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	Teenager Talks Tommyrot Two
 
Teenager Talks Tommyrot is back and is more pointless than never. Do you wish know of the characters in Measure for Measure repressing their feelings? Probably not. Do you want to develop your understanding of Pompeian houses? I doubt it. 
This book contains only true facts except when it contains my opinion. The facts are pointless and won’t help in life. But read on anyway, It’s a free book afterall.
 

Angelo, Isabella, Claudio and the duke are equally guilty of repressing their true natures and intentions in the first three acts. How far do you agree?
 
In all of Shakespeare’s plays there are 3 dimensional characters that are not all that they first seem. The characters in Measure of Measure are no exception. They are all guilty of hiding and repressing their true nature, however some are guiltier of concealing themselves than others.
 
Angelo is the character that most obviously has repressed his true nature. Angelo has no understanding of love or lust having never experienced these emotions himself. ‘When men were fond, I smil’d, and wondered how.’ This quote shows that when men felt love or lust, Angelo would feel nothing and puzzle over what the other men were emotionally experiencing. Angelo is guilty of repressing his sexual emotions. 
At the start of the play Angelo doesn’t seem human, ‘a man whose blood is the very snow-broth; one who never feels.’ In this quote Angelo is described as cold blooded, and unemotional. Lucio who says the quote is describing Angelo as dead, his blood is cold and he is unable to feel anything, emotional or physical.
As the play goes on it quickly becomes apparent that Angelo is human and does have the emotional capacity to experience lust. Angelo had repressed his sexual emotions to such an extent that, that when they resurface he doesn’t understand what he is emotionally experiencing, ‘What do I love her’ Angelo doesn’t know what lust is and so assumes that he must be experiencing love.
Angelo also becomes aware that he has a human side that is no different form anyone else’s, ‘Blood, thou art Blood’, This quote is Angelo recognising that despite outward appearance, within in us all is human nature, with it’s sexual desires.
Angelo’s lack of sexual feeling and sudden switch to being consumed by lust, makes him a less believe able character, as it is unlikely that anyone could live well into their adult life before experiencing lust.
In the first act Angelo also hides his desire for power, he flatters the Duke, ‘Now my good lord,’ and pretends to be modest, ‘Let there be some more tests made of my metal.’
I think that Angelo is defiantly guiltier of repressing his true nature than Claudio, as Claudio shows his sexual side. However Angelo and Isabella are as guilty as each other as the both repress any sexual feeling. 
 
It could be argued that Angelo didn’t actually repress his sexual emotions at all. Angelo is attracted to Isabella partly because she is a ‘virtuous maid’ and it is quite possible that Angelo had never encountered an attractive, innocent girl before. This would mean that he didn’t repress his feelings. He never experienced lust because he always wanted some one innocent, and before Isabella had never met a girl of innocents and virtue. 
 
Isabella is just as guilty of repressing her true nature as Angelo. Like Angelo we are led to believe that Isabella has lived her life without experiencing lust or love. 
However Lucio (a character that seems to know allot about other characters) greets Isabella with ‘Hail virgin, if you be so’, Lucio is questioning whether or not she is a virgin. He could have knowledge that Isabella isn’t actually a virgin. Isabella also says ‘ but rather wishing a more strict restraint’ suggesting that the rules aren’t strict enough and that they need to be stricter to stop her from breaking them.
I think that Isabella is pretending to more innocent than she is. During her second meeting with Angelo, Angelo does make it clear that he desires her. However Isabella takes along time to understand what Angelo is saying. Angelo says to Isabella ‘either you are ignorant, or seem so crafty,’ Angelo is unsure whether Isabella is pretending to be ignorant or actually is.
It could be argued that Isabella is innocent and has never experienced love or lust. Because Isabella has spent much of life in a nunnery, the strict life and religious teachings could have made her repress her feelings. Much like Angelo she repressed them so much that she no longer experiences them.
I think that Isabella isn’t innocent, she keeps her true feelings hidden but she is aware of their existence. An Isabella that isn’t innocent is also a more believe able, three-dimensional character.
Isabella is also guilty of repressing other emotions. She doesn’t feel any empathy toward Claudio, who is to be executed. She believes that Claudio’s crime should be punished by death. This means that she is almost as big a monster as Angelo, however she is not a hypocrite like Angelo. 
It is also strange that Isabella things nothing of sending Mariana, in her place to sleep with Angelo. Isabella is shown to be shellfish she cares not whether others go to heaven or hell. All she cares about is that she doesn’t go to hell.
Isabella and Angelo are equal guilty of repressing their true natures however I think that Isabella knows that she still has her true nature within her where as Angelo has forgotten that he has a human side.
 
The Duke is guiltiest of hiding his intentions. Even after three acts it is unclear why he left Angelo in charge. It is possible that he knew Angelo would be strict and would rid the town of its prostate problem. The Duke would then return to a city with no crime and his return would be popular with the people after the harsh rule of Angelo.  This would make the Duke arrogant, he doesn’t want to be seen as the bad guy and so will let Angelo be the one that is hated.
It is also possible that the Duke is trying to teach Angelo a lesson and show Angelo that being strict and harsh isn’t always the best way to go. He may also want to you Angelo that he is just as human as the rest of us. This shows that Duke is very will to risk peoples lives just to teach some one a lesson. The Duke doesn’t seem to value the lives of his people very highly.
The Duke isn’t shown to have a sexual side. But he is presented as the most balanced character. In the first scene of the play, the Duke speaks of love and terror as a pair, ‘Lent him our terror, dress’d him with our love’ This quote shows that the duke believes that a balanced personality is important and that all humans have the capacity for both good and evil. This balanced personality does make the Duke a very believe able and human character.
It isn’t clear what the duke thinks of sex out of marriage, ‘it is too general a vice, and severity must cure it’ the Duke may think that strict punishments are needed and the sex out of marriage is a crime or he could be saying what a friar at the time would have been expected to say. 
The Duke is also guilty of hiding his identity and spying on people. However the duke believes that he is doing it for the greater good and so is allowed to break rules. This makes the duke a hypocrite because of his powerful position he is affectively the law yet he breaks rules, such as pretending to be a friar. Because the Duke is in disguise he repress his true views and plays the role of a friar. ‘take him to prison, officer,’ here the Duke forgets that he is meant to be a friar and starts to give instructions that he doesn’t, as the friar, have the power to give.
Also the Duke is able to show his emotions more as a friar than as the duke. As the Duke his emotions are repressed but as the friar we see his emotional side. ‘Fie, sirrah, a bawd, a wicked bawd!’ this is the duke expressing his anger as the friar.
The Dukes disguise reduces his power but allows him to release his repressed feelings. 
 
Claudio is the least guilty of the fourth characters. He does repress his fear of death and pretends to almost look forward to it ‘I will encounter darkness as a bride’. However he later shows that he is really afraid of death, ‘death is a fearful thing’.
Claudio doesn’t repress his true nature like the other three characters. He expresses his love and as a result he is to be executed. Claudio is the most human character, he is shown to experience fear and love, where as the other characters hide their emotions.
 
In conclusion I do not agree that all the characters are as guilty as each other. However Angelo and Isabella are as guilty as each other because they both repress their sexual emotions. The Duke is also a very secretive character and while he doesn’t repress his emotions as much, he is guilty of hiding his intentions. Claudio is the least guilty he lets his lust show from the begging, in the eyes of both Angelo and Isabella, Claudio needed to repress his true nature more. 
 

What can we learn of the life of the wealthy inhabitants of Pompeii from their houses?
 
The houses of wealthy, tell us much about the life of wealth citizen of Pompeii.
Wealthy people were obsessed with showing of there wealth. The house of the faun for example has many huge windows allowing all to see the wealth within. Windows weren’t usually large. Most ordinary houses would have had a few smaller windows but those that could afford it often used much larger windows. The people of Pompeii liked to feel that they were living outside, large windows were key to creating this outside feel. Larger windows allowed more light into the house making the house far less dark and gloomy. Also large windows meant better air circulation. A house with better air circulation would smell better and feel cleaner. Thus making it a better place to live.
Large windows weren’t the only method used to show of create a living with nature feel. All of the larger rich houses in Pompeii had a courtyard in them that was used as a garden. These gardens were usually surrounded by a peristyle which again showed off your wealth as columns were expensive. Pompeii didn’t really have any green areas in it. The courtyard in ones house was the only place that the stone enclosed city of Pompeii could be escaped. Most wealthy citizens spent a lot of money decorating their gardens. This suggest that the wealthy had a lot of spare time and so spent a lot of time relaxing in the garden. Rooms that came of the peristyle would be well light because of the light coming in from the garden.
The size of your house was very important. Lots of the houses in Pompeii were only a few rooms. However houses such as the House of the Faun and the House of Vettii were much larger. The House of the Faun filled a whole insula. Because the houses of Pompeii are built packed together in insulars the only way to extend your house is to buy some or all of your neighbours house. This makes extensions very expensive and so only the wealthy could afford to do it.
The decoration inside your house was another way of showing of your wealth. In houses such as the House of the Faun and the House of Vettii almost every room is decorated with wall paintings or mosaics. Mosaics would contain thousands of pieces and would require a specialist to make, this made them very expensive. Wall painting were also expensive as the wall had to be covered in a white plaster before painting could begin. Paintings and Mosaics were also used by the wealthy to show off there knowledge. The own of the house would request what the painting or mosaic would show. When entertaining guest the owner would be expected to talk about the decoration in their house. This meant that the house owner would have to have the knowledge required to talk about their decoration. Often the decoration depicted scenes from Greek/Roman mythology and so by talking about the decoration to house owner would be showing off that they had a high level of education.
The decoration was changed often. It was considered fashionable to have all your paintings done in the newest style. Updating your wall paintings was expensive and only the wealth could afford to do. Most the rich houses in Pompeii are decorated in the fourth style. Having the latest paintings would show off your wealth and show people how modern and with the times you were.
Wealthy houses also had large sections set aside as slave quarters. This suggests that rich people in Pompeii didn’t have to work or maintain the houses everything was done for them by slaves. The house of the Vettii had an upstairs section set aside for slaves. The second smaller atrium would also have been predominantly used by slaves.
Rooms upstairs were always either small storage rooms or rooms for slaves. This is because earthquakes were common in Pompeii and so that they could escape the building easily the house owners would spend all their time on the ground floor. Slaves that weren’t considered important enough would probably sleep upstairs.
Lots of the wealthy houses had rooms that opened up onto the street. These rooms could be run by a slave as a shop or rented out to others. Either way these rooms earned to house owner more money. The house of Vettii doesn’t have rooms that open onto the street. This is perhaps because the owners felt no need to add to their wealth. 
The house of the Faun has a bathroom. However most houses, even the rich houses, didn’t have one. This shows that the rich wealthy citizens were more than happy to use the public baths with the common poor people. Rich and poor people would also happily live next to each other. There aren’t richer or poorer areas in Pompeii.
Wealthy houses such as the House of the Faun had a kitchen. Kitchens weren’t common in Pompeii most people would eat at the local bar or collect food from the local bar to eat at home. Most people would have lunch some where near where they work and their evening meal on the way home. Many of the seriously rich wouldn’t have needed to leave the house because they had slaves. So that they didn’t have to leave the house for lunch they built a kitchen in there house. The kitchen was also usually on the peristyle so that any smoke produced by the cooking could escape and not be trapped in the house.
The Lararium was also often in the atrium. This was so that the entire house hold including slaves could gather round it. The need for such a large space suggest that quite a lot of people lived in each house. The Lararium was also be the entrance of the house so that you could make a quick prayer when exiting or entering the house.
 

I’ve Been There
 
Despite all the moaning about the lack of money the tourism industry continues to grow. In 2011 there were 983 million international tourist visits that’s a 4.9% rise from the 940 million in 2010. Some countries experienced huge rises in the number of visiting tourist. Spain rose 7.6% from 52.7million to 56.7million. Mean while Turkey experienced a rise of 8.7% from 27million to 29.3million.
The most popular tourist destination in the world is actually France. In 2011 79.5million people visited France for reasons that escape me.
 
I’ve been to France on at least 16 occasions and it has yet to really impress me. Of course I would rather go to France than stay at home, the weather is better, the food is cooked so much better and despite what most people think snails and frog’s legs aren’t that bad. 
Food really is a high light of France. The food is of only high quality and the chief really knows what he is doing. This great food can be rather pricey but it’s worth it. It’s far better than the cheap food found across the pond in the U.S.A which just happens to be the second most popular tourist destination with 62.3 million visitors in 2011.
As well as food France has got a lot of history, yet another think America hasn’t got. Walking round Amphitheatres built by the romans almost 2000 years ago never fails to amaze. And it’s not just the romans. France has got hundreds of small medieval villages as well as more impressive fortified cities such as Mont St Michel. I’m sorry Britain but St Michael Mount just doesn’t compare to the French Mont St Michel.
France also has beaches. In the South on the Mediterranean coast there are warm watered beaches with small ripples. Perfect for being lazy and enjoying the sun. But further North on the Atlantic coast there are mountainous waves perfect for body boarding or suffering beginners.
France way not impress me but perhaps that’s because I’m a regular. Those of you looking to escape this summer don’t right of France just because it’s our neighbour.

‘Belfast Confetti’ and ‘At the Border, 1979’
 
Both poems explore the desire to escape conflict but they use different tones to describe and present that desire to escape. The escape in ‘At the Border, 1979’ is slow paced and calm. The calmness of the situation is highlighted by the mother’s speech to her child. This speech creates calmness through the use of words such as ‘beautiful’ ‘kinder’ and ‘cleaner’ none of which are aggressive of suggestive of action and events.  ‘Belfast Confetti’ is far from calm. Use of words such as ‘suddenly’ ‘exclamation’ and ‘explosion’ highlight the speed of the poem, suggesting that the narrator is in a state of panic. Lists are also used a lot in ‘Belfast Confetti’ to ensure that the frantic pace of the poem continues throughout thus bringing the narrators panic even more to the reader’s attention. The lists such as ‘Nuts, bolts, nails, car-keys.’ in the poem contain brief details, these contrast with the longer slower detailed descriptions such as ‘the autumn soil continued on the other side with the same colour, the same texture’ in ‘At the Border, 1979’. These longer descriptions highlight the peace in ‘At the Border, 1979’. 
 
‘At the Border, 1979’ has an unusual perspective for a poem focused on conflicts.  Conflict poems tend to feature men and less women and child because of the historically much smaller role during times of conflict. The men also tend to be heroic even in poems that a critical of the nature of war. ‘At the Border, 1979’ is from the perspective of a young child that hasn’t been directly effected by the war although the line ‘Now our mothers were crying’ suggests that she is fatherless.  The young girls innocents provides an unusual perspective of the border as she views it as insignificant ‘it rained on both sides of the chain’ showing that she sees both sides as the same. 
‘Belfast Confetti’ also has an unusual perspective partially because it is unclear of the narrator’s part in events. ‘Why can’t I escape’ suggests that narrator is running possibly after committing a crime. The earlier line, ‘Nuts, bolts, nails, car-keys. A fount of broken type and the explosion’ suggests that there has been bomb. This means that the narrator may actually be the villain providing an unusual perspective, this idea is supporter further by ‘every move is punctuated’ suggesting that he had an escape plan but it isn’t working. 
It is also possible that the narrator is simply an ordinary person caught up in events. The loss of punctuation and structure by the end of the poem could represent how the narrator is no longer in control and isn’t thinking possibly because he has been caught up in the events happening around him.
 
Military figures are in both poems ‘Belfast Confetti’ has the riot squad and in  ‘At the Border, 1979’ there are the border guards.  In both poems these authority military figures are presented in a negative light. In ‘At the Border, 1979’ the guards a strict and ruin the narrators sister’s fun ‘The border guards told her off’. The use of the plural ‘Border Guards’ suggest that the guards have no individuality and identity thus suggesting that they aren’t quite human. The authorities figures in ‘Belfast Confetti’ also lack identity and a referred to simple as the ‘riot squad’. ‘Squad’ does suggest they are a team which is positive but being a ‘riot squad’ makes them sound like harsh enforcers of the law which is often view in a negative light. In both poems the military figures are preventing the escape of the narrators. However in ‘Belfast Confetti’ these figures are actively preventing his escape where as in ‘At the Border, 1979’ the guards don’t act against the escapees possibly because they are patient and aren’t trying to force an escape like the narrator in ‘Belfast Confetti’.
 
There is a suggestion in both poems that conflict is man made and unnatural. ‘an asterisk on the map’ in ‘Belfast Confetti’ shows how conflict isn’t natural. A map is an artificial representation of the world and an asterisk is also not natural and represents conflict. The asterisks could also represent the explosion hinted at in previous lines, as an asterisk does share the same shape in many ways as an explosion. 
In ‘At the Border, 1979’ conflict is shown to be a natural by the ‘thick iron chain’. The chain is clearly a man made unnatural object. The chain divides the land suggesting that conflict is separating and destroys the world. The unnaturalness of the chain contrast with the natural land surrounding  it this highlights that conflict is unnatural and that it is brought into the world my man.
 

Was the work women did in the war the most important reason why they were given the vote in 1918?
 
There were many reasons why women got the vote in 1918. The work of the suffragettes and the suffragist was very important.
The campaign of the suffragist before World War I was very important to women being given the vote in 1918.  Rallies and mass processions such as the ‘Mud March’ in 1907 showed that there was allot of support for women suffrage. Over 3,000 women took part in the procession in London showing much support for female suffrage. This made people consider giving them the vote, as it is hard to convince yourself that your right when so many oppose your viewpoint.  The NUWSS held several rallies in 1908 they teamed up with the suffragettes and organised a massive rally. Neither of these rallies convinced Herbert Asquith (the Prime Minster) to given women they vote but it would have won some support with the public and probably attracted more women to join the campaign thus increasing the chance of gaining the vote. 
The suffragist believed in a peaceful campaign and so they would hand out leaflets rather than smash windows and argue with MPs rather than threaten or harass them. This peaceful campaign may have won them allot of support as a main argument against women being given the vote it that they are to emotional, not organised and irresponsible. Through out their campaign the suffragist showed that they could do things sensibly and responsibly.  They also showed that they were more than capable of organising their own campaign. Also by not resorting to violence the suffragists proved themselves able to control their emotions. Thus proving a main argument against them wrong and incorrect.
 
The suffragettes were contrasting to the suffragists. Where as the suffragists campaign was peaceful the suffragettes was more extreme and often violent. The suffragettes often smashed windows, chained them selves to railings, harassed misters and disrupted elections and political meetings. Their campaign kept their cause relevant and important ensuring that the government was always thinking about female suffrage. But apart from keeping the cause in the minds of the public and Politicians their campaign did nothing else to win support.
The suffragists felt that their violent campaign was making the government hostile and so not winning any support. 
The suffragette campaign was showing women as irresponsible and emotional thus helping to prove one of the main points against human suffrage correct.  The death of Emily Davison in 1913 did win support and sympathy amongst the public but by 1914 the public was firmly against the suffragettes resulting in all women being banned from art galleries and museums.
 
Work done during the war was also an important factor. The suffragist supported the war effort and used their campaigning skills to win support for the war and convince men to go to. Propaganda played a key part in winning support for the war. Despite being supportive of the war the suffragist were against conscription as well as the giving out of white feathers to those men not going to war. They also set up an employment register that allowed women to the fill the jobs left by the men that went to war. Training schools were set up to teach the women the skills required to do the jobs previously done by men. Notting hill for example trained women to be welders. Hospitals with all female doctors were set up on the front lines. Thus proving that women could take part in the defence of the country which proves the argument ‘women don’t fight wars and so shouldn’t have a say if we go to war or not’ incorrect. Through out the war the Suffragist continued to sign petitions and hold meetings keeping the pressure on the government.
The suffragettes also helped during the war. They teamed up with the government and convinced women to go to work and men to go to war. They became very patriotic and want the right to serve. They were strong supporters of conscription and hand out white weathers to those not in uniform to single them out as cowards. 
 
Women’s work during the war may have won them the vote as they did all they could to support the war effort. They should themselves as patriotic organised and sensible and they played a key role in wining the war.
 
Some historians claim that the work done in the war was not important. Reforms to voting needed to be done after the war so that returning soldiers would still have the right to vote. This need for reform meant that women could be given the vote without the law being rewritten just for them.  Also the Government was afraid that if women were not given the vote the suffragettes would begin their campaign again. Many men had changed their minds and wanted to give women the vote. The war provided an excuse to give women the vote allowing politicians to change their minds without looking stupid.
 
In conclusion, I think that the most important reason for women getting the vote in 1918 was the need to reform the voting system. 
The reasons for this are that change was needed and so it was the perfect time to include women right to vote in the reforms. Also I believe that the were many supporters of female suffrage that never showed their support and the rewriting of a people could allow them to show support previously hidden.

The Journey of a Man
 
It was a man much like me that visited on that lonely cold December night. The rain was flowing from the heavens and sleeping on the earth below. My reading had long since grown dry, for it answered no questions and now it lay forgotten. My mind had began its wondering through the forest of thought. When it’s search was interrupt by the thud of metal on wood.
The man asked to spend the night. In need of company I was and so in he came. His clothes more water that fabric. At my table he sat, eating my soup and my bread while I searched for a change of clothes. Along black robe hidden at the back of the wardrobe was all I could find. It would have to do. And so I returned to my guest to enjoy his company.
Eventually my curiosity took the reigns and questions began to flow. I asked what he was doing out that night. 
‘Searching’ was his reply. A reply that failed to satisfy the hunger of my curiosity and so more questions followed. 
 
‘Searching for what? What have you lost?’ I asked my inquisitiveness showing through the mask that was my face. There was a pause. And then a sigh as the man bowed his head and said with ashamed pride.
 
‘I’m searching for faith.’ This was not an expected answer and so silence followed it, while my mind sought for the next question. Shadows danced on the walls and flames battled in the fire. Outside the crown of my hawthorn tree pirouetted in the intense winds. Time paused for a second that seemed to last for ever and finally the bonds of the silence were broken. But not by me.
 
‘I have walked from north to south, east to west and still I have found nothing and still I walk on in hope that my thirst shall be appeased.’ He said these words as though recited. Clearly this conversation was part of the norm for him.
 
‘You have walked far and found nothing does that not suggest that your methods are wrong or your search is in vain. How does a walk to nowhere help find that which you seek?’ an expression of surprise flashed across his face. This was uncharted territory for us both. 
 
‘In every walk with nature a man receives far more than he seeks,’ Spoke the man with wisdom twinkling brightly in his eye.  We spoke no more. The clock ticked each second faster than the last. Tiredness tightened its grip around me and soon I had not the energy to resist. Sleep beckoned and I followed.
 
The following morning was no different to the night before. The rain was still plummeting and the puddles that slept on the roads had grown into seas.  Despite the weather the man of the night before had gone. His bed unused. His soup bowl, still full to the brim, lying cold on the table. All that remain of night before was a note of thank you and some kind words of wisdom. Do not go where the path may lead, go instead where is no path and leave a trail.
 
These words I followed until I walked with three legs.  Never once on my travels did I find the belief I so dearly desired but on I walked hoping that there was purpose in my never-ending pursuit of faith. 
And now my journey nears it’s end and still my fields are only half sown. I sleep with fear that the sun will not wake me and live through my memories hoping to see something that I missed before.
 

To Conclude
For those of you that have made it this far I offer you my congratulations for battling through to the end. You are the sorts of people that will make it far in life with your strong will, determination and the ability to read complete tommyrot. Now all you have to do is wait an entirety for the next Teenager Talks Tommyrot  and see if you survive that as well.
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