple
of years before, because he could not pay
his bill, when the landlord of the Hotel
d’Alsace, 13 Rue des Beaux Arts, took
him in, paid what was owing, and re-
covered his luggage for him. He made
this house his home in Paris, until he
died, as he put it, “beyond his means.”
His health failed, and he drank and
hurried the failure. Mr. Robert Ross
nursed him, and brought a priest to ease
his dissolution. It so happened that
neither he nor any other close friend was
with Wilde when he died. Paul Fort saw
him just before his death and just after.

He describes the small, dingy hotel, the
passages, and the smell of disinfectants
about the room where Wilde lay. He was
one of the,few who followed Wilde’s
coffin.

In Paris, where he had moved in glory
as a Roman Emperor, or a Bacchus of
the East, the remains of Wilde headed a
pitiful procession. Of those who filled the
two cabs of which it was composed,
several went about their business before
reaching the cemetery. No bell tolled.
The church hung no mourning curtains
round its entrance, and admitted the body
by a small side door. When Wilde came
to Paris the boulevards fluttered with his
name. When at last he left, his departure
was almost unnoticed. A sergent-de-ville
saluted the coffin with magnificence; he
did not know whose body it contained.

Oscar Wilde was buried in the ceme-
tery at Bagneux on December 3rd, 1900.
On July 2oth, 1909, his coffin was re-
moved to Pére-Lachaise, where a monu-
ment, on which Mr. Jacob Epstein is
already working, will eventually be
erccted over his grave.

R

SOME IDEAS FROM OSCAR WILDE

Cynicism is merely the art of seeing
things as they are, instead of as they
ought to be.

Three addresses always inspire confid-
ence, even in a tradesman.

Women spoil every romance by trying
to make it last for ever.

In literature mere egotism is delight-
ful.

It is difficult not to be unjust to what
one loves.

Nowadays people know the price of
everything and the value of nothing.

A man cannot be too careful in the
choice of his enemies.

The man who can call a spade a spade
should be compelled to use one.

Jissen Women's University Library

THE LATE MISS MABEL BEARDSLEY

Whose recent death has been the cause of much
sorrow and regret in literary and artistic circles. Miss
B;ardsley, who acted under her maiden name, was the
wife of Mr. George Bealby, the well-known actor.
Miss Beardsley was a sister of the late Aubrey
Beardsley, the great decorative artist, who inaugurated
that clever publication, ‘“ The Yellow Book,” and was
herself a regular contributor to * The Saturday Review ”
and other periodicals. She commenced her stage career
with Sir Herbert Tree’s company at the Haymarket
in 1895
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Fort and Madame Fort (the Suzon of the
“Ballades ’), who were his companions
on some of these occasions, speak of him
with tears in their eyes. Wilde seemed
to them very gentle, not outwardly un-
happy, and interested in everything. The
depths of the man, they felt, had come
much nearer to the surface.

Died ““beyond his Means.”

On November 3oth, 1900, he died. He
had been turned.out of an hotel, a couple
of years before, because he could not pay
his bill, when the landlord of the Hotel
d’Alsace, 13 Rue des Beaux Arts, took
him in, paid what was owing, and re-
covered his luggage for him. He made
this house his home in Paris, until he
died, as he put it, “beyond his means.”
His health failed, and he drank and
hurried the failure. ~ Mr. Robert Ross
nursed him, and brought a priest to ease
his dissolution. It so happened that
neither he nor any other close friend was
with Wilde when he died. Paul Fort saw
him just before his death and just after.
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He describes the small, dingy hotel, the
passages, and the smell of disinfectants
about the room where Wilde lay. He was
one of the, few who followed Wilde's
coffin.

In Paris, where he had moved in glory
as a Roman Emperor, or a Bacchus of
the East, the remains of Wilde headed a
pitiful procession. Of those who filled the
two cabs of which it was composed,
several went about their business before
reaching the cemetery. No bell tolled.
The church hung no mourning curtains
round its entrance, and admitted the body
by a small side door. When Wilde came
to Paris the boulevards fluttered with his
name. When at last he left, his departure
was almost unnoticed. A sergent-de-ville
saluted the coffin with magnificence; he
did not know whose body it contained.

Oscar Wilde was buried in the ceme-
tery at Bagneux on December 3rd, 1900.
On July 20th, 1909, his coffin was re-
moved to Pére-Lachaise, where a monu-
ment, on which Mr. Jacob Epstein is
already working, will eventually be
erccted over his grave.

A. R.

SOME IDEAS FROM OSCAR WILDE

Cynicism is merely the art of seeing
things as they are, instead of as they
ought to be.

Three addresses always inspire confid-
ence, even in a tradesman.

Women spoil every romance by trying
to make it last for ever.

In literature mere egotism is delight-
ful.

]
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It is difficult not to be unjust to what
one loves.

Nowadays people know the price of
everything and the value of nothing.

A man cannot be too careful in the
choice of his enemies.

The man who can call a spade a spade
should be compelled to use one.
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THE LATE MISS MABEL BEARDSLEY

Whose recent death has been the cause of much
sorrow and regret in literary and artistic circles. Miss
Beardsley, who acted under her maiden name, was the
wife of Mr. George Bealby, the well-known actor.
Miss Beardsley was a sister of the late Aubrey
Beardsley, the great decorative artist, who inaugurated
that clever publication, ‘“ The Yellow Book,” and was
herself a regular contributor to “ The Saturday Review ”’
and other periodicals. She commenced her stage career
with Sir HeJigse0Wusntd'scUniversity kib2drne Haymarket
in 1895
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" KING’S BENCH DIVISION.

Before Mr. Justice DARLING and a Special Jury.

RELIGION AND THE PRESS.
A MINISTER'S LETTER.
LORD A. DOUGLAS AND SIR E. CARSON. ;

Matters of acite controversy in the sphere of reli-
gicn wers introduced into an action for libel, which
was further marked by sharp passages between a‘
witness and coumsel.

The Welsford Press (Ltd.), of which Lord Alfred
Douglas is a director, and which owns the weekly\
journal the © Academy,” sued the Daily N ews |
(14d.) and Dr. Horton, the well-known Nonconformist
minister, for damages for libel alleged to be con-
tained in a letter written by Dr. Horton and published
in the Daily News on March 16 last year. Defend-
ants denied that the werds bore tihe meaning alleged,
and pleaded fair comment.

Lord Robert, Cecil, K.C., and Mr. Cannot (instructed
by Fiennes, Clinton, and,Co.) appeared for plaintiffs;
Sir Edward Carson, K.C., and Mr. Adkins (instructed
by Shepheards and Walters) for Dr. Horton ; and Mr.
Hugh Fraser and Mr. Walker (instructed by Liloyd
George, Roberts, and Co.) for the Daily News (Litd.).

Inopemngﬂxecasa,lardaobert(}emlsuﬂﬂmt
plaintiffs were charged with being hypocrites and
insincere persons, pretending that their paper, the
“ Academy,” was written from an Anglican standpoint,
whereas they were really in the pay and acting as
agents of the Church of Rome. The charge was
contained in a letter from Dr. Horton to the Daily
News, which was headed “ Rome and the Press,”
“Dr. R. F. Horton on the Subtle Influences.” The
passage complained of was as follows:

Some well-known organs—e.g., the * Academy,” hav:
passed into Roman hands. That omce famous liverary
paper passes its verdict on our current literature with
the bias of Rome. wood books are those which favour
Rome. Books which criticise or oppose Rome are ip=o
facto bad. This paper, thereforr s to be ranked,
though the public doesn’t know it, with the * Tablet,”
the “ Monk,” and the * Universe.” This Is all quite
legitimate, but the public should kmow when a paper
becnn-&‘ﬁle organ of Roman propaganda. e

There was not, said Sir Robert, a word of truth
in these statements, and on the following day the
Daily News published the following mmph,
which was, however, veryfmfmmbehzgamcereori
sufficient apology :

We are asked to state . . . that none of the directors
of the ““ Academy ” is a Roman Catholic. Lord Alfred
Douglas, the editor, is not a Roman Catholic; Mr.
T. W. H. Crosland, a director, is a Protestant, and the son
of a Protestant; Sir Edward Tennant, M.P., is a Protes-
tant; and the secnnd largest shareholder is also a Protes-
tant. We are also informed that the * Academy” does
not give preference to Roman Catholics in offering employ-
ment ; that the books are reviewed for the columns of the
“ Academy ” by those who are best capable of dealing
with them from a literary standpoint; and that, further,
those who are responsible for the management of the

paper are unable to find an instance of any book that
has been treated in the manner described by Dr. Horton.
We have pleasure in publishing this ungualified cisclaimer,
and regret that we should inadvertently have been
3 um_of mlsrepresenﬁnx f.he conduct of our com-

On March 18, Dr. Horton sent to the Daily News s
letter, which, said counsel, made matters consider-
ably worse:

I deeply regret that 1 have been misinformed about
the *‘ Academy” and my error has involved you in the
difficulties which you meet by your paragraph this morn-

ing. Permit me through your columns to offer a sincere

apology to the editor and the directors of that journal.
What misled me was that a copy was sent to me contain-
ing a review of a book of mine, entitied *“ My Belief.”
Or rather, it was not a review but a violent tirade

against me from the Roman point of view.

1 was surprised at this polemical bias in a literary |

journal, and on inquiry from a Journalistic friend I was
told that the * Academy” had passed into Roman
Catholic hands. T did not resent it, nor was I astonished.
I simply supposed it to be a fact.

2019-03-18

No one, I think, who

‘read the article T referred to, entitled “ The Logic of
Dissent,” could blame me for drawing the inference or
for believing the statement which seemed to explain it.
But in view of what you publish to-day I beg to with-
draw what I said and to express my thankfulness that
the journal as a whole is Protestant.

May I, however, point out how the episode illnsbrntee
my main contention? Even where the editor and mana-
gers of a paper are Protestant the Roman influence
finds a way to dictate the treatment of a work which
advocates Protestant prineiples. Sorry as I am to have
misrepresented the ‘‘ Academy,” 1 caunot alter my
general view of Roman influence in the Press.

His Lordship: Did Mr. Horton send a copy of
his book to the “ Academy ’ for review?

Tord R. Cecil: Yes, or his publishers did.

His Lordship: And them he was displeased with

| the notice? That often happens.

Lord R. Cecil: Yes.

Sir E. Carson: He was displeased because his book
was written from a Protestamt point of view, and
was reviewed from a Romam point of view.
~Tord R. Ceeil~ e writer of tli¢ review i1s not a
Roman Catholic, and # was not written from a
Roman Catholic point of view.

Lord Alfred Douglas, of 63, Lincoln's Inn-fields,
said he had been the editor of the “ Academy ” for
three years. He was a member of the Church of
England, and not a Roman Catholic. No one con-
nected with the paper belonged to the Roman Catho-
lic Church, nor had belonged to it during his editor-
ship.

Lord R. Cecil: Is it trune your verdict on current
literature is given with a bias in favour of Rome?—
No.

Is it true the “ Academy ” may be ran_ked wubh the
“ Tablet,” the *“ Monk,” and the “ Universe”?—
Certainly not. :

Dr. Horton’s book, continued witness, was sent by
him for review to Mr. Arthur Machen.

Is he a Roman CatholicP—No, an Anglican, a
member of the Church of England.

Witness gave no directions with the book, which
he sent with some others, and whose subject, he'
thought, would interest Mr. Machen. The attitude
of the “ Academy ” in religious controversy was that,
of the High Church. It was similar to that of the
“ Saturday Review ” and of the “ Church Times.”

Sir E. Carson (cross-examining): The “ Academy ”
has been stromgly against Protestantism?—It thas
been very strongly against Nomconformity.

It has been strongly against Protestantism in the
English Church?

His Lordship: I don’t understand that.

Sir E. Carson (to plaintiff): The “ Academy ” has
been strongly against Reformation Protestantism ?—
Against, the way in which the Reformation has been
distorted and used for improper purposes. |

Do you call yourself a Protestant?—No. I
strongly object to the description. I believe in the
Holy Catholic Church, as I say in church every
Sunday. If you go to church, I suppose you say |
the Apostles’ Creed.

His Lordship: You object to the word “ Protest-
ant ”’?

Witness: I say it is unscientific.

Sir E. Carson: A horrible wordP—It is a htrrible
word to me.

And you don’t hesitate to insult people who cail
themselves ProtestantsP—I don’t insult them

His Lordship (to Sir E. Carson): Perhaps you can
tell me where the word “ Protestant ” comes from,
and when it was first used? |

Sir E. Carson : From the time of the Reformation, |

as 1 understand. It means a protest ag&mdvt'bel
doatnnes of the Catholic Church.

Witness: The word is nowhere used in the Prayer
Book, and is not, therefore, the way in which a |
member of the Church of England should describe
himself. :

Sir E. Carson: Dadyouhwer Machen bated
the Reformation P—I knew it after I read his & rticle.

Counsal quoted from an amticle by Mr. Machen in
the “ Academy ” of Dec. 7, 1907, the following pas-
sage: - 3 24|
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{1 curse the Protestant Reformation, then. With heart
and soul do I curse and hate it, and detest it with all its
works and abominable operations, internal and external.!
I loathe and abhor it s a most hideous blasphemy, the |
greatest woe, the extremist jorror that ever fell upon |
morsa‘s since the foundation of the world. |

Are mot those offensive words?P—You may take
them so.

“1 curse the Protestant Reformation.” Js that
literature P—I expect I am a better judge of Irtera-
ture than you are. It is simply foolish vo take
out a single passage and say, “ Is that literature ? >’
1 think the article is a very fine piece of writing.

Sir E. Carson: I will read it again.

Witness: Please don’t. You don’t read it very
well.

Sir E. Carson: Don’t be impentinent. Are not
those words offensive to Protestants?—I suppose |
they are; but the Church of England is not Pro-
testant, nor am L.

At all events, they are am:-waestant?—Yen
but that does not make me a Roman Catholic. You
don’tt seem to understand.

Tis Lordship: I want to understand. You say
youy are a member of the Church of Fngland, but '
not a Protestant, and that the Church of England |
is not a Protestant Church.

Witness: That is my view, and it is that of the |
High Church party and of Lord Halifax, and, I|
think, of Lord Robert Cecil. \

Lord R. Cecil: No. t

His Lordship: You do not say what the Church of'
England is ‘the Roman Catholic Church?

Witness: No, it is the Catholic continuation of
the Church as it’was before the Reformation. The
Church was not interrupted, though cextain abuses
were removed, at the Reformation. Jt is the Catho- |
lic Church of Christ, and ‘goes on just the same.!
The Roman Catholic Church is one branch and the
Anglican community another branch of the Catholic
Church.

His Lordship: Ycu say you lcok on the Reforma-
tion as baving removed certain abuses from the
Church of England, but that, having been cleansed
of those abuses, it is not a Protestant Church? It
is not like the Church of Calvin?—God forbid. ¢

Su'E Carson As a member of the Church of

Enghnd,doyanmfmohoobeybhehwsofﬂm
| Ghurch of England P—Certainly mnot.
~ Have you not written again and again calling on
peapletod@mﬂmsebmaahaddovwnbythe
Privy Council I don’t recognise the Privy Council.
WthasbbervyCotmalgottodomhthe
Church of Christ ?

Butat.mbhetnbwmn.lsd.upbybhshwofbhehnd?,
| —I don’t recognise it. |

I"untheu-questnonedby&rEdwmdmrefermoetov
his views on the Catholic Church, witness said:
You are in profound ignorance of the position.
Im’tundmkehobeaohyoumbenmmmteswhat
;ltwonldhskeywthreeyeu-swleam
| Sir E. Carson (reading): “ What we wish to hear is
High Mass, and nothing but High Mase.” Isn’t thet
a Romish view?—Certainly not.

What do you say about this: “ If a man refuse to
call Holy Commumnion Mass he is not a true Catholic,
but a disloyal apostate, a rotten branch on the
living tree ”P—That is the extreme High Church
view taken by Mr. Machen.

You selected him to review Dr. Horton’s book P—I
?l:dmhesrdof Dr. Horton before. Why should

Dealing with criticiems of the Rev. Dr. Aked
which appeared in the “ Academy,” Sir Edward

ed: “Isn’t Dr. Aked one of the most respected

. ministers in Amemica? ]

Witmess: I don respect him.

Sir E. Carson: I suggest you respect no ome but
yourself ?—You know nothing about the people I
respect. We don’t move in the same circles.
Sir E. Carson: I am thankful for that.
Witness: I say ditto.

~ Sir E. Carson: The “Academry ” speaks of Dr.
Aked’s “ weekly dose of heresy, schism, and im-
WNy" h’t“lgm-mh?—l’onnotnry

4"
His Lordship: Did Mr. nmmumr:fg,j
Tt is signed by him. -
Sir E. Carson: On Oct. 5, 1907, there is an articé
containing a reference to “ Stiggins, the Red-Nosed
Man, Chadband, and Dr. Clifford.” Didn’t that
mean that Dr. Clifford was a hypocrite ?—Certainly.
I think he is a most objectionable person.
hﬁmmmmbm
not complain of being called & Roman Catholic, but
of the suggestion that he was bired in fawour of
| Roman Catholicism.
| On being told by his lordship that he must not
- cross-examine Sir Edward Carson, witmess said : Sir
Edward appears to think that if one is not a Protes-
tant, one must be a Roman Catholic.
nglmdm Still you must not cross-examine

Questioned by Sir E. Carson as to references in the

“ Acadenry ”’ to imocemse, candlesticks, and vest

ments,” witness eaid : Don’t you know that they are

used in churches in London?

Sir E. Carson read a further passage from the
“ Academy.”

Witness : You read like a child from a Baard school.
I admit the paper is entirely anti-Protestant. You
need not go on reading.

Sir E. Carson (having read more extracts fmm
“ Academy ”): If I find a paper advocating that there
should be a holy water stoup in the porch of a
church mright I not say that that was advocating
Roman Catholic policy >—You might, but you know
nothing about the history of the Church.

Do you call it honest criticiem to send a book for
re-iew to a man whose views are diametrically
opposed to it?—Yes. The Daily News doesn’t get a
Front Bench Opposition man to write -on Con-
servatism.

In reply to other qneshom, witness said : Once you
allow private judgment in matters of dogmiae you
become a Protestant. Once begin private Judgment
and you may come to say you don’t believe in the
divinity of Christ, as a good many so-called Free

I Church ministers do.

Witness admitted that the “ Academy” had said

of the Rev. R. J. Campbell, “ We have not the least
‘ doubt that Mr. Campbell will become a good Catholic
| before long. . . . By Catholic we don’t necessarily
mean Roman Catholic. . . . We advise him to stop
preaching for two years, re.d, listen, and cultwata
| humility.”
| Mr. Arthur Machen, journalist and author, said
that his review of Dr. Horton’s book, “ My Belief,”
was a fair one. He was not a Roman Catholic and
had not been subsidised by the Roman Catholic
Church.

Sir E. Carson (cross-examining): You would be
offended if anybody called you a Protestant?—I
should indeed.

You reviewed the book from the frame of mind of
disliking Protestantism P—Certainly.

And the Reformation ?—In great part.

You hate the Reformation P—Certainly.

You reviewed the book as an impartial’ eribw?——-An
impartial critic is not one who knows nothing about
what he-de gritigisiag. <
Re-examined Mr. Machen said that Protestantism
was an unfortunate influence introduced into the
Church in the sixteenth century, chiefly from abroad.
His Lordship: Was Larther the influence?—No,
Calvin principaily.

Luther, added witness, was less disagreeable Hrm
Calvin, Zwingli, and others.
His Lordship: Whﬂ about Knox?—I prefer bo

aaymbbmg
ﬁharfobmlorddnp Mr. Machen said

quite satisfied with Eresmus. He deseribed
the policy of Henry VIIL as one of loot. Witmess's
review was an atbempt to show that Dr. Horton was
ignorant, andhnda.verymrperfwtkmowbdgeof
reasoning processes.

Mr. T. W. Crosland, essistant editor of the
“ Academy,” said he was a Methodist. Bof‘rpho
was concerned the “ Academy” had mnot “passed

into Roman hends.”
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Before Mr. Justice DARLING and a Special Jury.

RELIGION AND THE PRESS.
A MINISTER'S LETTER.
LORD A. DOUGLAS AND SIR E. CARSON. %

Matters of acite controversy in the sphere of reli-
gicn wers introduced into an action for libel, which
was further marked by sharp passages between a

The Welsford Pm (Litd.), of which Lord Alfred |
Douglas is a dxreotor, and which owns the weekly‘
journal the © Academy,” sued the Daily N ews |
(14d.) and Dr. Horton, the well-known Nonconformist
minister, for damages for libel alleged to be con-
tained in a letter written by Dr. Horton and published
in the Daily News on March 16 last year. Defend-
ants denied that the werds bore the meaning alleged,
and pleaded fair comment.

Lord Robert. Cecil, K.C., and Mr. Cannot (instructed
by Fiennes, Clinton, and,Co.) appeared for plaintiffs;
Sir Edward Carson, K.C., and Mr. Adkins (instructed
by Shepheards and Wal’wrs) for Dr. Horton ; and Mr.
Hugh Fraser and Mr. Walker (instructed by Lloyd
George, Roberts, ard Co.) for the Daily News (Ltd.)-

Inopemngtheeaae,ImdBnbort(}emlmﬂﬂmt
plnmtxﬁ's were charged with being hypocrites and
insincere persons, pretending that their paper, the
“ Academy,” was written from an Anglican standpoint,
whereas they were really in the pay and acting as
agents of the Church of Rome. The charge was
contained in a letter from Dr. Horton to the Daily
News, which was headed “ Rome and the Press,”
“Dr. R. F. Horton on the Subtle Influences.” The
passage complained of was as follows:

Some well-known organs—e.g., the * Academy,” hav:
passed into Roman hands. That once famous liverary
paper passes its verdict on our current literature with
the bias of Rome. wood books are those which favour
Rome. Books which criticise or oppose Rome are ipso
facto bad. This paper, thereforr s to be ranked,
though the public doesn’t know it, with the * Tablet,”
the * Monk.,” and the * Universe.” This is all quite
legitimate, but the public should kmow when a paper
hecmra‘ihe organ of Roman propaganda. Se———

There was not, said Sir Robert, a word of truth
in these statements, and on the following day the
Daily News published the following paragraph,
whmhwas,howm,wryfwrfmmbemgamoereori
sufficient apology:

We are asked to state . . . that nonme of the directors
of the *““ Academy " is a Roman Catholic. Lord Alfred
Douglas, the editor, is not a Roman Catholic; Mr.
T. W. H. Crosland, a director, is a Protestant, and the son
of a Protestant; Sir Edward Tennant, M.P., is a Protes-
tant; and the wcond largest shareholder is also a Protes-
tant. We are also informed that the * Academy” does
not give preference to Roman Catholics in offering employ-
ment ; that the books are reviewed for the columns of the
“ Academy ” by those who are best capable of dealing
with them from a literary standpoint; and that, further,
those who are responsible for the management of the
paper are unable to find an instance of any book that
‘has been treated in the manner described by Dr. Horton.
We have pleasure in publishing this ungualified ¢isclaimer,
and regret that we should inadvertently have been
misrepresenting the conduet of our con-

OnMa.rcthlB Dr. Horton sent to the Daily News s
letter, which, said counsel, made matters consider-
ably worse:

I deeply regret that I have been misinformed about
the *‘ Academy”’ and my error has involved you in the
difficulties which you meet by your paragraph this morn-
ing. Permit me through your columns to offer a sincere
apology to the editor and the directors of that journal.
What misled me was that a copy was sent to me contain-
ing a review of a book of mine, entitled *“ My Belief.”
Or rather, it was not a review but a violent tirade

against me from the Roman point of view.

s o 4

b i o
‘read the article I referred to, entitled “ The Logic of
| Dissent,” could blame me for drawing the inference or
for believing the statement which seemed to explain it.
But in view of what you publish today I beg to with-
draw what I said and to express my thankfulmess that
the journal as a whole is Protestant. :

May I, however, point out how the episode ilkubrnta
my main contention? Even where the editor and mana-
gers of a paper are Protestant the Roman inﬁue'nce
finds a way to dictate the treatment of a work which
advocates Protestant principles. Sorry as I am to have
misrepresented the ‘‘ Academy,” 1 caunot alter my
general view of Roman influence in the Press.

His Lordship: Did Mr. Horton send a copy of
his book to the “ Academy > for review?

| Tord R. Cecil: Yes, or his publishers did.

| His Lordship: And then he was diepleased with
| the notice? That often happens.

|  Lord R. Ceail: Yes.

| Sir E. Carson: He was displeased because his book
was written from a Protestant point of view, and
was reviewed from a Romam point of view.
~Ford R. CeeilThe writer of {li¢ review is not a
Roman Catholic, and it was not written from a
Roman Catholic point of view.

Lord Alfred Douglas, of 63, Lincoln’s Inn-fields,
said he had been the editor of the “ Academy ” for
three years. He was a member of the Church of
England, and not a Roman Catholic. No one con-
nected with the paper belonged to the Roman Catho-
lic Church, nor had belonged to it during his editor-
ship.

Lord R. Cecil: Is it true your verdict on current
Jiterature is given with a bias in favour of Rome?—
No. i

Is it true the “ Academy ” may be ranked with the
“ Tablet,” the “ Monk,” and the “ Universe”?—
Certainly not. :

Dr. Horton’s book, continued witness, was sent by
him for review to Mr. Arthur Machen.

Is he a Roman Catholic?>—No, an Anglican, a
member of the Church of England.

Witness gave no directions with the book, which
he sent with some others, and whose subject, he¢'
thought, would interest Mr. Machen. The attitude
of the “ Academy " in religious controversy was that,
of the High Church. It was similar to that of the
“ Saturday Review ” and of the “ Church Times.”

Sir E. Carson (cross-examining): The “ Academy ”
has been stromgly against Protestantism?—It has
been very strongly against Nomeonformrity.

It has been strongly against Protestantism in the
English Church?

His Lordship: I don’t understand that.

Sir E. Carson (to plaintiff): The “ Academy ” has
been strongly ag!a-inst. Reformation Protestantism ?—
Against, the way in which the Reformation has been
distorted and used for improper purposes. |

Do you call yourself a Protestant?—No. I
strongly object to the description. I believe in the

Holy Catholic Church, as I say in church every
Sunday. If you go to church, I suppose you say

e Apostles’ Creed.

His Lordship: You object to the word * Protest-
ant " P

Witness: I say it is unscientific.

Sir E. Carson: A horrible wordP—It is a hm‘riﬂe\
word to me.

And you don’t hesitate to insult people who cail
themselves ProtestantsP—I don’t insult them

His Lordship (to Sir E. Carsomn): Perhaps you cam
tell me where the word “ Protestant ” comes from,
and when it was first used? |

Sir E. Carson: From the time of the Reformation, |
as 1 understand. Itmeansa.pmtestaga.md,fbel
Joctrines of the Catholic Church.

Witness: The word is nowhere used in the Prayer
Book, and is not, therefore, the way im which a |
member of the Church of England should describe
himself. !

Sir E. Carson: Dndyoukmer Machen bated
the Reformation P—I knew it after I read his ¢ rticle.

Counsel quoted from am amticle by Mr. Machen in

1 was surprised at this polemioal bias in a literary »
journal, and on in249+103n18 Yohrnmmdlma!d\/\bms Unlvémty ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ"y of Dee. 7, l%ﬂw following !"‘

told that the * Academy” had passed into Roman
Catholic hands. 1 did not resent it, nor was I astonished.
IWImebeafnct No one, I think, who




{1 curse the Protestant Reformation, then. With heart |
and soul do I curse and hate it, and detest it with all its
‘works and abominable operations, internal and external.
I Joathe and abhor it '.s a most hideous blasphemy, the '
greatest woe, the cxtremist aorror that ever fell upon
mor$a's since the foundation of the worli. |

Are not those offensive words?—You may take
them so.

“1 curse the Protestant Reformation.” Js that
literature P—I expect I am a better judge of Irtera-
ture than you are. It is simply foolish o take
out a single passage and say, “ Is that literature ? >’
1 think the article is a very fine piece of writing.

Sir E. Carson: I will read it again.

Witness: Please dom’t. You don’t read it very
well.

Sir E. Carson: Don’t be impentinent. Are not
those words offemsive to Protestants?—I suppose |
they are; but the Church of England is not Pro-
testant, nor am I. |

At all events, they are anh—Prdbastant?—Yes,
but that does not make me & Roman Catholic. You
don'ty seem to understand.

Tis Lordship: I want to understand. You say
you are a member of the Church of England, but '
not a Protestant, and that the Church of Englamd |
is not a Protestant Church.

Witness: That is my view, and it is that of the |
High Church party and of Lord Halifax, and, I|
think, of Lord Robert Cecil. \

Lord R. Cecil: No. |

His Lordship: You do not say chat the Church of |
England is the Roman Cathoiic Church?

Witness: No, it is the Catholic continuation of
the Church as it'was before the Reformation. The
Church was not imterrupted, though ceitain abuses
were removed, at the Reformation. Jt is the Catho-|
lic Church of Christ, and ;goes on just the same. '
The Roman Catholic Church is one branch and the
Anglican community another branch of the Catholic
Church.

His Lordship: Ycu say you leok on the Reforma-
tion as having removed certain abuses from the
Church of England, but that, having been cleansed
of those abuses, it is not a Protestant Church? It
is not like the Church of Calvin?—God forbid. §

Sn'E C-a.morn Asamembeu'ofbhechumhof
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Enghnd,doyuumfmehoabeyﬂ:elawofhhe
| Church of Eﬂghad'»’—Cmmly not.

Have you not written again and again calling on
peopletodiqmtothoselawuuhiddownbytbe
Privy Council P—I dom’t recognise the Privy Council.
What has the Privy Council got to do with the
Church of Christ,?

Butétisbhetnbnnnlsd.upbythshwdhhehnd?;
—I don’t recognise it. |

F\utherquahmedby&r&iw&rdmmfmcebol
his views on the Catholic Church, witness said:
You are in profound ignorance of the position.
I can’t undertake to teach you in ten minutes what
it. would take you three years to learn.
| Sir E. Carson (reading) : “ What we wish to hear is
High Mass, and nothing but High Mess.” Isn’t that
a Romish view?—Certainly mnot.

What do you say about this: “ If a man refuse to
call Holy Commumion Mass he is not a true Catholic,
but a disloyal apostate, a rotten branch on the
living tree ”P—That is the extreme High Church
view taken by Mr. Machen.

You selected him to review Dr. Horton’s book P—I
had never heard of Dr. Horton before. Why should
I?

Dealing with criticisms of the Rev. Dr. Aked
which appeared in the “Academy,” Sir Edward

ed: “ Isn’t Dr. Aked one of the most respected

Witness: I don respect him.

Sir E. Carson: I suggest you respect no ome but
yourself >—You know nothing about the people I
respect. We don’t move in the same circles.

Sir E. Carson: I am thankful for that.

Witness: I say ditto.

e ey AR TR

Aked’s “ weekly
becility.” h\’t“ummh?—ltundnry
|mico to Dr. Aked. =

|

o
His Lordship: Did Mr. Huinmwﬂeﬂhnt?—fuﬂ
Tt is signed by him. -
Sir E. Carson: On Oct. 5, 1907, there s an articlé’
containing a reference to “ Shggmsﬂ:eRedNosad
Man, Chadband, and Dr. Clifford.” Dido’t that
mean that Dr. Clifford was a hypocrite P—Certainly.
Iﬂnnkhensnmtob}echm‘bhm
In further cross-examinaion, witness said he did
not complain of being called 8 Roman Catholic, but
of the suggestion that he was hired in fawour of
| Roman Catholicism.
| On being told by his lordship that he must not
mexme&-&lwmd(’bmn, witmess said : Sir
Edward appears to think that if one is not a Protes-
tant, one must be a Roman Catholic.
His Lordship: Stil you must not cross-examine
him

Questioned by Sir E. Carson as to references in the

® Academry ' to , candlesticks, and vest-
ments,” witness eaid : Don’ you know that they are
used in churches in London?

Sir E. Carson read a further passage from the
* Academy.”

Witness : You read like a child from a Baard school.
I admit the paper is entirely anti-Protestant. You
need not go on reading.

Sir E. Carson (having read more extracts from bl(e

“ Academy ”): T I find a paper a.dvoca.tmg that there
should be a holy water stoup in the porch of a
church mright I not say that that was advocating
Roman Catholic policy >—You might, but you know
nothing about the history of the Church.

Do you call it honest criticism to send a book for
reZiew to a man whose views are diametrically
opposed to it ?—Yes. The Daily News doesn’t get a
Front Bench Opposition man to write-on Con-
servatism.

In reply to other qne-hons, witness said : Once you
allow private judgment in matters of dogmia you
become a Protestant. Once begin private judgment
and you may come to say you don’t believe in the

| divinity of Christ, as a good many so-called Free
Church ministers do.

Witness admitted that the “ Academy” had said
of the Rev. R. J. Campbell, “ We have not the least
doubt that Mr. Campbell will become a good Catholic
before long. . . . By Catholic we don’t necessarily
mean RomanCabhoﬁc....Weadmhmtoﬁop
preaching for two years, read, listen, and cnltwste
| humility.”

Mr. Arthur Machen, journalist and author, said
that his review of Dr. Horton’s book, “ My Belief,”
was a fair one. He was not a Roman Catholic and
had not been subsidised by the Roman Catholic
Church.

Sir E. Carson (cross-examining): You would be
offended if anybody called you a Protestant?—I
should indeed.

You reviewed the book from the frame of mind of
disliking Protestantism ?—Certainly.

And the Reformation P—In great part.

You hate the Reformation P—Certainly.’ ¥

You reviewed the book as an impartial criﬂc?«—An
nmpartxal cnt,lc is not one who knm nothing about

Re-exa:mmed Mr. Machen said that Pmmm.m
was an unfortunate influence introduced into the
Church in the sixteenth century, chiefly from abroad.

His Lordship: Weas Laurther the influence?—No,
Calvin principaily.

Luther, added witness, was less disagreeable ﬂnn
Calvin, Zwingli, and others.

His Lordship: What ebout Emox?—I prefer to

say nothing.

M«m to his lordship, Mr. Machen said
quite satisfied with Erasmus. He described

the policy of Henry VIIL as one of loot. Witmess's

review was an atbempt to show that Dr. Horton was

ignorant, and had a very imperfect kmowledge of

processes. :

Mr. T. W. Crosland, essistant editor of the

“ Academy,” said he was a Methodist. So far as he

WaS the “ Academy ” not “ passed
VBESHYeh i inds. 15" i




Dr. Horton, called for ithe defence, stated that he
was an M.A., and formerly Fellow of New Collegs,
Oxford, and D.D. of Yale University. He was
minister of Lyndhurst-road Congregatiomal Church,
‘Hampstead, and a Protestant. He had ascertained
from the Catholic “ Who's Who ” that Lord Archi-
|baild Dougles, a relative of Lord Alfred, was a Romen
Catholic. The friend who told him thet the editor
;of'tlhe“Amdmng" was a Roman Catholic was on
| the “Christian World.” He would not like to
state what distinction he drew between a “ Catholic”
and a “Roman Catholic.” It might sound uncom-
pCmeuminedvam-dR.Cedil:'.[hemwam
“apostolate” of the Press working in favour of
Roman OCatholictsm in this country. There were
very few papers on which the apostolate had mnot
secured an agent, whose business it was to excise
any piece of news or any speech or notice of a book
which told against Rome. Just as she sent mis-
sionaries to the heathem, so Rome sent mis-
sionaries to this country, and part of the propaganda
was to appoint suitable men to influence the Press.
Such men were on the staffs of papers without the
knowledge of their employers.

His Lordship: Is this a hypothesis of your own,
or do you know it for a fact P Cam you give names,
either of papers or people?—It would be perfectly
impossible to give names.

His Lordship: How do you know of itP—It is
admitted by the Roman Catholic Church, and can
be traced in the papers.

The work, addeéd witmess, was dome secretly, and
directly attemtion was directed to it it was with-
drawn. He regarded Romamn Catholicism as the

i the country in which it became establi -
T e DO DA Romna Oethoiicien o

S of Chrigtinasiin.

Lord R. Cecil: Did you find Lord Alfred Douglas’s
name in the Catholic “ Who’s Who ”?—No, but 1
didn’t kmow he was a man of importance.

Sir E. Carson, it ﬂ!ejuf'y, un'dﬂ!st for

addressing
| a paper like the “ Academy ”

libel, having megard to its own
abuse of the law of libel and of the process of the
| Court. Dr. Horten's criticism was perfectly fair,
| and he made no suggestion of corruption on the part
| of the “ Academy.” The evidence of Lord Alfred
| Douglas and of Mr. Machen showed that they wished
to drive Protestantism out of the Church of England,
and in those circumstances it was absurd for plain-
tiffs to ask damages for being accused of having a
Roman Catholic bias.

His lordship, in summing up to the jury, observed
that the question whether or not the alleged libel

constituted fair comment must not be determined |
by their attitude towards the theological views of
Dr. Horton and of Lord Alfred Douglas. After four

centuries it seemed sad that this dispute should be

gone into. The Reformation was a compromise
between a number of conflicting ideas; but we did
| not seem to have got much beyond the lines written
’2(!) years ago:

A godly thorough reformation,

Which always must be carried on,
‘ And still be doing, never done,

As if religion were intended
i For anything else but to be mended.
| After prolonged deliberation, ﬂ!e jnry’stated that
they could not agree, but, at his lordship’s request,
having again retired, they subsequently returned a

verdict for defendants, at the same time ex-

pressing the view that Dr. Horton should have taken
more care to ascertain the facts before writing his
| letter.
His lordship entered judgment for both defend-
ants, with costa.
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LORD ALFRED DOUGL
THE WILDE CASE,

tia v
;Jl‘\ >

Counsel’s

Plaintiff Resents
Questions.

A libel action brought by Lord Alfred
Douglas, third son of the eighth
Marquess of Queensberry,against Mr, !
Arthur Ransome and The T'imes Book |
Club, came before Mr. Justice
Darling and a special jury to-day.

The alleged libel was contained in a book
entitled ‘‘ Oscar Wilde: a OCritical
Study. By Arthur Ransome.”

Mr. Cecil Hayes appeared for the plain-
tiff, Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.C., and
Mr. McCardie were for Mr. Ran-
some, and Mr. F. E. Bmith, K.C.,
Mr. Eustace Hills and Mr. W. G.
Howard Gritten for The T'imes Book
Club.

The defence of The Times Book Club was

that it was not known that the book
Wn it was pub-

lished. ‘

Mr. Ransome pleaded justification, and
said that the words complained of
were true in substance and fact.

In the course of the case, Mr. Justice
Darling made an appeal to the Press
not to report some of the evidence

. which it was necessary to bringtor—
ward, :

®In my opinion,” said his lordship, “a
trial like this, if fully reported, goes
incalculable harm.” .

®GRAVE CHARGES.”

Counsel's Interpretation of the
Author’s Statement,

e

Mr. Hayes, opelning the case, :aid that
;ord Alived Douglas 1s now forty-two years
szoige. He is mirried, and has one son ten
f age. _
Juﬁﬁnoﬁﬁsome% book was published early

ear. L
4 {‘lus case,” said Mr. Hayes, “is one
of the most remarkable that it has ever
fallen to the lot of a jury in these courts to
try. : g
“It is remarkable for the daring of the
woras lc;sz the libel, and makes charges of
the gravest.character against the plaintiff.
'.[‘?m effect of the libel, went on counsel,
was that Lord éll'ﬁeél' Douglas 'w‘;ﬁ 74
sible for the public disgrace a.nd__‘ ; -
famy of the late {Bﬂiﬂvﬁ that he was

instrume ﬁ:mﬁ about the disgrace

was also charged against Lord Alfred,
’-aiidt connsel, that after Oscar Wilde was
released, and went to Naples, Lord Alfred
went to Naples and lived on him; that he
was actuated by mercenary motives; and
that when Oscar Wilde's allowance stopped
Tord Alfred abandoned him and left him

P ounmel referred to the defence of ‘The
!;;‘mu k _'lCdiub. .ttfwas mae;mhgf :::iﬁ

that one would expect from a Y
ding. It was said that The Z'imes Book
&1-\%& not know tbmbooi contained a
libel; that there was no n ce, and
such as | tain a

e R S

Jissen Women's Unive

ity Library

o lansome’s age was 25 or 27, con-
tinued couasel. He wag a contempor-
ary of Oscar Wilde or [0 Alfred Douglas,
and as ages and dates were important, he
asked the jury to bear them in mind.

Counsel gave a few cardinal facts, as he
described them. Lord Alfred Douglas made
th> acquaintance of Oscar Wilde in 1891,
at the time he was an undergradunate ut

agdalen College, Oxford. Lord Alfred

Douglas wn‘; then 2],Lmd(ﬁcnr(mlll.f;e, who
bimself had been at-Magdalen C: €, Was
38, l]léld a distinguished figure in the literary
world. .

He went on to speak of “a story of dis-
grace,” which he was bound to mention,
and said i5 meant that he had to unfold one
of the most unpleasant episodes of tle last
generation.

‘“ THE BEFORE—AND AFTER.”

Oscar Wilde was sent to prison in 1895,
He was released in 1897, and died in Paris
in 1900. * In the life of every public man
who has had a downfall,” said counsel,
"*tfhera are two periods—the before and the
alter.

**If he happens to be a man of social
sosition, public position, or intellectual

istinetion, he has many friends in the * be-

fore “,period, but at the moment of public

di race and infamy there will be a etam-
o

Lord Alfred las was a friend of

f ‘Wilde *“before” and a friend
“after.” hen Oscar Wilde came out of
prison in 1897 he was a dis%'aced man, an
outcast whose name was a byword among
men,

y, He decided that the name Oscar Wilde
should be dead for ever. and he changed
it to “ Sebastian Melmoth.”

He fled from England for ever, added
eogxnsetl, b?ndl wepttgg Dieppe, arfiesrg,viards
going to Naples. in aut 0 .

Lord AlPred glas gﬁ a villa at
Naples in 1896, and he had also taken it
for the winter of 1897. He put the villa
at the disposal of Oscar Wilde, allowed him
to go and live there, and paid his fare from
Paris to Naples. -

At this period Oscar Wilde had an sallow-
ance from his wife of £2 19s, 6d. a week,
end Lord Alfred Douglas tt;nve him money.

Acting on the advice of his mother, Lord
Alfred Douglas thought it better to come
away from Na’?les and he left there in
November, 1897, Before leaving he gave

scar Wilde the villa paid the rent in
advance, and gave Wilde £200 to carry it
on with, :

Oscar Wilde left Naples a few months

terwards, and went to Paris, where Lord

Ifred Douglas was living. The latter
nuyghegi Wilde with money, and when he
fell ill in 1900 paid the expenses of the jll-
nees, paid for the funeral when Wilde died, |
and followed him to the grave in the little |
semetery in Paris. 8
THE ALLEGED LIBEL.

Counsel then read from Mr. Ransome’s |

the alleged libel. The first quotation

s the following :— : :

The letter, a manuscript of eighty
<lose written pages on twenty folio sheets,
wae not addressed to Mr. Ross, but to a
man to whom Wilde felt that he owed
some at least of the circumstances of his

Ppublic disgrace.
It was begun as & rebuke of thig friend,
whose actions even subsequent to the
trials had been such as to cause Wil
considerable pain.
The second quotation, eontaining an
‘loged libel, was as follows:—

He had left prison with an improved
physique, and now that he was able to
work there was hope that he would not
risk the loss of it by leaving this life of
comparative dmplicity o

Suddenly, however, he flnhz aside lis

ans and resolutions, desperately ex-
plaining that his folly was inevitable. i

iterated entreaty of a man whose |
) ship had already cost him more
than it was worth, and a newly-felt
loneliness at Berneval destroyed his |
~.resolution. B

i

I

| ness,
The Judge: Why bring in people who
|

i that Oscar Wilde came down four times |

and went to
Rouen ed, and he was
mxeemixle; then back to Dieppe; a fow
days later, with his
& was in Naples sharing a momentary
magnificence with the friend whose con-
duct he had condemned, whose influence
he had feared. Y
insinuation is,” said eounsel
¥ that as soon as Wilde had no money the
plaintiff left him.” oA

A VERY SERIOUS ISSUE.

Mr. Hayes said that if the words the jur
Rad henrdv were true Lord Alfred Doulgla{;
would be branded as the most despicable of
men, and would ““ be destroyed for all time,
not only in his life, but as long as the
memp? of his name stood.”

Wilde was a brilliant literar man, and
& Bohemian who had travelled on the
Continent and in America, and his friend-
.tlglwould be attractive to a young man
*dNo doubt Wilde was anxious to 8ot

into society,” said Mr. Hayes, *and
readily availed. himself of the opportunity
afforded him by Lord Alfred Douglas, who
could introduce him to some of the highest
people in Society:”

Counsel, who had in his hand a copy of
Lord Alfred Douglas’s bank account at
that time, mentioned a sum of £125, and
several others of £25, which were given
by plaintiff to Oscar Wilde in 1900, and
said that was a disprocf that Lord Alfred
Douglas was associating with Wilde from
mercenary motives,

Counsel went on to say th?{t Lord Alfred

Douglas had only scen Mr.
W whll% out, is
ica to Mr. Robert Ross, the literary

‘executor of Oscar Wilde. Lord Alfred and
 Mr. Ross had had a quarrel.

PLAINTIFF’S STORY.

‘Hls Introduction To Oscar Wilde at
Magdalen,

Lord Alfred Douglas then went into the
. Witness-box
| He is now living. he eaid, in Church-
row, Hampstead. He was at school at
Winchester. - He went up to Magdalen
College, Oxford, in 1889, and stayed there
| until 1893.
| In 1891 he made the acquaintance of
Oscar Wilde. Mr, Lionel Joknson, the
poet, introduced them.
| Lord Alfred said that at Oxford he paid
attention to literature. He had always
been interested in literature,

He knew that Oscar Wilde had also heen
at Magdalen, and had boen a great friend
(of the president’of Magdalen. He got a |

: double first and won the Newdigate prize.
I Counsel suggested that this was a very
S Yord sitie gl gk gk aes b
i a an
ts had won thg Newdigate.  Matthew
Arnold hjiddwon iéV and llizusll{'in. : 5
udge: ; P
el sy g as uskin  a poet ;
Lord Alfred said that he met Mrs. Wilde !
at the same time that he met her husband, |
Oscar Wilde was then living in Chelsea, i
During the Long Vacation of 1891 he!
stayed with Wilde at Babbicombe, They
came very great friends,

Counsel mentioned a relation of the wit-

!

possibly do not want to be mentioned? |
In reply to questions, Lord Alfred said

to Magdalen while he was in residence.
hen Oscar Wilde came out of prison
at the ond of the year 1897 he came to
Naples and stayed with him. Sk
e knew that he had an allowance of
£150 a year from his wife. He sent Wilde
the money to come to Naples, . E

m still unfinished,

'




Dr. Horton, called for the defence, stated that he
was an M.A., and formerly Fellow of New College,
Oxford, and D.D. of Yele University. He was
minister of Lyndhurst-road Congregational Church,
Hampstead, and a Protestant. He had ascertained
from the Catholic “ Who's Who ” that Lord Archi-
| balld Douglas, a relative of Lord Alfred, was a Roman
' Catholic. The friend who told him thet the editor
of the “ Academry ” was @ Roman Catholic was on
the “Christian World.” He would not like to
state what distinction he drew between a “ Catholic ”
and a “Roman Catholic.” It might sound uncom-
plimentary.

Cross-examined by Lord R. Cecil: There was an
“apostolate” of the Press working in favour of
Roman OCatholicism in this country. There were
very few papers on which the apostolate hed mot
secured an agent, whose business it was to excise
any piece of news or any speech or notice of a book
which told against Rome. Just as she sent mis-
sionaries to the heathen, so Rome sent mis-
sionaries to this country, and part of the propaganda
was to appoint suitable men to influence the Press.
Such men were on the staffs of papers without the
knowlledge of their employers.

His Lordship: Is this a hypothesis of your own,
or do you know it for a fact P Can you give names,
either of papers or people?—It would be perfectly
impossible to give names.

His Lordship: How do you knmow of itP—It is
admitted by the Roman Catholic Church, and can
be traced in the papers.

The work, addéd witness, was done secretly, and
directly attemtion was directed to it it was with-
drawn. He regarded Romam Catholicism as the

ruin of the countrv in which it became established. |
In his book he described Roman Catholicism as the

| antithesis of Christianity.

| Lord R. Cecil: Did you find Lord Alfred Douglas’s
| mame in the Catholic “ Who's Who ”?—No, but 1
didn’t kmow he was a man of importance.

Sir E. Carson, addressing the jury, said that for
| a paper like the “ Academy ” to bring an action for

)h.bel having megard to its own antecedents, was an
| abuse of the law of libel and of the process of the
| Court. Dr. Hortom’s criticism was perfectly fair,
' and be made no suggestion of corruption on the part
of the “ Academy.” The evidence of Lord Alfred
Douglas and of Mr. Machen showed that they wished
to drive Protestantism out of the Church of England,
and in those circumstances it was absurd for plain-
tiffs to ask damages for being accused of having a
Roman Catholic bias.

His lordship, in summing up to the jury, observed
that the question whether or not the alleged libel
constituted fair comment must not be determined |
by their attitude towards the theological views of
Dr. Horton and of Lord Alfred Douglas. After four
centuries it seemed sad that this dispute should be
gone into. The Reformation was a compromise
between a number of conflicting ideas; but we did

| not seem to have got much beyond the lmes written
200 years ago:

i A godly thorough reformation,

‘ Which always must be carried on,

And still be doing, never done,
‘ As if religion were intended
{ For anything else but to be mended.

| After prolonged deliberation, the jury stated that
they could not agree, but, at his lordship’s request,
having again retired, they subsequently returned a
verdict for defendants, at the same time ex-
pressing the view that Dr. Horton should have taken
more care to ascertain the facts before writing his

' M&%S”MJ”W:“% detend. |
a.nts, with costa.
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LORD ALFRED DOUGL
& THE WILDE CAS.E% '

lslaintiff Resents Couﬁsel’s
Questions.

A libel action brought by Lord Alfred
Douglas, third son of the eighth
Marquess of Queensberry,against Mr, !
Arthur Ransome and The Times Book ]
Club, came before Mr. Justice
Darling and a special jury to-day.

The alleged libel was contained in a book
entitled ‘ Oscar Wilde: a Oritical
Study. By Arthur Ransome.”

Mr. Cecil Hayes appeared for the plain-
tiff, Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.C., and
Mr. McCardie were for Mr. Ran-
some, and Mr. F. E. BSmith, K.C.,
Mr. Eustace Hills and Mr. W. G,
Howard Gritten for The 1'imes Book
Club.

The defence of The Times Book Club was
that it was not known that the book

~Ttontained.a libel' when it was pub-
Lish

ed.

Mr. Ransome pleaded justification, and
taid that the words complained of
were true in substance and fact.

In the course of the case, Mr. Justice
Darling made an appeal to the Press
1ot to report some of the evidence

. which it was necessary to bring fer—
ward, 3

®In my opinion,” said his lordship, “a
trial like this, if fully reported, goes
incalculable harm.” z

®GRAVE CHARGES.”

Counsel’s Interpretation of the
Author’s Statement,

o

Mr. Hayes, opening the case, said that
ord Alired Douglas 1s now forty-two years
of age. He is married, and has one son ten
years of age. :

M. Ransome’s book was published early
last year. . :

““This case,” said Mr, Hayes, “is one
of the most remarkable that it has ever
fallen to the lot of a jury in these courts to
try. g
‘It is remarkable for the daring of the
woras of the libel, and makes charges of
the gravest.character against the plaintiff.’

The effect of the libel, went on counsel,
was that Lord Alfred Douglas was respon-
sible for the public disgrace aud public in-
famy of the late Oscar Wilde; that he was
inst;nmh% in bringing about the disgrace
‘of Oscar Wilde. j

it was also charged against Lord Alfred,
-said counsel, that after Oscar Wilde was
released, and went to Naples, Lord Alfred
went to Naples and lived on himj; that he
was actuated by mercenary motives; and
that when Oscar Wilde's allowance stopped
Lord Alfred abandoned him and left him

niless.
.WCpi,x 1 referred to the defence of The
Times -Book Club. It was one, he said,
that one would expect from a firm of such
standing. It was said that The Z'imes Book
g 0Reh%-0BISSity Libraryied o

ub- sen W
libe!; that there was no n ence, and

the Jbook was not euch as would contain a




Ansome’s age was 25 or 27, con-
0 uasel.  He was lgm,a contempor-
ary of Oscar Wilde or Lord Alfred Douglas,
and as ages and dates were important, he
asked the jury to bear them in mind.

Counsel gave a few cardinal facts, as he
described them. Lord Alfred Douglas made
thy acquaintance of Oscar Wilde in 1891,

t the time he was an undergraduate aut
Magdalen College, Oxford. ord Alfred
Douglas wa‘ix then 21, and ()scnrc‘:llde‘ who
bimself had been at Magdalen C: €, Was
88, x]z(:lnl a distinguished figure in the literary
world. ;

He went on to speak of *a story of dis-
grace,” which he was bound to mention,
and said is meant that he had to unfold one
of the most unpleasant episodes of tle last
generation.

‘“ THE BEFORE—AND AFTER.”

Oscar Wilde was sent to prison in 1895,
He was released in 1897, and died in Paris
in 1900, *“In the life of every public man
who has had a downfall,” said counsel,
“ there are two periods—the before and the

after. :
1t he haypens to he a man of social
osition, publi

ic position, or intellectual

istinetion, he has many friends in the * be-
fore “.period, but at the moment of public
dis race and infamy there will be a stam-

3 ;

Lord Alfred las was a friend of

L Wilde *“before” and a friend
““after.” 'When Oscar Wilde came out of
Prison in 1897 he was a disgraced man, an
outcast whose name was a byword among
men,

He decided that the name Oscar Wilde
#should be dead for ever, and he changed
it to “ Sebastian Melmoth.”

He fled from England for ever, added
oo;m.setl, 13{;!1(:!1 weint ﬂt; Diteppe, ;f:tlesryv'v,ards
going to Naples. in aut of 1897,

Lord Alfred Dogglas bad & villa at
Naples in 1896, and he had also taken it
for the winter of 1897. He put the villa
at the disposal of Oscar Wilde, allowed him
to go and live there, and paid his fare from
Paris to Naples. -

At this period Oscar Wilde had an allow-
ance from his wife of £2 19s, 6d. a week,
end Lord Alfred Douglas tgave him money.

Aotmsoon the :dvxcio his mother, Lord
Alfred Douglas thought it better to come
away from Na’?les and he left there in
November, 1897, Before leaving he gave
Oscar Wilde the villa, paid the rent in
advance, and gave Wilde £200 to carry it
on with, :

Oscar Wilde left Naples a few months

terwa; and went to Paris, where Lord

Ifred Douglas was living.  The latter
n&)plmﬂ Wilde with money, and when he

1l ill in 1900 paid the exgleuses of the ill-
nees, paid for the funeral when Wilde died,
and followed him to the grave in the little
semetery in Paris. .

THE ALLEGED LIBEL.

Counsel then read from Mr. Ransome’s !
*k the alleged libel. The first quotation
s the following :— ;

The letter, a manuscript of eighty
€lose written pages on twenty folio sheets,
was not addressed to Mr. Ross, but to a
man to whom Wilde felt that he owed
some at least of the circumstances of his
public race. ” ;

It was >egun as a rebuke of this friend,
whose actions even subsequent to the
trials had been such as to cause Wilde
considerable pain.

The second quotation, eontaining an
?lexed libel, was as follows:—

‘He had left prison with an improved
physique, and now that he was able to
work there was hope that he would not
risk the loss of it *13 leaving this life of

~ ecomparative simpl e

Suddenly, however, he finhz aside lis

ans and resolutions, desperately ex-
plaining that his folly was inevitable. i

- ./ The iterated entreaty af u,L:Btn whose |
riedi ssen\Wak0d9:sodnig IBraY more
than it w orth, and a newly-felt

—— 190, S

as w
loneliness at Berneval destroyed = his |




__ He became . and went to
S i, LA it

3 then b ; & few

days later, with his poem stil unfinished,
he was in Naples s ring a momentary

&magtnlilﬁch;%e w1t31 thee‘;neid wliloge con-

uct he condemned, w nfluence

e had feared. : sy i

«*“The insinuation is,” said counsel, '
¥ that as soon as Wilde had no money the

plaintiff left him.” s

A VERY SERIOUS ISSUE.

Mr. Hayes said that if the words the jury
Xad heard were true Lord Alfred Douglas
would be branded as the most despicable of
men, and would ** be destroyed for all time,
not only in his life, but as long as the
memory of his name stood,”

Wilde was a brilliant literar man, and
& Bohemian who had travelled on  the

ntinent and in America, and his friend-
lh!glwould be attractive to a young man

"Zhjo do'qbt Wilde was anxious to get

into society,” saig Mr, Hayes, *and
readily availed. himself of the opportunity
afforded him by Lord Alfred Douglas, who
could introduce him to some of the highest
people in Society:”

Counsel, who had in his hand a copy of
Lord Alfred Douglas’s bank account at
that time, mentioned a sum of £125, and
several others of £25, which were given
by plaintiff to Oscar Wilde in 1900, and
said that was a disproc? that Lord Alfred
Douglas was associating with Wilde from
mercenary motives,

Counsel went on to say that Lord Alfred
uglas had only seen Mr. R

- out, is

ica to Mr. Robert Ross, the literary
‘executor of Oscar Wilde. Lord Alfred and
 Mr. Ross had had a quarrel.

PLAINTIFF’S STORY.

———

les Introduction To Oscar Wilde at
Magdalen, j

|
Lord Alfred Douglas then went into the
, witness-box.
| He is now living. he eaid, in Church-
row, Hampstead. He was at school at
Winchester. - He went up to Magdalen
College, Oxford, in 1889, and stayed there
| until 1893.
In 1891 he made the acquaintance of
Oscar Wilde. Mr, Lionel Johnson, the
. poet, introduced them.
| Lord Alfred said that at Oxford he paid
“attention to literature. He had always
been interested in literature.
He knew that Oscar Wilde had also heen
at Magdalen, and had been a great friend‘
(of the president of Magdalen. He got a
| double first and won the Newdigate prize.
| Counsel suggested that this was a very
gy e SRR
a
ts had won thg- Newdigate.  Matthew
rnold had won it and Ruskin,
The Judge: Was Ruskin a poet?,'
(Lsnghtel?. : '
Lord Alfred said that he met Mrs. Wilde
at the same time that he met her husband. |
Oscar Wilde was then living in Chelsea.
During the Long Vacation of 1891 he
stayed with Wilde at Babbicombe, They
became very great friends,
Counsel mentioned a relation of the wit-

| The Judge: Why bring in ople who
! ‘Tﬂﬂy do not want to ge melz;iione(;f

| n reply to questions, Lord Alfred said
‘ethat Oscar Wilde came down four times

{to Magdalen while he was in residence. '
i~ When Oscar Wilde came ouf of prison
ab tlhe ond of the year 1897 ho&%




|

was rented by him.

g Thé%it Naples where they .myéa

Four servants were

kept. Oscar Wilde did not contribute to
he

upkeep of the villa,

WTKE? stayed at the villa three months.

i‘ then left because of representations

de to him. He left £200 with Oscar.
ilde to go on with.

GAVE WILDE MONEY,

 Afterwards he saw Qscar Wilde in Paris
‘on several occasions. He used to give him

f

Leheqnes and ready money.
' tian Meimoth, the names of a
ﬁnﬁﬁf ;:na book written by his great

Oscar Wilde was passing under the name

Tlfé plainfiff read out a list of cheques

given by him to Wilde in the year 1900

fore he died in September. They

3 amounted to £380.

§

t

There was another £400 in cash, - said
Lord Alfred.

- The last che?ue was for £25, made out
Ross.

to Mr. t was in connection with

| Oscar Wilde’s funeral.

!

Tord Alfred then said:—*If you gave

|him £100 on Monday it was gone by Satur-

I TLord Alfred: He spent it.

day. ' He was hopelessly extravagant. He

- would come and say it was all gone. Every

i saw him he wanted money.”
't‘hgl?he sfudg;: What did he do with it?
{(Laughter.)
o witnessiwept on to say that he at-|

eral. =
e~ ed [i! s first brought to his '
notice by his wife. e bs ook,

fe
Speaking of the legal

‘Tord Alfred said that he first applied for
an ifgunction. He cloimed damages when

cation was pleaded.

just
g PLAINTIFF INDIGNANT.

Lord Alfred Douglas was cross-exam-

inzlm bi Mr. Campbell.

: right in saying that Oscar Wilde ;
instituted proceedings for criminal hbel‘
against your father, the Marquess of |
‘Queensherry ?”” asked counsel. ; |
“ Yes, he did,” was the refly. |
It was in Matrcthh, 1895?—]1 expect so.
have got i ere. |
YoXt the trial 1;mu went to court vuth;
Oscar Wilde?—Yes, I did. ‘
n the cross-examination of Oscar
Wilde in that trial the case broke down?
—Yes, that is a matter of common know-

lled’fg.at was on April 5th, 1895, and on |
the same evening Oscar Wilde was ar-
sted P—Yes. :
teA ?he was brought utothtr:al on May
— have got it a <ere.
htlly)id o(:i fly tﬁe country on that same
Eyly the country! What do you

la%{!:.. Hayes said that was a most impro-
- per question to put to the witness, but the
judge said it must be put. v
" “Did you fly the country hefore his
{trial?” saig Mr, Campbell again?—No. %
went to see him every day while he was in
!prison in Holloway before the case came

on ¥

. Campbell sharply told Lord Alfred
"Do)\f;las ‘::har.’t he was not asking him any-
thing as to circumstances .hefore the trial

! show cigns of restiveness, retorted:
Fg' aikzg it glear what you are asking, and

c%o on. The witness, who had heen
x vill answer.”

In to further questions Lord Al-
_nﬁgslg{“ said he went abroad before

e trial of Oscar Wilde came on, and '

’lf’»a(l there till he came out of prison.

e said he first mot Wilde in 1891, but |

’ t Magdalen College
fog iy O e somted the question in such
‘a manner t’nt the judge intervened.

" % Well, he has no right to make such
a suggestion,” said the witness angrily.
iR L P She riel at the Old Bailey,
Lor ﬁéf ouglas said: “1 sufl rt
p gainet my father, I would have
;supporte(i an. 3ther mgnmi‘t; /?v)i:) tgi;lgon
i . accuse 2
ilf mg fﬁdefm ahad not seen a book called

‘;gi ied that he was threatened with dis-
5§

Wilde, Three Times Tried”

019-03-18

he was the friend of Oscar

. """%os. ‘wil ,‘if?‘ n if you ;
wag the retort, which called from the

. judge a reproof and the remark, “ You
must restrain yourself.” A !
“ SCENES MAKE ME SAD.”

Mr. Campbell suggested that the wit- |
i ness had not only seen the book, but had !
| consulted someone as to taking proceed- |
ings on certain statements made in it. The
book was handed to the witness, who said
ho believed it had been mentioned to him,
but he had not seen it before.

l A copy of a letter from Oscar Wilde
was hanXed‘ to Lord Alfred Douglas, but
ho said he bad never received such a
letter. i

Another letter was handed to him, and
he said it was one he had from Oscar
Wilde. -

In this Wilde, writing from the Savoy
Hotel, said: “ Bosie, you must not make
soenes with me; they nake me sad ™. . . .
Why are you not here? I fear I must
lgafe,dr}o money, no credit, and.a heart
of lead.” ;

“ “Bosie * was the name a.pglied to you by
vour familiar friends?” asked counsel.—

s, .

‘“ Was your attention called to an article
in Zruth,” went on counsel, “after you had
left the country, in which Z'ruth spoke in
strong language about you? ”’—I don’t re-
mem ber

Did Truth say: “This Lord Alfred Doug-
las seems to me to be an exceptional young
scoundrel ”? Do you remember reading
that?—No, I don’t remember that. Go on
xpgg.ns, I may remember later on. :

{gu ve any correspondence with
%Ier. Labouchere about it?—I don’t remem-

.

Counsel then read a letter written from
France to the editor of Zruth in 1895 by
Lord Alfred Douglas. It referred to state-
ments made about him in the paper, and
said the remark he objected to was that he

went awsy and left his friend in the lurch.
That, the letter said, was untrue.

IN AN ORATORICAL WAY.

Lord Alfred was questioned about cer-
tain statements and views given in the
letter 5 < 1

““1 was writing in an excited, oratorical |
sort of way,” he said. “1 8uppose 1 was |
out of my mind when I wrote it. i

The Judge: Is it true, as you say in the
i letter, that at the time of Wilde’s trial you |
! were implored by your friends and rela-’
| tions to go away and save yourselfP—Yes. |
The letter shows the frightful state of mind |
I got into through association ith such a |
horrible man. 1

Mr. Campbell : You say your dégenerac,
was brought about by your association witﬂ
OsoaIr (\lﬁilde? 3 3

“I don’t say 1 am degenerate,” replied
the plaintif indignantlg, = i

e Judge: He has said that Wilde was
a “ horrible man.” |

Lord Alfred Douglas: Yes, I do sav he |
(vivas.la horrible man. He was an incarnate

evil,

Mr. Campbell made an allusion to
“ shameless and abominable letters,” and
Lord Alfred Douglas said, “I had written
what ‘he taught me. I was trying to de-

fend him.

JUDGE’S QUESTIONS.

Sorry for

—

Returned to Wilde %wu.ﬂ» Was
: Him,

The Judge: This letter. was written i
1805, and this man, who had hetraved

you, went to gaol for two years, He d
W after this lefter was written.
; Yecame . ver¥ intimate with him
after he came out of prison, you succoured
him, and gave large sum 103"

Had you re hﬁnn
,g;ﬁ,;eg%ﬁa e

Jissen Women's Uni

ersity Library

‘ R was sorry for him.
lord, 1 thought he hny had his
punishment. I thought it was good that
somcone should stick by him in the interests
of literature. I thought literature was
more valuable than morals, and that it was
right to stick to him.
Another letter was read, and Lord Alfred
!éouglas said he “ evidently ” had written

it.
. “Idon’t know what state of mind I wa-
in when I wrote it,” he said. “I suppose
I must have had some grounds for it. |
suppose I had been told. 1 had heard it
LhrIough \?hlde.”

n reply to the judge, Tord Alfred
pcuglu,s said Oecar Wilde was guilty.
“He never attempied to deny it to me,”
he said. “He told me. That was when
n2 asked me not to desert him.”

!
“TRYING TO RUIN ME.”

Mr. Campbell asked: Were you not a
boon companion to this man  all these |
years?—I was a companion.

Were you not in his company during

th_e whole of 1892, 1893, and 1894 #—Cer-
tainly not.

When counsel put another question,
Lord Alfred exclaimed 'angril{y: “ What
puipose is served by this? e is trying
ta ruin me and my wife and my child. I
wish him joy of it.” |

The Judge: If this has come out you
\mve only yourself to thank.

Lord Alfred then demanded: Have I
shown any disposition to tell lies in the
witness-box?

Counsel mentioned a book on Oscar
Wilde by Robert Sherrard. “Was the
author a friend of yours?” he asked.

““I lent him money,” replied Lord Alfred.

Did you instruct your solicitor, Mr.
Arthur Newton, to take proceedings for
{libel ? asked ecounsel with regard to a book.

“That was before the k was pub-
lished,” said Lord Arthur. “T told Mr.
Newton to take steps to prevent anything
being put in against me.” l

After some questions on an article on|
William Morris in a French paper, Mr,!
Campbell asked the witness to look at some
letters. They were written by him to
Oscar Wilde.

Lord Alfred (angrily): I don't know why
ou should have all these stolen letters.
}%Vh»e-re did you get them? -

The reading of one [letter was received
in'\ great i'w‘z:'y:nwf\'ﬂw \‘y Tord Alfred, who_:
Zaid fo M. Campbell: “ You ave repre-|
‘sentin§ 'péog»le who are an rﬁ}with me be-.
' cause I am leading a decent life. They are
| trying to take their revenge. T at is what
you are standing there for.”

Counsed asked with regard to the letters,
““ Do you think this sort of letter was likely
to have a healing effect on Oscar Wilde? ”

“I think he was past bealing,” said the
witness.

SIR G. LEWIS ATTACKED.

My, Campbell then asked about the
events that led up to the arvest of Oscar
Wilde. Was not the Marquess of Queens-
berry urging the witness to leave Oscar
Wilde? he asked. :

Lord Alfred: Part of the time he was.

The Witness added: It is not very nice
for me to have to stand here and say things
about my dead father. He had been

divorced rc»mf mylmgthgr. There was a
long-standing family feud.

Tord Alfrgd said he knew his father was
extremely anxious to terminate his friend-
ship with Oscar Wilde. Letters between
his father and himself were read in court
when Oscar Wilde brought his action.

There was another outburst by the wit-
ness here. e complained that Sir Gerrge

Lewis, wt!l was his svlicitor, was
prodncink‘r’@kﬁ"&@ n confidentially 4n-
order to prejudice him. ‘It is the office
of a notorious blackmailer,” he eaid.
. *41s there anybody else you would like to
attack?” asked Mr. Campbell. |
" ““ No, but if I did I should not wait for
you to ask me,” replied Lord Alfred. |
r, Campbell said Sir George Lewis
’ ‘what the witness

tions of tlw
‘mlde’s ‘fDe k

J
Mr. Hayes T ag a solicitor
making a statement from the well of 'the
court, but the judge eaid: “ The witness
has said a v offensive thing, and if a
solicitor, in such a case, does something ip-
reglx‘liar,_ I shall not restrict him.” :
& rning to the witness, he sternly said:
You must conduct yourself like any other
witness, ¥
A postcard which TLord Alfred had -sent
to his father was read. In this he said:

If Oscar Wilde prosecuted you in the
eriminal courts for libel, you would get
seven years’ penal servitude. .. . If
you try to assault me I shall defend my- |
self with a loaded revolver.

If I shot you or he shot you we would .
be completely justified. . .. You are a
violent and dangerous ruffian, and if you
were dead many people would not miss |
you. }

. Lord Alfred Douglas : Before my father
died we had an absolute reconciliation. He |
was sorry for what he had done, and left me !
every penny he could in his will. |

Mr. Camphbell : Even after your father’s
death did you write a letter comparing him |
| with Jack the Ripper? > ;

Lord Alfred Douglas: I don’t think so. |

Counsel read a letter which was a reply !
by Lord Alfred Douglas to one written by
Oscar Wilde to Mr. ri?,cabert Ross, and sent
on to Lord £ ired at Wilde’s request. ’

LETTERS DESTROYED, o

Reference was made to certain letters;™
and the writer, in refusing to give them
up, said ““the recollections of those letters,
the memories they may give me, even if
they give me no hope, will perha lgmavent 4
me putting an end to a life whicsus as now !
no raison d’étre.” -

1f Oscar asks me to kill myself T will |

do so, but I could not give up the letters |

- which are part of my %ife, the only part
not poisaned and cankered. I wiil put

them in a packet and seal them up. I i
know what Oscar says is true. I gnow

I have ruined his life, l

The letter to which this was answer !
was then read. Wilde was writing from '
prison, and in his letter made a request that
Mr. Ross should obtain his letters from
Lord Alfred Douglas. The letter finished .
with the sentence, “ He has ruined my life.
That should content him.” !

The Judge: What has become of the let-
ters referred to? )
thLord Alfred Douglas: I have destroyed ;

em. {

The hearing was adjourned. |

Mr. Justice Darling’s court was again
orowded to-day, when the hearing was re-
sumed of the libel action by Lord Alired Bruce
Douglas, who is claiming damages against Mr.
Arthur Ransome, author of a book ex}ﬁ}l‘g
* Oscar Wilde—A Oritical Study.”
#*Times ” Book Club is also added as a de-
fendant for circulating thes, book, and the
‘plaintiff claims an injunction restraining
further publication. -

Mr. Ransome pleads justification, and the
¥ Times” Book Club denies any negligence,
and says it was unaware of any libellous
matter in the book. e
. Mr. Cecil Hayes and Mr. Benjamin appeared
for the plaintiff; Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.O.,
‘and Mr. McCardie represented Mr. Ransome
and Mr. F. E. Smith, K.C., Mr. Eustace Hills, °
and Mr. Howard Gritten represented the
e et

_request of eoun he plainti
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| Afterwards he saw Oscar Wilde in Paris

"on several occasions. He used to give him

eques and ready money.
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1 Speaking of the legal proceedings he took,
Tord Alfred said that he firet applied for |
?n i:gunction. He claimed damages when
| $asti

o

cation was pleaded.

L PLAINTIFF INDIGNANT.
Lord ﬁ{_red Douglas was cross-exam- |
L by . Cam

5 bell. ‘
q, right in gay’ing that Oscar Wilde }
ituted proceedings for criminal hbel‘
‘against your father, the Marquess of l
| Queensberry ?”? asked counsel. !
|~ “Yes. he did,” was the reply. ;
It was in March, 1895?—1 expect so.!
You have got it there.

Wilde?—Yes, I did.

~ On the cross-examination of Oscar
| Wilde in that trial the case broke down?
—Yes, that is a matter of common know-

e,
© Thi . on April 5th, 1865, and on.
)ﬁu < & weening Dscar Wilde was ar-

“. .
; he was brought to trial on May
1st?—You have got it all there.
%ﬁ; ou fly the country on that same
day?—Dly the country! What do you

aid  mast ho it s f o
Did you fly the muﬁtrx i??fo g hli
to see him every day ’mle he was in
‘prison in Holloway before the case came

“Mr. Campbell sharply told Lord Alfred
‘D@%lis 'thal»’t he was not asking him any-
‘thing as to circumstances .hefore the trial
came on. 'The witness, who heen

wing cigns of restiveness, retorted:
it clear what you are asking, and

2.

: ’wof‘: ¥ ;Wil‘de cazn:t n, !
here me ou
+id e firet met Wilde in 1991,
d that he was threatened with di
he was at Magdalen College
u%lllbad u:lge gugeatioexxll elél such
;. e interv: .
&.&u"ixjo right to make such
fion,” said the witness angrily.
e was the friend o
e trial at the ;

%

+him against ather.
supported v ot ”w 1 h ti
{‘3‘ gf;‘“%"i‘z gad ac ‘him wrongly.

s
At the trial you vasnt to court vnth;

vihin, | Four ‘servants were E
vilde did Dot contribute to

answer. e :
eply th uestions Lord Al-
ply but?cf h:r*qunt abroad befors

]

¥l
but
8-

Osear
uld have
. position
%ﬁlmmen's University

was the ort, wh
’glus: r:et;: n_youg'elf."he A
“ SCENES MAKE ME SAD.”

Mr. Campbell suggested that the wit-
|ness had not only seen the book, but had
consulted someone as to taking proceed-
ings on certain statements made in it. The
book was handed to the witness, who said
he believed it had been mentioned to him,
‘ but he had not seen it before.

A co f a letter from Oscar Wilde
was 1 to Lord Alfred Douglas, but
ho said he had never received such a

letter. :
Another letter was handed to him, and
he said it was one he had from b;ﬂar

Wilde.

In this Wilde, writing from the Savoy

otel, said: “ Bosie, you must not make
soenes with me; they n.ake me sad ™. . . .
Why are you not here? I fear I must
leave, no money, no credit, and.a heart
of lead.” b

““ “ Bosie * was the name ap to you by
your familiar friends?” asked counsel.—

@S, ;i 2

. ““ Was your attention called to an article
in Zruth,” went on counsel, after“yeﬁ”_ |

_ left the country, in which Z'ruth spoke 1

| strong language about you? ”—I don’t re-
mem ber.

Did Truth say: “This Tord Alfred Doug-
las seems to me to be an exceptional young
sco\éndrel ”? Do you remember reading
that?—No, I don’t remember that. Go on

‘ L om ramemmber later T
~ Did you have rrespondence wi
{)!ler. Lahouchere aboutcﬁ: ?—1 don’t remem-

T,

Counsel then read a letter written from
France to the editor of Zruth in 1895 by
Lord Alfred Douglas. It referred to state-
ments made about him in the paper, and

said the remark he objected to was that he

went awsy and left his friend in the lurch.
That, the letter said, was untrue.

IN AN ORATORICAL WAY.

Lord Alfred was questioned about cer-
{Ba:éx statements and views given in the
er !
“1 was writing in an excited, oratorical |
sort of way,” he said. I suppose L was |
out of my mind when I wrote it.” {
The Judge: Is it true, as you say in the
letter, that at the time of Wilde’s trial you |
were implored by your friends and rela- |
| tions to go away and save yourself?—Yes. {
%‘);gtleptg i}l:lows tﬁle frightful state of mind ,j
in rough association With such a
horrible man. SN sl
Mr. Campbell : You say your dégenerac,
was brought about by your association wit
Oscar Wilde?

“I don’t say 1 am degenerate,” replied |
th%mntxﬁ mdlxlgnantl e i
The Judge: He has &\d that Wilde was
a “ horrible man.” : g

Lord Alfred Douglas: Yes, I do sav he |
was a horrible man. He was an incarnate

evil,

Mr. Campbell made an usion to
“ shameless and abominable 13&:::,3”‘3::&
Lord Alfred Douglas said, “I had written
what he tought me. I was trying to de-
fend him.” i 3o el ¢

Rett;rt;ea to Wilde

The: Judlges This letter was-sesl
1895, and this man, whe bad b
- ent to gaol for tw

v

———




ok rd Alfred Douglas: I was sorry for him.
‘my lord, and I thought he had his
punishment. I thought it was good that
somcone should stick by him in the interests.
of literature. I thought literature was
more valuable than morals, and that it was
right to stick to him.

Another letter was read, and Lord Alfred.
Qouglas said he “ evidently ” had written
i

. “Idon’t know what state of mind T wa-
in when I wrote it,” he said. I suppose
must have had some grounds for it. |
suppose I had been told. I had heard it
Lhrlough \-l’Vxlde."h <
n reply to the judge, Tord Alfred
Dcuglas said Oscar Wilde was guilty.
“ He never atbemf):ui to deny it to me,”
he said. ““He told me. That was when
n2 asked me not to desert him.”

“TRYING TO RUIN ME.”

Mr. Campbell dsked: Were you noz a
on companion to this man all these
years?—I was a companion.

Were you not in his company during
the whole of 1892, 1893, and 1894 ?—Cer-
tainly not.

When counsel put another question,
Lord Alfred exclaimed .an.griliy:. “ What
puipose is served by this? e is trying
ta ruip me and my wife and my child. 1
wish him joy of it.” Y
* The Judge: If this has come out you
\have only yourself to thank.

Lord Alfred then demanded: Have I
shown any disposition to tell lies in the
witness-box?

Counsel mentioned a book on Oscar
Wilde by Robert Sherrard. ““Was the
author a friend of yours?” he asked.

I lent him money,” replied Lord Alfred.

Did you instruct your solicitor, Mr.
Arthur Newton, to take proceedings for
(libel ? asked counsel with reggzd to a book.

“That was_ before the k was pub-
lished,” said Lord Arthur. “I told Mr.
Newton to take steps to prevent anything
being put in against me.” :

A?te'r some questions on an article on|
William Morris in a French paper, Mr.!
Campbell asked the witness to look at some
letters. They were written by him to

p ae.

Lord Alfred (angrily): I don’t know why
ou should have all these stolen letters.

here did you get them? .

The readinqg of one Jetter was received
;p_ii'w great indionation \.y Tord Alfred, \vhor:
said fo My, Campbell: “ You are repre-|
 sentin; péoYIe who are &nixly with me be-
{cause I am loading a decent life. They are
trying to take their revenge. T .at is what
you are standing there for.”

Counseé asked with regard to the letters,
“ Do you think this sort of letter was likely
to have a healing effect on Oscar Wilde?

“I think he was past healing,” said the
witness.

SIR G. LEWIS ATTACKED.

Mr. Campbell then asked about the
events that led up to the arrest of Oscar
Wilde. Was not the Marquess of Queens-
berry urging the witness to leave Oscar
Wilde? he asked. ;

Lord Alfred: Part of the time he was.

The Witness added: It is nof very nice
for me to have to stand here and say things
about my dead father. He had been
divorced romf mylm?thgr. There was a
long-standing family feud.
onl%m‘d Alfnged said hetknew htls gqthfer. w:{s
extremely anxious to terminate his friend-
ship wit{ Oscar Wilde. Letters between
his father and himself were read in court
when Oscar Wilde brought his action.

There was another outbarst lg the wit-
Wre. ~ He complained that Sir Gerrge

e ' swlicite
producing letters wri gqnﬁ et ey
order to prejudice him. It is the office
of a_notorious blackmailer,” he eaid.

. f87s there anybody else you would like to .

attack?” asked Mr. Campbell.

» “ft’n&t if Igéilégﬁnﬁlgm wait for

you to me,” -

~ Mr, Campbell said Sir George Lewis
: sta what the wituess,
S

tions of the
~M}I‘de’s “De

e e e
making a statemen: e well of ‘the
court, but the judge gﬁll “The witness
has said a very offensive thing, and if a
solicitor, fn such a case, does something ip-

ular, I shall not restrict him.” .

rning to the witness, he sternly said: |

“You must conduct yourself like any other
witness,” ;

A postcard which Lord Alfred had -sent
to his father was read. In this he said:

If Oscar Wilde prosecuted you in the
eriminal courts for libel, you would get
seven years’ penal servitude. .. . If|
you try to assault me I shall defend my- |
self with a loaded revolver.

If I shot you or he shot you we would .
be completely justified. . .. You are a_
violent and dangerous ruffian, and if you
were dead many people would mot miss |

you. )
; },lord Alfred Douglas: Before my father ;
died we had an absolute reconciliation. He ,
was sorry for what he had done, and left me !
evmiy penny he could in his will. !
Mr. Campbell : Even after your father’s |
death did you write a letter comparing him |

| with Jack the Ripper?

Lord Alfred Douglas: I don’t think so.
Counsel read a letter which was a reply !

‘ by Lord Alfred Dmuﬁgs to one written by

Oecar Wilde to Mr. Robert Ross, and sent
on to Lord £ iired at Wilde’s request. 3

LETTERS DESTROYED, ot
Reference was made to certain letters;>
and the writer, in refusing to give
uﬁ’ said ““the recollections of those letters
:he memories thgy maxl ve. l:m, even li {
ey give me no hope, will perh;
me putting an end to a life whn&s ﬁas now
no raison d’étre.” - !
1f Oscar asks me to kill myself T will |
do so, but I could not give up the letters |
- which are part of my ‘fife, the onl{ part
not poisaned and cankered. I will put*
them in a packet and seal them up. I i
know what Oscar says is true. I ﬁnow
I have ruined his life, I

The letter to which this was answer |
was then read. Wilde was writing from '
;ﬁison, and in his letter made a request that

T. chould obtain his letters from
Lord Alfred Douglas. The letter finished
with the sentence, “ He has ruined my life.
That should content him.”

The Judge: What has become of the let-
ters referred to?
thLord Alfred Douglas: I have destroyed ;

em. !

The hearing was adjourned.

Mr. Justice Darlin'g’s. court was ag

orowded to-day, when the hearing was

sumed of the libel action by Lord Alfred Br
Douglas, who is claiming damages against
Arthur Ransome, author of a book entit
*Oscar Wilde—A Oritical Study.” &
#*Times ” Book Club is also added as a
fendant for circulating thes, book, and 1
-plaintiff claims an injunction restraini
further publication. :

Mr. Ransome pleads justification, and f

- Times Book Club denies any negligen
and says it was unaware of any libellc
matter in the book. :
« Mr. Cecil Hayes and Mr. Benjamin appeat
for the plaintiff; Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.
‘and Mr. McCardie represented Mr. Ranson
and Mr. F. E. Smith, K.C., Mr. Eustace Hil
and Mr. Howard Gritten rep
# Times ” Book Club. :
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Mr. Justice Darling’s court was again
orowded to-day, when the hearing was re-
sumed of the libel action by Lord Alfred Bruce
Douglas, who is claiming damages against Mr.
Arthur Ransome, author of a book entitled
*Oscar Wilde—A Oritical Study.” &he
#*Times ” Book Club is also added as a de-
fendant for circulating thes, book, and the
plaintiff claims an injunction restraining
further publication.

Mr. Ransome pleads justification, and the
¥ Times ” Book Club denies any negligence,
and says it was unaware of any hbellous
matter in the book.

Mr. Cecil Hayes and Mr. Benjamin appeared
for the plaintiff; Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.C.,
and Mr. McCardie represented Mr. Ransome;:
and Mr. F. E. Smith, K.C., Mr. Eustace Hills, *
and Mr. Howard Gritten represented the
£ Pimes ** Book Club.

At the request of eounsel for the plmntiﬂ
Mr. McOJissen \80f808 418V m&m.ng por-
tions of the suppressed portion of Oscar
{W’ﬂde s ‘“ De Profundis.’




*“Is He in Court? ”’

* Mr. McCardie had been reading for a con-
‘giderable time when Mr. Justice Darling asked
where Lord Alfred Douglas was. “Is he in
court? ”’ inquired the judge. “I have been
looking round without being able to see him.”

Mr. Hayes said he was in court when ‘the
peading commenced, but had asked to be al-

to go outside. “I had not noticed that

. was still absent,”” added Mr. Hayes.

His Lordship.—Let somebody fetech him.
©One of the reasons why this is being read is
because the plaintiff is to be cross-examined
and examined upon it.

Mr. Campbell.—It is being read at the re-
guest of his own counsel.

His Lordship.—I khow it is—in order appa-
rently that he may enjoy himself out of court.
Stop until he comes in, Mr. McCardie.

There was a pause for a few minutes, then
the judge told counsel to proceed with the
yeading of the document. “I will deal with
his treatment of the court when he does come,”
gaid the judge.

° The Foreman of the Jury.—As far as the
d are concerned, we are quite satisfied with
gyreading as far as it has gone.

R

Tord Alired Returns.
Later TLord Alfred Douglas returned into

court and proceeding to the witness-hox, placed

his silk hat on the floor of the bench and took !
For a moment he looked round the i
court, then he opened and glanced at the New |

8 seat.
Testament on which he had taken oath.

"~ “TLord Alfred Douglas,” said the judge, “is

it 2

The plaintiff here interposed.—I am afraid '

wour lordship is annoyed with me for—.
The J udgep(stemly).—Lord Alfred Douglas,
is it upon your instructions that your couns;_el
desired that the whole of this document writ-
ten by Oscar Wiide should be read?
The Plaintiff. —Yes, my lord. :
The Judge.—Then why did you absent your-
gelf while it was being done?
- The Plaintiff —Well, my lord, I asked my
counsel to ask if I might go out, and I was told
it was not necessary——
- The Judge.—@o out whexe? :
The Plaintiff—To go outside, as I did not
wish to stay and hear it all read. I asked your
ordship yesterday if T migh$ go ouf, and your
lordship volunteered the remark that<you did
not wonder I asked leave to go out.

Mge’\s Warning.

. Judge.—Nothing of the sort. I said I
q;hremt sugrprised you had asked leave to sit
own, Let me warn you, Lord Alfred Douglas,

that you are the plaintiff in this case, and if
‘ absent yourself again when your'presences
necessary I will immediately enter judgment

t you. .

Lord Alfred:—My lord, I should not think of

doing so, and I apologise most humbly,

"The Judge.—You might at least have asked

leave?

" The Plaintiff.—I was advised not to. I was

told it was unnecessary.

(Continued on Next Pager.v)_
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Mr. McCardie then continued the reading of
the document. = 3 ;

His Lordship (interrupting the reading).—
We are not half way through this yet. o Mr,
Hayes, do you want to go through all this?

Mr. Hayes said he did not wish it all to be
read, and asked that he might read the last two
pages, as it showed that there was a d'es1re for
reconciliation, and it showed that Wilde was
a man of moods.

Further Cross-Examination. :

Mr. Hayes read two pages, and Mr. Camp-
bell resumed the cross-examination.  The
plaintiff admitted that a letter put to him was
in his writing. It went as follows:—

“1 have left Worthing, as you ‘see.” I
had great fun there, though the last few
days the strain of being the bone of con-
tention between Oscar and Mrs. Oscar be-
gan to make itself felt.” :

The Plaintiff.—I suppose it related to some !
guarrel. They were always quarrelling, and '

I used to stand between them. You spring
letters on me that I have not seen for twenty
years. They ought not to be disclosed.

Mr. Campbell read one of the plaintiff’s let-
ters in which reference was made to getling
money from Wilde: * It-was a sweet humilia-
tion, an exquisite pleasure to both of us. If
I bad any money of my own I should like
to give it to him—Jegally, I mean—so that I
should .always be dependent on him, and
always have to ask him for anything 1
wanted.”

Mr. Campbell —Is it true that from 1891 to
1895 you were living on Oscar Wilde?—No.

Another Rebuke.

The plaintiff proceeded to explain that
Wilde had money from him, and then inter-
rupted Mr. Campbell, who was in the course
of putting a further question.

His Lordship.—Will you not be imperti-
nent? You have already answered the ques-
tion, and you are not entitled to interru”t
counsel.

The Plaintiff. —I accept your rebuke, my
lord.

His Lordship.—Don’t merely accept my
view. Will you act on it?

Plaintiff. —I said I accept yolr rebuke, my
lord.

His Lordship.—Well, you will act on it.

The plaintiff again attempted to speak, and
again the judge stoppad him, remarking, “Will
you be silent until you are asked another ques-
tion? ”’ :

Replying to Mr. Campbell, the plaintiff said
that hiis opinion of Wilde had changed when he
heard the passages from ““ De Profundis” read
yesterday. ““When I heard the passages,”
said Lord Alfred Domglas, ““ T thought he was
a fiend.”

Counsel read another letter of the plaintifi’s
regarding Wilde.

The plaintiff said that merely showed what
a faithful friend he was to Wilde. “ If I stick
up for him,” he said, ““I am a brute and a
swine. If I don’t stick up for him, T am a
traitor.” < :

His Lordship.—Wlo ‘has said you were a
brute and a swine? >’ i

The Plaintiff.—Well, my lord, that is the |
inference. ; :

His lordship translated a passage from  La |

_Revue Blanche * appearing over Lord Alfred '

Douglas’s name in which allegations were
made against those attending the great English

public schools and tniversitfes, and against |

professional men. ' o
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" The plaintiff ~ denied having written the |

article, but said the charges made were true. |
Later, with regard to the present case, Lord

Alfred Douglas said he could easily stop it.

His Lordship.—It would be easy enough for
you to go away. But I should bring you back,
as I did this morning.

The Plaintiff.—Oh, no, my lord, I did not
mean that.

His Lordship.—Mr. Campbell, need you
take this case any further? Do you think if
you get more you will advance it? .

Mr. Campbell said there was another point
he wished to ask about.

Mr. Hayes.—Don’t you think we have got
guite far enough with this evidenée 6f credi-
bility? (Laughter.)

His Lordship.—I may think so, but I should !
not like to say it.

Mr. Hayes’ remark that further evidence of
that kind would waste the time of the Court
was greeted with loud laughter.

Mr. Campbell.—I am yery sorry, my- lord,
that I have incurred my iriend’s censure. (Re-
newed laughter.)

Wilde's Allowance.

“Did you know,” asked Mr. Campbell,
* that the £150 a year allowed to Oscar Wilde
for life was from his wife’s property?~’

Lord Alfred said he always thought it was
from his own property which he surrendered
to his wife,

The plaintiff dissented from a statement by
counsel that the deed under which the allow-
ance was made stipulated that Wilde and he
should not live in thesame house or hotel.

Turning to a letter written by Lord Alfred
Pouglas to Mr. Robert Ross, counsel read:

‘ My longing to see him simply eats at my
heart day and night.”

Mr. Campbell read another letter regard-
Ing a poem about the Devil written by Lord
Alfred Douglas.

Counsel.—You wrote that?

“It is a horrible thing to have written,” said
Lord Alfred.

The Judge.—Do you think you can excuse
& letter like that?—The Witness: No; but I
don’t think it was really meant seriously. - I
think it reflects as much upon the person who
received it as the person who wrote it.

“Very likely,”” said the judge.

Lord Alfred.—&hen I am to be sacrificed to
help rehabilitate Mr, Ross!

In another letter irom Oscar Wilde-to Mr.
Ross there was this passage: “ I have not read

our letter to Constance (Mrs. Wilde). 1

| would sooner leave it to you. You have tact,
affection, and kindness, -and I would sooner
return it unread. The facts at Naples are
very brief. . . . Bosie promised that I should
never want for anything. After four months
I accepted his offer, but when we-met on our
way to Naples I found that he had no money
and no plans, and had forgotten all his pro-
mises. His one idea was that I ~ should
raise money for us both.”

' The Plaintiff.——That was written at the very
time he was receiving the £200.

The plaintiff denied that his-mother threat-
ened to deprive him of his allowafce if he did
not give up Wilde. 2 : -

Counsel then called attention to a letter
from Tord Alfred to Mr. Ross about“Walde.
“If he gets on well enough,” it ran, * please
tell him that my whole heart and soul is with
him.” = o =

On the subject of “De Profundis the
plaintiff said he thought it the meanest and
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the height and “depth  of meanness and
freachery.  ““T had been devoted to the man,”
he added later, ““ and perhaps with an excess
' of Quixotic generosity. -,
| Mr. Campbell explained that his quéstien
yesterday suggesting that the plaintiff had

compared his father to ““ Jack the Ripper” in

| aletter after his father’s death was a mistake.

.He had ‘ascertained that the comparison was
in a booklet previously written.

Mr. F. E. Smith cross-examined on behalf
of the ““ Times > Book Club, and elicited that
unless one knew something beyond what was
in, the book in question the reader would not
think of the plaintiff.

Did Not Interrupt Wilde.

Re-examined by Mr. Hayes, the plaintiff
said that so far from interrupting Wilde in his
work, he helped him a lot with the dialogue of
some of his plays. :

Lord Alfred said he had .also written some
ballads himself. One of them was “The. City
of the Soul.”

Counsel, reading from this poem, used the
word ““gaol” instead of s L. B Loud
laughter greeted the mistake, counsel remark-
ing that he was glad to have contributed to the
seriousness of the case. (Laughter.) Fiie

The Judge.—Whoever wrote that must have |
spent a good deal of time over the Scottish
ballads. I

Mr. Hayes.—All originality is unconscious |
plagiarism, my lord. %

His Lordship.—Even your joke about gaol

and goal. (Laughter.)
Another Rebuke.

The plaintiff interrupted counsel in putting |
a question, and the judge turned sharply to i
him, remarking: “T.ord Alfred Douglas, I |
shall not warn you again. Will you under-
stand from me, once and for all, that nothing
in your position entitles you to treat the court
differently from any other person.”

The Plaintiff—Am I not entitled?

His Lordship.—You are not entitled from ]
that position to insult counsel. =

The Plaintiff —I was not insulting him.

Mr. Hayes put a question regarding the
reasons for the plaintiff not writing to Wilde
when the Iatter was in prison. >

Mr. Campbell objected, and Mr. Hayes
maintained that the question was admissible.

His lordship said he need not argue the
point with Mr. Campbell. :

Mr. Campbell.—I think I have been very
patient, my lord. ;

Mr. Hayes (to the witness).—It cannot be
said that, you were the cause of Wilde's publie
disgrace, according to Mr. Ransomg’s own
showing?—The Plaintiff:" No. ;

The Judge.—He was not publicly disgraced
till 1895, but deserved to be long before,

Mr. Hayes.—Yes, he deserved to be in 1886,

most horrible thing he had ever seen. It was.

according to Mr. Ransome :
Mr. Campbell (interposing) read several ex-

! tracts from a book entitled ““Loyd Alfred
i Douglas—Poems,” printed in Paris in 1896.. =

The plaintiff said that the poems were writ-
ten purely in an abstract strain. If one were
taught to read Catullus and Plato at school |
surely one could write in imitation ‘of their' -
works. S

This concluded the” plaintiff’s evidence.

Mr. Needie, assistant editor of the “ Burling-.
ton Magazine,” giving evidence, said he con~"
veyed the sum of £200 from the plaintiff’s
mother to Oscar Wilde. :

This closed the plaintifi’s case.




*Is He in Court? ”’
“ Mr. McCardie had been reading for a con-
‘giderable time when Mr. Justice Darling asked
where Lord Alfred Douglas was. “Is he in
court?”’ inquired the judge. “I have been
looking round without being able to see him.”
- Mr. Hayes said he was in court when ‘the
geading commenced, but had asked to be al-
to go outside. “I had not noticed that

. was still absent,” added Mr. Hayes.

His Lordship.—Let somebody fetch him.
©One of the reasons why this is being read is
because the plaintiff is to be cross-examined
and examined upon it.

Mr. Campbell.—It is being read at the re-
guest of his own counsel.

- His Lordship.—I khow it is—in order appa-
rently that he may enjoy himself out of court.
Stop until he comes in, Mr. McCardie.

There was a pause for a few minutes, then
the judge told counsel to proceed with the
3 ing of the document. “I will deal with

is treatment of the court when he does come,”
gaid the judge.
° The Foreman of the Jury.—As far as the
are concerned, we are quite satisfied with
the reading as far as it has gone.

.!’.ord Alfred Returns,

Later Tord Alfred Douglas returned into
court and proceeding to the witness-hox, placed
his silk hat on the floor of the bench and took |
a seat. For a moment he looked round the |
court, then he opened and glanced at the New 1
Testament on which he had taken oath. |
~ “TLord Alired Douglas,” said the judge, “is |
it = i

The plaintiff here interposed.—I am afraid '

lordship is annoyed with me for——.

The Judge (sternly).—Lord Alfred Douglas,
is it upon your instructions that your counsel
desired that the whole of this document writ-
ten by Oscar Wiide should be read?

The Plaintiff. —Yes, my lord. ;

The Judge.—Then why did you absent your-
self while it was being done?

"~ The Plaintiff. —Well, my lord, I asked my
counsel to ask if I might go out, and I was told
it was not necessary—— :

~ The Judge.—Go out where?

- The Plaintifi—To go outside, as I did not

sh to stay and hear it all read. T asked your

ordship yesterday if T might go ouf, and your

Jordship volunteered the remark that you did
not wonder I asked leave to go out.

Judge’s Warning. _
The Judge.—Nothing of the sort. I said I
s not surprised you had asked leave to sit
own, Let me warn you, Lord Alfred Douglas,
that you are the plaintiff in this case, and if

absent yourself again when your presence i
Eneussary I will immediately enter judgment

t you. .
LOT gifredz.—My lord, I ‘shmﬂlcil not?; }.;hink of
doing so, and I apologise most humbly,
‘The Judge.—You might at least have asked
leaveT
" The Plaintiff.—I was advised not to. I was
fold it vJissem RRMOeOHR-WAiverditt Library

(Continued on Next Psge.)
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Mr. McCardie then continued the reading of
the document. . 3 ¢

His Lordship (interrupting the reading).—
We are not half way through this yet. M,
Hayes, do you want to go through all this? ;

Mr. Hayes said he did not wish it all to be
read, and asked that he might read the last two
pages, as it showed that there was a desire for
reconciliation, and it showed that Wilde was
a man of moods.

Further Cross-Examination.

Mr. Hayes read two pages, and Mr. Camp-
bell resumed the cross-examination. The
plaintiff admitted that a letter put to him was
in his writing. It went as follows:—

“T1 have left Worthing, as you see. I
had great fun there, though the last few
days the strain of being the bone of con-
tention between Oscar and Mrs. Oscar be-
gan to make itself felt.” =4
The Plaintiff.—TI suppose it related to some

guarrel. They were always quarrelling, and
[ used to stand between them. You spring
letters on me that I have not seen for twenty
years. They ought not to be disclosed.

Mr. Campbell read one of the plaintiff’s let-
ters in which reference was made to getling
money from Wilde: “ It-was a sweet humilia-
tion, an exquisite pleasure to both of us. If
I bad any money of my own I should like
to give it to him—legally, T mean—so that I
should .always be dependent on him, and
always have to ask him for anything I
wanted.”

Mr. Campbell—Is it true that from 1891 to
1895 you were living on Oscar Wilde?—No.

Another Rebuke.

The plaintiff proceeded to explain that
Wilde had money from him, and then inter-
rupted Mr. Campbell, who was in the course
of putting a further question.

His Lordship.—Will you not be imperti-
nent? You have already answered the ques-
tion, and you are not entitled to interrupt
counsel. 4 :

The Plaintiff. —I accept your rebuke, my
lord.

His Lordship.—Don’t merely accept my
view. Will you act on it? :

Plaintiff.—I said I accept yolr rebuke, my
lord.

His Lordship.—Well, you will act on it.

The plaintiff again attempted to speak, and
again the judge stopped him, remarking, ““Will
you be silent until you are asked another ques-
tion? ”’ -

Replying to Mr. Campbell, the plaintiff said
that his opinion of Wilde had changed when he
heard the passages from ““ De Profundis” read
yvesterday. ““When I heard the passages,”’
said Lord Alfred Douglas, “ I thought he was

a fiend.”

Counsel read another letter of the plaintiff’s
regarding Wilde, :

The plaintiff said that merely showed what
& faithful friend he was to Wilde. “ If T stick
up for him,” he said, “I am a brute and a
swine. If I don’t stick up for him, T am a
traitor.” - = S

His Lordship.—Wlho ‘has said you were a
brute and a swine? ”’ . i

The Plaintifi.—Well, my lord, that is the |
inference. = : :

His lerdship translated a passage from * La '

2 Revue Blanche ”’ appearing over Lord Alired ’

s maroegs aerdde Liary

public schools and universitfes, an

professional men. ' ks




tiff denied having -written the !
, but said the charges made were true.
- Later, with regard to the present case, Lord
Alfred Douglas said he could easily stop it.

His Lordship.—It would be easy enough for
you to go away. But I should bring you back,
as I did this morning. :

The Plaintiff.—Oh, no, my lord, I did not
mean that.

His Lordship.—Mr. Campbell, need you
take this case any further? Do you think if
you get more you will advance it? :

Mr. Campbell said there was anofher point
he wished to ask about.

Mr. Hayes.—Don’t you think we have got
guite far enough with this evidenée of credi-
bility? (Laughter.) »

His Lordship.—I may think so, but I should |
not like to say it. !
Mr. Hayes’ remark that further evidence of
that kind would waste the time of the Court

was greeted with loud laughter.

Mr. Campbell—I am yery sorry, my- lord,
that I have incurred my friend’s censure. (Re-
newed laughter.)

Wilde's Allowance.

“Did you know,” asked Mr. Campbell,
“that the £150 a year allowed to Oscar Wilde
for life was from his wife’s property?”
~ Lord Alfred said he always thought it was
from his own property which he surrendered
to his wife,

The plaintiff dissented from a statement by
counsel that the deed under which the allow-
ance was made stipulated that Wilde and he
should not live in thesame house or hotel.

Turning to a letter written by Lord Alfred
Pouglas to Mr. Robert Ross, counsel read:

‘My longing to see him simply eats at my
heart day and night.”

Mr. Campbell read another letter regard-
Ing a poem about the Devil written by Lord
Alfred Douglas.

Counsel.—You wrote that?

“It is & horrible thing to have written,” said
Lord Alfred.

The Judge.—Do you think you can excuse
& letter like that?P—The Witness: No; but T
don’t think it was really meant seriously. I
think it reflects as much upon the person who
received it as the person who wrote it.

“ Very likely,” said the judge.

Lord Alfred.—Then I am to be sacrificed to
help rehabilitate Mr, Ross!

In another letter from Oscar Wilde-to M.
Ross there was this passage: “ I have not read
your letter to Constance (Mrs. Wilde). 3 1

e o

would sooner leave it to you. You have tact,
I affection, and kindness, -and I would sooner
return it unread. The facts at Naples are
‘very brief. . . . Bosie promised that I should
never want for anything. After four months
I accepted his offer, but when we met on our
way to Naples I found that he had no money
and no plans, and had forgotten all his pro-
mises, His one idea was that I  should
raise money for us both.”

' The Plaintiff.—That was written at the very
time he was receiving the £200.

The plaintiff denied that his-mother threat-
ened to deprive him of his allowafce if he fhd
wol give up Wildei- s coaf &t -

~ Counsel then called attention to a letter
from Lord Alfred to Mr. Rosg 6bout“Walde.
“If he gets on well enough,” it ran, "ple'gsg
tell him that my whole heart and soul is with

~the height and depth of meanness aid
Areachery. ‘T had been devoted to the man,”
hfe Qadded.later, “ and perhaps with an excess
-of Quixotic generosity. ., 3
. Mr. Campbell explained that his m
yesterday suggesting that the plaintiff ha.
compared his father to “Jack the Ripper” in.
a letter after his father’s death was a mistake.
He had ascertained that the comparison was
in a booklet previously written. 2
Mr. F. E. Smith cross-examined on behalf
of the ““ Times >> Book Club, and elicited that
unless one knew something beyond what was
in, the book in question the reader would not
think of the plaintiff. i

Did Not Interrupt Wilde. B
Re-examined by Mr. Hayes, the plaintiff
said that so far from interrupting Wilde in his:
work, he helped him a lot with the dialogue of
some of his plays. o 2
Lord Alfred said he had_also written some
ballads himself. One of them was “The City
of the Soul.” :
Counsel, reading from this poem, used the .
word “gaol” instead of goal.” Loud
laughter greeted the mistake, counsel remark- |
ing that he was glad to have contributed to the
seriousness of the case. (Laughter.) Fa
The Judge.—Whoever wrote that must have

ballads.

spent a good deal of time over the Scottish ]
I

Mr. Hayes.—All originality is unconscious
plagiarism, my lord. 3 = ]

His Lordship.—Even your joke about gaol
and goal. (Laughter.)

Another Rebuke.

The plaintiff interrupted counsel in putting |
a question, and the judge turned sharply to |
him, remarking: “Tord Alfred Douglas, I |
shall not warn you again. Will you under-
stand from me, once and for all, that nothing
in your position entitles you to treat the court
differently from any other person.”
The Plaintiff—Am I not entitled?
His Lordship.—You are not entitled from i
that position to insult counsel. e
The Plaintiff.—I was not insulting him.~
Mr. Hayes put a question regarding the
reasons for the plaintiff not writing to Wilde
when the latter was in prison. e
Mr. Campbell objected, and Mr. Hayes
maintained that the question was admissible.
His lordship said he need not argue the
point with Mr. Campbell. -
Mr. Campbell.—I think I have been very
patient, my lord. e
Mr. Hayes (to the witness).—Tt cannot be
said that you were the cause of Wilde's publie
disgrace, according to Mr. Ransomg’s own
showing?—The Plaintiff: No. : SR
The Judge.—He was not publicly di
till 1895, but deserved to be long before. :
Mr. Hayes.—Yes, he deserved to be in 1886,

o

ftracts' from a book entitled “Lotd Alfred
i Douglas—Poems,” printed in Paris in 1896.- -

" ten purely in an abstract strain. If one wene

according to Mr. Ransome =
Mr. Campbell (interposing) read several ex-

The plaintiff said that the poems were wr

taught to read Catullus and Plato at school |
surely one could write in imitation -of their
works. : s
This concluded the® plaintiff’s evidence.
Mr. Needie, assistant editor of the “ Burling.
ton Magazine,” giving evidence, said he cgg
veyed the sum of £200 from the plaintiff's
mother to Oscar Wilde. s e

lgn the sub%&@-@ﬁfld)é Profunddissen Women's Univerdity Librarge the plaintiff’s cgas.
- plaintiff said he thought it the meanest and
" most horrible thing he had eyer seen. It was,
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Mr. F. E“Bmith said that as far as

for the jury .on the evidence given by Lord
Douglas. :
Alfﬁ?g‘ lordsghip said he would leave it to the
]mg;i' Frederick Kenyon, director and chief
librarian of the British Museum, was calLed.‘
" The foreman of the jury asked with regard
to the “ De Profundis” manuscript: Is this
manuscript available to the general publie?
Sir Frederick—No. It was ordered to be
d un : ‘
lo%(:n'tinﬁing. the witness said that when t}xe
manuseript was accepted by the Mus_eum
authorities it was not to be opened till 1960.

The hearing was adjourned till Monday.
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Mr. Justice Darli
Bench Division,

—

.

“TIMES” CLUB METHODS.

ug’s Court, in the King’s
was crowded when the hear-
ing was resumed to-day of the action by Lord
Alfred bruce Douglas, third son of the eighth
"Marquess of Queensberry, against Mr. Arthur
Ransome (author of “* Oscar Wilde—a Critical
Study ”), and the * Times” Book Club.

The plaintiff asserted that certain state-
ments in the book associating him with Oscar
ilde imputed that he stayed with Wilde for
mercenary reasons, was instru
n | ing about his public disgrace,

- | soon as Wilde’s allowance wag stopped.
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The eoncluding stage was reached by Mr. |

Justice Darling and a special * jury in the
King’s Bench Division to-day of the action in
which Lord Alfred Douglas (third son of the
eighth Marquess of Queensberry), alleging
libel, sought damages against Mr. Arthur Ran-
some (author of ““Oscar Wilde: A Critical
Study ) and the * Times” Book Club.
The plaintiff asserted that certain state-
ments in the book mentioned associating him
! with Oscar Wilde imputed that he stayed with
i Wilde for mercenary reasons, was instrumental
i in bringing about his public disgraece, and left
I him as soon as Wilde’s allowance was stopped.
Counsel for the plaintiff were Mr. Cecil
Hayes and Mr. Harold Benjamin, Mr. J. H.
Campbel], K.C., and Mr. McCardie represent-
ing Mr. Ransome, and Mr. . E. Smith, K.C.,

and Mr. Eustace Hills the “ Times” Book
Club.

Wilde's Literary Executor.

M. Hayes’ speech contained another refer-
ence to Mr. Robert Ross (Wilde’s literary exe-
cutor) not having been called as a witness,

His Tordship.——If you think there is any-
thing he can prove, you ecan call him now. I
give you permission.

Mr. Hayes suggested that it was for the de-
fence to put him in the box, then he would
have been able to cross-examine him,

His Lordship.—You can call him, and if I
think he is a hostile witness T will let you
cross-examine him. T have listened in vain
for any" reason why the defence should have
called him.

Mr. Hayes referred
having given evidence.

Mr. Campbell said it was diffieult to imagine
what the author could have proved, in view
of the documents used in the case.

Mr. Hayes described the ordeal of ecross-
examination through which Lord Alfred
passed in the witness-box as the vivisection
of the soul. Have they thrown mud? he went |
on. Why, they have thrown brimstone and
thunderbolts. (Laughter.) Then Mr. Camp-
bell complained that Lord Alfred fenced with |
him. Would net anybody fence with a man
with ‘a double-eGzed sword slashing at him all |
day long?

to Mr. Ransome not

Some Wilde Epigrams.

Mr. Hayes recalled some of
grams: ““It is better to be beautiful than
good.”  What a thing for a good-looking
young undergraduate to read! Again, “To
be natural is to be obvious; to be obvious is
to be inartistie.” “ Examinations are pure
humbug from beginning to end. If a man
is a gentleman he knows quite enough. If
he is not a gentleman, whatever he knows is
bad for him.”  * There is no such thing as
a moral book or an immoral book. Books
are well-written or badly-written, that is all.”

Another of Wilde’s epigrams was: “ One
can resist everything except temptation.”

“I just quote these things,” Mr. Hayes
observed, ““ to show what sort of influence they
might have on a young man who read them.”

His Lordship.—When were these gems first
published? :

Mr. Hayes.—They were published last year
for the first time, but Oscar Wilde wrote them
in his “Intentions” and “Phrases for the
Young.” ' “Intentions” came out in book
form in 1888 or 1889, and * Phrases for the
Young appeared in the “Chameleon inJ

Wilde’s epi-

Library

His T, p~Do vou say these are ;'w}iaftz
corrupt; - Alfred Douglas?

o

Counsel.—No, T am afraid Tord Alfred was
not the only young man who read them.

His Lordship.—I have not said there were
no more corrupt young men.

Counsel.—I am showing the jury the early
influence of Wilde upon Douglas.

His Lordship.—Your mind is so complicated
compared with mine. T emly vanted to know
the date, to see if Lord Alired Douglas read
these things before he became as bad as you
say he did. ;

Counsel.—T don’t say he became as bad as he
did. (Laughter.) T am showing where he got the
phrase, “In those days I thoucht more of

literature than' of morals, but I don’t think
that now.”

The Allowance to Wilde.

Coming to the £3 a week allowed to Wilde
by his wife when he came out of prison and
went to stay at Lorq Alfred Douglas’s villa
in Naples, Mr. Hayes said it was not extrava-
In these modern days we all know of

what very little use £3 a week is. Tt is for-
tunate they did not have motors and taxi-
cabs-in Naples in those days. (Laughter.)

With chivalry, or knight errantry if you like,
this young lord had the courage in those days,
in the face of the whole world, to invite g

3

|
8

|

man whose name was a by-word among men |

to stay with him at his villa in Naples, and
then let him have the villa, this man who
might otherwise have ‘been as lonely as a
leper. ;

Mr. Hayes recalled the £25 contributed by
the plaintiff to the expenses of Wilde’s funeral
in_ Paris,

His TLordship.—And somebody has put &
monument —over him fit for Napoleon.
(Laughter.)

Mr. Hayes.—Since his regeneration they
have put up a monument. He is risen from
the dead.

Mr. F. E. Smith.—There is no evidence of
that.

Mummies as Witnesses.

Reverting to the evidence, Mr. Hayes said it
was a good thing Lord Alfred Douglas did not
live 2000 years ago, because counsel for the
defence would have gone to the British

| lished parts of

Museum, from which he obtained the unpub-
Oscar Wilde's ‘“De Pro-
fundis,” and would have called some of the
muminies as witnesses.

Mr. Campbell interjected a remark, and was
met by the retort that “ he might be a
mummy himself one day.” (Laughter.) :

Mr. Hayes.—He would have brought these
mummies willingly, and put them into the
box, because I could not cross-examine them.
(Laughter.)

Counsel repeated that Mr. Ransome had not
given evidence. “ He may be the most blame-
less person in the world, and I have no doubt,
by his appearance, he is. (Loud lgughter.)
He has been sitting here for the last four
days to give importance to the play.”

During khis counsel’s speech, Tord Alfl:ed
Douglas entered the court, and Mr. Justice
Darling said he would have a question to put
to him later.

Lord Alfred went into the witness-box when
his counsel sat down.

Judge’s Questions to Plaintiff,

Mr. Justice Darling—You heard your
counsel’s account of how it was you came to

. bring this action—the conversation between -

ourself and Lady -Alfred” Douglas when she
gbtained a copy of the book {rom the

- “ Times ” Book Club. Did you hear that?

144
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Mr. F. ESmith said that as far as the
_ “Pimes ” Book Club was concerned, he made |
the formal submission that there was no case -
for the jury on the evidence given by Lord
Alfred Douglas.
His lordship said he would leave it to the
ury
J Sll‘ Frederick Kenyon, director and chief
librarian of the British Museum, was called.
" The foreman of the jury asked with regard
to the “ De Profundis” manuscript: Is this
manuscript available to the general public?
Sir Frederick.—No. It was ordered to be
locked uv
Continuing, the witness said that when the
manuscrJissen \ROnSi08-UBiversHy Library Ve
authorities it was not to be opened till 1960.
The hearing was adjourned till Monday.
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; Mr. Justice Darling’s Court, in the King’s
f1 | Bench Division, was crowded when the hear-
' | ing was resumed to-day of the action by Lord :
8| Alfred sruce Douglas, third son of the eighth
% | Marquess of Queensberry, against Mr. Arthur |
Ransome (author of ** Oscar Wilde—a Critical 4
I | Study ”’), and the *“ Times” Book Club. i
1 The plaintiff asserted that certain state- |
[, | ments in the book associating him with Oscar |
- | Wilde imputed that he stayed with Wilde for
mercenary reasons, was instrumental in bring-
a | ing about his public disgrace, and left him as
- | soon as Wilde’s allowance was stopped.

o Mr. Ransome pleaded justification for the
words complained of, and the other defendants
denied negligence, said they sold the book in
the ordinary way of their business, and were
not aware that it contained a libel.

Counsel for the plaintiff were Mr. Cecil
Hayes and Mr. Harold Benjamin, Mr. J. H.
Campbell, K.C., and Mr. McCardie represent-
ing Mr. Ransome, and Mr. F. E. Smith, K.C.,
and Mr. Eustace Hills the “ Times” Book
Club.

Mr. Smith called Mr. Alfred Butes, director
and manager of the “ Times ’ Book Club. It
carried on, he said, two businesses, as a |
library and as booksellers, and all books were |
carefully examined.

His Lordship.—Carefully read?

Carefully Looked Through.

Witness.—Carefully 1ooked through for the
purpose of seeing that they contain nothing
indecent, improper, or libellous. A com- |
mittee met each morning to sce all the books
to be issued that day, either in the library or
in the sales department. = Apart from that
committee, books were occasionally referred
to Mr. Hudson, the secretary of the company,
who was a literary man. 2

With reference to the book in this case, Mr.
Butes said it was sent to<them about Feb-
ruary 14 last year. He examined it rather
more carefully than usual. : 2y

Counsel —Why?—The Witness: Because &
few weeks before we had had a reprint of
Oscar Wilde's trial, and looking that thro
I decided that it was certainly
beok to circulate. . I was rath
to receive another book on the same ]
and I looked at it with particular care. The |
; | other book was entitled ‘“Oscar Wilde: Three

Times Tried.” '

His Lordship.—Was it a verbatim report of |
the trial?>—The Witness: Yes. j

Mr. Smith.—That is not so. ~Many pas- |
sages at the trial were suppressed.

ItV[r. Campbell.—The worst parts were left
out.

The witness added that when complaint
was made of the book now in dispute, copies
of it were withdrawn from circulation among
the library subscribers, and no more were
sold. Mr. Ransome was a well-known author
of well-established reputation, and was the
author of “ Edgar Allan Poe.” ;
| Mr. Butes said he and others saw nothing
objectionable im the book.

Mr. Hayes, éross-examining, then read a
passage from the volume,
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- | For Literary Students.

B The Witness.—I should certainly have
raised a question had I noticed that part.
t | Pressed about it, Mr. Butes said it was a book
for literary students, and the passage read
would probably pass.

Mr. Hayes.—Would you think it suitable for
young lady subscribers?—The Witness. “Oscar
'\V}i;de " is not a book for young ladies.
T SisserbbamenbhversiAgibrar o0

(Continued on Next Page.)
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~of the Judges” ?
_some)? (Laughter.)

-study, and contained nothing improper, in-

1o questions asked.

| chosen, with amazing stupidity, to bring this
case into court, and had chosen three isolated |

‘passages from the book, which gave no clue

by name to the individual referred to,. and

! VUL \LduguLer.)

But how can you prevent any young lady
subscriber from getting it?—1In nearly every
case we get written applications for books,
and we have the right of substituting some-
thing different from what they want.

His Lordship.—If you are asked for “ Oscar
Wilde—a Critical Study,” you send ““ Words-
W?l‘th.” _(Laughter.) -

The Witness.—I should like to say our sub-

scribers expeet us to do that. (Loud laughter.)

Mr, Haygs.——-Eubstithte Wordsworth?—The
Witness: Well, to exercise the right of substi-
tution. G :

Mr. Butes said that he now considered the
:)gls:age read by counsel distinctly undesir-

.His Lordshrp (to Counsel).—Do you say they
should not circulate any book except those
which all young ladies can open and read?

Mr. Hayes.—No. ; x
- His Lordship.—Unless you are prepared to
s?x gmt that is the criterion, what is the point
of i v
_ Mr. Hayes.—T am coming to married women
In & minute, and to Lady Alfred Douglas, who
herself got out the book. (To the witness) Now,
how_about the alleged libel?

His Lordship.—On whom? You cannot libel
the dead, or else what about Caligula? (Laugh-
ter) Have you read Lord Campbell’s * Lives

Mr. Hayes.—Lord Campbell, or M. Camp-
bell, my lord (indicating counsel for Mr. Ran-

Mr. Butes, in reply to further questions, }
said he concluded the. book was a critical

decent, or libellous.

Later Mr. Smith asked what was the point
of certain other gquestions- put to the wit- |
ness. :

Mr. Hayes.—You are a little previous, Mr.
Smith. If you will wait I' will show y6éu, and
then you can sit on it if you like. - ?

It was then stated that Mr. Ransome trans-
lated “ A Night in Luxembourg.” ;

What 1t Is.

His Lordship (to the witness).—If it is a
place to spend a night in, tell us what it is.
(Laughter.) Fighid

Mr. Butes.—It is a picture gallery, my lord,

Mr. Hayes.—A picture palace? (Loud
laughter.)

During the subseqment cross-examination,
Mr. Smith and Mr. Campbell took exception

Mr. Hayes.—You are getting angry.

His Lordship.—Who?

Mr. Hayes.—The allies. (Laughter) .

His Lordship.—You must never think
people in a court of law are as angry as they
seem. AT
- Lord Alfred Douglas.—Hear, hear.

Mr. Butes added that there were about
100,000 books in the library, and an enormous
number of subscribers, *

Other evidence having been given, the case
for the *“ Times ” Book Club was closed, and
Mr. Smith addressed the jury. e H

1f the standard by which books were to be |
judged, Mr. Smith said, was that they should
contain nothing that might harm a young gisl,
he thought they would have to take 'a'v:ry

ic view of modern literature, and
there would be a wholesale clearance from the

ok i o

* e ; ~ it e .
i .

followed in defence of Mr. |
Lord Alfred Douglas, he said, had

were not news to people who knew to whom
they referred, because such people knew all
the facts.

On Behalf of Lord Alired.

Replying on behalf of Lord Alfred Douglas,
Mr. Hayes said Mr. Robert Ross, who had in-
spired the defence, was sitting in court, but
neither he nor Mr. Ransome had entered the
witness-box as the plaintiff had. :

Counsel remarked that some of the poems |
written by the plaintiff were not unlike those
of Swinburne, and he read a few lines by-that
poet. G
His Lordship.—Did Swinburne really. write
that? It sounds like a valentine. (Laughter.)

Counsel quoted Shakespeare, who, he said,
was not in the same street as Swinburne, and
“Lord Alired’s style was somewhere between
the two.”

_ Mr. Hayes had not finished his speech when
the hearing was adjourned.

RAILWAY FATALITY.
JisseR0ABRES¥ $8Iniversitg4dbrary !
A platelayer named George Brown, aged
fifty, was knocked down at Christchurch to-



! libel, sought damages

: rling and a spec I y
King’s Bench Division to-day of the action in
which Lord Alfred Douglas (third son of the
eighth Marquess of Queensberry), alleging.
against Mr. Arthur Ran-
some (author of “Oscar Wilde: A Critical
Study ) and the “ Times” Book Club,

The plaintiff asserted that certain state-

. ments in the book mentioned associating him
i with Oscar Wilde imputed that he stayed with

| Wilde for mercenary reasons, was instrumental v
public disgrace, and left

in bringing about his
him as soon as Wilde’s allowance was stopped.
Counsel for the plaintiff were Mr. C(Cecil

in the |

Hayes and Mr. Harold Benjamin, Mr. J. H. |

Campbell, K.C, and Mr. McCardie represent-
ing Mr. Ransome, and Mr. . E. Smith, K.C.,
and Mr. Eustace Hills the “ Times >’ Book
Club. <

Wilde's Literary Executor.

M. Hayes’ speech contained another refer-
ence to Mr. Robert Ross (Wilde’s literary exe-
cutor) not having been called as a witness.

His Lordship-—If you think there is any-
thing he ecan prove, you . can call him now. I
give you permission.

Mr. Hayes suggested that it was for the de-
fence to put him in the box, then he “would
have been able to cross-examine him.

His Lordship.—You can call him, and if I
think he is a hostile witness T will let you
cross-examine him.
for any" reason why the defence should have
called him.

I have listened in vain

Mr. Hayes referred to Mr. Ransome not |

having given evidence.

Mr. Campbell said it was difficult to imagine
what the author could have proved, in view
of the documents used in the case. :

Mr. Hayes described the ordeal of cross-
examination through which Lord Alfred

passed in the witness-box as the viviseetion |
Have they thrown mud? he went |
Why, they have thrown brimstone and -
r. Camp- |

of the soul.
on.
thunderbolts. (Laughter.) Then M
bell complained that Lord Alfred fenced with
him. Would not anybody fence with a man

with a double-eGged sword slashing at him all |

day long?
b

Some Wilde Epigrams.

Mr. Hayes recalled some of Wilde’s epi-
grams: ‘It is better to be beautiful than
good.”  What & thing for a good-looking
young undergraduate to read! Again, “To
be natural is to be obvious ; to be obvious is
to be inartistic.”. * Examinations are pure
humbug from beginning to end. If a man
is a gentleman he knows quite enough. If
he is not a gentleman, whatever he knows is
bad for him.”  “ There is no such thing as
a moral book or an immoral book. Books
are well-written or

Another of Wilde’s epigrams was: “ One
can resist everything except temptation.”

“I just quote these things,” Mr. Hayes
observed, “ to show what sort of influence they
might have on a young man who read them.”

" His Lordship.—When were these gems first
published? o e . :
+ Mr. Hayes.—They were published last year
for the first time, but Oscar Wilde wrote them
in his “Intentions” and * Phrases for the |

~ ntentions

3y =5

_“Inte ook

3> came out in b

badly-written, that is all.”

ssen Wome

. S T,

"in the face of

el —No, T am afraid Tord Alfred was
not the only young man who read them.

His Lordship.—I have not said there were’
no more corrupt young men. :

Counsel.—I am showing the jury the early
influence of Wilde upon Douglas.

His Lordship.—Your mind is so complicated
compared with mine. T emly vanted to know |
the date, to see if Lord Alfred Douglas read
these things before he became as bad as.you.
say he did. e

Counsel.—T don’t say he became as bad as he
did. (Laughter.) T am showing where he got the
phrase, “In those days I thought more of
literature than of morals, but I don’t think
that now.”

The Allowance to Wilde.

Coming to the £3 a week allowed to Wilde
by his wife when he came out of prison and
went to stay at Lorq Alfred Douglas’s villa
in Naples, Mr. Hayes said it was not extrava-
gant. In these modern days we all know of
what very little use £3 a week is. Tt is for-
tunate they did not have motors and taxi-
cabs-in Naples in those days. (Laughter.)
With chivalry, or knight errantry if you like,
this young lord had the courage in those days,’
the whole world, to invite a 1
man whose name was a by-word among men |
t6 stay with him at his villa in Naples, and :
then let him have the villa, this man who |
might otherwise have ‘been as lonely as a

leper. 5
pﬁr. Hayes recalled the £25 contributed by |
the plaintiff to the expenses of Wilde’s funeral /|
in_Paris, : 3 ‘
His Lordship.—And somebody has put &
monument .over. him fit for Napoleon,

(Laughter.)
Mr. Hayes.—8ince his regeneration they

e

have put up a monument. He is risen from
the dead.
Mr. F. E. Smith.—There is no evidence of

that.

Mummies as Witnesses.

Reverting to the evidence, Mr. Hayes said it
was a good thing Lord Alfred Douglas did not
live 2000 years ago, because counsel for the
defence would have gone to the British
Museum, from which he obtained the unpub-
lished parts of Oscar Wilde’s ‘“De Pro-

. fundis,” and would have called some of the

, muminies as witnesses.

b

i i
i a

Mr. Campbell interjected a remark, and was
met by the retort that “ he might be a
mummy himself one day.” (Laughter)

Mr. Hayes.—He would have brought these
mummies willingly, and put them into the
box, because I could not cross-examine them.
(Laughter.) =

Counsel repeated that Mr. Ransome had not

given evidence. “ He may be the most blame-

less person in the world, and T have no doubt,
by his appearance, he is. (Loud lgughter.)
He has been sitting hem?t f:]:ll‘ tlie last four
days to give importance to the play.” e
]%uringg ‘his counsel’s speech, TLord Alfl:et_i:,-
Douglas entered the court, and Mr. Justice
Darling said he would have a question to put
tO hiﬂ] hter‘ - % el
Lord Alfred went into the witness-hox when
his counsel sat down. e

Judge’'s Questions to Plaintiff, s

Mr. Justice Darling—You heard yoarb
counsel’s account of how it was you came to

T
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q*Alfred —1 can’t say 1 fild X :
i,{o: Justice Darling.—Weren’t you here?—
‘Tord Alfred: Just at that minute I was oub

:+ bv the request of Lady Alired Douglas
%hiz ;;ogyafx"e bri?lging this action?—It is not
Qsiactly at her request. She showgd me the
- book, and asked what I was gom‘g to do
- al it. I said-I supp?isedsll sh}(‘);xédalli‘rlllgi
L an i nd she agreed. 10 ray
ﬁ;;}?f? nI, sz:hould, and so have all my rela-
ons and all my family. I consulted t,hem7 all.
That was in the March of last year?—l es.
en I understand you to say it was mot _ab
her request further than the way you put it.
Did she believe what was said against you or
" hot?—Of course not; she knew it was not trug;

knew all the circumstances when she
married me.
;s "Km;flsome expressions were used yester@ay
| as to this having broken up your home. You
" say Lady Alfred Douglas did not believe this,
and knew all the circumstances when she
" married you?—Yes.

Is lse};ieys(’zill living with you?—I can ngﬂher
‘say she is living with me nor that she is not
‘living with me. She is now staying with her
. I have received affectionate letters
? her during the past fortnight. I expeet

turn to me.

Aat?ver;ou left her?—I don’t think it fair fo
_ask such a gquestion.
‘ﬁr:ugou 0‘;11 good terms with her father?—
‘No. I never have been. When I say that, I
M T have been on good terms with him out-
wardly, but he has always tried to make mis--
" chief between me and my wife, and has always
| been an enemy of mine.
- Semming-up. =
- Mr. Justice Darling summed up, describing
" the case as a disagreeable one. Oscar Wilde
was a great literary artist. He was a greab
~master of words, and, whether one liked his
‘jdeas or not, undoubtedly everybody agreed
“that he was a great artist in words. He wrote
‘:ﬁﬁls.ys that were played still, and Mr. Ran;
‘some did a very natural thing when h;a_ se
‘to work to write a critical study of Wilde.
‘Wilde got the maximum sentence of two yeaIrs
“for the offence of which he was convn?teg. Hn
&dﬁng Gaol he wrote * De Profundis. e

|

23

have been very bad, but he was a very
man.

= ﬂeglad Lady Alfred Douglas Jidbnot
“know the contenis of the letters that had been
" disclosed in this case, his 1or<}sh1p contlréufh,
“adding, ““ I hope she mever will. T aske l'ttlg
Press when this case began to publish agb hl -
"of it as they felt their duty wou%d alllc;;w fi =
"apnd I am glad to say that for the sake o .
“newspapers in England, so far as I hav;e seél L
“their own good feeling has led them to ]g =
" the disgusting parts in this cg’se and make
" as decent as it could be made. : e
" His Jordship leit several questions 10

-:' s w‘h.o Ietl!ed to cor lSlde] theu decision.
C
g -
;U hen hls 101d5h1p had ﬁlllshed his summing

juryman asked whether i t
M(?illlged Douglas instigated the proqeeilr{g:
r alleged criminal libel brought agmlr;(sl
er, Lord Queensberry, by Oscar Wilde. .
“His lordship said he understood that was so.

"On Behalf of Lady Alired. _
Afte “ury had retired, Mr. Campbell said
%ﬁvf;zri:xl}s%r{lgzd to state that Sir George Lewis
“had been suthorised by Lady Alired Douglas
‘tosay that so far from her having instigated t}r;:
_ ptesent proceedings, she had done all sl

“could to prevent them. ~ o=

k)

! ment.

! go into the witness-box to contradiet it?

Mr. Hayes protested against such a state-
His Lordship.—Does the plaintiff want to

Mr. Hayes.—He is not here, but I have not
the slightest doubt he would.

His Lordship.—No, he is not here, and I
have never known the court treated as Lord
Alfred Douglas has chosen to treat this court.
If he wishes to contradiet what Mr. Campbell
says, he might at least be here to hear what
is said. :

Mr. Hayes.—I agree, and [ apologise, my
lord.

His Lordship.—You cannot aprlogise for
fhim. You are here, and you have nothing to

apologise for; he is not here, and does not !
apologise. o AN
Mr. Hayes was about to make a submission 22

on a point of law, when his lordship checked '
him, saying: ““ If you have anything further to |
say you can say it to the Court of Appeal.” i

The Verdict. N T
The jury returned a verdiet for the defen-

dants. :
Judgment accordingly, with costs.
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hardly say, never admired Beardsley’s
drawings. It thought them hideous. If
the ““ Beardsley woman” could have been
incarnated, she would have been sin-
gularly unattractive. Then how could
anyone admire her on paper? Besides,
she was all out of drawing. Look at
her arm! Beardsley didn’t know how
to draw. The public itself could draw
better than that. Nevertheless, the public
took great interest in all Beardsley’s work,
as it does in the work of any new artist
who either edifies or shocks it. That
Beardsley’s work really did shock the
public, there can be no doubt. There can
be equally little doubt that the public like
being shocked, and sympathy would,
therefore, be superfluous. But, at the
same time, there are, of course, people
who do honestly dislike and deplore the
morbid spirit that seemed to inspire
Beardsley’s work, and at such people
I should not wish to sneer—on the con-
trary, I respect their feeling, which I
know to be perfectly genuine. Nor
should I seek to deny that of Beardsley’s
work—more especially in some of his
early work—there is much that is morbid.
But it must be remembered that, when he
first began to publish his drawings, he
had hardly emerged from that school-boy
age when the mind is generally apt to
brood on unpleasant subjects, and much
of his work, which some
people regarded as the
sign of a corrupt nature,
was really the outcome of
a perfectly normal phase
of mind, finding an ab-
normal outlet through
premature skill in art. I
think, too, that he had a
boyish delight in shock-
ing people, and that it
was often of mere mis-
chief that he chose, as in many of his
grotesques for the ZBon-Mots series, to
present such horribly ugly notions. Many

- 3 3 s
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of those who knew Beardsley only through
his work generally imagined that he
must be a man of somewhat forbidding
character. His powerful, morbid fancy
really repelled them, and to them the
very beauty of its expression may have
seemed a kind of added poison. But I,
or anyone else who ever saw him at his
home, knew that whatever was morbid
in his work reflected only one side of his
nature. I knew him to be of a kindly,
generous, and affectionate disposition ; a
devoted son and brother ; a very loyal
friend. He lived, when I first saw him
and till some two years later, in Cambridge

(From ** Bon-Mots.”)

Street, where he shared a house with his
mother and sister. Here, every Thursday
afternoon, was held a kind of little salon,
which was always well attended. Aubrey
himself was always present, very neatly
dressed, handing round cake and bread-
and-butter, and talking to each of his
mother’s guests in turn. There were
always three or four new drawings of his
passed from hand to hand, and he was
always delighted with praise from any of
his friends. I think it was at these little
half-formal, half-intimate receptions that
one saw him at his best. With all his
affectations, he had that inborn kindliness
which is the beginning of all good man-
ners. He was essentially a good host.




ALI BABA IN THE WOOD.

(By kind permission of Leonard Smithers, Esq.)
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character. His powerful, morbid fancy
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very beauty of its expression may have
seemed a kind of added poison. But I,
or anyone else who ever saw him at his
home, knew that whatever was morbid
in his work reflected only one side of his
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generous, and affectionate disposition ; a
devoted son and brother ; a very loyal
friend. He lived, when I first saw him
and till some two years later, in Cambridge

(From ** Bon-Mots.”)

Street, where he shared a house with his
mother and sister. Here, every Thursday
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himself was always present, very neatly
dressed, handing round cake and bread-
and-butter, and talking to each of his
mother’s guests in turn. There were
always three or four new drawings of his
passed from hand to hand, and he was
always delighted with praise from any of
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good example. The well-’known draw-
ings which, later, he made for Z%e
Yellow PBook were, with their black
masses and very fine lines, arrived at
through simplification of the
method in “Za Femme Incom-
prise.” These were the draw-
ings that first excited the wrath
\v\ of the general public and of the
{ [] & book-reviewers. Most of the
WA qualified art-critics, also, were
very angry. They did not know
what to make of these drawings,
which were referable to no es-
tablished school or known method in art.
Beardsley was not at all discouraged by
the contempt with which his ZecZnigue
was treated. On the contrary, he revelled
in his unfavourable press-cuttings, know-
ing how little they signified. I think
it was in the third number of Z%e Yel/low
Book that two pictures by hitherto-
unknown artists were reproduced. One
was a large head of Mantegna, by Philip
Broughton ; the other, a pastel-study
of a Frenchwoman, by Albert Foschter.
Both the drawings had rather a success
with the reviewers, one of whom advised
Beardsley “to study and profit by the
sound and scholarly draughts-
manship of which Mr. Philip
Broughton furnishes another ex-
ample in his familiar manner.”
Beardsley, who had made both
the drawings and invented both
the signatures, was greatly
amused and delighted.
Meanwhile, Beardsley’s ac-
knowledged drawings produced
a large crop of imitators, both

Idler

itself has lost its sting, and the time when
an artist could be ‘snuffed out by an
article” is altogether bygone. Nowadays,
it is only through his imitators that an
artist can be made to suffer. He sees his
power vulgarised and distorted by a
hundred apes. Beardsley's Yellow Book
manner was bound to allure incompetent
draughtsmen. It Jooked so simple and so
easy—a few blots and random curves, and
there you were. Needless to say, the
results were appalling. But Beardsley
was always, in many ways, developing and

(From “ Bon-Mots.”)

modifying his method, and so was always
ahead of his apish retinue. His imitators
never got so far as to attempt his later

Jissen Women's Uniyersity Library

manner, the manner of his Rage of e

The Return of Tannhiuser to the Venusberg.
(Drgwn and presented to J. M. Dent, Esq.

Never before reproduced.)

technical phases through which Beardsley
passed, would be outside the scope of
this brief essay. But I should like to
remind my readers that, as he grew older,
he became gradually more ‘‘human,” less
curious of horrible things. Of this ten-
dency the best example is perhaps his
“Ave atque Vale,” in Z%e Savoy. Nothing
could be more dramatic, more moving
and simple, than the figure of that Roman
who mourns his friend. The drawing
was meant to illustrate one of Catullus’
Odes, which Beardsley himself had thus
rendered:

‘¢ By ways remote and distant waters sped,
Brother, to thy sad grave-side am I come,
That I may give the last gifts to the dead,

And vainly parley with thine ashes dumb :
Since she who now bestows and now denies
Hath ta’en thee, haplessbrother, from mine eyes.

““ But lo ! these gifts, the heirlooms of past years,
Are made sad things to grace thy coffin-shell,
Take them, all drenchéd with a brother’s tears,
And, brother, for all time, hail and farewel! !”

These lines, which seem to me no less

beautiful than the drawing itself, were

written shortly before Beardsley left

England for the last time. On the eve

of his departure, he was received by
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546 The Idler

FatherSebastian into the Catholic Church,
to which he had long inclined. His con-
version was no mere passing whim, as
some people supposed it to be; it was
made from true emotional and intellectual
impulse. From that time to his death
he was a pious and devout Catholic, whose
religion consoled him for all the bodily
sufferings he underwent. Almost to the
very last he was full of fresh schemes for
work. When, at length, he knew that his
life could but outlast a few more days, he
awaited death with perfect resignation.
e died last month, at
Mentone, in the presence
of his mother and his sister.

Thus ended this brief,
tragic, brilliant life. It had
been filled with a larger
measure of sweet and bitter
experience than is given to
most men who die in their
old age. Aubrey Beardsley
was famous in his youth,
and to be famous in one’s
youth has been called the
most gracious gift that the
gods can bestow. And, un-
less I am mistaken, he en-
joyed his fame, and was
proud of it, though, as a
great artist who had a sense of humour,
he was perhaps, a little ashamed of it too,
now and then. For the rest, was he
happy in his life? I do not know. In
a fashion, I think he was. He knew that
his life must be short, and so he lived and
loved every hour of it with a kind of
jealous intensity. He had that absolute
power of “living in the moment ” which
is given only to the doomed man—that
kind of self-conscious happiness, the de-
light in still clinging to the thing whose
worth you have only realised through the
knowledge that it will soon be taken from
you. For him, as for the school-boy

whose holidays are near their close,
every hour—every minute, even—had its
value. His drawing, his compositions in
prose and in verse, his reading-—these
things were not enough to satisfy his
strenuous demands on life. He was him-
self an accomplished musician, he was a
great frequenter of concerts, and seldom,
when he was in London, did he miss a
““ Wagner night ” at Covent Garden. He
loved dining-out, and, in fact, gaiety of
any kind. His restlessness was, I sup-
pose, one of the symptoms of his malady.
He was always most content
where there was the greatest
noise and bustle, the largest
number of people, and the
most brilliant light. The
“domino-room” at the Café
Royal had always a great
fascination for him : he liked
the mirrors and the florid
gilding, the little parties of
foreigners and the smoke
and the clatter of the domi-
noes being shuffled on the
marble tables. Yet, though
he took such a keen delight
in all manifestations of life,
he himself, despite his
energy and his high spirits,
his frankness and thoughtfulness, seemed
always rather remote, rather detached
from ordinary conditions, a kind of iade-
pendent spectator. He enjoyed life, but
he was never wholly of it. This kind of
aloofness has been noted in all great
artists. Their power isolates them. It
is because they stand at a little distance
that they can see so much. No man ever
saw more than Beardsley. He was in-
finitely sensitive to the aspect of all
things around him. And that, I think,
was the basis of his genius. All the
greatest fantastic art postulates the power
to see things, unerringly, as they are.

.
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ings which, later, he made for Z%e
Yellow PBook were, with their black
masses and very fine lines, arrived at
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of the general public and of the
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in his unfavourable press-cuttings, know-
ing how little they signified. I think
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Book that two pictures by hitherto-
unknown artists were reproduced. One
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of a Frenchwoman, by Albert Foschter.
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with the reviewers, one of whom advised
Beardsley “to study and profit by the
sound and scholarly draughts-
manship of which Mr. Philip
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Beardsley, who had made both
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the signatures, was greatly
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The Return of Tannhiuser to the Venusberg.
(Drgwn and presented to J. M. Dent, Esq.

Never before reproduced.)

technical phases through which Beardsley
passed, would be outside the scope of
this brief essay. But I should like to
remind my readers that, as he grew older,
he became gradually more ‘“ human,” less
curious of horrible things. Of this ten-
dency the best example is perhaps his
“Ave atque Vale,”in Z%¢ Savoy. Nothing
could be more dramatic, more moving
and simple, than the figure of that Roman
who mourns his friend. The drawing
was meant to illustrate one of Catullus’

Odes, which Beardsley himself had thus
rendered: 2019-03-18

‘¢ By ways remote and distant waters sped,
Brother, to thy sad grave-side am I come,
That I may give the last gifts to the dead,
And vainly parley with thine ashes dumb :
Since she who now bestows and now denies
Hath ta’en thee, haplessbrother, from mine eyes.

““But lo ! these gifts, the heirlooms of past years,
Are made sad things to grace thy coffin-shell,
Take them, all drencheéd with a brother’s tears,
And, brother, for all time, hail and farewel! 5

These lines, which seem to me no less

beautiful than the drawing itself, were

written shortly before Beardsley left

England for the last time. On the eve
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FatherSebastian into the Catholic Church,
to which he had long inclined. His con-
version was no mere passing whim, as
some people supposed it to be ; it was
made from true emotional and intellectual
impulse. From that time to his death
he was a pious and devout Catholic, whose
religion consoled him for all the bodily
sufferings he underwent. Almost to the
very last he was full of fresh schemes for
work. When, at length, he knew that his
life could but outlast a few more days, he
awaited death with perfect resignation.
fde died last month, at
Mentone, in the presence
of his mother and his sister.

Thus ended this brief,
tragic, brilliant life. It had
been filled with a larger
measure of sweet and bitter
experience than is given to
most men who die in their
old age. Aubrey Beardsley
was famous in his youth,
and to be famous in one’s
youth has been called the
most gracious gift that the
gods can bestow. And, un-
less I am mistaken, he en-
joyed his fame, and was
proud of it, though, as a
great artist who had a sense of humour,
he was perhaps, a little ashamed of it too,
now and then. For the rest, was he
happy in his life? I do not know. In
a fashion, I think he was. He knew that
his life must be short, and so he lived and
loved every hour of it with a kind of
jealous intensity. He had that absolute
power of “living in the moment ” which
is given only to the doomed man—that
kind of self-conscious happiness, the de-
light in still clinging to the thing whose
worth you have only realised through the
knowledge that it will soon be taken from
you. For him, as for the school-boy

2019-03-18
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whose holidays are near their close,
every hour—every minute, even—had its
value. His drawing, his compositions in
prose and in verse, his reading-—these
things were not enough to satisfy his
strenuous demands on life. He was him-
self an accomplished musician, he was a
great frequenter of concerts, and seldom,
when he was in London, did he miss a
“ Wagner night” at Covent Garden. He
loved dining-out, and, in fact, gaiety of
any kind. His restlessness was, I sup-
pose, one of the symptoms of his malady.
He was always most content
where there was the greatest
noise and bustle, the largest
number of people, and the
most brilliant light. The
“domino-room” at the Café
Royal had always a great
fascination for him : he liked
the mirrors and the florid
gilding, the little parties of
foreigners and the smoke
and the clatter of the domi-
noes being shuffled on the
marble tables. Yet, though
he took such a keen delight
in all manifestations of life,
he himself, despite his
energy and his high spirits,
his frankness and thoughtfulness, seemed
always rather remote, rather detached
from ordinary conditions, a kind of iade-
pendent spectator. He enjoyed life, but
he was never wholly of it. This kind of
aloofness has been noted in all great
artists. Their power isolates them. It
is because they stand at a little distance
that they can see so much. No man ever
sazw more than Beardsley. He was in-
finitely sensitive to the aspect of all
things around him. And that, I think,
was the basis of his genius. All the
greatest fantastic art postulates the power
to see things, unerringly, as they are.
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Lord Sholto® Douglas, brotiner of

the Marquess of Queensberry,

yesterday obtained a divorce from

his wife, formerly Miss Loretta
Mooney.

‘ADY SHOLTO DOUGLAS DIVORCED.
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DIVORCES HIS

Lord Sholto' Douglas, broiner of
the Marquess of Queensberry,
yesterday obtained a divorce from
his wife, formerly Miss Loretta

Mooney.

Lady Sholto Douglas is an Irish-Cali-
fornian, at one time a San Francisco
dance- ball artist, and married Lord
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killed in action.
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; OPENING CHAPTERS. %
. STELLA MERRIVALE, who has lived 2 s_eqluded life
1 * Henry Lomas; js told by

wiih her stepfather, ing
him that he is gome abroad, an(imt;m&imer

his absence he 13 cending her to

© unecle, * g -
Guy SEYMOUR, who lives at Bristow Towers, York-
shire. Stella has never heard of his existence.

She sets off alone, and on the journey enconnters
_ RrcurArp MORTON, a young Jand-agent, Who seems

vastly surprised when he learns of

ticn.” For Guy Seymour has aD evil local reputa-
tion, and is not known to possess th or kin.

Seymour: displays sardonie :peredulity
clams him as he relative, but he allows her
to remain. Subsaquently he le:

Tomas is a fugitive from justicc,
Stella to be an adventuress. ;
. He makes passionate love. to er, but she repulses

him. Discovering at last her false positiols she

flees the house in horror. :
In a strong scene between Rjchard Morto
Seymour, Morton declares his love for Stell
. Seymour is overcome by an attack of rag

& A BROKEN RESOLVE-
. .’A moment before Guy Seymour had stood
. like some thunde _cloud, vibrant with imm
able forces, charged to the full with the
strength of a madman; and now he 13y prone
the floor—a great huddled mass 0 humanity
" Thé climax had come S0
at a moment, indeed,
16 meet the supreme test he
Richard Mcrton in
there as if it were something @
From somewhere on the other side of th|
. there was the sound of a door opening: an¢
footsteps, and then suddenly & g
Morton vaguely
~ before flung himself on
mout’s
'+ The

utterly unexpect
he was rous;gﬁ h
dem: i

side. ;
" Lord save us, Sil, what have ye d
Morton regarded him blankly.

A Noghmg,” he stammered. « He was su

ta.k?in jll. It seems to me like a geizure

kind.” :

Wi ifficulty O’Donovan had tumed his

. Qver, ldm‘i!i-oaﬂlg NOWJiSSERENETHR: _head

. kn s University Library
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LA seizure, that's what you call it, 18 it
wAn coovn ¥ o 2y e v oo .

O’Donovan.

can tell me

s Perhaps ybu
doctor  ingul

pened?” the

“Deed, an’ that’s just what 1
gentleman that fetched ye calle
The master . jehty angry
could hear every
where 1 was situng.
passed between them, and
the sound of a fall,
find himself lying

The doctor regar
“T'm not asking

if you'd sooner 1 d

cause of the trouble een Mr.

master ¥ : A \
O’Donovan looked at him wit

on one side and a uliar twin
“ Sure, what is 1t that mak
between men?

: twee
master? As you must be aw
dale ever visitg {his house.”
Pressed on the point, O’Dono
u_heknewoi.thesto 0
with Guy Seymour ich
h,” said the doetor,
rd some of the
though'
ned that Mr. Mo’
r atiranted

But I never ima i

of gentleman to R |
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Lord Sholto Douglas and Lady Sholto Douglas, from
whom he w ‘mgngvmhm slumve@sma\tmdm “The mar-
riage took place in California, it was stated, Lord

Sholto using the name of Imngnmul"v.”
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was re-assured. Th. was the largest total of
new business in the com any’s history. The
combined life accoui .s produced a total premium
income of £1,134,000 after deducting the pre-
miums paid for Te-assurances. At the close of
the year the life and annuity funds amounted to
£17,978,000, an increase of £262,600 during the
vear.

In the fire department of the Royal Insuranee

Company  the = net premiums amounted to |

£6,088,900 and the losses were £2,702,800, and

the surplus of £1,114,900 has been carried to .
profit and loss account, from which the sum of '
£400,000 has been transferred to the fire fund. |
This fund has been further inoreased by.the trans-

fer of £600,000 from the reserve fund. In the

life department the new business was £4,302,600, |

and the total premiums were £1,056,900 after
deducting  re-assurances. = After transferrin

£130,000 to profit and loss account the life an

annuity funds amount to £12,906,100.

THE MONEY MARKET.
" Smaller Supplies.

In I;ombard-street, vesterlay floating supplies of

credit were less abundant and rates for loans
stiffer.  No money was available at less than
5 per cent., and day-to-day loans changed hands

up to 64 per cent. The amount due for repay-

ment to the Bank of England was paid off, but
a few bills were discounted at the official mini-
mum.

In the discount market the supply of Dills’

was small and there was little inquiry for them.
Business accordingly was quiet. ‘Rates were un
changed and firm.

Silver and Gold Higher.

On some Chinese buying the price of silves
rose 4d to 58Ld. per oz. for cash and 58}d. fm
future delivery.

Gold rose 2d. to £5 8s. 2d. per oz., and the
moderate amount sold was divided between
South Airica and India. B

New York....3.81%—3.83%;  Madrid ...
Paris ., ... .51.80—53.10 Lisbon ...

w00 22.95—22.97,

Brussels .49.80—51.10 Bombay .. .

Rome ..... +73.50—74.00  Calcutta ..28 1%d—2s.13,d,
Bexhin. ..., o000 165167 Hong Kong ceas 4;.—45.:’1:
Switzerl; X W Iniver rmm;z 7ad.—2s,
Amsbermmgﬁgpmvgn nghai ... 58.10d.—6s.2d.
Chfistiania BLIS2EA: - Rie -, ..t .16 Y6

1. —60%d.
12V4ad.

Stockholm. . ....1830-18.36 Buenos Aires 60
Conenhacen . 235523 60 Valnaraiso 52
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St. Andrew’s House, 32 to 34 Holborn Viaducy
and 3 St. Andrew Street Holborn Circus, E.c, )
" TELEPHONE ; CITY 4963,

Sunday Times
‘ 186 Strand, W.C.2, c
 Cutting from issue dased 1927

An Oscar Wilde Poem,
Sir,—In 4 review of Mp, B A, Ward’s
*“ Recollectiong of a Savage » your reviewer
refers to q story in the book about Oscar Wilde
writing g, Poem in praige of the charms of
* Little Sally,” an artist’s model.  «
the Balcony,” (he boem in question, which ~
egins,
O beautify] star with the crimson mouth !
O moon with the brows of gold !
Was, published in the Shakespearean Show
ook, in aid of the Chelsea Hospital for
Women, in May, 1884. In the Pay Mall
Gazette, June 3, 1884, a Parody of the poem
appeared, !
Beautifu] star with the crimson lips
And  flagrang, daffodil hair,
and it wag stated that the Poem (not the
parody, apparently) ¢ yaq origiua]ly conceived -
=9 a8 an address to Miss Ellen Terry, on her de-
I' Parture for Amepicy,’’ It would he intcresting
| to know which of the two aseriptions ig correct,
| .In an unauthoriseq American edition of
| Wilde’s ““ Pogmg * (New York, 1907) the:two
| stanzas of the Pall’ May Gazette parody are
f given as part of de’s original poem, which,
* for reasoy ' we are i
Jdivulge i i
~—a curious ] y
| Part of the ed; h 1 H - Richard
Le Gallienne, STUART MASON,
/ Abercorn Place, N.W.
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DURRANT'S PRESS CUTTINGS

St. Andrew’s House, 32 to 34 Holborn Viaduc:
and 3 St. Andrew Street Holborn Circus, E.C. )
TELEPHONE ; CITY 4963.

Sunday Times
186 Strand, W.C.2.
Cutting from issue dated 1927

An Oscar Wilde Poem.
Sir,—In a review of Mr. E. A. Ward’s
““ Recollections of a Savage ” your reviewer
refers to a story in the book about Oscar Wilde
writing a poem in praise of the charms of
* Little Sally,” an artist’s model.  *“ Under
the Balcony,” the poem in question, which
begins,
O beautiful star with the crimson mouth!
O moon with the brows of gold!
was, published in the Shakespearean Show
Book, in aid of the Chelsea Hospital for
Women, in May, 1884. 1In the Pall Mall
Glazette, June 3, 1884, a parody of the poem
appeared,
Beautiful star with the crimson lips
And flagrant daffodil hair,
and it was stated that the poem (not the

parody, apparently) * was originally conceived

—————— as an address to Miss Ellen Terry, on her de-
| parture for America.”’ It would be interesting
| to know which of the two ascriptions is correct,

In an unauthorised American edition of

Wilde’s ¢ Poems ** (New York, 1907) the:two

stanzas of the Pall Mall Gazette parody are

| given as part of Wilde’s original poem, which,
| * for reasons which we are not af liberty to

{ divalge, it was deemed wiser to reconstruct >’

| —a -curious lapse of literary judgment on the

L he, edi NGbrapyiine. Richard
2019'03'4‘@81}@!%@5%%‘%”“%‘&RT%%ASON.
| Abercorn Place, N.W. :




OLD HIGHGATE.

‘ A cITY set upon a hill,
‘ Whose steep and devious ways
N\

Amid the rush of life keep still
The charm of by-gone days.

Another thirty years perchance,
Ere builders shall deface,

And sweep away the old romance
With miles of common-place :

: *Till then this wooded northern height
Will treasure many a name

That history has not ceased to write
Upon the roll of Fame.

i | Here Francis Earl of Verulam

e | Closed upon earth his eyes,

i | To know the mysteries hidden from
! The learned and the wise.

i R

And here stands Mistress Ireton’s room,
Where one can fancy now

That Milton’s music chased the gloom
From Cromwell’s rugged brow.

¥ i 2 1

i a8 Down Highgate Hill the merry king

& | Rode on, and did not fail

To hold carouse and revelling
With ill-starred Lauderdale.

Here Andrew Marvel rose betimes

! ¥ And spent his happiest hours
3 5] Weaving his quaint conceits and rhymes
i % : e Amid his garden flowers. »
k
1 il . . .
f }' f 1 And with the advancing tide of years
| & Dawns yet a halcyon time, % .

When many a famous name appears—
The Poets in their prime. 4

Here came the brightest wits from town ;
Those trees the grove that front

Perchance saw Shelley strolling down z
‘And chattering with Leigh Hunt. &

*Tis more than seventy years ago,
And in these very streets,

That Coleridge pacing to and fro
Came face to face with Keats.

"Twas here Blake laboured and complained ;

And yonder you may sc€
Where Mrs. Barbauld entertained
" |
*

Fine company to tea!

Here authors opened friendly doors ;
And reminiscence blends
The Baillies and the Hannah Mores, 5
The Howitts and their friends. 3 g

i §
4

And last, distinct from all the rest,
What pleasant memories rise
Of Lamb with his fantastic jest, |
And strange pathetic eyes! - { J

Still Highgate keeps a nameless charm
"Mid modern jar and fret,

A touch of subtle old-world calm
Is lingering round it yet.

And though the rising tide assails,
. The brave old Suburb stands, o
And still defends its hills and dales ”
From eager, grasping hands.

f? Long may it guard its storied past—
{ Long may it hold its sway

i Against the great Iconoclast,
The builder of to-day!
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OLD HIGHGATE.

A city set upon a hill,
Whose steep and devious ways
Amid the rush of life keep still
The charm of by-gone days.

Another thirty years perchance,
Ere builders shall deface,

And sweep away the old romance
With miles of common-place :

'Till then this wooded northern height
Will treasure many a name

That history has not ceased to write
Upon the roll of Fame.

Here Francis Earl of Verulam
Closed upon earth his eyes,

To know the mysteries hidden from
The learned and the wise.

And here stands Mistress Ireton’s room,
Where one can fancy now

That Milton’s music chased the gloom
From Cromwell’s rugged brow.

Down Highgate Hill the merry king
RJiss i t ﬁ&@

To hold carouse ag&&gﬁ rary
With ill-starred Lauderdale.



Here Andrew Marvel rose betimes
And spent his happiest hours
Weaving his quaint conceits and rhymes
Amid his garden flowers.

And with the advancing tide of years
Dawns yet a halcyon time,

When many a famous name appears—
The Poets in their prime.

Here came the brightest wits from town;
Those trees the grove that front

Perchance saw Shelley strolling down
‘And chattering with Leigh Hunt.

*Tis more than seventy years ago,
And in these very streets,

That Coleridge pacing to and fro
Came face to face with Keats.

»Twas here Blake laboured and complained ;
And yonder you may see

Where Mrs. Barbauld entertained
Fine company to tea!

Here authors opened friendly doors ;
And reminiscence blends

The Baillies and the Hannah Mores,
The Howitts and their friends.

And last, distinct from all the rest,
‘What pleasant memories rise

Of Lamb with his fantastic jest,
And strange pathetic eyes!

Still Highgate keeps a nameless charm
"Mid modern jar and fret,

A touch of subtle old-world calm
Is lingering round it yet.

And though the rising tide assails,
The brave old Suburb stands,
And still defends its hills and dales

From eager, grasping hands.

Long may it guard its storied past—
Long may it hold its sway
Against the great Iconoclast,
The builder of to-day!
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