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. April 15,1967 Ll

Since the last report on Soclety affalrs and hapw
penings of intersst to our members, there has been some limited activity,
not startling, but nonetheless welcome to those of us who have besn
prodding and urging members to show sone outward and visible signs of life,

Ar. Carlston Healy, a member in Grosse Pointe, Michigan, wrote an ex.
celient and scholarly skit in blank verse entltled "Sonnet 29%, which
was produced and presented by "Thsg Players® of Detroit, in their owWn
theatre on Dec. 3rd 1966. This touched on the relationship of Queen
Elizabeth and the HEarl of Oxford, and told ths story of the “hoax"..
within tha scope of proper poetis and dramatic license- of the selection
of the "Stratford Stooge" to distract the public and serva as a ®red
herring“to conceal the raal author's identity. This was enthugiastically
recelved by the audience, and so much intersst shown, that Mr, Healy
arranged to have about 400 of our "flyers® Oxford as Shakespea mailed
out to all of the Players Club members with thelr Lecember bulletin,

in the New York area group, which has been dormant for some tims,
there is now a stirring, Mr. and Mrs. Andrew J. Charles, enthusiastic
nembers formerly of Dayton, Ohio, recently moved to Fort Lee, New Jersey,
They secured a list of New York area members and invited all of them to
mset at thalr home one evening in Harch, gat acquainted, and make plans
to further tha Oxford cause., This was a success, and out of it came an
offer from Mies Marianne Everett, who owns a private school at 39 E, 75th
St, to make available an auditorium for future meetings. Advantage was
taken of Migs Everettte generoslity, and an April maeting was hsld at 8:00
p.m, on Apr, lO0th. Between forty and fifty members and guests attsnded.
#rs, Dorothy Ogburn, and the President of the Soclety made brf? talke,
The audisnce was interested and responsive and six new memberé‘joined the
Soclety, Another meeting is planned for May. There may be some good reason
why our membere in other lecamlities cannot follow this example, but such
does not occur to the writer, off«hand, ,

All new members who have joinad sines Jen, 1st, have received, in ad-
dltion to our usual literature, a copy of%Edward de Vere, the 17th Earl
of Uxford, The Real Shakespeare" by Wm. Kent and Uthers, These were pur-
chased from our sister soclety in England, We think this particularly
valuable for beginnsrs, a sort of Prémer, which gives a good, though con-
densed,account of Mr., John T, Looneyts basic contribution, nay, discovsry
and identification of ths resl Shakespeare. We have now obtained an ade
ditional eupply, by slow surface mail, and are mailing a copy to all of
our members who have not yet received it. We commend 1t to you, and suge
gest you lend it freely to your sceptic, or agnostic, friends. Hr., Kent
has been dead scmetime, and when he wrote thie, did not have availablie
some of the later research of our secholars, If the writer may, for the
nonce, assume the role of a reviewer, it is suggested that the quotation
from Othello on page 8, while undoubtedly full of pereonal overtones of
the author and his relations with his first wife, may more probably be
related to events of tha year 1585, instead of L574, when Oxford fled
to the continant, and came back a little later with his frisnd Bedingrfield.
In Aug, 1585 Quesn Elizabeth entsred into a treaty with the States«len.
eral in which she undertook to maintain 5000 foot and 1000 horse during
ths continuancs of the war, Col, Norris was to cammand the Fleld Amy and
the Earl of Uxford was appointed General of Horee(cavalry). Norris sailed
for Holland on Aug, 24th, Ths Earl's Guard landed on on Aug, 28th, and the
farl himself on the 29th, In October the English took the offensive and
captured Amhem. from the Spanish. To quote Har&;"Ieicester's appearance
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at this point le interssting., It would seem thsat as soon ae Oxford had
left for Holland on Aug. 29th, a scheme had been eet onn foot by Leicester
and his party tc eupereede him, for on Sept 8th Waleingham had written to
Davideon that the Queen was talking of sending over Ma nobleman® to ad-
vise the States, Thle is curious in view of the fact that Lord Oxford

had only Jjuet gone; but once he had left the Court, there was nobody in
London to take his his, part except the Queen and Lord Burghley..,...A
bitter rfeud had always s¥isted between ths Norrie and Knowllys families,
and Leicsster, through his marriage with Lettice Knollys, had been drawn
into this quarrel®, lLeicestsr's influence no doubt caused the Queen to
rebuke, instead praise,Norris for his victory, Oxford was ordered hone,
The ship with his personal belonginge was captured by “pirates® about.
Oct, 14th, and Oxford lended in Englend on Oct, €lst, The day after Ox.
ford left for England, the Wueen signed Lelcester's Commiseion se lieu.
tenant General of the English forces in ths Low Countries, and in Nov.
smber Sir Phillp Sidnsy(Leisester's nsphew) was given the rank of Gen.
eral of the Horee, Leicester himself, later receivsd 8qually shabby
treatment from the GQueen, but that is another story.

Around Deo, 18gh, 66, our last News-Letter was mailed out to our
membere, streseing renewal of duee and the need for contrimtione of
money andfor gervicee eo the Soclety could conbime its work, A sglf-

addreeseslstamped envelope with renswal blank was enclosed With gach
- letter. The reeponse has been epotty., While it was a disadvantagetggo
to have these arrive with a spats of Christmss cards fronm friende and
purveyore; cn the other hand, as we are an Educational Foundation, and
all duee and contritutions are Iax~-deductible, 1t was hoped that some
of our more eubstantial members would take advantage of this before Dec,
31st; in other werde, divert some of thsir tax money to thelr Society, "
No soap! We have nmembers who are scholars, writere, researchers, and ;
epeakers, who are intsreeted in scholarship and reeearch, btut have very
little money. Others have money, tut are not interegsted in scholarshiy
or research, but apparently, only in more money, A little over 50% have
gent in thelr duee, A fgw who can bg, and have been, counted on the fing-
erg of one hand, inoreased their contributions substantiaslly, for which
ws ere grateful, Others sither lost ths envelopes in the Christmas rsh,
or lald them seide intending to attend to it later, and by now may have
forgotten entirely, To these we say PLEASE CHECK YOUR CHECKS FOR DEC.,
JAN., PFEB., MAR,, AND IF YOU DO NOT FIND ONE WITH THE SOCIETINS ENDORBSE-
MENT ON THE BACK, PLEASE LET US HEAR FROM YOU. We cannot run without
money and may we assure you that, though the headquartere, such ze they
are, are in Washington where all your neney goes, none of 1t is given to
ue, and the C. I. A, ie completely unaware of our exietence,

We would like to make the year of 1967 the one in which our Soolety,
conoentrating on reeearch, can come up with gerine manuscripts, with
genuine Shakespearean references and alluglions, in the Barl of Oxfords
own handwriting. Our research has found one euch, now in this country,
belleved by its owners to be gireca 1590, btut which we can prove to run
back te 1570 and 1580, Blank pages therein have what look like marginal
cemmente in handwriting reeembling Oxford's more than any other man of
that period. Samples of Oxfordts handwriting have been secured by your
Scclety, shewing hie handwriting at the age of 13, 21, 25, 30, forty
and 50 years cf age, While the ownsrs say they know nothing of the history
of this M3, or where 1t came from before 1959, ws have traced it back
to & sale in England in 1931, along with two other NMSS., known to have
bsen in the poeeesion of the Vere family. Certain internal clues therein
may lead us te a oache of other MSS, which might, repeat might, lead to
& genuine MS, of a play or eonnet in the author's own handwriting. Con-
trary te the academic claim that all MSS, have been thrown avway, we do
not believe it., There 1s a good chance that if one full year could be

epent in England in reeearch, history could be made. Tha Shakospeare Oxford Sociss
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Dear Fellow Members Shakespeare Oxford cocletys - :

Enclosed with this News-Lebter, but not a bart thereof, is skopy orf
%ﬁ official decision handed down by the highest court in Englend in 1964

t can be read profitably by all of our members, especially those who
are faint-hearted and, though believing in Uxford, are reiuctant to
speak up in Stratfordian, or mixed,company, lest they be swamped or
overwhelmed by the force of the facts and arguments the holders to
the Aubrey~Stratfordian Attribution, z %eult for the creduloug®(to
quote the noted scholar and antiquary bir. Walter Hart Blumenthal)
can use to silence and confuse them. It also goes to show that intel-
Ligent and informed persons in high places in Englend do believe there
is 'a "Shakespeare Authorship Question®; the weakness and paucity of
Rfacts® the orthodox can cite on their sides as well as an opinion
s to the value and inmportance of the type of research and investigation
in which your Society is now engaged.,

Becent Activities. _

On June 12, a meeting of some Soclety members and their friends was
held at iiss Everettts School on East 75th Street, New York City. _
Ar, Andrew J, Charles presided. A talk was glven by Hrs, Dorothy Ogburn,
Mrs, Hargaret Haxwell,an active Oxfordian of Plattsburgh, New ¥ork,
who recently Joined the Society, played a recording of two Elizabethan
songs she believes Lo have been written by Oxford, We are also informned
drs, Haxwell recently spoke to a group pf around 35 in Plattsburgh
on Shakespeare-Oxrford.

In Californis this spring, Mrs. John Crowley of Pasadena, California,
nade talks to two highschool history classes, She had been invited by :
one of the teachers, when she heard one of Mrs, Crowleyts sons say that
his mother believed Oxford was the resl Shakespeare. Hrs. Crowley pre-
pared some excellent comparative charts, as visual alds, and sent COD~
ies to her Society. o -

In the Detroit aream, #Hr., Carlton Healy arranged for an invitation
to be extended to the Society to furnish the speaker for the Grosse
Pointe lents Club Luncheon on October 24th., This hes been accepted,
de understand arcund 250 usually attend, We have learned, indirectly,
that the Bohemian Grove Club, intends to produce Hr, Healy?'s ®Sonnet
29%, mentioned in ocur Dec,1S5th News-Letter, at thelr famous resort
in the Redwoods north of San Francisco.

There may have been other activities of our members, but unless we
are advised of such, 1t is impossible to mention then,

On the research side, the pursuit of one Flizabethan manuscripts
wilth possible Shakespearean allusions, believed to have been in the
possesslon of the Vere family, took us from Washington to Celifornia,
to London, hack to California this June, only to learn the owner had
died suddenly of a heart attack in Uxford, England last 5_eptember.

His personal representative was most cooperative, and withdrew froa a
sarety~deposit box what was believed to be the object of our search.

1t turned out to be a book vrinted in 1605, valuabie enough, but not

the manuscript we were looking for. This suggested that all the MSS,

had been disposed of some time ago, Further investigation, and the
courtesy of a rare book end MSS dealer in the Bast, led to the discovery
that 1t had been sold in 1957 to an Eastern University. it was inspect- -
ed there and electro-print of it secured., It did have certain coded

numbers, as did another companion maruscript sold clres l932 wh%ch
may furnish a clue to the identity of ®the grand possessors"©, he
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next step is to follow this up, if time and finances permit. We
think this iz an important, if not the most importans, activity
the Socliety can engage in. '
Coincidentally, this month two letters were received by the
Soclety fron the presidents of two small educational foundations:
one on the Paclfic Coast, and the other on the Atlantic., Excerpts:
®inclosed is the Foundation's check for a Sustaining Voting
Membership in the Shakespeare Oxford Society. Thank you so much for
all the "goodies"™(brochures and our News-Hetters) you sent along.
They are most interesting, I shall forward some of your materisl
to various friends of mine and hope they, too, will be interested
enough to Jogoin, It was most pleasant to meet and talk with you,
and s%culd you get out this way again, please dont*t fail to call
Onus L I L I I B I
The other: " Gentlemen; Hmclosed you will find the Foundstionts
check for $100,00, This sum has been devoted by the directors as =
contribution to your activities for the present fiscal year. Although
this 1s in the nature of a no-strings-attached 2ift, the directors
wanted me to congratulate you on the research work done in HEngland
last year, and to suggest that if at all possible, this type of thing
should be encouraged on an ever increasing scgle by the Society,
Yours for scholarship and truth.%"' Both of these letters were signed
by the respective presidents ot the two foundstions.

ihe Shakespeare Oxford Soclety is & free association of its mem-
bers }olned together to promote or foster the purposes set forth in
its charter and by-~laws. No one has been conseripted or drafted, it
is a reasonable presumption that those who maintain thelr nembership
have faitth in the @3ford cause. Put that ig not enough. The Bible tells
us that faith without works is dead, and exhorts us to be doers of the
word, not sayers only. With a few honorable exceptions, from all out-
ward signs, most of our members are Micawbers, walting "“for gsomething
to turn up* to hasten the acceptance - of Oxford ss Shake-
Speare, and the rout of the orthodox Stratfordisns. This 1s ,0f course,
a plous wish, but"wishing won't make it so.®. If you are looking for
the mass conversion of the FEnglish Professors and #Biterary Critice,:
or their remunclation of William of Stratford, forget it?! They would
have to be born again., By "“something® most mean,or hope for, documentary
proof. It is a falr assumption that documents do exist which might be
persuasive, but wistful wishing that, like the clod in the poem, each
document 1s feeling a stir of might, sn instinct that reaches and towers,
and groping blindly before it for light, is going to elimb to a soul
in grass and flowers, is a bit unrealistic after nearly three hundred
years of linertness. Some of us believe that they will have to be dug
up, by lntelligent, persistent, and resourceful research, What can
you do to help? Dontt Let your membership participstion turn into a mere
spectator sport. ' :

Verily yours for E.Ver,

The Shabsspase Oxford Sociesy
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December, 11,1967

vear rellow ~embers Shakespeare Uxford Society:

¥his Hews-Letter has been held up, awalting the arrival from BEng-
Land of pamphlets containing sublect matter that should be of inter-
est to all our nembers, including a scholarly contribution from a
wenber of our Society. We cannot delay any longer for several com-
pelling reasons, not the least of which is the imninent increase in
postal rates. We are, however, enclosing a brochure-zlready on hang-
*On the Poems of Zdward de Vere® by niss Buth Wainewright, the Lib-
rarian of the Shakespeare aAuthorship Society, and coweditor of the
Shakespeare Authorship Heview, Some of ocur members think of Lord Ux-
ford only in connection with his probable authorship of "3hakespeares®
Works, and perhaps do not realize he was a lyric poet of the first
order, and recognized as such by his contemporaries and later critics
and scholars, ,

Lthe Society has received no reports of recent activities since our
last News-bLetter of July 27, other than the renewal of activity in
ingland during September in the search for genuine Oxford-Shakespeare
documents, in which measurable progress was amade, and the preparation
of a pamphlet; "Shakespeare, 4 Plea for Healism® by one of our most
dlstinguished scholars, which seems to have, to us, such merit snd
tlmliness, that plans are being nade to publish it as a brochure of
the Shakespeare Oxford Society, which can be distributed to ocur memn-
bers and contributors, as well as made available to others who show
interest in the matters discussed.The following paragraph is froa
the Nov, Newsletter of Senior HMen's Club of Grosse FPointe. (Mich.)

"Shakespeare and the Cardiff Glant®,

* ihe talk given by Mr. RICHAHRD C., HOENE, JR. President Shakespeare
Uxford Society%ﬁhey maintain headguarters in Washington, D.C,) was
certainly & "change of pace™ for 271 members and guests that were pres-
ent at the Uctober 24 luncheon-meeting. Those of us who are lLlterary
geniuses enjoyed the remarks, while those not sc inclined certainly
were enlightened about Uxford as Shakespeare. HR.HUHNE, a Washington
attorney proved by his remarks that he & literary authority, especlally
on Shakespeare. He went back more than 300 years-~1623 to be exacte-
when the first follio of Shakespeare!s plays was published with rather
amblguous and eguivocal implications in the prefatory poems and intro-
duction,.A four page printed pamphlet pubilshed by the Shakespeare
Oxford Soclety was provided each member that he would be better scghuaint-
ed by this broad controversial subject matter... 4 fitting invocation
vwas pronounced by TUM BOID, Introduction of the speaker was by CaARLETUN
(PIa) dRsLyY.w :

Enclosed with this News-letter 1s our annual notice for renewal of
dues and subscriptions, plus blank form and stanped self-addressed
envelope for renewal and enclosure of check. Some objection has been
made in the past that Deceaber 1s not the best time for these notices:
they may be mistaken for Christmas cards, bills, ete.,and be lest or
nisiaid; besides it 18 an added burden in the Christmas rush., It isg
agreed there is something to this, but 1t cannot be helped, and con=-
tributlions have to be made before Uec. 3lst to be tax~-deductible for
your report on 1967 income. It 1s going to take mors Than o [ittle
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effort to confuse a 6¥x9% manila envelope from Shakespeare Oxford Soc.,

carrying & L0 cent s3¥3wmp, marked FIKST CLASS, holding 2 blue brochure,

a News letter of two or more pages, plus a renewal blank,and stamped

envelope addressed to the Soclety, with an ordinary Christnas carg

or an advertisement. Writing a check, putting 1t in an envelope and

moistening the flap does entail some effort, but everything is reli-

tlve; especlally when compared with one person's having to compose a

News-Letter, type it out, take 1t to duplicator-printer. collect and

coliate the sheets, staple, fold, insert; address and stamp outer

envelope, molsten and ¢lamp, plus addressing and stamping enclosed

white envelope, each operation over a hundred times. Contenplating.

the two hardships leaves the writer with a dry eve and stili un-

wrung withers. For the 1nformation of our recent members who did not

recelve the Dec, 1967 News-Letter, a paragreph from it is reprinted here,
3. Notice of Dues. Enclosed is a asubseription blank for subseription or renewsl of dugs for
1967. We kmow it is less than a year since some of you joined and paid dues. Also it is more
than a year since some of you have pald dues. The Socclety has & card with each member's name
upon 1t with the amount and date of each payment. It is also entered in a book. Dues cover
a membership for one year K running from the first dste of payment, e.g.: Dec. &h-Dec. 55,
Feb. O5«Feb. 0O, July 66-July €7. Your dues are credited Tor one full year from the date due.
Pues are all we have 1o go on, or count on, in making plans. If we had an endowment or. subw
stantigl contributions, the dues could be reduced %o a nominal $2. or $3. annuelly, and a
campaign put on for a large membership. Right now think about giving & $5. membership or two,
to friends for Christmas. Send us the pames and, if you wish, we will send the notice of
membership and literature with your compliments.

lou may wonder what was the response to oufl July News-Letter; s plea pA
for active membership particlpatisn in what we, and the hlghest Court '
in &ngland, consider of great importance. It was so phenomenal that

1t ta hard to find words to describe 1ti that it either touched off

an avalanche of apathy, or inclted an iceberg of indifference.

Every s communication to our members has stressed that contributions
to our kducational Foundation are ifafe DEDUCTIBLE , If this has res-
istered at all, 1t has been with menbers who do not Pmess with" ins
cone taxes, or use the short form with standard deductions. For those
who know what rorm LO40 looks llke, we might as well have been giving
the gradations on the Baume, Beaufort, or Brineil scales. If you are
*dlscontented®~ to use an expression of Lord Uxfordts® with the way
your tax dollars are belng spent on sociaslistic boondoggles and frills,
and wish you could have some say about 1t; then here are gliad tidings?
LQU CalN® Zvery dollar contributed to your Scoiety, is one ieéss going
to the “Johnson aAdministration®, and is a legitimate deduction fron,
and a reduction of, your texable income. Your check L& a voucher re-
cognized by accountants and I.H.3. auditors. vur asnnual report to
the Treasury as an Income Tax ixenpt Foundatlion lists the names of
contributors of %100, or more. We willi =mail you a recelpt showing
1t was for a tax~exenpt corporation, for amounts of $50. and above,

: Verily yours for Z.Ver, )
Shakespeare Uxford Soclety, by dichard C, dHorne , Jr.

(Note. Ine views expressed and implied in the last varegraph are the
writerts own and do not represent those of any other officer, trustee,
or member. Hor are they & reflection »f hisg own private opinlons
necessarily, often being his way of trying to bring ocut the money

for his Soclety)

-\
X
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May 25, 1968

Dear Fellow-members Shakespearean Oxford Soclety, Inc.

An explapation is due for the delay In thls News-Letter, which can best be underw
stood by 2 relation of the events as set out below.

Late In January 1968, the two leading Washington papers, ""The Post'' and the !'"Even-
Ing Star’ published extracts from a "News-Letter! wiich Dr. Louls B. Wright, for over
twenty years the distinguished Dlrector of The Folger Shakespearean Library, sent to them
announcing his lmminent retirement. We were not privileged to see a copy of thls ''Newsw
Letter’ which was highly compiimented by both papers together with many encomlums on Its
author's scholarship and wit. From the extract which they both featured, namely: '‘Espec-
ially to my successor | happily bequeath all of those earnest, humorless, evangellstic
souls who want to convert others to the bellef that somebody else, almost anybody else,
wrote Shakespearefs plays. They wti] write him letters, send him telegrams, call in
person, and prove themselves the greatest bores since Job's friends gathered to comfort
that hapless man.", we assume It partook of the nature of an Arthurlan farewell to his
Paladins of the Knlghts of S$t. John {(Aubrey, not Hospltaller), or @ Parthlan shot at the
Paynlm, perhaps of both. Anyhow, It was a reafflrmation of the party 1ine on Oxfordlans
and lesser breeds without the Law, vlz; The Aubrey~Stratfordtan Attribution of the Author-
ship of Shakespeare’s Plays, Is not now, nor never has been doubted or challenged by sane,
titerate or informed persons., This dogma Is presumably binding on any successor,

Mr. Chariton Ogburn, Jr. wrote Dr. Wright a sharp, personat, letter taking excep-
tion to this latest example of his tactle In a controversy, and offering to substantlate
hls charges in a debate, In any forum, or the pages of any periodical or book. Coples
of his letter were sent to both papers, several perlodicals, and to our Soclety. Later
we wrote both parties that 1f a sultable forum had not been offered, or agreed upon, we
would make our next 'News-letter avallable to both for a debate, If they wished, or, in
default of a debate, to publish Mr. Ogburn's letter, after offering to delete any mistake,
or error In quotatfon, or fact, that Br. Wright could point out; and then give Dr. Wright
equal, or more space [f he found It necessary or desirable, to reply. His reply to be
free of any edlting upon our part. Both Mr. Ogburn's and our letters were Ignored by
Dr. Wrlght. This was not surprislng, as most Stratfordians, when confronted with an op-
portunity to step up and give a reason for the falth that Is within them, seem to feel
an affected nesclence 1s the better part of discretion., Mr. Ogburn agreed to the pubiica-
tion of his Tetter In our News-Letter; but then the edltorial problem arose as how best
to maintaln an objective stance, wlth background and balancing materlal, in defauit of
participation of Dr, Wright; and not lay ourselves open to criticism that our position
was too subjective, one-sided, and, In effect, et tu guoque, These diffliculties were
not resclved, and the plan for publishing both sides of an argument, with a thousand or
more coples avallable for distributlon, was reluctantly postponed until another day,

Now on a somewhat 1ighter note. Last January, the following letter was sent to
the Editor of the '*New Yorker'’ by one of our members, a Washington lawyer, asking that
it be passed along to the reviewer. A note from the editor was received, thanking him,
and saying it had been passed along as requested.
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Jan, 6, 1968, Dear MIggmmwmnn . A friend of mine has just sent me a page from
the Dec. 30, 1967 *New Yorker' with your entertalning and favorable review of
"Brief Lives! at the Johr Golden. 1 am sure the reason It was sent me was the
marked passage of ''"or Edward de Vere Earl of Oxford, who s belleved by one of
the silly cults to be the true author of Shakespeare's plays.'' From your choice
of the adjective, to which no exceptlion Is taken, though It has become somew

what stale from use, | take It you are a believer In, or devotee of, the orthos
dox, orrevealed falth, In the Shakespearean Authorship Question. / | wonder,
however, If you are aware that this charming old gentleman, played so fascina-
tingly by Mr. Dotrice, s the Father and Founder of the Fundamentallst Faith,
viz; the attribution of the authorship of '"Shakespeare's plays to Willlam of
Stratford. / John Aubrey (1626~1697} who, in his own delightful phrase, spent
most of hls time ''delitescing'' at homes of friends to avoid the balliffs, com-
pleted his '"Lives of Eminent Men' in the 168D's. Halllwell«Phillips says Aubrey
was ''one of those foollsh and detestablie gossips who record everything they hear
or misinterpret'. Anthony A.Wood, his employer, referred to him as ''a pretender
to antigulty, a roving maggotlie-pated man who thought Iittle, belleved much, and
confused everything.!' / Recent historical research showg that the popular delusion
~the Aubrey-Stratford Attribution- which the emlinent historian and antiquarfan
Walter Hart Blumenthal calls A Cult for the Creduious!’, has no firmer foundatlion
than gossip and hearsay=three or four times removed-often mutually contradlctory,
and first heard of a hundred or hundreds of years after the "authorts 1 fetime;"
and that the Shakespeare "Blographles! from 1709 to date, have all the authenticlty
of, and are as much an exercise In futglity as, a treatise working out the pedi-
gree and blood-1lnes of "Rudoiph, the Red-nosed Relndeer.!! / Is [t possible we
are all "'cultists' under the skin? Sincerely yours

mmmw wwme §, {[11y) C.(ultist)!

In the Detroit area, Mr. Ralph Tweedale, a close student of the Sonnets, and one of the
small group of our members who are also members of the English Shakespearsan Authorship
Soclety, reports while he was In London on April 24th, he attended the Annual binner,
which was chalred by the President, Mr. Christmas Humphreys, (.(, who made an excellent
talk on Dxford. It was announced at this dinner that Mr. Humphreys had been elevated
to the Bench. C(ongratulations. Mr. Carleton Healy Is workigg on expanding hls playlet
"Sonnet 29" with the view of a more elaborate production. Qur readers will recall its
successful presentatlon by The Players Club of Detrolt In December 1966,

In Southern Calif,, S Colum GI1flilan, Ph.D., an enthuslastic and productive member
of our Soclety, read of the elaborate plans of the Shakespearean Soclety of West Holly-
wood In the L.A. '""Times' in December 1967. He wrote the president, offering to come and
tell them who the ''real Shakespeare'' was, He was !nvited to address them at a meeting
on April 2ist. This he did and, with the help of a few of our other members, passed out
some of our 1lterature to a falr-sized group who, though most, 1f not all, had never
heard of Dxford, expressed Interest. Taking advantage of a short visit to that area
by one of the Society's offlcers assembling research data, Mr. and Mrs. John C. Crowley
of Pasadena, hurrledly arranged for a dinner at a frlend's house on May S5th, where a
score or more of selected guests met and listened to 3 talk on recent research and its
possibilitles, If followed up, These guests had already heard of, and been conditlioned
to, the Dxford cause, largely through the zeal and actlvity of the Crowleys. Xerostats
of some of the MSS were examlned carefully by several of the lawyers present, one of whom
Is a collector of anclent legal M55, and familiar with Engllish Secretary Script, The _
marked similarity, If not ldentity, to samples of Oxford's handwriting, In the marginal ;
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notes and entries on some of the blank pages, was noted Independently, before atten~
“tlon was called to It by the speaker,

From Savannah, Georgia, the Soclety was malled the following clipping from The
Savannah Morning News and Evening Press, Aprll 7, 1968,

“Dorothy Ogburn{Mrs. Chariton) wlll arrlve tomorrow to visit her slster, isabel
Knapp{Mrs, W. McN.)} and while here wll)] speak at the meeting of The Friends of
the Library April 16 at 8 p.m, In the auditorium of the maln Llbrary, Not sur-
prising, the subject of Dorothy's talk wlll be '"The Authorshlp of the Shakes-
pearean Plays', Dorothy and her late husband devoted twenty years researching
the Shakespearean Plays and wrote three books on thelr dlscoverles~ which con-
vinced them that the true playwright was Sir Edward de Vere, 17th Earl of Oxford,
$ince her husband's death, Dorothy (who is vice president of the Shakespearean
Authorshlp Soclety of London} has collaborated with her son, Charlton Ogburn, Jr,
on another book on the sublect and a new book by Dorothy, with stil] more clues
to the Identity of the author of the Shakespearean plays wlll be out shortly,

it 1s these recent discoveries that wlll be revealed to Frilends of the Library.”

This wii]l be of Interest to the many friends of Mrs, Ogburn In our Soclety. If some
of her recent findings on Yearly Shakespeare'' are about to be published, 1t Is good
news [ndeed, for we conslider them a most valuable and scholarly contributfon to knowl-
edge on thls peglected subject.

From the New York area, or chapter, potentlally one of the most important, the
Soclety has had no reports of any meetings, or constructlve actlvlity, since our last
‘bulletin, The same appiies to the New England area.

One or two more new members have jolned from Hawall, largely through the activity
cf Mr. Roger Benezet, son of the late Dr. Louls P, Benezet who made valuable contribu-
tions to the Oxford cause, In hls research and artlcles, as well as hls published works
Shakspere, Shakespeare, and De Vere!’, and ‘'The SIx Loves of Shakespeare'.

Back In Continental U.5. the mlssionary or evangelistic splrit of most of our members
seems to be at a low ebb, dormant, or nonwexistent. The number of renewals of annual
membershlp In January, was lower thls year than usual, and not accounted for by the usual
percentage of loyal members who neglect to send In a renewal when they recelve the no-
tices and stamped addressed envelopes 1n December, Intend to mall 1t In, lay It aslde,
forget about !¢, and then belatedly send thelr check, Were not the thought unworthy,
one could almost postulate the exlstence of actlvity of what, for want of a better word,
might be called "Reverse-Recrultment.”

This bulletin, or News-Letter, is being sent out to all members in good-standing in
1967, whether they have paid dues for 1968, or have dropped out intentlonally. | Paying dues
one year imposes no obllgation for another vyear, but your officers would appreciate your
courtesy In using the stamped envelope {now you have to put on an extra one-cent stamp)
to elther renew, or ask that your name be dropped from the rolls and malllng 1lst; no

reason requlred or expected, If you really do not remember whether you have renewed or
not, or for some reason dld not recelve the potice, and stl1] want to stay In the Soclety,
send In your check. it wlll be returned to vou {f It Is a dupllicate. We are a non-

proflt, tax-exempt, educat!onal foundation, reporting to Federal and State Departments,
“and have to conduct our. affalrs in 2 business«]ike manner to retain thls status.
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Now an encouraging word to our loyal members who have renewed, and to those who
overlooked It and are now about to send in thelr dues. We are not In bad shape
in finances or morale. About 25 of the non-renewers are "one-shot! regular member-
shlps, pald for as a glft to friends by members of fongstanding, who wanted thelr
friends to be exposed to Oxford propaganda. In many cases this 'dld not take', nor
was the degree of Interest aroused sufflclent for them to want to contlnue member-
ship at thelr own expense. This Is perfectly understandable. As a matter of fact,
the Soclety has never been stronger, or more able, or Inclined, to carry out the
purposes stated In our charter, thanks to the generous financlial support of loyal
members, plus careful husbandry, and the many hours of work put in, and continuing
to be put in, by an active elite., The Society's work, and the resylts belng ac~
complished, are recognized and respected here and abroad. While its management
cannot boast they found 1t brick, and left {¢ marble; they can say, with pardonable
pride: Its house !s now bullt of brick, not of straw, or sticke, and In no danger
of being blown In, by huffs and puffs, come they from without or within.

Sincerely yours for E. Ver,
Shakespeare Oxford Society, Inc.
by Richard C. Horne, Jr.
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Lear Pellow Menbers Shakespears Oxford Socistys o '

In & man:seripd commonplece book, now in this oountry,‘glgn&;
1575-20, are o number of poens by Oxford, Arns Vavasour, Dysr. Sidney
Halegh, et al, including one of .Shekespeares in the Pagsionate Pilgrim,
In this dollecrion 15 one entitlad “The State of Prance inl588% Tha .
latter not only serves as a oclum to the date of tha collection, bggw’ i
also suggests ~ theme for this Nsws-Letter, A News-letter agy&;&*name_
1mpliea, shoulsd contalr news of ' the activities of the ScoletW since
the last N-L -nd of individual menbers, as reported to headquarters,
or cbmerved pevsonally by the editor. Witn apologies to the late Sir
E.€. Chambers: After all the careful sorutiny of olues,and all Lhe
patient balancing of reports,or leck of thom, the lasgh. word fer o
salfwrespectinz editorship can only be that of

‘We are all, of course, aware of the well-known aimile or meta—
phor of the icsverg, I am thinking of the cne-eighth visible part -
above the surfaice. Thers may be vast and interse sub-terranean, or:
should 1t be, submarine, forcves at work that I wot not of, but unless
and until, they boil up to the surface, like the oll in the Santa
Barbara Chanmnel, they ocannot be reported to our members,

There 15 some progreas in individual rosgearch in connecting
Uxford with "Shakespeare® through newly digooversd MSS, Jbut the re-
sults o far, though promising have not reached the: atage where prg-

& - maturd’ woulid hmlp, rather than hinder, In cne of these 453 being

”ﬁ*)

studied there appears, in wnat locks very maeh like Oxfordts hande
writing, Julic Honano. Now most of cur members, &s wall as othsrs :
falrly familier with Shakespeare, will recsll that hia is the name of
the only actusl painter mentioned in the Plays (T.W.T.), There are,
howevar, three or four other referances in the poems and rlays show~
ing that the suthor was familiar with the worke and history of Julio
Homano, and all of these also link up with Loxd Oxford and his travels
in Itply 1575-5. One fact led to anothar, each a.ﬁl fitting into ttha .
other, s¢ it sismed an inegcapable conclusion, to’an: ‘open. mind, that
Shakespears mui:t have travallsd in ant known ltaly well,” Karl Elze
polnted this cut about "Unser Shakespeare* shundred years.sgo, A
frings benefit was the discovery of a book,in Italian; with ‘Sone
actual words used 1n Hamiet, which antedates Ballefornat's 3
Exgg%ggggﬁ with the story,of Amleth from Sexo. Grammatleua, ‘whioh
the Pauthoritiss® (ell us ls the esrliest source that: Shakeepaare
could have used,” Thinking that this would be of ‘interaet:to our msm-
bery, a draft of a News-Lettar was prapare&, covering. and disoussing,
at some length, the ltallian phass of Shakespeare with oltationa aithar
unknown, or ignored, uy. the Auhray—Stratforﬁiau\*hisborioal scholars,®
Just as it war in shape for tha printer, it had'to ba eorappad! And -
thereby hangs 2 bald.. ' o
Last July, arcangements were made with' tho Shakaspaaraan,&ﬁfborw
shlp Society in London to purchase all of their baok publicastBns and
igsues, including any old copiss of The Shakespears Fallawahip News-

¥*Aigelogure
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Let#ar, whioh preceded the S.A.Heview, Thers wag some hitoh im
malling of thsm, so that the last came in late lecember. To my Buprise
and chagrin, It was found that soms of the research done in the B,H,
in the summer of 1968 nad been antioipated by resesrch there and in
italy, br members of the Bnglish Society, suan ss Mye, le flohe, Mige
ampnlett, Geo. Lambdin et al, and pudilshed and commanted upon. ten or
Jilfteen years agof My sensatiun was somewnat that of & ma who had
spert weske hacking a new path through jungle growth in what he sup-
poged wag unexplorsd territery, only to find that maybe only. & wmile -
Or IWo to one gidae, a road had besn oloared snd grated yaars tafors,
svan Lf 1t now wag grown up in weeds, unused aad unzaown te today's
Lravellers, Whils I had never read these artioles cr even knew they
axiated, I knew “ull wall I wes vulnerable to a ocharge of plagiarism,
from one or mors in this country who hed & file of, or had resd, thews
News-Letters lon< agoe, Convincad that ny tima oould be mors profitably
cogupled than in defending myself from such a charge, I immedlately:
wrote Englend es<ing permisgiosn o reprint, with due asknowledgement
and orasdit, some of these snd other extrasta, froa the old News-
Letters, for the benefit of our members, I have not yst eard from
this request., For the information of those few who areytooc familiayr
ulth the offense of plagiarism. the following definition and distinot-
nay be of interest, "Copy it all out of one book; thatts Plagisrigm,
Copy 1t all out of three books; that's Research,® ;- .~ = oln e
' Thers i a zilver lining in this oloud of delay. During World -
Wer 11, tha activitles of the Inglish Scolety were suapended;, in-
oluding the publ:cation of the Shakespsare Pellowehip Newe Lettar,
Mrs. kve Turner Slark along with others, made it possible for the
Averican Branch ~f the Fsllowship to carry on the Shakespeare Felw
loweship wuarterly, published in New York under the able and soholar-
ly edltorship of #r. Charlee Wiener Barrelil, the Seorstary of the
American Branch. Too many of our members know of Mr. Barrell only

as the man who subjected "portraits® of Shakespeare to Xeray and
infra-red photography, and found three of then, Inoluding the Folger
Library'e prized sshbourne Portyait, to be over-~painted and altered
portraltes cf the farli of Oxford, He wam the asctive agent in having

the Amsrican Edision of [ooney's Book printed in 19503 wrote the
"Afterwords*, and was, and is, one of the best Shakespearean and Oxe -
ford scholars an? researchers 1n the U.S., and s so regarded in Bug-.~

lond as per a recent letter received by thas writer from one oﬁggbffi
ate~

officers of the inglish Soolety. We have conferred several ti

Ly with Mr, Barrsll at his home in No, 6, Grove Street, New Jork, N,Y,
20014, on the Uxcord cause and how best to further it over hare, Mr,
Barrell generously furnished a bound copy of Vol.VII of the warterly,
and has since graclously given permission to quote or reprint his
articles in the -<uarterly, on pheses of the Oxford case,not ‘covered
in the literatur: or pamphlets hitherto avallable: to ocur menbers,

fou have & treat in store, He also has, unfortunately not ag yst pube
lished, most intsresting and intrizuing research on Sip fdward Vere,
whose importance has not been sufficiently appreciated, or even realw
ized by us, thoush covered, to an extent, by Prof.louis P, Benezet,
in his "3ix Loves of Shakeepesré. in brief The State of the whakespeare
bxford Socliety 1n 1968, is Statlc, and the Status 1s strietly Quo.
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SRUowhat Of tie dgbrey-Stratfordisns in 19487 It ig now nearly
Clfty years since the publieation of J. Thomas Loooneyte %Shakeepears
Identified; in Edvard de Vers, the Seventeenth Earl of Oxford.® Have
the Stratforiians as yet soms up with a slngle faot vo dilsprove
Looneyta aiscevery, or to sonnect thelr man with the Poenme and Playa?
The snswer is still: No, It was noted as rar back ae the early Fortiee
ir England, that ‘cademis Aubrsyans, whe had ecoffed a2t the Oxrord .
Theory and insist=d “Shekespear: wrote hie own plays®iwhen challanged, -
always took refug~ behind *we are tos busy to debate.® One editor of
the Shakespeare followship New Letter commertirnaon thie, eald this
nade The Uxfoirdlars seem lazy indesd, and supgefted there ought to ba
a parliamsntary ccammlssion to eramine into such oppressive working
conditions under hich the orthodox were forced to labour. The “too
busy virus® epidecie in England, soon spresd across the Atlantic, car-

© rled, no doudt, by savants returning from gabbaticale, and up to now,

has been thelr sh!ald and bueckler. Even retirement, gives no. surcaase

- from toll, and no time can be found to slay, or ab leaet ecotch, the-~
~ Oxfoxd snake,

The oredulour cultists, and docile disciples of the Stratford
Mythos, unfitted nd unable to cope with the conelusions and challsnges
of the hepretlics, 'ave yearned fcr the day when theirchamplon or champe
ions will find tive, at last, to give the gounp de grece, the ultimste
Peoma-uppance® t6 the ecoffers, The range of Academie and Authoritarian
Alps, plus the Urithodox Osss and Liympus, have long been in laboy, -
end last Yune gave siens of imminent parturition. A newapaper reporter
from the Washingten Post was sunmoned to Mount Clympus for the® {an
accoucaement, In = two page special article in Sect.=.) Sunday June
23rd, 1968 headed "Shakespearst's Man* 1llustrated with a sketched
portealt of Willlem Shakespeare by Pablu Plcassof a contemporary and
"in a position to knowW),dighty House was disclosed to the walting
world. Hold on to your ecllestive hatst, ' C e

" A few noblemen in the time of Shakespeare, the EBarl of Oxford
(a notorious ead rnd bully) among them, recelvsd a certaln amount of
adulation as men ¢of letters, tut it is impossible to tell now whether
they actually wrote the posms attributed to them or hired ghoste to
write them. It would be mueh easier to believe that' the farl of Oxford
or the farl of Lexby hired Shakespsare to writs for them than to think
they rfolsted thel: compositions on the playrightss® -
ihis is¥sclentifis, historical scholarship®??22 o

Whether the “althful are awed or satisfisd with the Manifestation
of #.re, the Ipsicsimus Rixit from Numero Uno himeelf, we would not
Know, not being in thelr confidence. Perhaps if not, they can taklte

whatever consolation they can extract from.the;w%igzza an_ Earl 1%32;L7ﬂ)(*
Century Shakespersnn ditor:r X/@n 1uaer A0, LA ‘Zog{ a2
"Hope springs eternal in the human breast; . e
4){ Moyt : I
W

. lest,® _
’ . o _
at about tha hopes of us Oxfordians? When can we reasonably eXw’
pect Lo see light at the end of the tunnel? In 1969} Hardly; barring

- a niracle, The present tactizce are not notideably productive of results.

We are talking to nach other, converting the already converted. It isg
cerioualy doubted if theneﬁ&é*many astive propagandists, lecturers,
debaters, and writers for*@he cause, ag thers were in the Thirtids,
Forties and Fifti-s. There are many more who no longer helieve in the
Stratford Mythes, Lut they remain reticent in word, deed, and pen,
fearing to be swauwped or overwhelmed by orthodox professors, oritios,
book reviewers, trained higtoricsl acholare cto. ete, Nobody wants

to be considered a nut in the sight of atherg, be they ever s ignorant.
ihis 1s really a taselags fear, for 1f the Stratfordiane have. iearnsd
one thing from cortact with the less gullible, it is the wisdon to

et L e ol R s 1 S e o o
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=efrain ffnm aceepting Luy ochallengze to debate in publio, oxr tn the
PAages c¢f any nauspaper or pariocdical of general oirsulatiox. Members

of our Soclety, no mattar how Little confidence they feel in them-

selves Tsgarding scholarship, can sately-fygiratively speaking- twesk -
the rees or twist tha tall of any self-prodiaimed Stratfordien Asuthore
i1ty, snd challenze him to meet you, and suother, in a public debate;
You to choome a partner, and ha another, or share equal space in print,
When confronted with the ploy-about the only weapon in the arsenal
of the avorage Siratfordiane to wit: *You don't believe Shekospeare
wrote his own worke?¥say Of ccuree I Leiieve Shakespeare wrote his
own works, Who Z139? I 2lso believe he must have oeen-a literate,
educeted man, frailiar with, and tpeaking and writing Court and London.
English; no% somsone with no known gualifioations, other than a gipe"
ilar, but not idanticel nene ato, eto.., If he wante to continlys~*h e -
argument, you heve an immenee advantage over h.om Lif ¥You have reed the
literature fumished you, and recall a fraotion oft 4t. He knowe very
iittle, if any, >f the weakness of the Stratford osee, and nothing
at all about Oxfurd, If you oan irk or irritate nim into a publio
debate, youxr Soclety will furnish you with a paper to lead off with,.
y and a cdieague vwho can handla rebvuttal, and questions from the othexr
side, or from ths audience, If you van accomplish thie, the "winkling
out® of an ortheinx speaker, you will have done. more for the ocause
than many of our "scholare and/or experts(?)¥ and put the Sostety and
the cause in your debt, Hemember the words of the poet: ¥They aleo
serve who oniy axt as bait,™

Now & word to members who are working on a novel, eserious book,
exr article , play etc.etec. or;Dxford etory, Whet are your chancee
on getting it aczepted and pu%liahad. Anewer; None,, or s.%8hinamants®

"if ypu know what that meant in our Far Weet an hundred yeare azo.

Those of us who nave studied this situation do not believe you can
find & publisher in the U.S., who will put any of his-firmle, ox his
own, money in sush a project, nor a periodiecal of general ojreulation
that will not reject an article submitted on this subjeot, (The reaeons
for this judgmen. are sound, but too complicated to go into here. )

If you decide to publish with your own aoney«or e friendte] keep sway
from the ®Vanity Press? The money will be wast¥ed, and your laet etate
will be worse than the first, Those who.do not-know what this meane.

‘should read the article in the Dec. 23rd 1968 NEWSWEEK titled "The

Vanity Press®. Those who take the weskly can i1ook it up:; others can
Tind it in publis 1ibraries. it ie poeelble to have eomething printed
in soft-back by local printers, 1f not too long, at a mioh . lower cost.
and use the savings for advertising and promotion, If the Society has
sufficlent funds in its publishing account, it can be of material
agsistance in such an undertaking,

411l acadenic English "Authorities® abandon Stratfordian Shaxper
o- acsept Oxford in 19697 Noj for two remsonss (1) Shaw eald. *You omn-
not ' oonvert a man whose Livelihood depends upon hie not belng convertedd
{2) There is now no dialogue gning on the authorship question between
us and the *Establishment®, They have saen to that. We have stockpiled
2 vagt argament »f arguments and wnanswerable faois, and inesocapable -
conclusione that »it* is not thne Strpatrord Han, .but moet provably ..~
Oxford, Lo such n degres that we could properly. be charged.with Rc¥er- .
K1li%, but we hove no target to loose them .on. The general.pu 1e, L
the un-committed, are im millions, but the meane to reach them are un-
available to us now, and bid fair to remain 80, unless there le sone '
drametic ®breaktrought,



i wmhaﬁ‘aﬁ’é“nﬂWfd"

L ——————— e

S

“an we prove that Oxforxd is Shakespeare? Not now; perhape never,

A mojorlty of"the male members in hoth the English and Ameriocan 300l
etlies are nrobably lawyere, As o matter of fact, the writer knows of -~
Ae iawysy, Who has cxaminsd the ovidence, or lack of evidenos, hﬂ”;
believes dthav Will of Stratfoxl wrote the Foems and Playe. Somo few
think the avthor wes Bacon, mogt Oxford, and a elzeable number, thal

g group,; with Uxford ae a leader, was responsible, Those .few who pro-
fesg to belleve in Stratfordianiem, have paid no attention to. evidenle
or faots, have not studied the reaearch done in the Twentietn bentury,
bt havo studled *Asthorities? from Henminge and Condell on dowalthey
had ne reason t2 lis) and affeot to holisve toat any opinion that hae

pareigtad for o Long, miet be nesessarily eo., Thie i3 a mie-application

of the deotrine of giare desisis, ancient custom and uee, sinoce the
mind of man runneth:"to the contrary,Court will take judiocial notice eto.
Uf course this samn kind of reasoning will prove the sun goes round the
earth, the earth i{: flat,®here be dragone%, and {hat earthguakes and
voloanos are cauged hy a great dragon undersround, laehing hie tail

and snorting fire,

Oxfordian lawysrs sy ¢hat while there is no abeolute proof be~
yond & reasonabdle doubt now avallable, there ie a strong oirounmetantial
case, made up of meny fact®, that Oxford, not Shaxpar, was the author,
This issufficisnt to get and sustiuin s verdict in a ocivil caese, bhased
on the greater welghnt of the svidenos, Mt, If writing the: Poems: and
Plays wasz a2 crime, and William of Stratford was before the Court for
a brelliminary hearing to sse 1f he should be pound over for the Grand
Jury, we will glve an undertaking to have the case dismissed bscaues
no oredtble, materizbyf, or relevant evidenoe had been produced to.
gonnect him with thre ine, If the Jjudge d4id not grant: this motion
forthwithi then to prove hlg innccence on thres grounde; (1) Physical
incapacity; (2) Alidl; (3) Ceneral reputation in the ocommunity in..
which he rasides. “ou do not have to be o lewyper to undsrstand this,
Anyone who hag watchgd one or mors Ferry Mason epleodes iws fully qual-
ified and capable.

- A ¥oreakXthrovgh® such as finding a dacnment of a plsy or poem
poaitively linking Uxford and "Shakespesare®, would eettle the question
“in our time®, as well as prove a literary and historloal seneation,
A1l of our problems would be eolved, publiehere would sesk out writers,
gven commission them to write: booke oubt of print would be re-issued,
and our traducers would be publicly disocomfited, caught with ezg on
thsir faces, and made, ag Snuffy Smith would say*a laughing stork® .
before the world, If we have to make a cholce as to where ve shculﬁ_,
direct our emergiles, and utilise ocur limited resourcese,  further pes
seayr:h n these linee offers the beel opportunitiee for euccees, in
the opinion of most of uve who have atudied and sxamxnad the varloua
poealbllities, g

. Laet summer in following up a suggestion that thia;sarohwfar
original doscuments- ehould be a joint effort of anti-Stratfordiane,
gome time was spentland, asg it turned out, wastad) in exploring the
roseibilitiee of suoch . cooperstion, The climats, now; isg unfavorable
Tor several reseons and motivee, Some are’ ratent, and others not be.
yond . all ocnjaoturﬂ The reluntance gnd. oppesition have been narrowéd
Zo¥n, however, to “wo cleesee: (1) Those who fear it may - not: succeed;
(2} Thoee wno fgsar 1t will, If any of our membere are interested in
nors detailed inforumation and want to oooper&*a, L.3: 3 would ‘e pleasad
to hea* from themn. :

-

-

-
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Couperation with 211 who doubt, or diecount, the Aubrey- .
Stralfordlan Atoritution and Nythoe, should be the rle for
Gxfordians, Baconians, Groupisats, kherlaviens, Stanleyitee,
dannersites{?) and plain every day sgnostics and ecoffere, com-
mitted to rno particular candiday¥sg, Thns bond of aﬂoommonfenamy“
should bs reepectad from eall-intereet, if nothing eles; Snip.
ing at, and nit-picking with, in print, other Oxfordienes et al,
18 unbecoming, unprodactive, snd unwise, Onge we ijconoelasts
have overthrthrosm the Stryatfori Sraven inage and Brazen idol,
there will be plznty of time to declde upon the rightful heir to
the kingdom, end OUxfordians should not be fearful of the final
result., All of “he above have mades valuable contributione. to the
common cause,and 1f an Oxfordian scholar wants +o cocperate with,
or respect, only one whoWsases gva-to~oye With me on every. quest.
lon* including interpretation of sach or the Scnnets, he.will fingd
that ally only in the mirron, o RO
Zrovincial D BE.a0.Sh '8 Dav, - oo
While Llook:ing over old. lasugs of the Shekespeare Fellowehip

we fourd a reference br Mr, H. Cutner to & sample of provincial

dielect in the vegstern counties in the elghteenth century, Hig
reference was thse Gra illustrator. 4 check of the Liv, of, ..
Cong. catalog identifies this as"lhe Graphic and Hiet., Illustrat-
or ste. Hd, by E. W.Brayley Julyl832-4pr. 1834, The bound vol,  show-
ed in the index rour articles on old dislects. The numpared pagee 3
did not show the exact example oited by Mr, Cutner, tut & hurried .~
examination showed several items not indexea, 80 we:are print
the extract as »r. Cutner found in his copy. a fringe: benefit from
this was finding the Journal,in installments,of %A survey ot 26
Countles by a Cept, Mieutenant and an Anclent{(ineign) .(lansd, 18
213.1.3L5) I am surs by now scme have recognized a familiar note.
This trip, 1634, i8 oited by dr, J.G, MeManaway in the Folger Booi-
Let’ ithe Mauthorship of Sh&kespeare“-as-his,evidance=of Wwithi_n a
few years of hic death Shakespeare wasg bringing fame. to -Stratford, #
dr. Mdfs proof is given~: *In that day‘e travel we came by Stratford
upon~ Aven, whers in the Church in that town, thepe are fome mon-
unents; which Chureh was built bygﬂrohbishopuStratford,uthaae worth
observing, and of which we took notice ®ere these,,,. & neat mon-
ument of. that fawous English poetj.Mra-W&lli&m;Shakespe&re,:whow
was born hsre.® The Folger booklet implises(though not stated in
actual words) 'that this 18 proof of actusl Pilgrimage to the Birth-
place and Shrine, such as to Canterbury or Compostella, but what
are the facts, a3 ghown by the jpurnal? R PR
Thase men, the Capt.,ut;Hamﬂdhd,*aniancientﬁwere-frfhda;;&ll
attached to the mnilitary company at Norwich, For some time they .
had heen dlscussing how to gpend their upaomingavacatlon,aholiday,
or lLeave, They dacided upon & trip together;\on_horaehack,yat&rt-
ing from Norwich, going to ths Northern boxder, .then west, and
south, and tuiniug east back to Norwieh. abcut 800:-miles, At evary
blane they came o, they were :to visit;Catbedralalﬂchurahesy-and
castlas, and nots some of the nistory of gach, btut vay particular
attentlon to mousuments, noting each down in the journal, Thay
vent as rar as Brigtol and HBath, then struek across ingland, hesding

. for honme, Near the end they vislted Warwick Castle, Kanilwor#h,

-
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Coventry. Stratfeowxd wae not o goal, fplace to spend the night,

or gtart out Trom. It Just happened to be on the road bDatween
places, What ve now oaall a “rest astop®., They spparently strolled
into the Church, Holy Trinity, the only thing worth looking at

in the villager, and while the horeas wers ¥taking ten® (or maybe
thirty) Lt. Hammond Jotted down tha namse oa the monuments, My,
Moaneway incaerts three dote.,,{sis) between"theae* and®a neat?
'Thie use of a blue pencil, ie eignifiocart, for tha Journal shows
the dots reprpsent the names cf monuments in the omirch listed in
the order of “heir importancs{in the Lt's. opinion) and what do
you know, Stratfordts gwost di atlnguished son, whose fame had broucht
the pligrins “lther, comes last? We would not he so unkind as to -
suggeat least. nor that Gentle Master William just missed by the
skin of his t-eth being left out., Thie date,1634, i nine years-

after the apprarance of the Firet Folio, and iwe arter the Second,

yet Shakespesre Ls¥that famous English poet® Ie it not strangs .-
that Lt, Hemmond did not comnect him with the fazoue playrfaht,
or that the ¢lerk or verger, or whoever told the Lt, about

verses that Sh, ls suppoeed to have “fanned up* about John Combe,
did not know he wae the famoue one to whom all ecenes of Burope
horage owe? 17 there any evidence that anyone at all in Stratford
sver thoughtr said he was the playright before the Rev, Jokn Ward
made tne amblsucus entry in his diary in 16627 Note: The Rev,J.W.

i8 the next ecample Ar. MeM. cites *of bringing fameWeto. 28yaara
after the Lieitenant. The sample of dialect followe thia digree-
gion, for nhich we apologise,

S ¥In alL the innumerabie books ‘1 have read onuahn Shakespeare
I cannot recollect ongXthat was gspoken in Warwickshire in the 16th
century, Ubviously thé people who could then read and write were
mostly londoners and University men, and their Ehglish was that
gpoken by the aristocratic claseee, But if in spite of our wide-
spread education,;dialeots persist as different as those poken
in the wilds »f Qumberland and Comnwall, often extremely diffi-
cult for a Londoner to understand, vhat must it have besn in Shake-
epearess day’ lHere is a specimen; a farmey talking to hiz nman,

of Somereetshlre(much like Warwiokshire}, Stratfordian echolars

Will no doubt bhe able to find plenty of reaeons why their hero
never spoke a dialect at all but, as befits a genius, ocame into
ths worid fully endowed with the Engligh displayed in Love'a Lab-
ourts Loet and liamlet,

Larencer +hy dooa'nt let I up? Oot let I up,

Naw, I be a sleapid, I ocantt let thee up eet, '

Now, Larencer do let I up. There! bimehy maestar'll ooms, an

atll - beat I & thin a ninok ot me lifet do let I up?/ New.I wunt.

Larencet [ bag otee,do let I upr Diye =ee?! ths eheep be all

breakin droo tha hadze inte tha vive-an~twenty vgorae, an

Former Hazgitil] goo to La wi'n, an I shell he a kilaed!

Naw, I wunt-tls zaw whitt I hant a had my nap eud,

Lerencerl da zay, thee blst s bad uny Oot thes hire what I da

zay? Come now and lot I sposse wi: Lord a ramesy upon mej Lar-

ence, why:'tn thee let I up? .

' X hadonsy i o erd of | .

J < "

-



Caz I wunt, What? murstn I ha an ou

r like wither vawk ta ate ny

pipd and sheere? I de zu I wunt: zmw
HassTter tawled I, nif I war a gocd bway,
and Ltm ghower, nif a da cone and vine I here, &n tha #hsep brawk
inta Ltha vive-sa-twent yaoras; atll vieng't awa vust,t Let* '

Naw, I tell =3 1 wunt,

*tis nivsr-tha-near to keep on.

&td gee, I 1z awld wasikets

There*s onettf: tha sheep ?pon his beck in tha gripe,an. a cantt
tum auve>?! I mis gtin ts tha groun an gtout totn, an git'n ouv,
Therete anothar in tha ditcht atll be atouddleds Thare's a girdle
ot trouble wi! eheep! Larenca; case'n thee let I

thee a ha penny nif oot let me,

goo, Itll gee

Naw, a cant 1ot thee goo setr eto eto,
Thie givee a fairly good idea what the English language wa
in Warwicit shire in the mid-eighteanth oen

been two hundra24 yeare befcre thief

tury, What muet it have

. Back to Snakespeare Oxford Soclety %nute and bolts®(businses),
Enologsed herewith 18 a notice of the last paynmant of duee and an
opportunity to contribute or pay duss to the Society., if. '

This is a fras sountry, every-and any~tody can bhelieve in- Oxford
and dishelleve in the Stratford Man without let or hindrance; or
OWing & person or group & penny. Wiehing that something would *»

- %Lurn up® to discredit Shaxper and recognize Uxford ae Shakeepeare,
is algo “for r'ree¥, iike the Lest things in life. If, however, you
belleve that an organized, cooperstive, and ooncentruced aotion

to direot ocur =fforts and resources
attalin 1t in tne lifetime of those
or deslireble, then we would weloome
ution. A stampad addressed envelope
lence, The form of the notica ie an
no significance or slight to anyone

toward thet agoal, and maybe
le worth trying
your membership and contrib~ -
1e encloeed foxr younconven-
old one we have on hand,and
is to be recd into it by the

now living,

hyper-gensitivae., Those of you who have alresdy sent in duee and
contributions, without notice or solioitation, will understand,
The envelopes zan then be used to eend in practical suggestions
-for the good of the Boolety, or to euggest an alternate couree
“of action to the one now being followed, A little novelty now
and then, 1s r=liehed by the wisest men; so how about giving us
a suprise by starting out *Would it be of help if (X§ (we)
would do €0 and SOwww-w=w?¥ BRigw cﬁg ve help the caugewmwwawt

inztead of "Wdhy dontt you

Among our nembhers are eeveral schoole of thought ae to the
gize and funetion of the Soclety, Perhaps factions would b
better ohoioce and morsz descriptive, Swift, in“Gullivers 'Ira
telle of a sountry in which thePe two Partiee; The Big-Endere,
and the Little-fnders! those who broke thelr ezzs at the big end,
and those who preferred to break thelrts at the littie end, I
read these etcriee when & child, took them literaliy, but now
undergtand the- thay had elements of eatire on then oconditione
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in Eng$nnd and the Big-~fnders and Littlewﬁhdcrs rararrad to
faotions in the Church of Ingland,

In our came, 1t ie Big-Fuddlers va. Little-Puddiere. The
divigion ie baesd on the ralative advantages, and dieadvantageam
ts the froxs- of the size of the puddle, We are not involved. re.
nain neutral, bzt mist point that in oither ruddle, thinzs do . = -
"not remain static, Evaporation is constanty the biz puddle can’
dry up o a qwa!l puddle; and the 1ittle ruddle caun-leave the
Wig frog high, 4ry, and hoarse, with none to Listen, But. what
makes the nropnosis dire and gloOmy for voth is: LHERE AE@
FADPOLES1:

2hllida ¥ors, and the fowle cf the alr will strike at both
alike, and the vest isjasilence, Relreshing showsre{ Dana8ic pre-
ferred) and resucaking with ranic rsormilts ocan avert a catastrn~
phe, If we have to go out, lets go with a bang and not &
whimper! '

Sinceraly youra rcr E Ver,_:f;]

Shakeepeare Oxford Scclety, Ine: |
encls. = j Richard C. Horns, Jr, Preeident.
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918 "F" st., N.W., Room 612, Woshinglon, D.C., 20004

dear feliow Members sharespeare 'xford socigty !

Here is the first yepriut of one of the excellent research articies of .
Uharles Wisner sariell in Vol. Vi, No.2 Shakespeare Fellowship puarterly, apr, is3,
Fhe reason tov this cholce is that in April 1467 a letier was received from one of
the olbicers ob the English soclety telling e rthat (apt, x. wnidgehill Frout, a
setived boowseiier, and & senber of that Society, had heard that in Che Foigeyr
LLDrary Wwad d M3, Known as anoe Cornwallis Common-place ook containing poess
by warvrd end anne Vavasoul, as well as U poew sigrned"sharespeare’, il that Jere
sv, it would indicate that the pen name aight have baen usad auch earlier than
L3593, st scme day 1 weat to the Folger wLibrary, and «ith bhe assistance of tha
bafrary siane, ~hon L hmave always fouand to be wost conyteous and co-opevative, L
SramLoed Lhe e LOOK, Which I8 wept in the vauit. Fhe Shakespeurs poew, Lrom the
Fawsdioaele colgrvin is indeed there bub one of the few buaring Lo blynature or
ablripution, Ine bwox itselsn, however, L[airly reesed with Vere amd Uxrordian al-
busions wid commebions, woth gAplicit wnd Laplicit, and sSovae ol the poeas sounded
Lire Mearly shacespeare”,especially Lhose of Tobn pent ley, | checked on tne Cross-
relebeuces and Fowud Lhat o cubt description and giscussion of LT by.W.H sSong
had appeaced in the .o, adaws semorial Studies, [#do,pubilished oy The Folgyer,
altar ceadiag tale, a £full report aind COmmenls werse aly-ailed to wondon Lor Cape,
Prout and the beCielary of Lhe Hhplish BGCiely. bond?s articie implied fhat noth-
bz wae ntiewin ol donn Benbtley except Lhat thele was an actor of that naine  who died
o 45050 Thav e lert 2 will, which was presclved in somerset Housel J. vrudenell)
and thal 4 <areiul comparison of Lhe Bagtic Lusd SNOWE 00 polnt of siailarity te the
RN writing of Lhe sentley poens, Fhis strangbhened one of wy hypotheses, vig;
Lhat urlord wes perbaps Loying w&LER anobther name for poens ab that Lime, water |
tearned frow disiand that Jonn Kentley vas an actor in one of Lord wREord's conp-
anies, and tnat anne Gornwabiis' father had bought Fisher's Folly rrog Uxtord in
L2EB, 0 foue L found Lo Lhe British Misedn, malliwel-rhillips' stateaent Lhat the
fassionabe Yliria poen i this M3, vas the eariiest esample oF shakespueare Lnatle
Biiw oy and Ehat ne aentioned the Vere coamection. mankioned this te Mr, Par-
pell bn o devaditer, and found he knew smuch sore about the comuection oi v'xford with
this cuanco~pluce book than Jdid I, and he had writfen about it over tweniy years
apo. ¢ .ave ae hils acticle and peraission to veproduce. Since L have had the Qs -
pPOrtunily to exasing the original and Mx, -cond's study, which My, parrell did not
fdve &t the tige his article was written, | have taken the libarty of appending a
page wib “dditorial dotes! which will follow his account.

ngadsrs will note that there is g menticn ot Mr. Keot Linnealately following
Mr,owarrell's Jdiscussion, fnis was left in deliberately tor fr. Keut 1s Coe author
AL The grecelr urochure Yddwerd de Vere,the seal Shakespeare sent to all of our mesb-
Wia, did wos Lor o nuaaber op deain Lhe wditor of the Feliowshiip seview. de was an
@Xperl oo wondon, past sna present, and the sublor of the description of Londos,
Hou b Ehe eadyclopedica asericans .

Aunt BF aiir agwbers have reneweud already and late returns are still Coliing in.

COMBLNIULLLONS Have boen answered as biae pernits,

wincerely vours Lor £,.Yer,
aprii 7, isos abakespeare Uxiord socieby, ifnc, -
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Earliest Authenticated “Shakespeare™ Trah.ﬁ;cript
Found With Oxford’s Personal Poems

A Solution of the Significant Proximity of Certain

Verses in a Unique Flizabethan Manuseript Anthology

By Craaoks Wossse Baekzn,

St wisky vears before L Thanas boaoney e
wate sk an Dbis revalnticaary identitication of
Fosard e Yerr, Eaelod Osfonl, as “Shakespoare,”
James Echard Hatbisvoll ane HulhiwelbI'hiltipes o
v of the sreatest collechers of HI}.‘I{-‘.I‘H*II!;II'I‘-‘Ill.‘l
anal et painstaking stadents ol the Strarfoed
pabive’s careee ek s ever lived, Jovaght ant e
fand that the names of e msterions Baal amd the
pssterions ot Farl fnee actoally been linked
ether v nmnistakalde signifeance sine: the
15005, nt fraa,

Ther e iedenee s cantamed Tna sma vodinee of
foetos capisd i the hamdweiting of e Aane
Cornwallis. Amd Halliwell U'hillips dates he 1o
seviption af this iigae aodiretivny betseees the sears
D335 amt 15395, He goibifished thee st orvonmt of
bix acrpizivian of tie mssia teather boomd guario
braring the furge feminine signatre, *Anne Coane
wabevs her haoke,” In & valnme cutitieal, Cundduyne
af Stwkespeare Reliyues In the Possession of funecs
Cirehard Holbineld, Eag FRI i ther vear HIS2,
Onby seventy cogiies of the Catedugne were peringind
aid it Das oow beciase sccvaee tat rrangacatisely
fow stindeats i the anzhoorshige gnestian esen knew
ebits existenee, Theaughthe camrtesy of the Falzer
H|I.‘|f«t'b;ll‘.‘ll‘l' Lif)l'ill'} mn \Vﬂshillgillu, | 11;\‘:\'1.‘ iu‘l'll
afcde b et a e aad will e pive g aligest
af Hallwel - Paitlips” comarks on ey Coranallis
annnscript tagether with o sihsepont findings
reganrting the identity ol the Elizabothan fady wlo
maehe this contemparars coliection of poems in brre
auaint and priceless Hde canmmongtace hook.”

Hallived - Phillins jonchased the itew frons die
Russelt Fonily of Enlichl follaw ing itz aequizision
fiy B Hossell @t the sale of the Bright mannseeiyt
eodaction at Satheqy’s asction voaans in Lardean i
hune, 101, _

The desripgion of the Comnwallis callectivag i»
given thos in Sotheba’s sale cotadouune:

bl Ay #

SHANESPEARE. A PORTICAL MISCELLANY
OF THE REICN OF FLIZARETH. cauzaimng

rerses by Ediaed bove, Farl of Oxlovd, Sir Esbirard
Dyer, Furasor. G, M. Sir # Sidney. and Shike.
spoare: tussia, 4 o,

The tines 1y Bhakespeare ans an clegant fittle
prem which appeared first in The Pussionate Pil.
gena, B3 cmaecptitions pnblication in which
thes are st inearantiv wiven, Fhe present Mann-
serigl affers ned iy o letter arrgageasont of the
stavezas, bt alsaoa far soperior st in praed o
shich s sobijuin the Tast staza . -

Hamuseript
New e, inanghe, Boaomanel 1 fiare:
For if my Lindye heave this scae,
Sheowitl not stivke tooringe my eare,
Tecteache iy tangoe W be soe e ;

Yoo wonhd sk Bdushe, heee Le it sind,
Tocbean: Loy sercots thus lewravels,
Privted Text
Voot NIXL P Passivnare Pilgring, 1509

Bot sodts enengh, tao vanch | frare
Lest that my mistiess iewe no sang:
She'fl et stick boracaad vae 3 e car,
Foteach iy lonngne b LTIy i«ll;:‘:
Yot will shie Libush, Bueve foe it said,
Tochear hor servets so howray'd.

b thix trannzeripty roading s pet vid of the
Fargh aad Talse wastee of the thinl tywinade line,
aabaddain @ mare aatirad idageey 3 e lady wring
g her Jover’s var i letravine ey secrets, heing
cerbinindy awore agpreqociate bt fie bis
Tandt than thea of wereds whispering thy hin,

Faveraion has beeq rarked to aceamt fir the
ater disapgwearacee of e peene of Shakespeans i
his wwn band. The Bev. Me, Huntee, in his rerently
gibdishod Nens Hiustratious o} the Lije and Writ
Neps of Shohespeare, ingenivasy sopguees thal th
last desvendant of th- Piet. Lady Barmard 1orand.
denghter of e Swatfond citizend in her aver
religions zead, may have destroyad any writings
Hat remaived in her bands {hater research [t
that =he wrver puesessed any sich asined writ

s CLHIHED T whaites or conise i may b aaving, it
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is & certain fact that, at the present time, nol a hne
af (William Shakspere's) writing is known
exist, In the shsence of his hiterars s autagraphs,
any centeni poransous manusc Fipt is v importance ;
and in this view the presant {Cornwallis) vine may
justly be ddeewmed a litecary cnrinsity of high
intexest.
* * L3

This account (remarks Halliwell. Phillipst is
correct as far ag it gues, bie the compilir has omit
ted to notice the carwmity of the M3, as vemaining
the earliest capy of any «f Shakespesre's writings
known to rxist. The weiting of the M3, is very
eawrly; and 1 veey imneh donbt i anv portien of the
volime was written as late as 1590, (Same vears
fater Halliwell Phillips trised this estinated date
to 13951 B T am correct in this supposition, we
huve here a strong vonfirmation of M, Kiight's
apinion, that Shakespeari began to write at an
earlier perind thas has heen nsually snpposed,”
The M3, formerly helonged 1o Aune Conwallis,
and has her antigraph, sn that i desient fHam
Vere, Earl of Oxfonl, is cleady dedneilile.

4 #* ¥

Here we have the mninent Halliwe [ U'hitlips.. .
seeningly ambeknewnss o Mr, Laamey- - panging
neardy a hnndred vears aga an the very threshadd
of a preat dircavery, Like Inspretar Lestranle, b
has the lealing strings «f & sansatienal sedntiom o
# fine mystery. Bot he foils tn grasp thelv sionific
canee, The dssoniativn of the nanes ¥ Vere, Earl of
Oxfurd” and “Shakespeanr™ srems improtact b
hime~though wot gmize importantwmogh to call far
o hitde extra vesrarch aml dudnetion?

How inmical this will seem to pressnt day sin.
dents o the vast qnanity of Oxford Shakespeare
letimony now available---that the otherwise hssa-
tiahiy curivus and realistically minded Halliwr 1l
Phillips did vt pursne at this tine the chns that
fay within bis Bands! Pae’s reasaning in regard b
the invisibility of The Purlofned Letter is awnin
proven Hasivally sonnd, The thing hest hiddnn is
aften that which Jies mast upeny in view.

Hatliweli- Phillips continues bis 1352 conmen
tary with a genealugical chart, showing that Awne
Corawallis twhont he identifies as o danghter of
Williom Coonwalbis ond o grandidanghter ol Siy
Thamas Comwallis, Compiratler of the Reayal
Himsehodd-mder Mary Fadwt was g consin af

“havles Kockowoe s st oRe 1 Mok ufarar e i e et e

PR At oo (s sanes Wand's = oo 1 e gy
[EAT (UL SNTFTTISTINANTY S O I VRS PRI PN oIl cltered
ek e dvestipioaes s 4 legaiers Caivinton, 1t Y Tl kst

Edward de Vere through her maicmal grandiather,
Lard Latier, Like the 17th Earl vf Oxfuird, Lati
mer was a hload descemdant of Richard de Vere,
Lhih Eart of Oxford,

We will go on with Halliwell Phillips' renarks
an the msanuseript collection hefire adding some
conmmetts nf anr awn npen the actaad identity f
this portry-callecting member of the Comwatlis
fawmily, Oxford's porsmiml asscciation with the
hungre of Carnwallis will be shown 1o be 4 naore
ililﬁl'l‘.h‘xiill'{é snr than Hdiﬁiwc]i-i}hii?iyﬁ = HEN Y
Fagve owdinnd,

o * @*

The M30 rommences (says H.P.1 with some
verees hy J. Bentley, whose fame as an author rests
solely v the presont volume, It includes soine
povas prnted in The Paradise of Daintie Devices,
aned cue by EOML snpuosed 1o be Gervase Mark.
ham, Ther 3s alse a poen attributed to Sie P
Siedney, hot it vecurs in England’s Helicon, with the
mime vd PDver attached Lo it

Incramlisian, T may vhye ren that dnring 4 search
of ten years tater extended to akboat ity veurss,
and after a carefol examinatinn of every collecting
uf the Kind | vould meet with, either n pditic or
private Hlrarvies, the present is the only speeimen
at any f Shakespeare’s writings | have sedn which
wits writlew in the sixteenth century, Seraps may be
vecasimally met with in miscellanies nf a loter
date bt this vulmne, in puint of an Liguily, mmay n
fantly vonsidered to be nnigng iz g Ko, awgl as
une af the wneel nteresting iHnstrabions of Shake.
spvive knon looaxist,

# * »

Ovar and shove this wdentification wf the daughin
af Witham Corawallis as the ertzinad iranser ler
af the verses. Halliwel | Phitlip« s niguestionahly
vight 1 dating theie colfectinn to g peried within
e [366°s, with the autside limit fr their gather-
ing pdacod at 1595,

This is due to the fuct that the majority of the
puems can be definitely shawn i have heen written
woll helore 1586, the year in which Sir Philip
Sukney alied.

Fofortonstely. { have nat ver heen able to con
sutt he actnal mannseript valune learing Ame
Comwalli=" sigiature. 1L is now owned by the
Folger Lihrary, but is still packed away wilh ather
trocenres aequived fram England, When it s avail
able for cosatation, we shall be able to sew. for
instines, fusl which verses ane transecibed feon
the Parmdise of Dainty Devices. Bral jrinted in
376, Lord Oxfard’s initials appear wpan srven
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lyrics therein. Several of Sir Philip Sidney's signed
poems are Kiown to have been wrongly attributed
to his associates, among whom Sir Edward Dyer
was prowminent, Englend’s Helicon (1600) eon-
tains more than one venfused and confusing attri.
bution, The initials G.M. 1nay represent Gervase
Markham, who had written his Thyrsis and Daphne
"as carly as 15935 as Halliwell Phillips suggests,
They could jnst as well stand for George Mone-
mayer, a much better poet, who was bont in Spain
about 1320 and from whow "Shakespeare” is said
1o have translated some episodes used in the Tivo
Centlemen of berona, ’

For a practical certainty we know that the £echo
verses, which represent 2 collaboration between
the Earl of Oxford and his mistress, Aune Vavasor,
must have heen composed during the earlier years
of their lizison-—between 1579 and 1581, After the
latter date their selationship was never on the sane
carefree, playful basis apparent in these youthiul
lines.

The Eecho verses have been veprinted many
times by writers on the Oxford.Shakespeare cuse
sinee their original inclusion in ““Shakespeare”
{dentified. They appeared wost recently in the
News.Lerrer for June, 1942, But always, it seems,
the copy used has been the one fromn the Rawlinson
Poetical M., 85.11, in the Bodleian Library. $ir
Edmund Chambers, who has seen both the Rawlin.
son and the Cornwallis versions of the Eccho song,
says that the copies vary shightly, but that the nanses
of Lord Oxford and Ame Vavasor are attached to
cach, The Shakespearcan repetitions from these
lyrics, as often peinted snt reappear beth iu
JuiteU's huleony speech and in Fenus and Adonis,
829.34 Strangely enough, Halliwel Philtips does
not seeimn 1o have been aware of this fact,

It would surely be incredible for anyone to as.
sume that Shakspere of Stratford had easy acorss
either to Anue Comwallis’ communplace book er
to the Rawlinson script. Hence, there is never any

mention made in Stratfordian cireles of the Ferses

made by the earle of Oxforde and Mrs Ann Vavasor

—which Hngered in the Bard’s wmind, Neither, for

that matter, do Shakspere’s aceeptad biographs rs
~-other than Halliwell- Phillips---ever refer 10 the
fact that “Shakespeare’s”™ poem XIN in The Pas.
sionate Pilgrim first appears anonvmously in the
Corpwallis anthology. Not a word on so intervesting
a eivcumstance is given, for example, in Sir Sidney
Lee’s Life of the alleged Bard. althongh Lee de.
voles acres of space Lo tenuous speculation regard.
ing the Stratford native’s brain-pickings of snp-
positious “travelers” and “‘men promiuent at

Court” whe “are believed” to have supplied him
with buckground color for his masterpicces!

Auother very cogent reason for arguing that the
Comwallis transcripts were collectad in the 1580%
is the [act that the epening verses, beating the name
of ], Beotley,” may be assigned on the best of
grounds to the noted Elizabethan actor, John Bent-
tey, who wus a leading man with the Queen's
Playees fram 1583 ontil his death in August, 1585,
The known facts of Bentley’s carcer are hriefly
given in Nungever’s Dictionary of Actors {19245,
Themas Dekker in 4 Bnight’s Conjuring (1607)
describes “inimitable Bentley™ as a peet among
pocts; “thongh he had been a plaver, vet hecause
he had been their lover, and a register o the
Mnses.”

Thomas Nash, a contemporary and evident ac-
quaintance, alsv pays high tribute to Bentley’s
crestive quality in Pierce Pennilesse 115921,
hracketing him with Tarlton, Ned Allen and Wil
fiam Knell as the foremost stage performers of
Nash's memory. He says he hopes some day to write
a full account of these players in Latin so that their
accomplishments “shall be made known to France,
Spain and ltalie: and wot 2 part that they sur
mented iy, more than other, but | will there note
imd set down, with the manner of their habits and
agtire.” o when Nash tells ns that Sohu Bentley
was an ariist whose abilities should be signalized
hroughout Europe, we can be quits vertain that he
was literate enough to have composed the verses
hearing his name W Anoe Cornwallis’ album, What
a pity it is thal Nash. the keentst and most garm-
Inas chronicler of the Shakespearean oge, never
mentious the Stratford “penius” at ali!

And 50 we see that by the ordinary rnles of lagie
and chronology, Haliiweli-Phillips is perfectly
fnstified in dating the contents of the Cornwaliis
anthofogy according to his orieinal estimate—be
tween 1585 and 1590, For every identifiable con
eributor, with the sole exception of the uncertified
marvel of Stratford, answers the requirements of
the case without the shightest strain on eredulity.
The inclusion of “Shakespeare’s” anonynious con-
tribution is the one diffienit thing to explain. ‘That
is apparently the very reason why the professional
anthorities so studiously avoid the problem,

tn the first place, the poem-~cue of the hawdiest
effasions to bear the Master’s imprint-is plainiy
not a capy of the 1549 Pussionate Pilgrim version.
Fhe latter is a pivate printer’s msneled and mis.
transeribed steal from this—the truer original, It
wotld be absnrd te arene otherwine, Moreover. if
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it were the other way about, why should the eollec
tor leave the famous name of “Shakespeare” off
the poem, while carefuily setting down losser ones?
Such being the case, the 1599 date of the first print.
ing of Poemn X1X means absolutely nothing in re-
spect ta its original compoesition and scquisition
by this Ehzabethan lady of wealth and social posi-
tinn, Neither will it do for the Rratford cenjectur
alists to apine that their buteher's apprentice from
the ifliterate hausehold by the Aveuside “must
have seraped acquaintance with Ame Cornwallis
shortly after he “ran from his master” to London
or to the Cornwallis estate in Norfolk-—where Iie
presented her with this huinid commentary on the
refined aris of love-making, ‘

Although we must do vialence o the Stratford.
ian's approved rule of side-stepping all such an
noying dilemnas, an answer shouid he svught ta
these questians:

13 When and where was the matertal far this
unigue anthology colircted ?

2} Who was the particular Anne Cornwullis who
iranseribed the poenis?

TFhe best answers, | think, will be found in the
documentation of the poet Earl of Oxford’s private
life.

This at once shows us that Lord Oxfard was not
only a distant relation of the Coruwallises of
Brome, Norfalk, as Halliwell. Phillips emphasizes,
Int had intimate, personal contaet with William
Cornwallis, eldest sun and heir of Sir Thomas Corn-
wallis, the stalesman, Letters in the Cecil family
collection at Iatfield House, as reproduced in the
Calendar of the Manuscripts of the Marquess of
Salistrery, Vol 3, pp, 3778, ander date of Decan-
ber 2th aud Pecember 31, 1588, el us that some
e previousty, cvidently in the autmmn of the
same vear, e Barl of Oxford had sold his large
dud palatial estate in Bishopsgate Street Without,
commoniy ealled “Fisher’s Folly,” 1o William
Cornwallis, The Ear{ had put through this deal
hureiedly and secretly-—without the knowledge or
conseat of his fatherinlaw Burghlow—and very
much to the Loed Treasurer’s eventual chagrin,

The first letter explaining thiv transaction i's writ.
ten by Nir Thatsas Cornswallis in reply to what mast
have been a sharp and sevions reproof from Burgh.
tey. For Siv Thowas expresses himsel{ as troniled,
nat te say frightened, by a turn of events which
might touse the powerfnd Burghlev's smnity. lie
disclabius afl personal interest in the transaction,
dectaves that he strongly advised his son against
purchaiing the property —which the Lord Treus.

urgr evidently wished o hold against the suppost
of Oxiord’s three surviving daughters by Anne
Cevil—and elogquently begs Loxrd Burghley not to
blame him for the actions of his headstrong son.

"1 protest that | never saw nor heard any: part
of the assurance which hath passed between the
Larl and iny son,” be declares. ... “And, good my
Lord, . . . think me not so deting and foelish iu
my age that for the attaining of Fisher's Folly, I
wonld ence put in adventure 1o lose the goodwill
and favour which I have ever found towards me,
siace anr first sequaintance.”

In bis later lotter, Sir Thomas, having mollified
Burghlay, states that his son {William Cornwallis)
“will not confess any intent or knowledge to defeat
any purpese of your Lordship. For the seerecy he
used he allcgeth some reasons, but for the hasty
canelnsion (of the purcﬁa&c! he zayﬁt_h it wholfy
upan my Lord of Oxford.”

Fisher’s Folly was one of the show-places of
Elizabethan Londen. Ht cccupied the present site
of Devenshire Square, just east af Bishopsgate
Street Witheut, It is deseribed as a huge structure
with “gardens of pleasure, bowling alleve and the
ke, Built by Jasper Fisher, one of the clerks in
Chancery, and a member of the Goldsiths® Cam.
pany, the maintenance of this princely establish.
ment proved such a strain on its bujlder’s resaurces
that the place was calied Fisher's Folly, Oxford,
with characteristic disregard of his own finaneiul
lncertainly, appears to have taken over the estate
abaut 1384, Except for a visit which the Queen onee
praid himn here, there is ap record of the Earl having
gone in for lavish eutertaining while he owned the
hause. His eity residence was still maintained at
Dxford Conrt by London Stone. But by 1586 the
poel’s financial sitaation had become a0 precarions
that he was obliged to aceept a pension frem the
Crown. At the shme time, he is known te have had
many theatrical associations, he was still the ge
kuowledged patron of muny poets and dramatists,'
and his own reputation as the best of the Court
writers grew apace. All of these facts indieate that
Lord Oxford had really acquired Fisher’s Folly as
licadequarters for the school of poets and dramatists
who opealy acknuwledged his patronage und lead:
ership. These men tucluded John Lyly, Themas
Watson, Robert Greene, Anthony Munday, Thomas
Churchyvard and Thomas Nash—all of whom tell
15 that they are, or have been. on terms of personal
assoeintian with the Farl In Strange Neiws Nash

e the teaditiomy of Tlowne Nash, (aleisl Warvay aenl oileers. e re-
prodicil i gdee Getubee, THE aof Fatnmey, 1945 Liarcreaty.
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descrihes the hansehold of the liternry nobleman in
fundiay where he has done muast of his writing,

‘The passage s semewhat heated, far it is in reply
to Gabriet Havvey's steietures on Tom's persnnaj
achivities:

“Fuae the order of my Hie, 3t bs as civil as o vivid
wemge b ohark nomic parners but converse i oa
honse «f credit, as well guperned as rny cullnge,
where there be more vere quabifiad wnen aud solevied
govd Suholars thun i uny Nobleman's house that
L hnow in Eagland, 1 My italies. )

“TE 1 had cammnitted snch abraniuahie vilianies,
or were a base shifting companion, & stood not
with iy Lord's honvar ta heep nee, .. "

These cianisents oconr in the midst of sierosnd:
ing referencns to the poet Earl of Oxbiod, the snine
“Guntle duster Willtam  Apis Lapis™ o whom
Strange News is dedivated, as we huve shown.

Favthernmare, the fagal stntiment pripared hy
Thowas Kvd i 15935 o clear hinecelf of the charge
of Beretical weiting v enllaboration with Marlowe,
deserilies the same Kinel of ann stablizliment, sup-
parted by a Lard with goatimt theatrizal and
literars interests, Kyd's yotron hos always bam a
man of mystary ta the cathodus “antherities.” Bt
he is ihwiausiy e amd the soooum with Sinsh’s Disbria
~~the port Fart of OxTard.

Allsach evidame kmls e tocthe conclnginm that
Fisher’s Fully hansed Oxfned's vincle of writers
fur a tine,

After William theter 3ir Willimny Cornwnllis
toak they phnre over in P38, he is koown to have
provided a situation i his hoasehodd as readec”
fur Thomas Watscn, vne of Oslard's literary pro
teges. Covowadlis tedle o strnnge tade of his velations
with Watsim—whom he desimibes as a0 pradifin
pipular plavwright—-in degers te Sic Thomas
Huneage® The Cnenwallis stateimauts regurding
Watson's playwrilhag solivities deserve, awi shall
have Ellrli'}cz' mvehllbglllull ilsewhere, The ;lumt L
In: unplm;n?e& have is that it s ..l%tulld«.mth npe
gt thist the acguisition of Oxfoard's hiase Iw the
Cornwailis fnmily o 1588 prvitled thee perfo
oppiienity for a mewmber of that family iy serare
the vopies of persial posins which are transrvibed
e the .luthu!mr; bearing the signatume «f " Anne
Carnwalays,” Fram scan aver Inukmi corner of the
Enel's dilvary af Fisher's Fadly Simse weraes could
have lern mtrieved, the monymous “Shakespeare”

A g vt Perille, Sowm webovl Il...mla..:‘q At wews dagiarial S

sl mhakes peare maes e g ean da e h S, T 120
STl earaa i feithes Soed et vk Lo b i L L eeoid e an nrage,

. lawvee Slweill, BadEs Mo 088 Illeaedd pagaes &=,

paets ncag the athars, This certainly hears eviry
evidenee uF being pire of Oxdord's early couneen.
tavies upau hix affair with Annme Vaeasar,

Awl naw, finally, as 10 the astnal identity of
e Crirnwallss

Witlinn Comnwallis had a danghter of that nane,
We duonat kuaw the dote of her birth, althoush
there were at heast two adolesernt vhildren in the
fimily in L3404,

Morcovir, Cornwallis had an aunt wamed Anne
who “died unmarried.” His own mather— the wife
«f B Thonas Cnrawallis—bore the same cogna.
men. fune was also the name of bath «f the wives
ot Charles Craenwallis, William's yoomgur brather,®
Thus, wa have four Adune Cornwallises, all closely
panected  with Witliom Corrwaths of Fisher’s
Fally, either by Blosd or mimeriaga——amd wdl of
then seemingly alive aud of iy to have transerided
“Anne Cornwslevs her Booke® within the peviad of
the 1580 or early [3D0s,

Beve the vase must rest for the presant. Bt Lard
Oxiond's personsl cunnection with the rave mann.
seript vodume which containg the frst anthni.
rated transeription 1d a “Shakespeure” poan is
ricar and numistakalde. just as HalliwelE Fhillips
puinted out mearly & hundred years ago.

A London Worthy’s Letter

Ows of onr Beitish miciohecs whie deserves well
af The Fellowship is William Kent, Editor of the
London Encyelopedie and author of the fuse refer-
enve volwe, London Horthivs, i which he gives
thee fallest avcannt bl the Oclai-Shakespoare 1ase
yul ta appear in any ik of its kind, Mo Keat, like
many ather Oxlordinns in the war 2o, Bas had to
carry on his wark nnder handicips of tragic couse-
quence, He wrodie as in Apral, 1 that inest of bis
tibrary has hean destraye] by hambs, Nt lag agn
we heard fran hine again:

“East July we wint zilrnuﬂh i third enemy attack.
Al furnitiee went, and pur flat was 2 hrap of
vhits, This wax the wark of o pilatless pline. iur
tuaately, injuries were slight. T have removerasi
e of my duoks this time, lat nEny i furn,
filthy ronditien, T have alse lost twn vabasldi
Shokesprare mdebroks, rintaiaing wstarial fur n
valime { amiemplated. Hiweser, 1 have starterd
new anes s, hudeed, Glled nne already. But the
less is geizving L Fwonder i vau conhd mannge
tesend e alap i ates of the News Lertens and
EUARTER LIS v st o 7Y

We ran, aml eevtainly shall, My, Kent!

T hw Foighe g S0 # e Cvianaddis ehe Boarisr, Neview l Koy
el ralios. Vel 8, g D3-04



8, { Hditorial -Notes onm A.C. Gommon-place Book in Folger Library)

I, This is a small oblong quarto of nineteen leaves hound in leather. Tt was
in the library of Saml. Lysons, an antiquarian and colle ctor in 1790, and he
apparently preserved the original paper of the verses by intex-leaving it with
Iresh strong paper. The binding is in diced russia, which Bond says Ysourvives to
the present day'. On the spine of the binding is printed in goid, a title which
reads approximately( { say this because L cannot lay hands on my original noiws)
¥Foems by Edward de Vere, Harl of Oxford & Others, ox Poems by Loxd Oxford -- -

& dthers., In any case the only name on the spine is Oxfordis and some identificatica,
2. There are several distinct hand-writings in the poems. Some have the name
of the supposed author at the bottom in a spidery hand which may oxr not be Anne
Cornwallis®, WWavaser" and"sSir P, Sidney" are in the same hand aiso. There are only
twO of Uxford% ani two of Anne Vavaser, Seven poems in & smali crawped hanu are
sigped with variations of "iohn Bentley¥
3. Leaves through 3 to 19 which contains the literary text are uniformedly 14
Xly.3 C.@. vul two preliminary lesves dirfer in size-bUtare consideravly smaller.
Anne’s name appear: on verse lst leaf, and the second contains on irs recto a
Upedigree of the Cornmvatley's family(says Bond), This is a littis less than frank,
It i not a peudyree of the Corrwalley's ftamily, but a bries Lracing ol Anne's
descent, on the Jistaly s=ide from the 1lth Earl of Oxiory Lo show her relation Lo
DeVere, Bonu says this is in the autonraph of Saml. Lysons. This shows that eithar
Anng 5y uysons thought it important to show the deVere connection.
4, ft is alaost an inescapable conclusion that these poens were wribbten and/or
toples in the *7.s or ‘gus, Dyer's belong tu '6Us and '7Us, very tittle after 138u.
Siiney died in 1586, The State of France poem of no particular interest or merit
is .detinite. "sailiog ship" is a frayment of a larger poem by Francis Edwards
prianted in the Paredise of Dainty Devices; 1576, Vavaser poems circa L3860, Bond
selieves nothin, iater than 139u. Says & recent opinion Jates it around LBUU.
as thers is an unuoubtes "Shakespeare poem in the book, it was no troublie for an
Uxlordian to suraise that this “recent opinicn® emanated from some " scientific
historical scholar," Lnvestigation confirmed this for it came from Dr, Giles Dawson
of the Folger Shakespeare Libraryl
5. anyone of Mr. Rarrell's Anne's are potential owners oi the boow, bub Lysons,
Lhought it was the daughter of Sir Willism, though his idea aay have been based
Cn owmerlse suraise.
b, The"Rentley" poems are all in one handwriting and have certaln corrections.
Bond says"it is hardly Coo much to sugmest they are the author's corrections
while Che varisd signatures appended have the somewhat ngive appearance of a mants
experimenting with his own name. The inevitable and tempting hypothesis {although
hypothesis it must remainvarein the hand of the author.®

b, F3 Lt not rather supgestive to think that Bond, who was meticulous encugh to
measure down Lo the half-centimeter one of the pages,did not see, or overlooked
the only name of the author of the poems given in larze letters on the spine,
the Barl of Oxford and othars, As John Bentley has by Iar Lhe most $ipne. poams
why ne comment on the ook not being titled “Poems by .lohn Bentley & other:, as
would occur to almost anvbody! Perhaps he dia, andg the strange elision of references
Lu Uxrord anw the Vere fawily were Jdueé to the editors, These studies ware aviiently
tompissioned and pald Lor by FHolger, and the title page shows the edigors as

1.6, 3cManaw&vg”GiLes B. Dawson, and Hd. B, Willoughby,



The Shakespeare Oxford Society

July 31, 1949

918 “F" 1., N.W., Room 612, Washingtan, D.0., 20004

Dear Fellow Members Shakespearé Oxford Society: :
You may recall that the subject
of our April News-Letiter was the Anne Cornwalley's Commoneplace MSS. which cone
tains the earliest known "Shakespeare' Poem, along with others with Oxfordian
significance, (The legend on the Spine reads: "MSS Poems by Vere, Earl of Oxford,
& ¢,") A mention was made on our first page that a request from Capt, R, Ridgill
Trout of London was the occasion of our examining these MSS in the Folger Library,
Vn June L2 we receilved ap air-letter beginning "My old f£riend, Capt, R, Ridgill
Trout has asked me to write you on his behalf and thank you for your letter of
May 13th, He is, [ am sorry to say, in very poor health,,....." Shortly after
another air-letter from his friend began,"You will be sorry to learn that our
friend Capt, Truur died on June l7th at the age, I believe, of ninety-one, He
passed away peacefully, and it wasé in every way, a happy release......” Capt,
Trout was almost rotally blind and deaf, vet in 1568, he had a short nmotice in
the London T.L,S. requesting that anyons having any knowledge regarding the dise~
position of rhe contents and/or iibrary of the house known as "Fisher's Folly",
later Brooke House, and vuce owned bv the Earl of Oxford, comminicate with him,
A personal iriend of this writer, head of the English Bept, of one of our major
universities, clipped this out of the London paper and sent it to me suggesting
that I might want to look up Mr, or Miss Trout the next time I was in England,
A month or so later, a letter was received from a young man in Los Angeles say~
ing that he had written Capt, Trout re the Earl of Oxford, and had a letter from
him with some literature, plus the advice Lo get in touch with us. This young
man 18 now a supporting member of our Society, Lf each of our more fortunate
members could do as much as this Honorary Member, our membership would now be
doublied., Capt, Trout had made himself an authority on the history of the Vere
family, and was one of the devoted and scholarly Oxfordians both in England and
vhe U.S. to whom we later ones are so indebted for most of whist we know on this
subject. Below there follows a copy of a letter published in the “Shakespeare
Fellowship News Letter™ of Nov,24, 195u.
The Society Receives a Valuable Gifg,

Through the thoughtfulness and generosity of Miss Lois A. Book of Columbus
Indiana, we now have a complete file of Che Shakespeare Fellowship News Letters
of the English Society, and The Shakespeare Fellowship News Letters and Quarterly
of the American Branch from 1939 to l947-8 when lack s Or diversion,cef funds v
torced it to cease publication, The two of these constitute a veritawle Lreasure
house oL Uxiordian lore, of some of which we present members are now familiar,
but also of much of which we have not heard., We have sought, and cbtained , per-
mission Lo reprint items, and one re Miss Book , who is still active and aleri,
will alsc be found below, Miss Bobk enjoys the unigue distinction that she,
when listening to a lecture on Shakespeare by an . orthodox professor of English,
disagreed with something he said, and in the end, converted him to Oxfordianism,
1 had heard of this , but this spring in a conversation with the then professor,
now an emeritus Ph.D, and a loyal supporting member of our Society, heard him
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8ay, upon learning [ had visited Miss Book;'you know she was the one that
converted me,"

‘Mrs, Langdon Marvin of New York City tells us that Sip Winston Churchily
in declining to read J, Thomasz Looney's book, sakd he''did not like to have his
my ths disturbed." This scunded so Churchillian, that we wantedt o ppss it on to .
our readers, and found from Mrs, .MASVIR rhat it came from John Galsworthy,
who had declared it " the hest detective story he had ever read" and had hackad
Bis judgment by purchasing numerous copies and distributing them among his ace
qu~ intances with words of earnest recommendation, {(Chas,. Wisner Barrell in
"Alterwords” Lo American Edition of “Shakespeare ldentified.")

In zhe U.5., the late Pror. Louis P. Benezet, Ph, D, was a Paladin in the
Uxtordian cause in the forties and early fifties; researching, writing, evane
galbizing , and lecturing up and down the land., Attmhed Lo this News-Letter
i$ a reprint Lrom the American Branch,Shakespeare Fellowship Quarterly, which
will serve Lo acquaint our Jounger members with the scope of Dr. Benezet's
activities and Contribution, and, hopefully, serve as an examples and stimulus,

There have been some other developaents recently in discoveries by
GUL members of which the Society has been advised. FThe fact that there is no
TeHLLOn uf Lhem 1o this News-Lebtter dogs tobt mean that the importance of
Lhem is aot appraciated,, only that ir is posaible, and most desirable from
Qub standpoint, that the author wady want to expand them in a signed article
and have lhem published in our News-Lebler in it$ present format, or perhaps
later ir anothev style of Review which we have under contemplation , and
which may malerialize, (f interest, demand, and firances materialize in
sufficient substance te JUstify  the expansion,

fhe Lp-ioming Golden Jubiles of the Publicarion of" Shakespeare ldente
ified : in Edward de Yere, cthe Saventeenth Eari of Ozford by J,Thomas Loounev,
Nexl year, 970, marks the [iffieth anniversary of the publishing of
Mr. Loonev's book |, which is Che beginniig and the foundation of the attri-
bution of the authorship of “"Shakespears" to Edward de Verxe, instead of the
generaily accepted Aubreye«Stratfardian Aftribution, so dear to the hearts
<b academicians, it is meet, Litting, and right that our suciety should now
pive  conscderation &s b how W van best o thig, anyg SupguesS#LLens un
Lhls are soligited TEOM OUE Qemhars,
Une of the =Lovk excuses or publishers, editecs, et al, in Tebusliog
Spade or Gppertunity to pre¢went the Oxtord side of Lhe ainthorship Guestion
Lv that "ih sut ject is too Conlivvessial,"™ Byt fo {r? Let's look ab this
for a winute, in the Seventeenth Century, the question ol whether the sun
el Aol Loe «dfih, Or e wa.th weot dround the sun, was cuntroversial
uabil duthogity stepped in on the geopeentric didey pronounced believers
fai @ hedbacgnl e UNEVErse Hele? tes, and cided the wonlioversy, But tooay
almost ail inlorued ur sdiCaled peopls agtes  that we live in a helivcentric
SOLBE SYHTug, ded 1L in a0 LellgBL Lo all univevsiTics .nd Culleges that f
oW wf ) pen L suky @nybudy Lo tell ae wiocre ard when “authoricy™ recanted
vE deveeded frowm {ts declare: position, Hiuo the Uxford v, AubreyeStratford
reachoed  zu.n 4 dlage Chal we can say it fs ;. longer "wonfroversial®if
ety whete 15 Fhe vonbivvessy guing on, a;d where are the AubreveStratford-
faus  ihat wili debate and Cuntrovere Uskordian claims? Lr there is of Bow
A ERHLLuveLsY dlywhere, pleese tell us vELE, For we are "rariaog" to get
tnto 1t, Has {6 [.oked ,..p Haiw Tag' slipped i un US Unawate, Like a
thizt ic {h HRERES

Msul's far B Ve r,
Shakeopua e Uxford Sovliety, lmo,
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The Stratford Defendant Compromised
By His Own Advocates

By Lovs Bendrer

Part One

The adherents of the Stratford story are like the
devoted followers of a deep.seated religinn, To
doubt is to commit saeritege. When o high priest
of Stratford was shown the phutogvaphic plates
which betrayed that the Ashbourne portrait had
been tampered with, he walked away as thangh he
were in & Lrance. Somenne had sfain his God.

It is strange 10 see the straws to which the Strat.
fordiaus cling. ta keep their héads abnise the rising
Oxford tide, :

The writer once took part in a debate at an Fast.
ern college. with the professar who teuches Shake.
speare courses, befme an audience composed
fargely of the latter’s students.

My opponent. at cue stage nf the debate, crind
out. 'L don’t know, T can't sinswer these questions,
'd like to hear George Lyman Kittredee answer
thern.” But when he had revovered hix pisise, he
came forth with his last tramyp card, his crushing
counterattack. It was based un a drawing, the frou.
tispiece of Miss Caroline Spurgeon's hook. Shake.
speare’s lmagery, '

As through an arch the violent roaring ride
Qutruns the eve that doth behold his haste,
Yet in the eddy boundeth in his pride

Back to the strait that forved him 0.1 56 fast,
In rage sent vut, recalled i rage, being past.

This quotation from Lucrece is given by Miss
Spurgeon, who tells how, from the eivhtesnth arch
of Clopton’s bridge over the Avon at Stratford, she
~had observed this samz phensnenon, water o s
through the center of the arch. then ciddving wear
the shore and gradually silging up tream Agdin
near the side of the arel, as proved by stirans o
small blades of grass afloat on the seefyon,

My opponent read the deseviption of this eehiy
as given hy Miss Spurwesn, There was trinmph in
his tone, He had demoustrated, bevond question,
that Lucrece, ot least, had been written by the
Stratford man'! -

I asked whuther there war amthing precnliar in

the Stratinrd atmaosphere that would cause water to
run wphitl, Ni, there was not 1 there existed elsa.

©where an arch of the saine shape and g stream of the

same fores, the same phencmenon would take
place? Yes, presunably, And Shakespeare would
never have nsed the simile unkess he were sure that
his readers had all witiw.sed this sight, of water
fiowing through an arch with such furce that it
piled up and had to retrace its direction alongside
the wain rurrent? Well. posdibly.

i turned tu the audience and said: ““Nothing,
fadics and gentlomen, su iHlustrates the poverty of
the Strotford case an the faci that it nists its provi
an s sy s argument as this, catching at straws
in the Avon to save itself from drowning.”

And whike we have Miss Spurgean’s book before
us. let us examine it fur evidence as to the identity
of mhakespeare.

Shakespeare iz full o alluxions to sports and
games. His fiost interest is falconry, and the games
thit he knows best are “bowls, fontball and tennis,
but Lis images from bowls, which he vlearly knew
aml liked hest, are abnut three times 43 many as
fron any vther game.”

Miss Spurgesn way not realize i, but in effect
she Us telling us that Shakespeare was an aristoerat,
Ternis was & game plaved only by the caurt and
the nobility. And as for howls, the Encyclopedia
Britunnica tells us how the vommon peaple were
prohibited from indulging in this gane by an act
of Parlimment, passed in 134] and mut repealed
antil 1855, Only a gentlenian whose land brought
in an immme of £100 vearly might obtain a lirense
to play on iz own green, Drake and Hawkins might
indulge in bowling, but not 4 "prempter’s attend.
ant” nor any actu,

In her next vhapter Miss Spurgeon speaks of
Shakespeare's many “images of riding and of bird.
snaring and falconey.” and she speaks of dtrony
“evidence of peesoval experience” Here again
emevges the pivtnre of the aristoerat. Faleonrs was
an expensive pastime. Noue but wealthy nuobles
coubd afford it And as for horseback riding, which
ix su prontinent in ®ukespeare, and is ientioned in

it
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every one of the piays of the First Folio except The
Tempese, it was largely confined, in Elizabeth's
tieme, to the aristevsaey, The wond “cavalier.” meas
ing a rider. was ssuunyins with Caristoocat”
Hirses werr the property vhiefly 0f the ventry and
shitity,

Again vansniting the Frevelopedin, we real:
“The nsae af harses bor work-aduy purpuses of
transport and tillage is & nndern develupiasnt, 1
Britain nxen wirre the onls phiogh aninals until the
gued nf thie Hith vangnry

Chcenmparing Shakespenre with Varhiwe, Dk
Ker, Bonsnne Chapman aud uther weinees of o tinne,
Mies Bpurwonm saver e 33 e i koo,
ase gt i these mnees i which Shakespeare
practicatly stad= atone, ad that is in the evitlenre
nf sympathy sith the animal hunbad e ~naaed. ad
in his nderstam g and Yeeling Sie the horse gl
hig iovenmends amd response .

After vunmmading on o'~ jud Eliapian’s
sberest it bomvgdsie cfanhy welb oo town
Bpes i Talich bt Shakespeans romnor-
tivelv Bitth"" amd -howing vhat the fatter's ) harvae

“ters qne onodides ar Pt l';.l;-:-il“-i‘ Y=o ﬁlll}l'j:mlll

oaniients o “.“\?mie-‘pmn-'ﬁ boar af hmami ™
gnd Ris Csvimathy T with ¢
bonkrupi”
fady does it neadine that = is peaving tha the
plavs rinld never have hera written by the wan
who snupht o send I.hﬁ mposerisied delitor o jaid,
knnmm-r that o wman's Goanils wene die gmlu!ﬂl[ 1
hlh]ainm Fur noare ||nh.|i b, s their antlsor, is the
kmuihe:rte-f tableman, whie himself knew what it
wias 10 he “lanme. or o despised” [ Sonnet
NYAYH after he had hist his fartime and his
stz dine: at onrt

Miss Spurgenn sprake i Shakespran's wmuler.

e [LALLR il lll'llkl‘ll
arnd the nderndig o gverad, Again e

Aally masiead v amd his et masieal koo bl

hath thearetivaf and ter-tnninal. " =he provs thit he
winst hae Bevn oo espert pefonemer. Sgain we o
the pictione af thee Fael of Oxfonl, Prapasr il
migsiciat, of wdom b Fanemer woebe that e an
amatenr dne i
el

She cpeabs of Shakesprae's

~meli="

Tovermone” st of the geafes
“horror o bold
Yo <he bas nuninate |i the delivate aris
borat et dinresd the s sl kithod eadvies for hi-
gt aned e branght upin tin divtiest viffaen
i Fuchand™ v father \vlnn.-u- nifud pile was of B
ek s b b e Bis havdenm s hin s

Neatthe by sk of Shabespeans fistidinns-
wessonvatiog, ol Lis Csensitive digestion,”
painting te dainbs arisboenat,

dpain

Miss Spurgeon goes on to say that he was & “com-
petent rider and loved horses, as indeed he did most
animals,” except that his fagtidious senses revolted
from the dirty way in which house dogs were fed
at fabhe,

He had, in short, an excellent eve for a shot, with
hawlur with areow, and loved exervising it. He was
good at all kinds of athlstic spurts and exercise,
ranning, dancing, jumping and swinming, He had
an extraordinarily smsitive ear for time, | | |

Here again is a preefact deseription nf the vaung
Farbo vapped iy Miss Spurgenn’s wondin how, with
his sensitivness Bondhas and fund thing~. “he
minaged W arvive the divt aind smelis of Eliza
bethan Fipdand”™ B cantrast we remenber the
anclean =nerundings of the Stratined wan's youth
and oeeadl that he deliberately rhinse ta gn hack to
them i midiile Eée,

Miss =purgenan names, as “the hw un%w!.nldln"
isidithes of Shakespears’s nutore. —senisitiven ess,
poises eonrage, Bumour amd whodesomeness, | H
he 1> almnrmatly sensitive. he is alsi nnnsnatly
vunragerms, mentally and spicituali

Bl i~ = enth leli\« bonest, bease and true, with
sheeps nn-fen-umlm" and quick \mz:path» for afl tiv.
g things.” Here apsin she is describing the re-
finent ||n1 sru=itv nobbanmt who wrote such a
higter Tnment nver “the lose of his pnnd nanie,” who
was ~0 heval t bis friends and sa just and kindly in
his dealing with wmany servants and retainers,
vathee than the usnver who vefusedt tn repay his
wife's foan b the ponc shepherd aud workel agaiust
kis fefhin thwnsien i the matter uf enclusing the
vithage vreen.

Miss Dpamenn devoles many pages b her de.
= tiptiononf Sakespearve’s interest in welbkent war.
dens. with praning and prafting. teansplanting and
marnring, ingdicating that he was familine with and
took great ihedight in the kind of hurtivulture that a
mnbdernan mizht wateh. with trained al Xprerie
=t wakeners attendding his gionnds,

Seie Steatferdinns, g them J0 Q0 L,
Fraok Haeris and 10 Dover Wilsan, have idvawn a
photare of Shakspere as sowwething of o parasite,
fastening upon the neatthy ad impeovident song
Earl of Southompen, adopting fine as 2 patean.
tapyang him {ora thenzand pomds vaz por legend
acvanmpaing hime ona teip il under the
Pl gue of }ni}ll Floeo. anid s forth,

Bt Miss Spnrzenn paints fur ns the parteait of
< dike Ukbied, whi was wontempteons of ai
syenphinits, refusing i knwdnw sven t the Queen,
~it K at heart noe the Biithlessness uf his [riewds,
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among them his own half.sister whe tried to have
him declared a bastard. | quate:

It is quite cortain that one of the things which
rouses Shakespeare's bilterest and deepest indig-
nation is feigned ove and affection assumed for o
seffish end, He who valdes so intensels devited and
disinterested {ove. tums almost sick when be
watches flatterers and sycophamts howing and
eringing to the rich and powerful, purely to get
semething vt of then: {or themsebves, It is 2o cope

JUNE-Jyry, 1940

tain as anvthing can be. short of direct proof, that
he had been hurt, directly or indirectly, in this
particular way, No one whe reads his words care-
fully can doubt that he had either watched some.
une, whese friendship he prized. being deceived by
fawning {latterers, or that he hinsell had suffered
From a Ialw: friend or frieids, who, for their own
ends, hud drawn out his luve while remaining
“themselves as stone.”
+ Tu be comtinued t

Shakespeare and Ben Jonson

As one reads the plays of these two greatest
dramatists of the Elizabethan. Jacubean era one s
immediately struck by a great contrast between
them. One is aristocratic, the other bourgeois,
The noblemen of one author are natural, at ease,
convincing, They talk the language of their class,
both in matter and manner. Even more is this true
of Shakespeare’s heroines, Thev are aristocrats to
the core. On the other hand in pottraying the
lower classes Shakespeare is unconvincing, He
makes them clods or dolts or clowns, and has
them amuse ns by their gaucheries. He gives them
undignified names: Wart, Bullcalf, Mouldy, Bot.
tom, Dagberry, $aout, ete. Only occasionally does
Shakespeare hold up a gentleman to ridicule, as he
does in the case of Slender and Aguecheek, said by
Professor Dowden to fepresent the same person, a
sentiment strongly seconded by certain Oxford.
ians, who see Philip Sidoey as the original,

On the other hand Jonson's bourgeois characters
are natural, while his nobles are earieatures.

They bear the same kind of names that Shake
speare gives te his conmuoeners: Sir Poul Fither
side, Sir Ameorous La.Foole, Siy Epicure Mammon,
Lady Haughty, Sir Disphavous Silkworm, ste.

There is always a strong tendency on the part
of English writers from the upper middle <lass to
be resentful of the attitude assumed toward them
by the titled nobility,

This same ridiculing of class distinction is a
iark of talented commoners. Recall Dickens’
Lord Mutanhed and Lord Verisopht, Sheridan's
Sir Benjamin Backbite and Lady Sneerwell, W, .
Gilbert’s Lord Tolloller and Lord Mountararat.

It is characteristic of Ben Jonson. He has no
sympathy with aristocratic aloofness and superior.
ity,

On the other hand Shakespeare ia the natural
aristocrat,  He never has to think to make his
characters of gentle blood act their parts. They do
v as naturally as they breathe, Savs Edmund of
Gloncester of his distinguished brother Edgar:

“In wisdom [ should ask thy name;
But, since thy outside looks so fair and war
like,
And that thy tongue some say of hreeding
breathes,
What safe and nicely T niight well delay
By rule of knighthood, I disdain and spurn.”
Louis P. Bénézet
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The Stratford Defendant Compromised
By His Own Advocates

By Lous P. Bénezet

Puet Three

The nent withess whon we shall supmon to the
stnad s Wikliam AHen Neifsan wio, with Ashles
Fhormlike, has given us The Farts alowr Shaie
speare. Let us look first at shakespesne's -sading,
accarding e Neibsaar, Too fiegin with Laz- D,
Seitsun finds ovidence that he had read F s
Faldes, the Ecloguees af Spazmdi Mantuai~, the
Orations «f Cicero. the dmorss «i Ovid. the latter's
Hetamorphoses, the histories of Livy, Ovids Farar,
the poems of Vergil, the plavs of Tevence. it of
Plautus, the popems oF Horace, the wiaeks of Senecs.
He shows “sbight acquaintanee™ whse with th- aooeks
of Caesar, Laeina and Pliny, Neilsan is oo thered
bevause = lrw of these writers Bl Juven traredaiad
inte Frecdish i Elienbeth's i, aod confeaass gt
5h;l§e:-pvul'~"ﬁ “ase o Koo words give ofenr
proof that his ~choading was ne nnimpanant ol
ment e lis mastery of specch,”

weat e osehool ab all ar druppad qnt a1 what we
wisuld calt the seventh grade. Hero he is, v ipged
with a Latin hackgrannd thut would wit Segrace
a mnezrn A B, whia had waaral in the {sv g0a00,
And vet there is Ben Jonsau, with his “saes! Latin
and less Greek.” [t begins to Iouk as if soueloady
had tied. Fripp. in Shakespeare, Wan ané feist,
Ppe 0T takes hBis shot at Ben foarson '« jeatiqo o
where he speaks of “the nnwarranted teors of
“hakespeare's kck nd Latin,”

Next, P Neitwan is pozzded T Shakespeare's
knoniedse of Creek The Elizabathia o e
shonds anfy srcazsianalty wfered Grock. el e
one hreoss that Steaiford aaght i, Shakes: e nad
read Maticeh” Liges: Trofdus and Cresse: . doas
that e knew Hlones s and bere is Tacigoo il e b
Vanen ol thens, Dr. Neilaon cunl RSP
Lucizo bad et Been tasbted ot 1o od, fuit
there B B Jonsan e, oo b cve b Stk
speare’s kiewlehee of Lician “wos g S
wained from the €occk original™ Thewth - oy
plain reterence 1o the FErhopiog of Hel oo

olike the B ptionn fhief, Wi wiar | b i e arih
Micheo }

the Enulish ranslation of which had besn dedi.
catcd tr Ford Oxfoed in 1369 by Thomas Under.
dewsn. He mentions it, hot devs not explain it. He
dispsissis Churton Colling and the ten Greek trage.
dies. which the latter proves Nhakespeare to have
reatf, by saving thut “such paralielisms are more
natnrally explained as coinwidences arising from
the treatment «f anaigous themes and situations.”
Muwre naturally than what? Why it is more nutural
to think that there are eighty surprising coinei.
dences in thought between Shakespeare and the
Lreek tragic writers than to think that perhaps
Shikespeare had gone to adlege and resd them
there?

Dr. Neilson admits that it is “fairly cortain”
that Shukespeare knew French, He had read Mon:
taigne, Rabelais, “the French sonneteers of the 16th
century.” and he shows “direct nequaintanes with
Honsard” the hnows Halian Literature. st least i
its aveelle. He Rnows the Decameron, and has
deawn upon Bamlefly and Cinthin, also Ariesta,
thketls and Heasire jor easure vame from Dalian
sanrees. Dro Neilson keeps assaring us that there
were, or must have been [italics mine| French or
English tranustations of inost of these stories, so that
it “ciunot be proved” that Shakespeare kiew ftal.
i Shakespeare drgws upon Straparola. He has
real dpolowiuy and Silla, He has read Diona, by
frearge de Montemayor, sither in Spanish v in a
Froench transtatica, «r he “may have seen™ the
wainmseripgy of Yonges traslation. yuhlished in
U

Azain we sglanit that the “prompdec’s atendimn”
i~ doiige pretty welll How many A, B's from Cam.
Bradge. even todin . have cead al this Freach and
Fatin and Greek and Spanish?

Uaning acs v iz BEuglish realing: Dr. Neilson
faed= that he has read Gur of Warncick, Bew's of
Hanptun, The Nguire o' Low Degree, Rodund and
(Hiver. Huon of Bordeaus. Robin Hood, King
topintiud aad the Bepgar Yad, Chancer's workas,
Castan's Beewyodf of the Historves of Trov. Henry.
s’y Testuaent of Crescide, The Legemt of food
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Women, Gower's Confessio Amantis and Appotlon-
ius of Tyre

He had resd the “obscure Arthur Bronke,”
Painter’s Palace of Pleasure, collections of stories
hy Whetstone. Riche, Pettie, “Of the grestest writ.
ers of hnaginative literature there is none missing
from the list of those who knew.”” Spenser, Sidney.
Daniel, Dravtun, Constable, Watson and Barnes
are among thuse whose writings he shows that he
had read. He "had a tharough familiarity with
contemporary sonneteers.” He had read Daniels’
Roxamond and Burons Hars, He knew Marlowre’s
Herc and Leander. He wus familizr with “the
fonger prose fictions of the fine,” such ax Lyhv's
KFuphues, Lodge's Roselynde and Greene's Pan
dosio. He had read bouks on the subject of super
natural beliefs. and takes from anie of them, Hars
rett's Beclaration of Egregious Popish Impostures,
names and phrases used by Edyar in King Lear.

As for histories, Shakespeare had read Holin.
shed's (Rronicles of England. Seotland and lre
fand. Hall’s work on The Union of Lancaster and
Yark, the Chronicles of Grafton and of Fabvan and
the .fnneles of John Stowe: alvo the 4cts and Honu
ments, better knuewn as the Book of Martyrs, by
John Fox

His reading of comemporary plays, uccording
o D1, Naibson, was cucyedopedic. To name all the
plays that he shows familiarity with “would be to
write a history of the Elizabethan drama™ Pres
ton, Gescoigne. Whetstone, Marlowe, Kyd, Lyly.
Peele. Greene, und othere. sll have left traces in
Shakespeare's plavs. Or was it. as Oxfordians be.
lieve, the other way around?

He had read bocks of explorating snd travel
“like Kden's History of Trevarle in the Bost and
Fast Indies. Raleigh's Discoverie of Guignn and
snch pamphlets as were used in the vast compila.
tion of Richard Hukluyt™ His scientific knowledyge
“raust have beerd derived from aich works as Pliny,
Batman upin Bartholome his Booke De Proprieta-
tiby Rerwm, cond frem conversation.”

M1 has besw showa by Anders that he knew both
the Geuevan aind the Great Bible, as well as the
Praver Bonk.”

Theis Dr. Neilson adds another sentence which
rumpletely puts the Stratford man out of the run.
ning, as we shall presently show. “When it is fur.
ther considered that anly a fraction of wlit any
anthor reads leaves & mark that can be wdentified in
what he wiitez. we xhall readily allow that iu the
matter of stih Shakespence showed an artivity

and receptivity of mind that harmonizes with the
impression received from his creative work,”

Dr. Neilson says “a fraction.” He is right. Let ua
call it a large fraction, one third, in fact. He is say-
ing that he probably read three times as many Latin
works as have been named above, three times as
many books in ltalian and French and English.
Now we are talking of a wonderfully well read
scholar,

Before we go on with an analysis of the time
element involved, let us summon another Stratfor
dian. Dr. A, 3. Cairneross,* taking the stand, testi-
fies:
I That Hamiet was written by Shakespeare “in
ES8Y or early in 13837

2. That King fohn. Tweifth Night, Henry 1V,
Pagt 1, Henry I3, Part 2. Henry ¥, Henry
i, Pasts 1, 2. and 3. Pericles. Othello and
The Merry Wives of Windsor were written and
acted before August, 1393,

Ben Jfonson, that rock of the Siratfordisn cause,
wrote in 1613 that Tizus dndronicus had been on
the boards “for twenty five or thirty years.” Love's

Labour’s Lost. Romeo and tuliet, The Comedy of

Errors, Two Gentlemer o! Veronu are dated by
many comnentators among the earliest of Shake.
sprare’s plavs, This means then that the Stratford
man had accomplished the great bulk of this read-
ing and study before he was twenty-eight vears old,
for he was only twanty-four when, for example,
Hantlet was produced.

Let us see where this takes us, chronologically.
Let us admit foe the sake of argument that Shak-
spere entered the Strutford Scheol 10 1371, at the
age of sweven. By the time he is thisteen, in 1577,
he has réad Lily’s Grammar, the Fables of T'sop,
some af the plavs of Terence. part of the Frneid of
Vergik the Letters of Cicera. 11 quote Churton Col-
ling for the rurviculum of the sehool. t

Naw he drops out of schoal, according b legend,
and is apprenticed o a butcher, Halliwell. Phillipps
refers fu Stratford ws o bookless town. but other
authucities, argizing from the learning in the plays,
sav that it “must have been” stocked with alf of
these clussies in French., Creek, Latin and English,
£ Q. Adams imagines that the youns apprentice
gors areand burrewing books froin the vicar and
shoolmaster. But apprentices in these davs putin
long days of labor, and theve was no reading after
dark. i homes of the proletariat and the trades.

“fhe Piotdem of Honlet: 4 Solution.
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poopie. Let us grant that Witliam reads ten books
cach year. Remember that we must allow him his
Sundays to wander through the forest of Arden and
“pick up” from the wardens all the mtimate kaowl-
adge that he shuws of forest taw, This will give him
fafty bouks Dy the time be 33 eighteen, when, us we
recal], he lvrowmes a marvied man, and. not b
Afterwards. o father.

Fifty toadis shoubd have drsined dey the literary
resources of the village * lait et as alliw that swme-
how be discovers others in hoimes not vet explored,
and thed butween 300 0ad 1547 when ke is nat
earming a living for his family. or paaching. or
helping Anne dothe washing for Susasa amd the
twing, he reads ity more. These wiuld have 10 fw
in Latin or in Engrhish. To arsign Greek, falian,
Freuch and ¥panish works to Stratfurd would le s
put tuu great a strain upan the already stretched:
teebirvaking “yoesihilities,”

Now cames the departare for Lundin. althongh
b Adame bas ~hakspere teaching 2 countrey
schond {az ey “the actr Laey,” thraneh Beestan,
vig Anbrevi fur several vears alleowards,  he e
teaching a cantey sehoad tand Adams savs that
uniess wa grant this aad i we “thiuk of him as
carly snatched fram sehaad. warking all day in a
batcher's shope o o it a howee devond of
haaks and of a literary atnwesydure, L we find it
hard to undes-tand how be smdidialy Ldossecanel out
as one of England’s greatest men of letters with
every matk of literary culture™, he cannat e
reading French aval falian warks, They weren't
found in eountry schoods in W arwickshire.

Let us then send him ta London. It is 1387, and
ane vear later he must praduwee Homler and Titus
Awidronicus. Within the nest Rve sears e wist
bring forth fifteen other plass and 2 lang narrative
poem. Between harseholding und attending the
prompter, he must read, in that time. al} the hin.
dreds of phivs written Lo Ehzatethan dramatists
up to 1593, Rabelai~ Rousacd, Miataivne, Boac
e, Arivsto, Uinthio, Fawdetb HBomer, ten ek
tragedies. Plitanch. Hall, floliiched,  deion,
Heliodarws, Foxo Lulvs et Fang sl ing that in
Stratlond he has famd and 1ed the works of
Plantus, Harace, Seneva, Cacar. Phon, Biche
Cettie. Nidoes. Dinel. Lodue, Spuenser. Clameer.
Coanmstadde. Wateae Bares, Gafton, Fadaan,

*White s TWhe s e s caling 1he Heeed of wrrrs,
Be was tene foond e e ahlgin crsme Linawhedue o

bk taf whivhe cucnt Bibiles gd the =Rt e 2
G Hiete aere vol o i aen 16 4 S1eteed i

Stowe and Livy, besides Cuy of Warwick, Bevis of
Hampton, Roland and Oliver, King Cophetus and
the Beggar Maid, The Legend of Cood Women, ete.

Lay out 2 curriculum for a modern college man
who has had “small Latin and less Greek,” and no
foreiyn language, and tell him that within five
yesrs he inust read as follaws:

I Greeks Ton tragedies, Lucian and Heliodams,
In Halian: The warks of Cinthio, Arivste, Bocac
i, Bandelia,

fu French: The works of Rabelais, Montaigne,
Ronsard amld the Tath ventury sonneteers.

In English: Translations of Hemer, Plutarch,
wid's Wetamor phoses; some twn hundred plavs
of Elizabethan dramatists, the Chronieles of Hall
and Holinshed. the puens of many semi-obscure
writers,

I Latin: Ovid's Fasti and dmores. ete,

b additiun to this he must “pick up” a technical
knowledee «of law. ditte of niusie, of farest luw, of
war. of the gecgraphn anl customs of faly awl
Fravee, of the aummners of a sucial class from whiee
homes he has heets strietly barred. Tell him that in
addition to this he st support a wife and three
chitdren, ar eavn his «wn wav, Tell him that st the
end of five vears he nosst i addition have written
ten ghivs wnd & e of 12430 words, Then tell him
wlat v have Faid wut s andy “u fraction” of what
he must read,

Voo Bro Neilson, vaur fellaw Stratfordian, Dr.
Caiviesios has shown how impsesible vour thesis
I=.

New Dr, Cairncross, your fellow Stratfordians,
Prodessor Churtan Callins and President Neilson,
have proned how i possilde it iy o beliese that
s man whe produeed Hambet 1n 1588 was W,
Shaksjrere of Strutford,

Oxf ord~Shakespeare Talks

During the gnst few menths. Prod. Bénézet of
Daviwanth g Mrs, Fisie G Hoddon of Denver

base both giviw sreessfnd talks o interested anei-
vices e the Onford ~hakespeare evidence in their
wspective garts of the caantey, One of Wee Hal
dew's Lwst-veveived dertures has had U du with the
himovne dhiaw of Lord Oxford's nrivate hfe as
e d apan in Siake-speare's Sonnets.

Teavel permittivg. Prof. Beéncget pians w make
2 speaking tanr ax fae snth as Flacids in the early
grigs We hoape togive o adegnate report gn his
et ities oo Aprd isene,
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‘The Stratford Defendant Compromised
" By His Own Advoeates

By Loms P Binizer, A M. Po.D.

* * Continued from the January QUARTERLY * *

It will be recalled that we granted, for the sake
of argument, that Will Shakspere, the lad from the
home af illiterate parents had been ndnitted to the
Stratford Latin Grammar Scheol at the age of
seven. although this is pure conjecture, and there
is 10t a shred of evidence to support it,

Let us myw summon another Stratfordian witness
This is Edgar I Fripp, of Liverpool University,
On pages 83 and 81 of his book, Shakespeare, Wan
and Artist, we read of Shakespeare's supposed
entry into the shool at Stratford, Mr. Fripp does
ot know what the entrance requirements were, but
susmises that in addition to knowing huw b read
and write the bov shall be " fit for Latin Grammar.”

He gives the entrance requirements of 1wo simi.
lar schaols. The first, St Paul's, says, “H your
1hild can read and write Latin and English suth
ciently si; that he be ahle ta read and write his own
lessons then he shall he admitted.” This is dated
1337,

By 1578 Shrewshury has the rule that “no
scholar shall be admitted before he can write his
name, read English perfectly, and have his ' Acci.
dence’ without book, give case of 4 noun or adjew
tive. or parsing of a verb active und passive, and
make & {Latint verse by any of the voncordances,
the Latin words being given him.” This staggered
Mr, Fripp, He realived how he had barred out hix
young candidate, so addud that Shrewshury’s stan.
dard wus high and that Stratfmd in 1564 “per.
mitted an easier exammaiion.” However, he dies
not tell ns what it required.

But where wouli the son of illiterate parents ever
leara. at the age of seven, “to read English per.
fectly™ or even to write his name? Remrmber 1hat
in 1612 the best that be can dis with his surname ix
“whaiblatip” We are told that his literate play.
mates had probable taught him to rvad 1aud write,
and distinguish the case of a noun, e, 1, and on the
other hand passibly they hadn't! Na; Wilhiam
Shakspere nf Stratford pralabiy “picked wp”
enough learning o that just before he died he
could write his full autograph, but 1o phture him
entering. ul seven, the kingd f «hool that Dy, Fripp

deseribes is too great a breach of probsbility.

Fripp finalty offers an explanatinn of the mys-
tery. Says he: “We have mistaken Alderman
Shakespeare if he had nat a copy of the Geneva
Bible in his house, His son shows such famibiarity
with the opening chapters that we may helieve he
spelled them out and almost learned them by
heart.” But the Stratfordian Countess de Chambrun
has proved that John Shacksper, as the clerk spells
his name, was a Cathaolie who would never have
pennitted his son ty see 2 Geneva Bible,

Al through his beok Fripp is dropping little
hints that balster up the Oxford cause. He points
out that Shakespeare, in Loves Labour's Lost, uses
the name of the Frenchman, La Mnthe, who came
to England in 1572 as special envoy to plead the
suit nf the Due d'Alencon for the hand of Elizabeth,
This man Oxford knew personally. But how would
the Stratford vouth, who was barely eight years old
at the time, ever have heard of him, and who in
London theatrival society would recall his name
twenly vears afterwards, when Shakspere is sup-
posed, in Stratfordian circles, to have produced the
play?

On page 63 Fripp tells of a tonr of the plavers
of Johu, Earl nf Oxford, in 1560, and of the com.
pany of Ldward. Earl of Oxford, in 1363, proving
that the thirteen vear old boy, a year after his
father's death, was inaintaining the players as his
9Wn eompany.

Un page 69 Fripp gives an interesting table of
the name of Shakespearean chacacters and their
meanings. proving that the author nnderstood ob.
meure words I French, Halian, Latin and Greek.
tOphelia- “help--and Desdennmma—ill fortune——
bath from this last-naed language,) He admits
that Ben Jonson's story abait the “small Latin® is
fulse, ““hakespeare.” he savs, “hecame an excellent
Latin scholar™ and “critics inelined to nnderesti.
mate his scholarship have had to confess their
astonizhinent” at seme of his keen uses of Latin
phrases, Like Churton Collins, he ils pages und
pages with proof of Shakespeare’s wonderful
Kaowledue of yuthors like Live. Vergil, Horace,
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Casar, Seneca, Plautus and other classical writers,
Again the lic is given to Ben Jonson.

Fripp shows that Shakespeare kinows the untrans-
tated partz of Ovid as futimateh as he dues the
Metamor phases, which had been transland in 1567,
as we remember, hy Arthur Golding, Oxford’s
unele. Mext he testifier to his remarkahle knowl.
edge of music. whirh is like that of 4 professiona,
He avs, “mlakesgeare, we may be wire. was hoth
a visealist and an Dnstrinentadist.” He fails to bl
ur when aml how the luscher's apprentice mud
premprer’s attendunt sequived all this skill. Als,
Ao it zeens stranges that this lever of mnsic and
istranwatalist dones st bave in his honse e
viavn cithern or #fide at the time when he makes
his will?

Un page 138 Fripp. having silled his horo's
vonthful vears full of trainiag in the classios and
sz b assiens him oothree seaces nan attarney
wff = and savs tha this is the natarad infeernes
“Erean iz acarviage a0 F302 and his extraordingry
knowledwe, and farze amd acnrate usage. i his
writings from the heginning litalics mioe | of feual
teraninolugy and procedaec” L His legal terms
are legicn: sumetimes they sre highiy techniial:
forfaemis ey are watiplaorical, often ey are
wiowght indocthe very adoe of his verse: lat met
rensarkable of atl, they How fram him. usawiees,”
and soon for theee mane pages, He fnatls say s that
he @5 nat maiadainiog Cthat Shakespeaee was
barrister. bt that he wanld have made g ureat aae
and had pained smewhere litalics mine} his
trained legal insight.” He goes on 1o sav that “the
favts demand professional experience in an attor.
ae o edibee ad sithong dhanda ar Stratfoed ooy
abuit the vears 1379477 But Sir George Green
woud points cut that we have all sorts of hooal
papers Fran Stratford lawvers affices. andl e
where is there g sivnatiee of W, Shakspers in
I3703T 10 e foand annny them. Besides. Adimns
ix g that be wie teaching 2 comizes ~chond
this pericd. ard H'rofessor Flze is “snre” thad at this
tiere b amvekliog i hals,

i AT acearding Lo Fripy, Shuhespeare snd-
e e wed tiead oF the “nnconaatic demdbeery of L
attoey e adhee” sand secked W e Lok with
the shueea’s Conpane of aetors,

Fripge waves wsihe all the old lowends alwat
praching datches s appreatioshipe hailing hoeses.,
Cll%‘.‘n(fi!z;.:, promspters wad the Bk <iving that d'lt:_\
aii date Troan yerivds “too retmde i time' afer
Shekspere’s death e concern tie historiae,” e
Boroet= that e voe o voowhich be desgaeratedy

clings. ée, that Shakspere's father had him attend
school fram his eighth to his thirteenth year, dates
from Ruwe. who wrote forty years after Aubrey 2nd
the athiers whian he refuses ty believe,

Al afier contemptuously dismissing Aubrey's
ather sarns fior leing “tio remote™ in point of time,
he makes 0 volte face and discovers that “there is
niticeable truth in the Aubrey legends that yonng
Shakespeare lefore he left Seratford was inelined
e acting aad candd “inake o speech is high styie™

e nes while kitfing a calf!

Friggy aives tie sty of sammts 1570 and 154,
He quotes a pann in Greek called Cupid's Torch.
written by Marianus. [t is iministakably the orig.
inal of the twu saimets. Says Fripp: “Shakespeare
knew siane Greek and may have read the original
i Anthodogia Graecs,” 1560, The present writer
studied Greek fur seven sears, it finds several
wordy in the stunza that wodd heve caused him o
refer toca texican. I Shakesjeare coubi translate
this poeny. then Ben Jonson donbiy lied, My, Fripp
wa¥% it is “mare Hikefy' that he read it in a Latin
transdation, But the first Latin translition, he ad-
mits, was that of Lubiaus, in 1603 and he bas al.
ready et 1507 as the fast poseilde date fa the
writinge of the <o ! Lsains vhe ik of Hee wni-
versity anns i evident.

Mro Feivp devides three ar fune pages to Shake.
speate’s military know ledue, He freety nses coidier
frzan. Carselets, paaldrens, furgets. ancients,
Hentenants, corporals, Bezanians, bilhos. and «imi-
liv expressivns are conmnplace in his talk, Yet
Fripp adinits that “evidence is wanting that in 1384
el any adher thae he bore corns in imilitary ser
vier sdthonsh i iniziiation and ae the shage
he was a true soldier,”

Joscpdy Ciney Adans, in his Lije of Billimm
Nhakes peare o bwells upan the intinaey of Ben Jane
s and Shakspere, He makes mmch o the Menaid
Tavern. and deseribes the witconduds which todk
phiee tuepes La The Facts abaa Shukespeare 11627
elitieas o prage 390 Fuller's stuey sbont the wit.
coanfui iz giver in ikl bntwhere Foller says, 1
bt sl this versionr sava, 1 leheld,” Ve ing
tie hcraessione that Faller, saad three, had been
peesecr A Americine eadlege presithend. in coere-
spedenee with dhe writer, shen asked why he
conbd g aeeepd tkant o Shakewpeare, e plied
that ke condd tod Lot the sty of Hsose w b
wiete presnd at the banks betwern Jonsan and the
Hard of v at the Meraid,

Neow coanes Fripp. joining Sic £ K. Chambers in
prowosencing the Mecamaid by g it o imaging.
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tion. “There is no evidence,” he writes, “to connect
him with the Mermaid Tavern and Jonson's con-
freres. Probability is against it, if on no other
ground than incompatibilicy of temper, Whatever
the ‘wit combats’ imagied by Fuller and the respect
and affection inspired in the greater by the less,
Shakespeare and Jonsnn could not have been boon
companions, The rich and generous wenius of the
one mud the selfassertlive, wnvious lalent of the
othier were inconsistent, if not atagonistic.” Here
is ave niore Strmfordian wh believes that Jonson's
“love this side idolatey™ was wot genuine. but hol.
low. and dictated by other motives than sineerity.

Shakespeare Personality, by David Masson, won.
tains wany straws which indieate the dirretion of
the wind., Space will ot permit lengthy greotation
Howeser, the tone of the beok can be sensed from
the following: th. 151 “One onrizsion in the will
is rather curious. Thore is not the least allugion i
it to books. papers or writings published. Plate is
mentioned (he ennmerates other items1. hut what.
ever books wr papers there were in New Place ®o
uncamed into hooschold stoff. There ts ot the
least trace in the will of the nsual anxiety of a
dying author as to the fate of his literary remains.”
Imagine the “trie aud originall vopies” of Hemlet
and Othello tossed into the jnnk harrel with the
kitchen pots. the ald shoes and other “honsehald
stuff! [t seems strange that other Stratfurdiage
kave failed to comment on this extraordinary and
most significant wuission in the will. Mr, Musson
goes o to say that “strangely encugh there is not
a single sentimental phrase in the will.” He cont.
ments on soite uther strange features of the story
of Shokspere's belongings and acain remsinds us
that there appanatly was no book i the whate of
New Place, Syvs he: “Books that belonged 10 Ben
Juuson, with his sutograph in thent. are pot very
rare” He goos on to sav that the sane is true of
Miltor. hnt “enrious!s™ we buve nat o single hook
that Belongad o Shakspere It does seom sxleao-
Ay when we reead) that fomg Tist of weaks that
Dro Neiloom proves that T had read,

A last vomment by Mr. Mueson s worth recank
g Hede conscious of the ballling clomd of secrevs
thut survemde the Sligkespearce persosality. and
he wanders w ill\. i :ipt'ak.s of the fact that in the
works «f Ben Joizon vt onlv ane the dodicutjons
Chulb of perscaral allusisus, bt i the apperniid
misvetlimies in verse aud prose thees is 0 poerfect
e of pavtienkirs ax to the anthe e s velatas w it
Wis contermnporacies and his opndons af them.™ . |
“Condrast this* savs Vi, Masson, “with what we

know of Shakespeare. Nothing on earth could get
a peem out of him.”

To be continued.

Keep the Light Burning

Efforts to strengthen our membership must not
be relaxed at this time despite the inescapable
exigency of world-events. For. as the shattering
tides of war subside. all civilized persons are bound
to turn with freshened intevest ta those goodly in.
tellevtual pursiits which lift the mind of man
above the level of the sub.-human savages whose
mad career is ending, This is our apology for
trving to keep the Oxford Shakespeare case alive in
a devastated world, Members who have negleetes
to pay their dues can help by doing so at once.

Oxford-Shakespeare Books

Whils they last, copies of a fiw books, pam:
phiets and buund volunies «f The Shakespeare Fel.
lowship News LETTER and (Ot ARTENLY inay he had
from the Secretary at the fllowing Special Prices,
pustpaid;

THE MAN WHO WAS SHAKESPEARE by Eva
Turer Clark. A biography of the puet Earl of
Oxford, presenting many anglos of lis career nol
previously covered Handsomely iHastrated. 82.00,

THE SATIRICAL COMEDY, LOVES LA.
BOUR™S LOST by Eva Turner Clark. A discussion
of the play from the point of view of Elizabethan
Court polities. [Nustrated, $1.00,

HIDDEN ALLUSIONS IN SHAKESPEARE'S
PLAYS by Eva Turner Clark, A comprehensive and
schularly treatment of the plass, smphasizing Lord
Gxford’s inlluences and manv evidences of Conrt
propaganda, A great bargain at $2.08,

THE LIFESTORY OF EDWARD DE VERE
AD W HLLIAM SHAKESPEARE™ by Percy Aljen.
Privtel i Englaud with porteaits of Oxford and
.“‘h(’liu:riin"m'& 5\ 'hi,‘-_.'.fli_\ coatruversial work, with
Bacowian leuninzs, butl evataining ninch vahiable
historical evidence, nat 1o be overlooked. LY RETE

Bound Yolumes 11T awd 1V of our News Lettien
and valmue v of the Qrantenty, all cuntaining
maay articles of wigee and pernanent value, not
otheruise obtainable, Each, $2.00,

ELIZABETHAN MYSTERY MAN by Charles
Woawr Barrell, A hrief but eseential digest of
aaia s of Oxford Shakespeare evidence. with
cepcoduetion of the famons St Albans portrait of
the Fierd whose “comtenance shakes a spear,” £23,
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The Stratford Defendant Compromised
By His Own Advocates

By Louvts P. Béwszer A M. Po.b,

The concluding paper in a stimulating series.

Lot us tuem now be another witness. g mman of
the keenest perception and wsight, This is Frank
Hureis. whis eomes chser th painting a tene picture
nf the real Shakespeare than anv ather of the Strat.
fordiun writers, .

To begin with, he says that it is nonsense to sav,
as most eritics o, that Shakespeare never put him-
sfl into any plav. He has done so tweaty times,
Other vrities have thought that perhaps Hamler
afens vkt he astobiographoal. Bt Haeris SEYE,
“Suppose that thakespeare, In painting anoiher
character. did nothing bat paimt Hamiet nver again,
frait by trait. virtue by virtze. fault by fault, our
assurance would be ahinost complete, for a drama.
tist only imakes this mistake when he is speaking
uncensriousty W his cwn person” He quotes
Choleridge:

“Ia Hamlet we see n great. alirost envrmonsly
intellectual activity and a proportionate aversion
to real action chnsequent upon it."

Harris asks what other personage we find in
Shakespeare who is “baokish and irreselute, a lover
of thuught and not of action, of melancholy temper,
too. and prone Lo wapack his heart with words.”
“Romra" s his answee, Haditt savs, “Romeo s
Hainiet v fove, Buth are absent and self involved:
both ive. st of themselves, in a world »of imayi.
nation.”

The melancholy Jagues is Shakespeare again.
according te Hareis, Tt is significant that this char.
acter Is srizinid with *hakespeare, not being {oned
in Lodye's Rosalynde. “His humomas sadness. the
)‘Ii%ld ﬂ{ L‘uﬂtﬂlli)].“ttinlm hLE ) ill(}:‘t‘d :":h.'l}gc’:-pw.'n')"q
fost csavstant mosd. Intellectuaf curiosity shows in
Sogues as in HambL™ This s ol intensely e
esting too Owfordiums. for thesr three charactors
have Leens felt from the first 1o be the must ovident
of the numerous avtobiogruphical sketvhes of the
Earl, Professor Slater has said that David Copper
field v 10 mare autohingraghical of Dickens than
Hamilet e of Oxdard. Ronten and Jubiet w felt to be
the stors of his bive offiie with Anne Vavassr,
whose Kinsnew weer his batod cremiee. And Juqies,

Bke Oxfiad, has sdd his Fands 1o see others, and in
genera] reflects his whimsical melancholy,

Harris seex Hamlet qualities also in Wacheth,—
in the frst act o weditative rature “fnl} of the milk
of huran kindness,” . .. “an ircesolute dreamer,
courteous and gentle hearted. of perfect intellectual
fairness und boukish phrase; and in especial his
bive of thuught and dislike nf action are insisted
ugem again snd mzain.'” Bay having made Macheth
somewhat in his own hnage. zentle, bookish and
irresoiute. he w forced, by the historical fact that
Macheth murdered Banguo and the rest, t make a
killer of hii, " Ambition was foreign to the Ham.
let.“hakespesre nature”" savs Harris. “1 am in-
«lined to think that Shakespeare was even more
irresobnte and bulispased o actbn than Hamlet
himsetl” .

Orsinn in Tieelfth Night, Biron in Love's La-
bour's Lost and Posthumus 1 Cymbeline are other
persaifications of the suthor, accord g to Harris,
He makes an excetient case for each, In speaking of
Posthumus’ fight with Clolen, he is “depicted as
a rare swordsiman of wonderfnl magnanimity.”
Pissnio savs,

My mister rather plaved than fought.

And had o help of anger,

“t call this gentle kinduess,” says Harris, “the
birth mark 1 Shakespeare.” And after drawing a
very keew paratlel between Hamlet and Posthumus,
he szys af the author: “"He shows himself very
il witted, vredufons and impulsive. gaick to
anger wnl quicker ~till o forgive, with theughts ail
turned o0 sidue=s and to imasing”

He has drawn unconscivuzh a perfect picture of

~the Eard of Uxford in his vouth, the man who in

quick burdt of anyer. ran his sword through the
-privg servant of Locd Burghlev: wha was per.
suasierd by his crafty cousing that his wife. Aune,
wa- untrae to him, whe later forgave and forgot,
bat whe retired te his castle to shun the vourt and
devote himsell e the last fourteen vears of his
fife 1 iz awn veflections. his writings and his
[N 1SN TR
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All the way through Mr. Harris’ work we keep
running across- phrases and paragraphs that are
descriptive of Oxford, and totally foreign to the
character of the Stratford man. For example, “Both
these, the love of country life and contempt of zold
are, us we shall see later, abiding peeuliarities of
Shakespeare.” Also! “Even as a young man Shake.
spearc hated the cruelly of ambition and the
savagery of war as much as he loved the ceremairies
of chivalry and abservauces of gentle courtesy.”
Again we see the noble, who was born with lands
and weulth, amid the life of the country aristocraey,
Mr. Harris, like Perey Allen and other Oxfurdians,
has picked out Valentine, in The Tiwe Gentlemen of
Verong, as another sutebiographical sketch, He
says p 1833, “Valentine displays the gentle for.
giveness of disposition which we have already had
reasvi to regard as ane of Shakespeare’'s mast
marked characteristics.” Recall Richard Gramt
Whi'te's comnent on the Stratford man's pussuit of
his debtor, that it iy an incident in Shakespeare's
tife which it requires the utinest allowance and
consideration for the practice of the time and coun
try to enable us to contemplate with equanimity—
satisfaction {s impussible.”

Turning to The Merchant of Venice, Mr. Harris,
again agreeing with the Oxfordians, selects Antonio
as another representation of the author. He ridi-
cules those commentators who have represented
the merchant “as 4 master of affairs, a prudent.
thrifty soul.” He points out that Antosio is quite
the reverse. an improvident, affectionnte friend
who lends lavishly 1o the spendthrift Bassanio, and,
far from seeing through the real motive of Shvlock,
thinks that the usurer has become humane. This is
no hard-headed, penuy. pincher (fike the Stratford
nined, hut a generous aristoerat whe will lend his
last cent to 2 friend and put his awn ife in jeop.
ardy to give him move rope for his marital gamble,
Mr. Harris goes on: “The same pradigality and
contempt of wouey are to be found in nearly all of
Nhakespieare's plays and curlously encugh 1italics
mine | the persons to show this disdain are vsually
the marks of Shakespeare Limself, A philosephic
soliloquy i hardly wmore rharacteristic of Shake.
speare than a sneer at money. This peculiarity is
rot a trait of his vouth chieflv, ax i1 is with most
men who are free hauded. it seems to be a reasoned
attitude toward life and it undoubtedly becomnss
wore and more purked as Shakespeare grows
ofder” 1. 19,3

A little fater Mr. Harris weites: “It is astonish
ing to find this sadness. this conrtesy, 1hiz lavish

generosity and conterupt of money, this love of love
and friendship in any man in early manhood; but
these qualities were Shakespeare’s from youth to
old age.” He goes on to say that Antonio’s “heed.

~ less trust of other men and impatience are qualities

most foreign te the merchant,” but they are shown
aguin and again by Shakespeare’s impersonations
tamong whom Mr Harris includes Benedick,
Birou and Orsine, again following Oxfordian
writers),

Mr. Harris now induiges in & wild goose chase,
pursuing the Dark Lady of the Sennets. He enthu.
sigstically embraces the theory of Thomas Tyler
that Mary Fitton was the “dark lady” and that the
“fair youth"” was William Herbert, soon to be Earl
of Pembroke. He dates the Sonnets from 1598 to
1601, being compelled to do so by the fact that
Williat Herbert did not come to court until 1598,
Mr. Harris tives a0 tharoughly in the poems that
lie cannot see the absurdity of saying that the ex.
butcher buy, horse-holding groom and fortune-
hunting actor sent the voung nobleman, twenty
vears old, to make love, us u proxy for him, to the
Queen’s maid of honour, and was astonished and
it to the quick when the lady preferred the future
earl!

Here we must recall Sir Sidney Lee's Lije of
Shadespeare, Remember how the Stratford man “in
1597 began the business connected with the pur.
rhase of New Place. Complications ensued, and the
purchase was not completed tll 16827, . . “Be
tween 1597 and 1599 the was) rebuilding the
house, stocking the barns with grain, and conduct-
ing various legal proceedings” And managing a
theatre, and acting, and wriling two plays a vear,
and pouring wut his bitter disappointment in his
somiets, and 1making fove to the Queen’s maid of
honaur, .

Me. Harris now finds himself in a curious di-
lenima, Throughout his book he has painted the
pictiure of an aristorrat. careless and suntem ptunus
of mones. searnful of the commos people and of
their work-a-dav lifs. But the Stratford man eame
o the people. Therefore he was @ rank snob. a
Hitthe hrother af the rich. a parasite and a sveo-
phant! What a remarkable shout-face from the
independent. courageous. outspaken Shakespeare
that both Miss Spurgeon and Mr. Harris, so far,
have created, and how utterly liiconsistent with the
spirit of Hamlet, Romeo, Posthuinus, Bertram,
Birun, Benedick and all the other impersonations
of the atithor which Harris has found in the plays!

“Shakespeare was an aristocrat born, a5 we have
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seen,” says My Harris. “The Jower orders are sll
food for comedy or farce: he will ot treat them
seriously. He tells of Agincourt without even men.
tioning the fact that the English bowmen won the
hattle, He had thir truth before hiem, for the chroni.
viers frnm wham he took the story vauched for the
fact; but Shakespeare preferred tn aseribe the vir
tury e Heney and his lirds”” Again he savs:
“Shakespenre hoed a lond with o passinnate alf
nivatin i whenhe gaints hineelf i s vsialiv as
avhihe nr g prines”

He then vxplainse Shikeaspearn s snppased devi
tisn tn “Meo W H Wlopting the rumar of the
thnusand pumnds cof whith Vs, Stopes cinh find
i trae in the reeneds of the Sonthampta fanily
and whirk dir E. K. Chanbers dismisses as -
prsaibie® e sive, Shakespeare may well have
argued CH Suathampton gave me a thousawnd
ponads, perhaps Lied Heelwrt will et ans e
Moster nf the Hevels wr sven give me u higher
place.” ™ Having praved i bis sptisfiction that
“Shakespears was anaristoerat arn e paints
i as a <aal, tadying ta vonng oublemen whi
will himd R ey and pusition at vourt, Ou
page 247 he i Ml s @ piee, flunkevism and
hape ul brartits to come and passian that -
spired the fiest series uf sonnets.” whirh, b savs,
were writien 0 the yausng Willizm Hecbort, ol
berause the First Fabio was ledicated w bim and
te his brother,

Mr. Haniis pictures Shakespeare as Lroken in
spirit after this rpisude of Mary Fitton. He says
that for the latter part of his hife “all his hernes are
faitures” . .. “Brutes, Hoamlet, Macieth, Lear.
Fraduss Antany and - Fimon wd) fail as he Bimseld
had failed.” This et as we kuaw. digs ot repre.
sent the fust plass compaseld by our authar; never
theless it is 0 fit that the number of “lailnres”
whi are Shukespeare herues incersses tiward the
emt of the period. Awain this fite the disagqoing
Oxfonl. vndwr dun the posgeins lareber of
Stratfuned.-

Chler iy auatalins, :‘[hl\ﬂ«l‘ll.'_' brix ii}l}lll‘l‘i.l-
tan af Shukes prave s avistee sy e
oo AT W hane alvendy mdived Shkespeare's
fove of gt Blanad sl Belif in ity wiasdeons
rilicars. s e o hie premanent and mnst vhar
actesistu braits.”
poo A TShakaes e nenvogsatlioe hathing Lo

et s~ 00 el s by E S graate o
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mechanic slaves with ‘greasy aprons’ and ‘thick
breaths rank of gross diet” ™

p. 335, “'Shakespeare pribably exaggerated his own
genernsity out af aristacratic pose: hut that he
was earrless of mopey and free hamied to a fanit i,
t think, ventain from his writings.”

Having declared that Shakespeare, like Antonio,
wits nnt a business man, hut a yenernus, prodigal
londier and ~peader. Mr, Harris is hard pressed to
avennt For the Stratford man's arqaiaitiun o
wealth, He tgnores the two shilfing suit against
Hugers. Phianas Whittington's forts shillings and
the ither usuciiws artions at daw. Hie settles it by
arerpting Rowe's fegend that the Eurl of Seuth.
ampton gave Shakspere a thousand pounds, ab
thuugh this dates from 1709, and he has refused to
betieve Aubrey 11681t because his writing was
e Cretote n time” fenm Shakspere's life,

Then be is lnther:d by Shakspere’s retuen to the
b ikiess bunse and the iltiterate family o the prs.
viniad village, He finally acconmts for it as J. 4
Athims arenunts for the falling off of the produe
thun +of plavs after 1605, by =aving that his health
st have broken, On page 93 we read, "t 35 inc
creifilde ts e that 5ﬁake:|2ea|re should leave Len
drar gt Fortveseven or forty eipht vears of age ia
pond health and retive to Stratfund ty five as a
pevsgerons ponbey gentlemsn, What kad Seeatfoed
tie offer Shakespeare. village Stratfond, with a
arichlvnge i the chicf streer and the charms of the
vitkage wrurer’s vamplanionship tempered by the
ministratians of a wandering tub-thumper?” Nite
the use ai the word "incredible,” which is nit e
strinne a tern b emplhos.

Meo Hoarris ts eighe s joeredible, =t s it s
meredilie that the Stratfurd man should know so
nch fagin ol {ase il be snch o natural ariann.
veato e be sa geaerias ami so contemptuous of
Hoiey,

* 4 #*
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spare whiich bear svideies on the =ide of the (.
Bl sutlechip, Hosevec hiefore lasing, ot s
ciib e mere witnesss Flis s Professar £ Dover
Wilson Wi The Bosential Shakespeare.

Wil tiakes viodent iswne with 23 Sidney Lee,
whr~e Life of Shibeapeare has fur its thepe “the
~bere -lf I!’w f;u!- }'}---3' illl_\ ni f“l!’all*ll'fli \'\}I'I ﬂl'dlt&’? E]
Bortsie i boandan” He savs that the inage i Lee's
feart was that of W tepivat Fuelish mumafactorer
whe hapqarrd tesbeal in Ta o/ith Vights and Lears
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He then says that our greatest obstacle to the
true understanding of Shakespeare is the concep-
tion we have of him ss portrayed in the Stratford
bust and the Droeshout engraving in the First Folio,
Dr. Wilson, in deseribing the bust, speaks of its
wooden appearance, vapid expression, coarsely
shaped half moon eyehrows. staring eyes set tno
close together, nose too small for the face, and the
“general air of stupid snd self.camplacent pros-
perity. All this might suit well enough with an
atifuent and retived butcher, but dues gross Wty
tis the dead poet.” . ., "It is time an end was put
to the seundal of three centuries. For Janssen's self.
satsfied pork butcher and the Folio engrraving
taken from it, which J. C. Squire has called ‘the
pudding faced effizy of Droeshaut.” stand betwern
us and the true Shakespeare, and are so obviousiv
false hnages of the greatest paet of ali time that the
world turns from them in discust and thinks it is
turning from Shakespeare himself "

This i just what the Oxfordiuns have beers claji.
ing from the cuiset, Neither the engraving nor the
bust is zenuine. They are parts of the hoax. of the
plan to give the plays to the world while veiling the
identity of their noble author. Professor Wilsay
does not know the story of the change i the bust.
but, judging from Sir Willian, Bugdale's drawing,
the eriginal was just as greeat a likel on the authey
as is the second copy, installed by John Ward. Wil.
son fails to see that be has declared that there was
hocus pocus connevted with the whole Stratford
myth. But there was, and he has put his finger un.
erringly on the proof: these two purlraits which for
centuries were palmed off on the woild.

Mr. Barrell's cevelations 1see Serenttfic dmer.
icun fur January, 19401 proving thut the Ash.
hourne “Shakespears” is 4 portrait of Lord Oxford,
have. o doubt, snswered Professor Wilkon's de.
sire to know w hat “Shakespeare ” really looked like.

Dr. Wilsan believes with the Oxfordians that the
plavs are full of topical allusions, aot to the gu.
thor's “tragiv iife sturs of which we kauw noth
g™ it to en and events of the reiza of Iiza
heth, He wwoex to soine length in albinpting te prove
that Hamler is Essex. He agrevs with Cairneross
that “Hamlet the play goes a foryg way haek ol
was, in some form or other, being arted by Shake-
speare’s commpany as eard¢ as 15304, He adimits that
Polugsius is a caricature of the Queen's minister,
Lard Burghley, who died in 1592 & doman't seen
to strike him as strange that an wetor from Steat.
ford wenld dare caricature the Lord Treasurer of
Eagland. the most powerful man i the Kingihia,

He thinks that Troilus and Cressida was written in
1598 to goad Essex into action {and then never
played nor published!) Professor Wilson, fike the
Countess de Chambrun, is sure that fohn Shaks
pere was a Catholic, so he refuses to helieve the
legend that William attended a school in Stratford
taught by ** Protestant schoohnaster who was also
a elergyman”

He cumes forward with a new explanation of
William’s wonderful erudition. I the boy received
his edueatiun as a siuging bov in the service of some
great Catholic nobleman. it would help to explain
haw he became an actor. since the transition from
singing boy to stage player was almost as inevitable
at that period as the breaking of the male voice at
adolescence. However that may be, it is certain that
Shakespeare had picked up [italics mine| as good
an education in life and the world’s concerns as
any man before or since. and had acquired if bu
'sinall Latin and lass Greek.” enough to enzble him
te read and brood over his beloved Ovid in the
original. It is also clear that, if the awthor of
HMerry Wives knew his middle classes, the author of
Love's Labour’s Lost had made himaelf equally
familiar with the life, manner. and conversation of
ladies and pentlemen of the fsnd. To credit that
amazing prece of virtuosity to a butcher boy who
left school at thirteen or even to one whose educa.
tron was nothing more than what a grammar schoot
and residence wn a Hetle provincial borough could
provide is to invite one cither to believe in miracles
or Lo disbelieve in the man of Stratford *

Well said, Professor Wilson. You 1ake your
stand with Sir Ceorge Greenwoad, Fripp, I, Q.
Adams. s the Oxfordians. It is incredibfe.

Wilson next points out that, as Shakespeare was
at the tap of his profession as an sctor in 1504 at
the axe of thirty, he must have done some ¢limhing.
Hence he must have hee acting for a long time. His
salution is that Shakspere began acting in London
i 1381 taged seventeent. But there are the twins
and Susaunz to be accqunted for, 20 Wilson, re.
wembering that during the summer plays were
usually suspended. has Shakspere return to Strat,
ford over week ends 1o beget the children, But
there was the marriage in Novemnber, 1582 Some.
hady must have gone to London during that month
and haled the unwilling hridegraom to his home,

The plague closed the theatres i 159294, Pro
fessor Wilson feels sare that Shakspere “accepted
persanal service as a member of the Earl’s [ Seuth.
ampton’s | houschold and remained with him for |
most of 1595 and part of 1594, He speaks of the
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“wetl-authenticated tradition” that Shakspere was
once 8 schoolmaster in the couatry. This, he is sure,
refers to the two years at Titchfield, Seuthampton’s
seat. Nhakspere iz a country schoolmaster with one
rustic boy ss a pupil: Henry Wrinthesley, Earl of
Sonthampton! We kauw of Juhn Flarie, Sernth.
ampton’s gifted Halian tutor. but Wilson is sure
that his work was supplemented by teaching given
by the ex pronipter’'s assistant,

Wilson vonfesres that Shukespeare’s “jutimate
knowledge,” shown in two plays, of Venice and
other ltalian cities, “suggests mare than hearsay,”
In this be agrees with Professor Elze and the Ox
fardiang, Therefure, savs Wilsow, he must have
speut the areater part of 1593 in ltaly, traveling
with the Earl and Floric. But here it 1s nervessary
tee reniingd the reader of the wurk of Dr. Cairncorass.
wha has jroved that The Tuming of the Shrew.
fthella wnd other {talian plays were written hifore
Augrust, 13004

Br. Wikson is puzzded d expluin the falbing oif
in Shakespeare’s prodnction of plavs toward the
end of his Hife. Why, after 1601 daes his aztpnt
drop fram three per vear 10 less than ane? Why
was fimen of Athens et finished by the great
gemus? Why iy Corfrdiznus 5o empty. in puris? The
answer 13 & nervous hreakduwn, as Timon plainls
sheows. Next romes o sentence which is typicul of
miany & dhakespeare Bographs. with its laughable
combinaticn of dogmatie finality (o the ane hand.
and confession un the other: “Pragtration foflows
and the care of goad Dr. Hall, who married Sus-
anna the very vear of the illness (if it happened ae
efl} {italics wine{, gradually restores him 10

health” 1 1401, He then asks the epe=tion which -

has troubled so many cammentators fram Bismarck
on. Why shuuld Shakepere give op a Inerative proe
fessiun, leave Londun at the height of his fame and
retire ta Van chscars prasincial town like Strat.
ford™

C O pawe B Do Wilsiachas sadd CFeaan the bee
2ianing he foronght feons erathond a dedicate noee
which foud the eflluvia of Loadoa, hamaa ar they.
wise, highly distaste il B ek« alled strat
ford “the divtest village w Evghend.” ard we re
eall Haenie"s womder tha Shakepore condd eadnre it
after Bving o Londew Foopivcture Steattord, with
it midden e the conter of the aiain steeet. its Lk
o sewenate, and s saiells, aro0 haven of refnge
froa the stench oF Loaaban i aot toa recdiztic,

w L] E

Foosan np: Vs Spergeon, Harcis et Wilsoo
h;l\t‘ pit;tllrtrli a :iaint_w 111:%:5.111&{1. B A ‘.f wEneY-

ouity, delicacy, eristocratic outlook, refinement and
cuiture, who scorns money and loves honor. Neil-
son, Fripp and Churton Collins have pictured an
erudite schofar. whose knowledge of Greek, Latin
and French is surprising. Collins and Fripp have
praved that “Shakespeare” had heen trained in
law. Elze and Wilson know that he had travelled
in ltaly. Massan points out that it is very mysteri-
ans that he should have left no books and utterly
Batded Bis plays in the will, Several of them join
Bisniarck in sayving that it is aliiost unbelievable
that such a man could have buen content to spend
his years after forty.one ior forty-five, or forty.
eight—m ane knaws the exact date } in such a place
as Stratford,

A noted Shakespearean authority, one of our
witnesses in fact. painted out in a letter to the
writer that “the Oxford and Derhy theories mutu-
ally destroy exch other, that if Osfard was Shake.
sprare then Berhs vauld not have been, and yice
versa.” My amswer to this was that Derby was
De Yere's ssninclaw, and that the twa earlc were
mtimately associated duning the last ten vears of
Oxferd’s life. so that it was well within the bounds
uf probability that Derby aided his father in-law
inthe conipnsition of sane of the plays. that his was
the hand that completed the wurks left ifinished
b the preat master, that revised (thers. and wrate
The Tempest. But what shall we sav of the extent to
which the various versiaps of the Steatford man's
hife destroy each other? Let us examine what is left
of Shakspere’s “biography” sfter we have let the
“recognized Shakespearean authorities™ pick holes
m the story as taught by the average urthodox
teacher. W will tet them speak under thres differ.
ent heacda:

Ly What do we know about Shakspere's early
schoobing? Actually, we cannot prove that he ever
went fooschaad, bat Adams 1 sure that be wast have
attended Xtratfoed Gramnmy Sehool, Feipp shows,
Fv wivine the cutrags requircaeads o such
schoods Bow weet o mpassible I wonhd have heen
for the son of ABterte pareuts to be sdaitted to the
=tradead institation. Wilsen is sire that Shaksjpere
wevee was seud boothe Stratfad Gramamar Schaot.
Fat that b was edocted “as w singing boy i the
servier of sooe groat Cathodie b leaan.”

Meiawhife, there 33 Ben Junsuan, He says i
vty that Shok-pere had “small Latin and less
Lreek.” Same crities have explained this by saving
thut the charge was andy refatine for Ben's knowl
e of the clisics was extraordiary. 8nt Jonsen
wits e a0 auh eisity man, anad His s of words dues
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Dear Feilow-Members Shakespeare Oxford Society:

This News«letter is not the one
that had been prepared for this month,which was in process of being printed,when
the long awaited MS from Mrs, Manwell came in the mail. It has so much intrinsic
merit,evidence of percipience, and timeliness, that we decided to "kiil'" the copy
on hand{to save for next month), and use it now, together with published papers
of other Oxfordians in by-gone days, One,as you will note,is of 1937; the other
1947, The reproduction of the #£lyer® from Holy Trinity Church in Stratford on
Avon is as current as October of 1069, Formerly there was no charge for entrance
to view The Monument and The Grave, but now a functionary bars access with;"That
will be two shilliings, please.,” The two shiil'@s get you a few feet closer, but
not close enmough to read the inscription on the tomb(Monument) with its curious
and enigmatic wording. This was part of the intended News-letter, which contained
an up-to-date account of news and progress in the search for documents of the plays,
bothby heratics, and the guardians of the revealed faith, together with their vi-
cissitudes, some of which are amusing, We will try- to cover this next month, Mean-
while Look it over carefully as a prime esample of huckstering chutzpah, Note
that the ancient liturgical symbol of the Trinity {(not always a trade-mark off a
popular beer and ale) gets"second billimg" to the counterfeit coat-of-arms. It be-
came a shrine (?) nobt within a few years,but the very next day; and not a national,
but an international one, TheMinter® has been added with & hopeful nod to the

#Yankee Doliart,
On our research there has been some appreciable progress. Some of

ug believe that if Lord Oxford's will could be found, or his library and/or
private papers, then there would be proof that he was Shakespeare. His will is
not at Somerset House, where it ordinarily would be found, Mr., Craig Hyston sug-
gested that it might have been one of the exhibits in the case before the House
of Lords in 1625, which settled the succession of the office of Loxd Great Chamb-
erlain, and of the Earldom of Oxfordi and thus preserved with the papers in the
case, or failing that, been bundled up and sent down to the Public Record Office.
The Library of the Huuse of Lords does have all the records pertaining to the
Peerage and, among thep the papers in this case, Permission was granted to make
this search, but the will is not there, nor is it in the Public Record Office,
nor at two other possible places suggested by cooperative officials, While going
aver some old Essex records at Chelmsford, the county seat, in company with Mr,
H,W., Patience, a native-born Bast Anglian and a member of our Society, we found
a document showing that Oxford in 1604, the year of his death, had made over the
revenues and perquisites of the Forest of Essex to his son-in-law and a cousin
for a period of seven years, Thais 30 another record that in 1604 he appointed
Sir Francis Vere the guardian of fiis minor son Henry, These facts, which are not
generally known, suggests the interesting possibility that Oxford may not have
made a will at all, but attended te matters affecting his family and possessions
in separate instruments while he was alive. If so, who can doubf that his MSS,
books, &documents would not have been the object of his care and foresight? In
the opinion of this researcher, the place to search is in Essex and East Anglia,
either for the documents,or clues to where they may have been taken, There has
been soma conjecture recently in the S.A.Review, as to where the 1l6th Earl of C.
is buried, While at Chelmsford I founda record saying that the léth Earl was '
buried in a wooden coffin, which was placed inside the tomb of the 15th Eari
in St. Nicholas Church at Castle Hedingbam, This was handed on to Mr, Patience.
More details of research in January News-Letter. Do not forget to re-
new dues and subscriptions for the coming year. Making bricks without straw is
hard enough} without clay; practically impossible, Shakespeare Oxford
Sincerely yours for E.Ver. Society, inc. R.C.H.
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Shame of the Professors

This blistering commentary on the professionat obscurantists whe dominate the
so.called “orthodox™ study of Shakespearean biography was originally printed in
the July, 1937, issue of a Chicago baoksellers’ review called Reading and Collecting,
te was written by Mr. George Frisbes of San Francisco, chemist, Shakespearean
scholar. and one of the original proponents of the Oxford.Shakespedare evidence in
this conntry. A salty logician who never pulls his punches, Mr. Frisbee is something
af an Ellzabethan throwback himself, both in ap pearance and faciity of picturesque
expression. Within the pust year ke has donaied his fine collection of books on Shake.
speare and the Oxford evidence to the San Francisco College jor Women. As the
periodical in which Mr. Frisbee's essay first appeared ceased publication, shordly
after thut event. we are glad lo reprint it for the edification of our own readers,

The vireus hus its clowns; the drama its eume
dians; while for their humarous fellows the univer.
sities have the professors uf English literature whe
teach innugent yuungsters that the plays and poems
of William Shakespeare were written by a man
born in Stratford upon.Avon. They are a comical
crew and their anties in evading diseussion of the
truth regarding Shukespeare authorship aford real
students of Elizabethan literature much amuse.
ment,

These professors who teach that Shakespeare.
the poet, was born in Stratford may be roughly
divided into three classes; the tricksters, the cow-
ards, and the gulls, The tricksters are the big shots,
the Tittlebat Toploftys that garble datz to bolster
the Stratford-upon- Aven wmyth. With them arything
repeated often enough becomes, to their pecudiar
line of thoughy, fact; regardiess of dubious origin.
They juggle dates and conjure plays from their
imagination to arrange a chronological scheme that
will fit the Shake.speare work to the lifetime of the
Stratford inan, But Hamlet was oo nmeh for them
ag witl he shown,

The vowards are the timid souls whe know Let
ter: aud there are many: but who fear the disap-
proval of the elder pedants. The gulls are the con
ot oF garden variety whe never gave birth to an

Tuy Enrrons

idea; who swallow everything peddled by the hig
shols; and whose greatest ambition is 1o cadge a
junket from some Foundation, to waste time and
money on slleged research. The results are printed;
usually with z fot of back.scratehing for -olleagues;
then quickly forgotten until some other fellow dis-
eredits the stefl,

The truth is simple; it always is. There were two
men. Oue was bora in Stratford-upon. Avon, 1564,
and his name was Shaksper, Shakspere, or Shakspe;
he used all three; but never Shakespeare. “William
Shake-speare” was the pen-name adopted by the
person who wrate wmost of the plays and poems
whick appeared under that name. No prefessor,
liviug or dead, has ever offered the slightest bit of
evidence, the tiniest scrap of proof, to show that
Shakspere of Stratford wrote Hamlet, or the Son-
rets. All they offer is guesswork, imagination, con.
jectare, plemifully padded with “probably™ and
“we nust assume,” )

Nothing is known of the Stratford man Hnking
s with any kind of writing, ether than some haif
dozen . signatures, ue two of which correspoid.
These so-called Shakspere signatires are ali affixed
to documents of a legal nature; never b anything
showing that the man cuuld really write, Every.
thing recorded of the man deals with connercial
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affairs. Nothing links him with drama or poetry.

But, something too much of this, Sir George
Greenwood, in his great works, The Shakespeare
Problem Restated and Is there a Shakespeare Prob.
{em, shows so clearly that the Stratford man could
not have written the “Shake.speare” work, that ne
professor hay dared reply. Greemwood simply-
mopped up with them. And the professors shun his
work as if it were the plague. Perhapsit does plague
their consciences; perhapa.

Here is part of his opinion of the tripe that the
professors would have us accept: “The more I resd
these marvellous works, the mere deeply T am im-
pressed with the certainty that the man who wrote
them was 2 man of wide reading, much learning,
and high calture, | am more and more coavinced
of the ‘highly cultured mind’ as the necessary con-
dition precedent of a ‘Shakespeare.” My reason re-
voits against the postulate of the unlettered and
untravelled man, who knew no country and no
language but his own, A young provincial, with

- such smattering of education as he may have pro-
cured at a free Grammar school, speaking the dia-
lect of his native country, comes to London in
1387, a penniless wanderer, straight from the so-
ciety of the boors and petty tradesmen of ohscure
and itliterate Stratford; becomes successively
*horseholder’ utside, and ‘servitor’ inside, one of
the London playhouses (and such playhonses!):
abtains a place in a company, is constantly playing
to London audiences, or touring in the provinces;
an actor-manager {as we are told; with shares in
two theatres, and with a keen eye to business, And
with zll this; turning out each year on an average
two plays, but in the earlier years, a much greater
number, all belonging to the supreme rank of lit
erature; marvellous works; ‘not of an age, but for
all time’; replete, if not with classical learning; as
some high authorities insist; at any rate with pro.
found knowledge of the werld, and of mankind, and
of the philosophy of life and human nature, and
redolent of the highest culture, besides wondrous
courtly polished and scholarly poers, composed
in guite early days, but marked in the same or
even higher degree by the same learning and the
same culture; yet remaining nonem ¢ zmbre, and
nothing more for posterity: except indeed for that
little knowledge of his life history .which we could
so well spare.”

Where and how did the Stratford man acquire
his profound learning, culture, knowledze of man.
kind, and all the rest of “Shakespesre’s” equip-
ment? Professors please tell us; we are eager to
know. :

Alden Brooks, in his book, Will Shakspere, Fac.
totum and Agent, shows that there is litte that ia
authentic of Shakespeare at Stratford.on-Avon.
Most of it is fake played up te interest the tourist
trade. The British are averse from having their best
paying shrine-debunked, so, in spite of facls that
are constantfy coming to light, they like to stick to
their myth. Fair enough for the townspeople, but
self-respecting men ought to be above fostering a
fairy-tale in order to boost the tourist trade of
Stratford. Do the professors get a cut? Hollywood
yes-ren are on the pay-roll; why not the Academic
Ditto-men ? .

Shakspere was born 1564, and it is not certain
when he first arrived in Londen, '

“In order to give him sufficient years for a play
like Hamlet, it was settied that it was written about
1602. But, a play called Hamlet was in existence
before 1590, To get around that, the professors in.
vented, out of nothing but their imaginations, an
“old Humlet, an Ur-Hamiet,” which Shakspere
transmuted into his masterpiece. The real students
like Greenwood took no stack in the “old Hamlet,”
but the professors clammed up and sat pretty.
Alack and aday for them! Am honest orthodox
schelar, interested only in the truth, Dr. A. S,
Cairneross, in The Problem of Hamlier, proves that
the play was written before 1588, by none other
than “Shake-speare” himseH, Proves also that there
never was an “old Hamlet” nor an “U/r Hamier”
Which leaves the Paedieuli holding the bag, one
might say. Not ene has uttered a peep; they never
do when confronted with facts which shatter their
assurnptions.

Since Shakspere did not write the Plays, who
did? That is easy to answer. In his magnificent
work, Skakespeare Identified, J. T, Looney shows
so clearly that none but Edward De Vere could
have written them, that no professor seriomsly
questions his findings. Dr. Gilbert Slater, in Seven
Shakespeares, writes that Mr. Looney has never
been answered with his case for Edward De Vere,
E7th Earl of Oxford, Percy Allen, in many books;
G. W. Phillips, in Lord Burieigh in Shakes peare;
Mrs. £va Turner Clark, Montagu Bouglas, in Lord
Oxford was Skakespeare {a book highly praised by
the conservative Christian Science Monitor} ; and
many other writers interested selely in the truth,
have shown that De Vere was the mun who wrote
under the name, “Willizm Shakespaare.”

He was a scholar, musician, dramatist, and
known to his contemporaries as a poet of high
order whose serious writings were not published
under his own name or title. He had studied law;
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had visited foreign Courts; knew French, ftalian
and German; had spent nearly a year in Italy, the
scene of six Shakespearean plays, He was a patron
of {iierature and the stage, and maintained his own
company of players. I the poet’s identity had to be
discovered from his works, as Nicholas Rowe and
other early commentators stated it should be, there
would be this general agreement:

Shake-speare was an aristoerat and familiar with
Court Hife. His Lords and Ladies move to the man.
ner born. He was cultured, a scholar, and had been
trainied in law, He was fluent in French and Italian,

and was acquainted with Northern Italy, Edward
De Vere, 1Tth Earl of Oxford stands before us
equipped with all these specific qualifications,

One could 611 pages with incidents from the
plays, which parallel events in Oxford’s own career.
Space forbidd: -

A perusal of the Oxfordian writers mentioned
will satisfy an open minded reader that the profes-
sors have been deceiving their followers with their
nonsense about Shakspere of Stratford.upon. Avon.
As Hamiet said, “For "tis the sport to have the
engineer Hoist with his own petard.” o

George Frishee

(Ed. Note, There is no reason to believe that Mr, Frisbee's division of the English
Professors, in our countyy, into three classes, and his pungent descripiion of each,
was not an aceurate assessment of the situation in the "30s" and early "40s", but, in
our opinion, it is not fair to think it applies today. The most casual student of the
"authorship controversy' will have little difficulty in identifying the "Tittlebat
Toploftys", Most of them have long since passed on to their reward, but their influe
ence still goes marching on, The three or four remaining ones, Emeriti for many vears,
while now too wary to wage open warfare on articulate heretics, have to content them~
selves with slipping in occasional spnide remarks in encyclopedias and book reviews :
The second class is now practically extinct. A notable faw graduated intedicwarwcaSu-”
"tittlebat toploftys"; had their little day of adulation, and are now Emeriti, Rtd.,
or consultants. The third class, like the poor, is always with us, From personal con-
tact and observation, this writer believes the vast majority of English, and English
Literature, Professors are as decent, honest, honorable, and gentlemanly or lady-like,
&s any other group engaged in teaching the Humanities, They genuinely do not believe
there is now any authorship question. They have a vague impression that at one time
there were some cranks and fanatics who claimed Shakespeare did not write his own works,
but they have long ago been proved wrong and discredited, and now no sane or literate
person doubls the author was the man from Stratford, Shakespeare wrote his own works;
this they know. How? Because “Authority"tells them so, Their proximate contact with
authority was the teacher who taught them; and their texts, Those teachers, in turn,
learned and passed on the forch f£rom their professors; and so on, back to the ancest~
ral and antecedent authority of all(Mr, "Uz" himself);Aubrey, John, circa 168l.

The Shakespearean teacher is, of necessity, om the side of che angels and authority.
He is part of the chain of command, for he represents authority to his pupils. Once
authority is openly questioned or doubted, there is no stopping; 1t will spread like
wild«fire. His pupils will begin to wonder about the extent and degree of his credule
ity and gullibility, and there, down the drain, goes his selfr~confidence, his peace

of mind and, needless to say, his job, It seems morally wrong for you to intrude into -
this state of bliss and take away his belief; for by so doing, you have robbed him of
thak which not enriches you, and makes him poor indeed. Oxfordians should confine
their evangelization and propagandizing to the laity. to the young who could bring in
enthusiasm and work; or to their elders whe could contribute research or support. )
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Ta the New York Herald Tribune:
i] As a member of the American
Horanegly of Lhe Shakespeare Fellow-
iship, Iomust procest zgalns the fips
-ipancy and misstatements in your
‘freperter's accowmit of oyr anpual
meeting ¢1n May 28 It evidences
% preconceived desive to ridicule and
A cLmplete misconceprion of the
pipose and  activity of & soelety
engaged in an eminently scientlfic
research conesriiing the persenality
of ihe author of Bhakespeara's
worke,

The asieomblage ai thai mesting
was distinguisibed oy the presenge
of at least twenty professional writ-
jers., w0 lawyers of internationa)
reputation. an sx-ambassadoy, mem-
bers of the faculties of half a dozen
universities and colieges and repre-
sentatives of the British Broadeast
GCorporation.  its mews walue was
considered of sufficient imporiance
for . spocial writer Lo have been sent
from Chicago,

The program included evidenpe
never before made public In New
Tork, derived fom Charles Wisner
Barrefl's infra-rod and X-ray analy-
sis of the "Shakespeare” porirajf
at Hampion Court, and owned by
e Wing of England. showlng that
it was an overpainted lMkeness of
Edgward De Vers, seveniesnth Eapl
of Oxford. Besides the “long fng-
ers,” which alone your reporier
mentioned, there were revealed in
this and the Ashbourne and Jensen
“Shakespears” portralts details, such
as the De Vers signat ring, the Dx-
ford wlld boar's head grest, the three
grifhins of his wlfe's gscutcheon, the
laca collar indicative of avistoeracy
and the ceremonial sword of stalc
horne by Osxford s Lord Grest
Chamberlain-.all obliterated to con-
cesl the identity of the original sit-
ter for “he portrait

There zr2 many well known Amer-
iwans in whe Pellovwship and & stild
greater number of influential sehol
ars in England who have publicly
endorsed the theory of the Oxlord
anthosdmdm of the bard's works
These mchade. beswies John Gals
‘worthy snd the late Dr, Stpmund

-' -Modem R'esearcg Sheds New Li'ght‘ on Bard of Avon

®Recent Discoveries Strengthen Oxford Theory Con-®

cerning Authorship of Plays and Sonnets

Freud, Dy. Giloerd Slater, late pro-
fessor of economles at Oxtord tni-
versity: Sir Geoffrey Callendar. late
professor of English and Tudor
navel hlstory at Sandhurst; Dy
Gerald Bendall, ¢anon of Chelms-
ford cathedral angd fsmous transla-
tor of Martus Aurelius, principal of
Vicloria Coliege, University of Liv-
erpool, (Madsione professor of the
Uriiversity of Munchester and head-
masier of the Charteriouse Scheol
who has hilmself written three bools
on she Oxford theory, and D, V. A
Pemant, famous scholar, dean and
chanceilor of St Paul's Cathedral
f.ondon,

Doubts as to the autharshilp of
Shakespeara's works have been haid
by :cholars for at least 150 years.
Among the well known men who
have found it impossible in belleve
that the wague Siratford citizen
could have proved himssif to be a
gehivzy of Immosrtal fame have been
Ralph Waldo Emerson, Longfeliow
ang Whittier, Walt Whitman, Henvy
Jagizs, Dr. Oliver Weandell Holmes,
Nathaolel Hawihorne and Mark
Twain,

Tha conception of Wi Shakspur
of Biratford rwhose paranis and fa-
voriie daughier couldn't writs their
DAKIEs) as a poet of iranscandeat
genius is a fowering edifice of con-
jecture based solely upon dublous
posthumus evidence; hardly half a
dozen facts are definisely known of
his lis gnd none refer to .iterary
affairs. Blozraphies of Shakespeare

LRENK," “"the chances are that” "t
1z natural to suppose” These are
only three of more than Sty such
guesses in the article en Shake.
spesre in the Encyelopaesdia By~
tannica.

Bul while g0 1l5tle is known of the
Siratford man, and that little =
ilttle to his eredit. and incompatible
with the ldea of his belag the great-
est Oiterarv figure of all lme, an

immense land of new historical in-

formatlen regarding the Bari of Ox.
ford has been dlscovered by the
Fellowship, every new fast nninting
inevliabiy to something greater than
probabllity that he was the true
author of the Plays and Sonnmets,

Pe Vere was the frst ranking
earl and of one of the oldest fami-
lles in England. He was a royal ward,
Proughi up at the court of Queen
Eizabeth, recelved degrees from
both Oxford and Cumbrldge, trav-
2led oi the Contlnent, spending most
of Bls time In Tialy, had severad
companies of players, was a gen-
erous peiron of i{ie arfs with o
knowledge of law galned ut Crays
Inn, a rgnowned champlon in the
itsts, 4 court aetor and muslelan of
cxcaptlonal talent and acknowiedgeg
by hls contemporarles ag  thelr
sreatsst poel and a dramatlst of
cutstanding merit, though no plays

bearing his name have ever bésn
diseovered,

Ag an example of the thorough

ness o the ¥Fellowships research,
£Xpetis wWera recently engaped 1o
examine a bateh of uncalendarsd
Engiish staie papers which appar-
cutly Dad never been investizated
slace they were filed, They were not
even indeiicd. The interpretation of
sistesnth-century shirography (eon.
taining several characters now ob-
soleler was alone no mean fask, buf
It enabied the life of De Vere's il-
fegitimate son o be iraced and his
identity as the young man addrsssed

jIn the sonnets to be clearly deter-!
zhound in such phrases us "ane may,

mined,

The Shakespeare Pellowship 1s-
sues s quarterly with sccounts of
ks ressarch.  This publication is
subscribed to by mors than ons
nundred leading universities, col-
leges and refevence Nbrarles It is

There have besn many sugges-.
sons as 1o the authorship of Shakes
fpears’s works, bub the Feilowship
is the only organizaiion that has’
peen abie to authenticate Iir states
ments, its members have published
two stholerly biographles of e
Vere and o seore of books dlasussing
the documentation with tegard io
anthorshiy. Byt the article sn De
Vere In the Enepclopzedla Brltan-
nics elted by the Herald Tribune
reporter 13 based upon no authorl-
tles availablie since 1876 It lgnores
the proved discicsures made by the
Fellowshin since 1920

Edward De Vere was Indubilably
the most brililant and gitted figure
in the galnxy of talent that shone
in Elizebethen tlmes, end the mox.
orignal, extravagant and romantic
as welll No longer do we have to
apologize for and aitempt to sxplain
thie vague character of fhe butch-
er's apprantiee of Stratford and en-
dow him wlth the glory of fmpos-
sibie achlevements. We have in ¥d.i
ward De Vers ihe consistent and
enthralilng mage of & cohsummate
Nierary genlus, 8 gentleman of edu-
catlon angd profound cishluyre. m pub-
llshed post. a philosopher, eourt of:
ficlal, traveler and dramatlst worthy
of our wonder and dellght. I8 1
known now that to his Hierary intl.
mates hE was known as the “gentle;
master William.* He wag indubi-j
tably Ben Jonson's “swanm of Avon,”
for he had an estate on that classic
river, the Iast one left to him after
some fifty others in Envland wers
sold to pay for his dramstic ven-.

fures and scclal extravagance.

The Oxford elaim to suthorship,
‘of the plays and sonneis rests upon:
no hazardous fancies of starry-eyed’ -
!fanatlcs. It 1s based upon o cam-E
picated and equivocal cryptograms:
or lmmgined symbolisns, Tt derives
tfrom proof gained by an immense
expenditure of ling, money, patient!

exact and guthoritative, every state- 'study and endless correspondence.
ment being based on contemporaryiby s group devoted to the logical!
documentary evidence. and hes of-land definite solulion of Lhe greatest!
fered an important contributlon to|ltevary mystery of zll time,

madern knowledge of Elizabethan

Nievaiure,

GELETT BURGESS. i
New York, June 5, 1847



Stratford-upon-Ahon
Parish Chureh

Restoration Fund

On 26th April 1564 “William, son of John Shakespear” was baptised in the
Collegiate Church of the Holy Trinity, Stratford-upon-Avon, Fifty-two vears later,
almost to the day, he was buned before the altar in the same church, From that day
onwards, the Parish Church at Stratford has been an internationa! shrine.

The church. however, is 900 years old, and the fabric is suffering from centuries
of exposure to wind and weather, Decay is in an advanced stage throughout the '
church-in the chancel—in the parapets 10 the Nave Clerestory—in the butiresses
in both the North and South Transepts—in the Transept roofs—in the porches.

£200,000

is needed so that the urgent repairs that are
necessary to save this famous church for
posterity can be carried out.

Please give your support. Contributions large and smal will all be mbst Oratefully
received, For a gift of £10-0r1 & covenant of £1 a year for 7 years—vyou can bacome
a Friend of the church, receive a Friend's certificate on which your name will he
inscribed, and have your name recorded in the Book of Friends which is permanently

displaved in the church.

All enquiries should be made to the church itself, or to the Parish Hall, Old Town,

Stratford-upon-Avan.

“1Blest be the man that spares these stoneg”



NUNCONSIDERED TRIFLEY up

This paper was first presented as a short interlude-with-~mieic in a meeting of
tha New York chapter of ths Shakespeare Oxford Society, A4t Mr, Horme's invitation
1 am expanding it for the Newsletier, in the hope that it may encourage obhers o
look for excitemente in unsuspecied cormers of the Elizabethan arts. That 1t may
give an added Uxfordien f£illip to the 1969 Christmas-New Year-Iwelf'th Night séason
is happily incidental, K

In my early days as an Oxfordian, I began to acquire - along with ths Ogburnst
fhig Star of England, Ward's Seventeenth Farl of Oyxford and Looney's Shakespeara
ifentified - abollection of recordings of Elizsbethan music. Among thegs was
Dowland apnd His Contemporarics (EMS #11), a collecltion of elsven songs and ten
instrume:tol pieces by Dowland and four othar musiciens. It is commonly accepted
by scholors in the field that most of the Iyrics used by these composers were not
thelr own; bthe writer!s name was rarely given in the seng-~books, . Hebel and Hud-
son's Pogtry of the Enzlish Renaissanc

"The only composer known to have writien his own worde 1s Canpion, and al-
though other composere may have writtan a fow of the Iyrics which they aet
o muslc...their usual practice evidently vas to draw on the great store of

poetry already printed or girewlating in mamuserivt.” (Italics mine, )

The third song in this collection le Fing Kpaclks fo adien, from Dovwland's
Second Book of Ayres (1597). Tt has been reprinted in several anthologies of
English verse, alvays as an gnonymous poem, and runs as follows:

-

Fine knacks for ladies, cheap, choice, brave and new!
Good pernmyworths, butb money cannol move,

1 leep a fair but for the fair to view,
A beprar may be liberal of love,

though 811 my wares be irash, ths heert is true.

Great gifts are gniles, and look for gifts again,
My trifles cous as treasures from uy mind,
It is a precious jewel to be plain,
Sometimes in shell the orient'st rearl ve find,
Of others take a gheaf, of me a grain!

Within this pack pins, pointe, laces and zloves,
And divers toys fitting a country fair,
But in wy heawt, where duty serves and loves,
Turtles and twine, courtle brood, a heavenly palr,
Happy the heart that thinke of no removes!

The tune is lively and attractive, with cabchy repetltion beloved of ths Ellzabew
vizas in the last line of each stanza.

I played thig recerd many timee before I besan o think sbout what this song was
saying, From the beginning I had been vaguely haunted by the device of the pedd
ler's paek, and suddenly one day 1% hit me: Autolycus' song in A Winter's Tale!
Then X reszlly began o listen!



"Pine Imacks for ladles...”

Much of what Oxford wrote wae for Elizabeth, and her ladies-inewaiting accome
panied her everywhere. Ie this by chance a court festivity?

"Guod_pennyiorths,. it money cannot move,
I keep a fair but for the fair to view,”

A penny is the price of admission to the puklic theater, tut here he is not’ aske
ing for money, This is stmething only for the ladles' eyes,

"4 heggar may. be Liberal of love."

Oxford has already been sneered at many times as a "beggar,! His unsuccessful
suits to Elizaboth for the financial favors awarded to other courtisrs are notow
rious at court; there will later be an allusion in John Dayls 1 of B
(1607) to "™the lord who gave away all to his followers and thenm begzed more for
himgelf,"

"Thoush a2l v wares be trash...”

Ihis may be literary convenbtion or a genuine dichotomy of feeling towerd his
woriy bub iz typical of the Elizabethan author. It ie not far-fetehed to see it
2s a lighter version of the Shakespearean "I am shamed by that which I bring forth,
And ge should you to love things nothing worth,® '

H o B
. &jhﬁ_hﬁm ﬁmw.

iyplcally Elizabethan, but also very typically Oxford - Vere - where both the
wueen and his great name were concerned. It looks as though this is the intro-
duction to a play to be performed hefore Elizabeth and the ladies In waibing, and
it bears Oxford's gachet.

John Fichols! Frogresses and Public Processions of Gueen Blizabeth sives the

priceless record of Klizabethlis New Year's eift syster, by which she received, -
from her courtiers who could afford then, elaborately and symbolically designed
pleces of jewelry, for which she gave them "again” (i.e, in return) sums of monsy
Twore or less suited to their posifion and the value of the gifts received; Wboth
“rensactione noted carefully by a secretary with names and descriptions and gums.
Asparently these lines come fron a giver out of the ruming Tinancially, whose
&ifts are fashioned from a vrimaing pind, 4nd the reference to gifts sets the
song = and the play - in the Christmas-New Year-Twelfih Night season, vhen PFli-
gabeth alvays cormanded plays for the court's diversion]

"It is a precious jewel to be plain,
Sometines in shell the orient'st pearl we find,"

Beginning with the royal entertainments of the 1570%s, Oxford has been conceal-
ing metaphoric Yorient pearls® {"opient! being here an adjoctive meaning "excep-
tionally fine and lustrous") in "shell" for Zlizabeth to discover, And the trea~
sure has grown richor with time, though the "plainnese® of its expreseion has
sometimes been sharp indeed, One calls %o mind the occasion of hisg reconciliation



with Elizabeth in 1583, following his three years of banishmenti *After some
bithor worde and specches, in the emd all sing are forgiven, and he may repair to

the Jourt at his pleagure.”

™. line seemed a sinple enough pair of mebaphors at first, but again sudden-
1y I had a "wild surnise,' By studying the detailed deseriptlons of the New Teer
"ijuslls” given the Jueen over a period.of years, could 1 Jocate one in the form of
a "gheaf® from a donor simificant énough in'Oxford's 1ifs to make a link between
Oxford and this partiouwlar New Year's song? _

On my next trip to Hew York, I went to the Public Library {that dear, impartial
alna mater of hoth orthoxedy and heresy in the Shakespeare fleld) asked for the
three volumecs of Hichols' Pro , and started through the long giftelists, An
nour later, on page 426 of Volume 11, undsr "Juelles geven to her Majestie at
Newyerts-iyde, 1584~5"(i,e. 1585, new style) I found the following:

“Ttem, a juell of golde, lyke a syckle and a vheateshsafe, the sickle perw
nished on thone side with srale sparckes of rubyes and dyamondes. Geven

by the Lorde Hindsox."

Lord Windsor was Oxford's nsphew, son of the halfwsigter who had trisd in 1563
to have Oxfrd declared a bastard, so that she could recover his share in their late
father's estate., During the years since, Oxford and the young man had been in a -
tovpament together, and the nephew had ascted {albeit unskillfully) in at least one
court entertairent with his uncle. MHow the tuwo felt towerd each other in 1585 is
not on record, but Oxford could certainly have talked with him about the "sheaf™
in preparation at the goldamith's. '

The last stanza begins with another echo of Autolycus,

ﬂw Ant 2

"Tartles ers turtle~doves, of course, symbols to the Rlizabethans of loving come
panions. &nd the Oxford English Dictionary gives, among others, the following de-
finitions of "twin”:

"In oarly use, something closely comnected with or resembling the other thing

mexgt%ongc}; o fellovw, counterpart. 14540Q: ™A woman,..with whom hs shell live
a tuwin,

*Forming a pair or couple; two closely associated, connected or related,

and (ugually) alike or equal,"

We are given here s what the writer was saying Yo Elizebeth herself = what Shakew
speare sald later in his nourning song, The Phoenix and the Turile. In their tastes
and in their gympathies, in their long mutual devotion to éach other and to ths
theater, "either was the other's mine." In 1585 Oxford was back in ths Queen's



favor, and using his straitened resources to provide the holiday entertaimments
che loved, During tle next year she was to grant him - as the grant cailed him,
Ther right trusty and well~beloved cousin” - the £1000 sanuity that we believe
nade him her master of dramabic acbivities at the court and her loyal propagsn-
gist in the publie thenter. ie closes with

"Happy the heart that thinks of no reuoves!®
echoing the closing couplet of Jonnet 253

¥Then harzy I, that love and an beloved
Where I moy not revove ner be reacved,”

Fargaret T, Hanwell
Platteburah, Few York
Decenber 1, 1969

(Ed, Note. For the benefit of those few of our readers who may not recall,off-
hand,the words of Autolycus' song, we ave appending it herewith for easy compar-
ison, Incidentally*and Shakespeare were acquainted, See Passionate Pilgrim: Ne,VIil.
The song is in T,W,T. Act IV Sc.3, v,220 te 2325 and v,324 to 332, '

* Powiand

Lawn as white as driven snow; Will you buy any tape,
Cypius black as e'exr was crow; Or lace for your cape,
Gloves as sweet as damask roses, My dainty duck, my dearwa?
Masks for faces and for noses; Any silk, any thread,
Bugle-bracelet,necklace amber, - Any toys for your head,
Perfume for a lady's chamber; Oﬁfhe new! st and fin'st,findst
Golden quoifs and stomachers, wear«a?

For my lads to give their dears; GCome to the pedliar:
Pins and poking sticks of stesl; Money's a meddler,
What maids lack from head to heel: That doth utter all men's ware-a.

Come buy of me,come; come buy,come buy;
Buy, lads, or else youx lassies cry,;
Come buy,

Now, to any. reader with an open mind, however unskilled in poetic eppreciation,
Lhe cnnciusian'{nescapabie that here is a significant similarity,suggesting a com-
mon source. To those of vou who are contemplating taking this to your nearest 'Shake-
spearean Authority® for his comment on the obvious{to you) poetic parallelisms, we
offer a word of advice as our contribution to Christmas cheer. $ave your steps and
breath, We aslready know what the party-line zeaction will be: “Bah{ Humbup! Mere

qonventional commonplaces of Elizabethan versei' )

Shakesgeam—oﬁord Sec., Inc.
918 *F* St, N. W, Rm. 612
Washington, D. €. 20004



