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Dear Fellow~Membn:rs Shakespeare Oxford Society:

This Newse~Letier contains & re=
pOEL un Onr proptuss Lo carrylog oul ihe purpoces stated in our charter; a briaei
review of one ol the Felger Library Rooklels "The Authors®ip of Shakespeara"{1952)
ostensibly by Jamss G. MeManaway and sdited by Dy. Louis B, Wxight, together
with a move cutentive review of a 19969 edition of Hamlet, edited by Dr. Wright.
in acaxtion there is aa zccount of a very real and impoxtsat discovery through
ricent xeseavch wi vour Society, showing the important positic. that tha Farl of
Cxford cccupied ir the latter pavt of yueen Elizabeth's veign. This affectually
gives the lie, a5 iL were, to the libels 8o arsiquousiy spreadeand inventeds by
pretant~day purverors of the Jubrey-Stravford ilythos. Also 2 short accoant of
1963 devalopments at the "Shrine" of Strarfordeon Avon, which 6o many squate with
Shakespeare. . '
The rate of our progress in recent years towaxrd gaining recognition of
Lozd Oxiord as Shakespeure among the uncommitted and openemindad, can best be
described as one small step feorward, and two glent steps backwards. Lt has long :
been recognizad that there would, and could, be uwo change in the attitude of those e 3
who hevs a vested interest in maintesining the StratfomlMyth, both mcnetary, and
4 natural roluctance to admit crass credulity and gross gullibility, It was hoped, ek
however, that oven-, or at the least, unpoisored, minds m.xht be found emong high, by ’
gz;) or secondary, $chool students, and, perhaps, theix teacliers who had not committed B :
C - themseives publicly to a degree that would preclude examining facts and evidence ;

without emtarrassment or luss o [ace, That this hope was a vain end idle one, is
putting it mildly, as will be only too apparent £xom one of the two reviewa below,
1

In 1269 the Shakasp.oaire Birthplace business at Stratforde-oneAvon had
a baoner vear and, though flourishing financielly, encountered & small f£ly in
the vintment, A Mr. Francis Carr, a Baconian who once publyshed a magazine,
“Past and Futuye', formed an gd "oc committee around 1963, callad tha.Shakespusze
Action Lommittee, with four or ...w wwinbers, whosc purpose was to *¥y to gat the
"gravs" snd "monument" opened by the queter~cantennial in 1964 to <re {f uwaw

was anything there that would thrxow any light upci, whom the "

real author was., The Life Members .. the Birthplace Trust took a dim view of thie,
justifiedly feeling that it would not te good for business, Mr. Carr and his
Committee got exsctly nowhere. While hin muga~ine latex suspanded publication,
Mr, Carr persisted; in fact seems to take an unholy delight in annoying tha truste-
ets and their Executive Director who he claims are vperating a dishonest swindle
upon unwary touriets, local and forsign, He Jdoes this upon every occasion that
presents itself, and when onn does nor present itself, lLe does not hesitate to
make an occasion, in tie summex he told the Press that the opexators were viol-
ating an English Statute dosigned to protest the public ixom such as they. Most
of tha newspapers wrote this up, with a semi-hamorous approach. The following
clipping is one sent us frun England;
wBaily sbrror August 15,1585 "Dusinessman Francis Caxr is txying to prove that
there iz no difference betwesn zlaims made about Shakesnesre and the words writ-
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.. ben on ¢ tin of Laked beans. He wants the paople whe run the Shakespeare (uurist 4
industry to be prosecuted under the Trade Descriptiong act. That is tha ace whink {j

éj@, LOU example, thal a Lin marked "baked vesns® mueut actually contain baked

heans, dr, Gavr, Chairman of tha Action Comuittee, vhich i6 trying to get the bayd's
Lomb opened, <:/1i yesterday: "The public ls being charged to visit a hBouse where
Shakespeare is supposed to have been bsoun, Rut there is no wiltien evidence et el}l

of where he wvas hotrn, or even whan, This, I believe, is a clear bresch of the Trade
Descripfions Act and i sm arking that the Roead of Trade investigste, The Shakespeare )
lecend {5 heing markated to the public inaccurately," Millions of neople have vige
ited the house at Zs.6d. a tilme, Last night Dr. Lev: Fox, director of the Shakee
gpeare Trust seid: "2holacpuars 14 ool 4 piete 0L ironmongery or merchandige to

- comn undide this Act, The mava of Mr. Carr to Pioaswtule iv quite ridiculous,®

Eiscwhare Mr, Levi Fox was qunted to the wffect that the whole thing
wag prapusielous; “Shakespeare is. not Baked ‘Reans., Shakesseare 18 not & pieca of
vommongery, eic.” (Note, Just who said he wee is not clear, but if past experience
is any guide, we can reasonably expeet to uear from vprofessionnbt. hiatoricai
scholavs® that there in nuihing to che Oxford therr of authorship, snd that thg
Aubrey-Stratfozd Attribuiion is proved, because other ignoramutes claim that'Rak-
ed Reans" and "loid lronmongery! were the true authoxs.,) The ratter dragged along,
mentioned in the press from time to time. The Digector of Public Prosecutions de-
¢lined to prosecute the trustees, so Mr, Carr filed s privste complsint before e
Stratiord megistyate.{ in England thsre is no system of D.A"s, U.S.Attorneys etc.
as we have over here, The D,P,.P, cen conduct a prosecution st public expense with
a bexristey retained for that partienlar trial and paid by ths Tresaury, It is
Bot unusiil at a razticulay Assizea to find a barrister one duy conducting a pub-
lic prosecution of an slleged criminal, and the very next day defending one from
whose solicitor he has accepted a brief. The law doas provide that anv eitizen who ! )
feels that a law has been viclatedy may conduct, 8t his own expanse, e prosecution -
on his wwn behalf, or of the general public) This matter cams.up in October and,
to the surprise of practically no one, the local magistrate expariencad little
difficulty in finding that the offense charged, while not dentied, did not come
within the intent and prohititions covered by this particulayr Act,

Theve are seveial interesting, not to say, strange, things that attract
attention in this episode which has necesssrily been covered rather sketchily here.
The Trustess were aceusad openky wind io Lbe press of knowingly obtaining money by
false pretenses from othex pursons, This 18 a crime per se, and, if not tru., the
accusation ilsYactionable', r~7 tha agcuser wide-open to a sdif for heavy danmages
for libel and slander, and uniess he could prove his charges, would be .__.ted in
deiozes and costs to his £inancial ruln. Mr., Carr was usuaasiy kdentified in the
press ash YLondon business man® YNow most people, here and in fngland, would natw
ural¥fly expect that houest and housrsble men, when publicly accuszd of a crime at
Common Lew, involving moral turpitude, would react indignantly, deny the charge,
demand an iamediate retractior and apoiogy, and, failing that, prosecute the libel
Lex snd slanderexr to the full extent of the law for vindication, Did they do this?
Did they say;"lrs a makicious lie.'Tis so the resl Eirthplace, ete?® Mo, Zhey did
not deny that they were running a swindle and profiting thereby. Their defense was,
in effect, what in law ‘9 known as a "plea in avoidance” which means that you adw
mit the truth of Lhe charge, Lut claim that the offanse daes not come within the
provisions ~f the particular Act cited, The layman ilooks on this 2s hiding behind
a technicality, ox, as he somet‘mes calls it Mtaking the Fifithv, it is not suggest~
ed that they were not within their rights in this, nor can their buriness jurdgaent
in dodging the opportunity of proving their good faith, and honest beliaf, in tie o
claime they were making, ne faulted. }



s

Are the Tristess and their Director enbarrassed, crasr=fallen, or downesst over

- thes pablicity were squeamirh peuple might regard &8 unfavorable? NolL at ail.

From all appearances they are “laughing all thc way to the bank," no doubt rae-
minding themseives of the sage obssrvations of the i9th century Connecticut phil-
vopher whose study, reflectinna, end findings or human nature have medec him fame
ous, #There's a sucker born evary mwinute," "“The public 1likes to be humbugged,"
Speaking of P.T. Rarnum; porhaps some of ~ou do not Know closely ha is connectad

with the “Stratfocd Shakespeare Racket*. In thes 1840's he was in England sed

rotincd how guilible anericans ware visiting Stratford, paying entrsace Lses,
and buing “genuine <suvenirs of Shakespeare' made from the incxhaustiblc wood
5§ the mulberry txeo, “piantad by Shakespeare's own hand"., Ba=num offered to

buy Shakespesxa's “Birthplace', have 1t taken dowe and shipped to America, where
it weuld be re-erected in his New York musavm, ... dmission sharcad to the gul-
libie, Alter nepotiations had besn tompleted and a price agresd upon, ths Town
Councal met and “"selectad the most likely building.' At ons iime there ware two
'gemuine birthpiaces" zun by competitive baldames; Mrs, Court and Mrs Hurnby,
“5¢e Washington Irving's Sketchbook?. Up to this -isem time the town itself had
not profitted much £rom the legend; just ths retailers and manufacturare of the

fake relies, Second thoughts began to dawn upon the thrifty burghars, 1f the Yank-

can make money out of exhibiting & "Birthplace", why can"t we, ete? News of the
sale leald out and people ganuinely intarested in Shakespssre because of his
rlays and poems, thought it would be a sacrilege to have his home taken down &nd
shipped ascivss =oas. .0, Hidjliwell, John Paine Coliier, wunnirgham,snd others
alerted the literary worid of England to the dunger. An active campaign L0 reise
funds to buy it in at auction was put on, The locals had repudiated their core
tract with Rarnum, znd were putting up the "house' at auction to Lhe highest
bidder, Barnum, o anybody, At the suction in 1847, the “Birthplace" was bid in.
by the Shakesgpeare Birthplace Committee of London and Stratford for 3000 pounds,
and Stratford was in business on a constantly incressing scale,

Lf there was any scnse offitness or appreciation in Stratford for
the founders ol its prosperity, they ahould have erecied long apo, two huge
6tatues at their gates,like Gog and Megog of London, to the two foundsrs of their
prosperity; David Garrick and Phineas T, Basnum, Buth were prime examples of
individual initiative, free enterprisa, and imagination that neyer lost sight cf
persornal meterial advantage, The first for adsociating and conneccing in tha mind
of th: fashionsble and theatrieal warld of Luaden, Shakespeazrs ond the town of
Stratford; and the second, eighty veara loter, with cpening the eves of the vile
lagers to the vista of the stead: low of sucker money that would come in from
exploitine a wellapublicissd fake. Barnum, though doubleecrossed by the yokels,
moze than made up for it twenty years iater. by exhibiting the "Cardiff Giant¥
at bhis museum in New York, to the credulous and gullible, He had done well with
kis "dopg~faced boy®, "uild man of Burneo'', and penuine mermaid¥, could epot a
fake & wile awsy, and sasgss its poney-making possibilities if progariy sxpgloited,
8y a curious comincidencs, the feke "Blrthplsce' and “Cardiff Giant" had two
things in common, Thoy beloaged to scmeone else, and Barnum failed in purchasing
them, With ths “Ciant" he made a Guick racovery, When bis offer to huy ontright,
or a substsncial interest ‘n,the petrified man was turned down by the original
owners who had fabricated it out af gypsum, he had sketches made by an artist and
shown 1> a towbstone maker, In e {ew wesks he had a duplicate on erhibilion in

his museum, billed as the original "Giant",and boldly claimed the up~stats Naw

oIk one t0 be a ciabby imitation of his garulne originall He {s said to have
made move money out of

first place,

it then did Geowge Hull who conceivad ths hosx in ths
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Our menbers will remember that in our fast Naws-Letzer ve published R
e replica of the flyur that is now turnishca VIBLCOLE wu Aviy Teinibly Shwircl
at Srratford aftetv they bave pa'd the two shiliing f2a %0 get a closer view
of the "grave! and “monumens", cnd promised more on that subject 1% the next
News-Lelter, The writer has made three tripe to Stratfordwon-Avon., The first
on fis owa Lo get a view of the scene and activiiies thera at first hand, and
the othar two in ine imerasts of tha Society and some of ils members, Whila
ne member of ocux Soclety, g» far as known. believes the Srratfornd wWOLLhy was
the author of the plays and poems of Shuku~sponre, nevertheless the nropaganda
PRL One DY Lue weibeis 0l She Blrthplace Tiuet deas efface us, Indireatly and
advertsly, Some of ocuy best and clsmrest titlakers, hlussed with imsginative and
saslytical minds, »lus some romanticicts, fael that there may "e maryscripts,
documants, or a <lue, or a "somelhing - concealzd somewhere in the “monuments-
that would thyow iight on the aurtorship. The theogy 15 that the Hmonumentt
was Causad Lo be carved and erected, with ita enigmaiiv irseriptions in Latin
and Inglish, by those who were respunsibla for the publication of the First
Folio, and the levers of the grounds for the “Siratford Hoax". This writer who,
for the sake of brevity, and to protect the irnocent, will hereinafter*referred *be
-to in the first person, does not for & minute believe Shaksper's family had any-
thing whatever to do with the "monument", or couls vead the inscriptions taereon;,
will go along with this, and also concede that there is & remote possibility

there may have been at one time documents placed inside if thara
18 O was a “ioilow space in tt; but that there is anything in it now, is negativ-
ed by its history of being reconsliructed, handled, and altered over the YEaISs,
Nor do I balieve the efilpgy we now see was in or on the original monument sketche
ed by Dugdale girea 1632, fLa the~yy that something might now be found hidden ?
therain, is based on the premise that the structire, or "Whatsit" on the top
Chat bears the coat of arms, is a hollow box, not & solld stone. Lt could well
be eithar, but ocutsiders are not allowed ¢lose enough to form a worthwhile ape
inion, it seems a reasonable assumptionr that if anything was evei inside and
found to suppor: the Stratford husiness, we would have heard of {(t iong ago. 1f
there was anything that could hurt or harm that bucincss, it would have been
destroyed by its custodians at once, While the church authorities hava the final
Say as Lo parmission o ¢xamine or take down tha Ymonuwent", the commercial ins .
erest of the Birthpiace Trustee | .22 now Holy Trinity's own interest in raising
about 2 half-million drilars for the YShrine" would, and do, preclude the ..
motest pessibility of such permission being granted,

Now my speculation and balief that there is nothing in lhe "munument!
new, bearing on the authorship, couid be comsletely erroneous, and the others,right,
But we are faced with an impasse, My primcipal interest now, and for the past
Several vears, has been that of LI.ing to lovate originmal decuments that could
furnish proof of what we believe., In that attempt any educated and informed spac~
viation as to likely pluecees to look would be most helpful, and some might avan
be inspired, But as long as soue Ciung to tha belief that opening the "mouument!
should come first,before actention w38 curned to other possibiiities, these
good minds on this phose were idaling in neutral and getliing nowhere, 1 wanted
Lo engage the gears for furvam® motion. Would there be & way of finding out, one
way or another, witheut taking it down, and perhaps even at the initive of the
Vicar? My sole motive wag to Litesate potentially produntiva Specufktion that
was now lying faliow, My, Calvin Hoffman (Marlovian) and Mr, Francis varr{Baco.t-

ian) as will ac ethers not tabulatedywere gatbing perssnal, publicity by various 5‘} .

schemes to foree digging up and vpening up, vhich were met with constantly herd-
2ning and resventful resistance from the muthorities, though mischievously urged
on by Ythe Press. :
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Slukespeare and the wretclied sanitary cdnditions surrounding his residence: "Iif

mind. That if *he odor »f senctity, whigh many believe ie presen: at the death
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_ Soms sy recall that saversi)yaa:s ugo the Metropeolitan Museum of Art
in How York Gity had a much admived etafue of a brenze horse. of classic B £
Gassn uuuign, SC Deeutiiul that the Mushbum had small replicae made and sold to
collectors. Jno ¢ the curators asciderkally roticed 5 small iine on it, hithers
te undetacted, which suggested a jointu}s that did not belong in e vlassic
casting made by the "melied wex" method: An elactronic esamination disclosed
reinforcing inside, and the fivvl deterfination was that i was made probabiy
in the 29th century. and sold as en ant que by an enterprising actreptvansur. Lt
only took a !ittle investigation Lo aschrrtatr tha: thtre were now electronic
methods that could pleiza five feat of teel, and disclose s small flaw in a
cryst.l, Thet thure wera many davinac Shes and in Giglad thai could be ¢dirscted
at the “monument™ in sitv_or place, witkout affecting it Ja any way, which would
tmpediately disclose to the eve, and onjfilm, {f theve was 5 holiow space, if
there was any Jorcign substeuce in tha:is;nca, ~v rvace of theve having been,
The Courtauld institute had baer recent ¢ peiniiled bo subject the “Flower Porye
treit of Shakesprare, which wes cleimed to be the aiginal portrait Drueshout
had before him, to electronic ingpectioh, which showed it to b an nruginal
painting of the Madoona, Child, and 5t.fJohn of probaly the letter helf of the
~oth centu.y, end the Shakeepeare(?) painted over it no earlier than the 18th
century, The Keray films showing the Flgwer wae just another fake, wera bring
exhibited side by side with the portraif(?) in Lie Royel Shakespeere Gailexy
at Stratford. :

Lt was rumored that there hal been a thange of vicars in Stratford,
and there w. 3 an cutside chance that th§ new man might rasent tks constant tur-
moll and egitation to have the “graven 1nd”monnuent" opened up, which was often
treated irveversantly {n the newepapers, jThers was elso a possibility that in
him might reside some of tue stundy spitit of a predecassor, retired Vicar
Frances Gastrell, who owned and lived ik & house built in 1702 on the aite of
the original New Place, Shaksper'e tomed In 1758, irritated by tourists and
local guides, he ordered the mulberry ti{aa"plantad by Shakeepeare's own hand®
eyt down, and the next year had the entira building destroyed, to tha outrage of
the townsmen, YW .t @ Lulfeformed idea 02 getiing in touck with the new Vicar,
learning his sentimentshnd, if they werd appropriata, proceeding further, I
Journeyed down from London to Stratfordiliast Octobar, 1 would prasent mysalf
85 a sort of voluntary amicus vicsris, 2ith a pasasion Lux wwwuywsily, who had
& suggestion he could use to puu uu wndlto tha anhoyance, once ang £or al! ~nd
teave him free to devoie his time end attansion to his raligious and pastoral
duties. But when I sew the functionery $eeted et the receipt of custom at the
antrance Lo the cheir, demanding &nc co lecting the two ehillings, end read the
flyer banded out about the "Shrine, I Fealized that cthe church had gone over,
"boay, soul, and britcnes" to the cracs rommgrcielism of the Birthplace Trustees,
and was even trying to cut-Herod,durod,

Recalling what HalliwallgPhi Lippe seid spesaking of the deathebed of

L G L D T

txuth and not remance 1s to be invokad, fwere the woodbine and sweet honeyeuckle
within reach of the poet's deathbed, th#ir fragrence would have bean neutrelized
by the vicibity to middens, fetid water courses” X 4 eimilav thought came to my

§
3
:

ol & saint, and permeates a shrine , war& present at this one, it was certainly
undatectable; being neutralized nr blanketed by the frow.t of frauvd, faokeyy,
and false pretansss, '

* and piggeries",
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' - BOOK REVIEWS,
This fealure of =hiy News~Letter, while new, ia not likeiy to be repsatead in
fater asence hecanse there sre no recent ofthodox books on the authorship prope
'im iater than Mr, Milward Msrtin'e '"Wea Sl.ikuspesre Shakespearer{ivs) sehavady
touchiad on {0 wur 19% {Mar} Ne.s iettar, and we knoc of no new Oxfordian ones
since then In either England or the U.8. Ufa nurpose here is to point & moral and
adorn a tale, and Lt alsc seens a convenieht means to direct the attention of our
members to the methouds of dusiinguiahad "pfofassional historical scholars” in pro.
m.ting anl protecting their vestad intersal in supporiing the Stratford Hoax,

The Folger Librasw Bockiet,The Luthorship of Shakespeate by James G,
McMinaway,edited by Louls &, Wright(1967)Chpyrighted by The Folger Shakespeare
Pibrer., Papuesbosk, S pages witn Liiusiiiicaz, On sale 2t the antrance of the
Library,®1,00 plus 4¢ 9,0.5ales Tax, Ltotal, $1.04, Yhile thia reviewer has, ag
ulfferant times, brught four of thesa withi his own money,aid far his own Teasons,
Bz hag yet to fing anything 14 is for the %eneral reader, to chango his inftial
reactlon [rem Eirst reading, tha® it is o Eenfivew LY spproximately 94¢, We do
not recoumend it, but will discuss one or $wo featurcr thsrain, _

Mhen we cisk ac contradictivn, it brompis tha to Le to deal in fiction,”

While the abovs was said mbout 250 years ago by John Gay-the "Baeggare

Opera® author, it would still sarve lor » pne sentenca thumbenrail review for the
booklet, .

. /
£

tn 1962 or 163 L vead in the Bopk Section of one of the Waehingion pap~
ers, an article on Mr, Charlton Ogburn, Jr, who livas in .sear-by Northexn Virginia,
The occasion was afavorabie raview of Shakespsare, the I behind the N.awe by
Dorothy and Chariton Ogburn, Jr. In thie akticie the Book-Editoc seid that when
shown this Folgex booklet, Mr. Ogburn sat'down at his typewrite. and deshed off

a 20 page, single-speced criticism of it, pointing out approximately 80 errors and P
mis~statesants, Thiz was woweogrrphad. The) dditor either satd in ths article~or ©
I was told about it latey~ that Dr, McManaLay when asked if he wouid read this,
#aid be saw no reason why he should, This is charactaristic and in accordance with
"party-line" tectics, I askad Mr, Cgburn for e copy of his excaptions for my own
information, He told me that it wes in the form of notes to marginal numbared rew
terences on hi- wopy of the Rooklet, but that if 1 had a copy of tha bookiat, he
would mark it up with the numbers. I bought an sxtra copy for him to do so. His
paper is entitled"an Examination of the Stratford Csse as Presentad in the Folger
Bookiet, Tha Authorship of Shakes =4i€, by, Jomes g, YeManauay/ 1t is truly devmate
ating, ana I wish all of our ; ‘“ore could sae it, None of it will be rapestad or
quoted here. There are one or two statements in tha Booklet that Mr, Ogbtira mither
overlooked, or felt in the embarrassment of ricnes for dissent, he had donme ancugh,
These will be touched upon without transgressing on Mr, Ogburn's rvaserves, Followe
iog are some excerpts for the pulpwse of ¢ nt:

PZe 23, par. 3. "Within a few vears of his dealh Shnkaspears was bringing fame to
Stratfordi.ee....,.par 5. €L sS85 In the yerr 1662 the Reverund John Ward, M? A,

of Oxford in 1652, became ractor of Meoly Txinity Church. Upon leaving the univer~
sity, Ward had trken lucgings in Londor re4r Barber Surgeons Hall so thst he night
attend lectures on anatomy, fur hu was*acually{*almost) interested in the -ure of
the body and the cure of souls{ His notabooks, now in the Folger Shakaspeare Lib.
tary, are filled with memorsnda about madidime and thaclogy and contein many refec-
@uCas Lo ovioata in his 1ifa and ta pacpls ha met or hercd about, Thay show that
4nen his arrival in Stratford he did what evsry prudent conucientious clergyman
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dozs; he {nguired about the important parishionars, One family pame wonld inter-st
bim  “ar wiwnesvar ha want into thea chancal of Hol y Trinity Thurch thera was the
monument oo William Shakespeare, and the s ere the burial places of Aune, his wite,
Susanna, his 2ider daughter, ~nd ler husbhand the prominent physician Dy, John Hall,
Hall, the physicisn, & sal€ttzon from whose casabooks had been transiated into Enge
Lish and publishked in 1457, Ward would know about. Hall's daughtar Flizabethts first
husband, Thomas HNash, .as also buried in the clancal, she was in 1662 the wifg of
Sir John Bernard of Abingdon, Elizebetl hed inharited New Placa, one of the finest
Rouses in Stratford, snd, as all Stratfo.d ramembered, she and Ler mither hed been
hostesses ia 1643 to Qucan Henrietta faria and her atiendants when they occupiled
New ®lace on runte {rom London to join King <naries in che Nutihi, Werd's nobobooks
cortaln four entriet about Shakespesre and his familv...ve.....The Lestiveny of the

 Reverend Mi. Juhn Ward is unimpeachable, The most famous aomes in recent Stratiord

history were Shakespeare apd Ball, e most exditing event in recent memcry was the

"visit of Quews Henrietta Marias. Shakespearets _._.r"daughter was now Lady Bernard,

and the family house was ona of the siow Places of the town, Of course the naw racte

Cor must read Shakespeare's plays, o 48 net te show igraraice of them, for apparante

ly they wera part of *he subject of conversstion among the best paoplecsss... Thera
ara two aathentic likerncsses of Shakespeare, Une of thesa is the angraving of Marte
ir Broeshout, printed on tha title paga of tha First Folio(1623). Since the srtist
was only about tweniyw~two when the hook came from the press, he nust hav~ worked
from a portrait; st the age of fifrean, as he was whan rhe poet died, he was too
young tu have foiwed a Lrustworthy impression. The tdentity of tha portisit he Copw
ied 18 unknown, Fossibly it was that now in tha National Portrait Gallery in London.
(Note,”The Charl:zd"),.,,.. Whataver faults of exacution Droeshout may hava committed
in his engraving, it is certain Shakespeare®s friande provided him with an authentie
portrait to copy.(end fr~m page 25.) page 32, par. 2, "The second charge brought
sgainst Shakespeare is ignorance. He hag been called, among otha, things, "the mean,
drunken, jgnorant and absolutely unlettared rustin of Stratford” who could neither
read nor writy a line, Some people, after trying to decipher the signatures fo Shake-
speare's will and other*documents (*iagal) have, in their ignorance, callad hiw
illiterate, The usual hsnd written in England from about 1500 until long after Shake«
speare's death bears the name of English or secretary, The “fine ltelian hand“ that
Shakespeare mentions wae inkhroduced in the Sixteenth century and by L700 it had atl-
most completely displaced the secretary hand. English or secretary letters re~omble
those used in German script, «' most of Lham are tolally differant from the fame
iliar italic letters of the mederu cursive hand, Once tha secretary fomm~ ~-» learn~
ed, tiizabethan menuscripts axe no mora or 83 difficult to read than modern hands,
Lt is just as proper to call Costhe illiterate for writing German serinst as to say
that Shakespeare was illiterate ..cause he wrote English or secretary script,"(End.)
At the ary of this booklet is a section titled "Suggasted Reading", On
page 42 quote:*The AntieShakesrasre Inddst»v and the Growth of Cults" by Louls 8,
Wright(Virginia Quarteriy Review XXV {1855) 289-303) is a spirited attack upon
taddist speculation.” While Dr, McManawsy 18 the nominal author of this booklet,
‘aheré*ﬁ?ounda fcor speculation the~ while tha hand is that of Lsau MeManzwey, tha
voice’is Jacob Wiight,
The foliowing estracts and excerpts from publiishad articles and introd

ductions will give each readsr an nuportunity to form his own opinion,
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L [4irst read Pr. Wrinhi's arvlcle in She Vo, Quarterly Heview in 196i, While
oLhers hefore him, in England and the U,S, had been out of patlience and scorpe >
fol o€ idntyahulosnen reanst long befcre this. nore before, ag far as 1 know, S
Pad gone ovut of his way to be as abusive ¢t the Eari of Oxford and his advocatas,
ne Lhat as {1 wmav, it cerxtainlv wet the tone and tiure for his imitators and
stooges, whose nama 1s legion in the acuadamic wOrld. Five yuars later (1964) the
author looked upon his work, found it good, and repeated it almust word for word
i # chapter of tis "Shakeuspaare foc gveryman®,Washington Square Press, N,Y.C.
The pace referencas are to the iatter publication
P8« Y2. Ypervertaed nonuenceg!
95. "kKnowing Little abtout educaticnei and 8ocial wonditions of the léth cente
ury, “olieve thaf vniy & noblemsn with a Cegens Dovn Caford ar Coambsldae .
¥3-%b, Anti-Shabaspesreans have no sense of humor. A £ag of gloom envalops
Lhew, When a busy scholar would noet argua with them, their pride is
hure. The prevrcuvation with this pivt theory has daveloped a neurssis amcng
anti-Shakespcaceans, that may account for CRUCH ey and somebimes makes thom
unwelcome in polite company, When a lewyur takes the case of the Earl of Oxford,
for example, be is b detcrred becrunc thers L3 no serap ol ecredible evidenca to
prove that Oxford ever wrote a single play, cradited to Shakespeare. The techniques
2f the trial lawyer whichi are thoze used by the AntieShakespeareans are auita dife
ferent from those practicad by professional historical scholars, The lavyer is out
Lo win the case by his skill) of persuasion regardiass of the evidanca, Th: hiete
orical scholar, on the contrary, is treined to analyze ¢vidence, not to win caees,
He must pef ot the truth Ly weighing the pros and cons of sach plece of testimony
tegardless nf whathay it favors hie particuler thesis..e..uuusas, by suppressing
evidence demaging to their clients, and by abusing the opposition, lawyariike ad-
vocates sometime manage Lo present & persuasive case for, Oxford, Darby, or some . i
other contender. All of thia {s legitimate in a court of law, if tha attormey for fe
the plain:iiff can gewn away with it. But it is not sound scholarship.
L0i, Shakespeare had availsbie one cf the hest grammar schocls in England, e
1l4, How dues ona acquire the skill to write anti-Shakaspearean books. First
one must davelop the habit of willing suspension of disbelief, Than one must breal
the hampering bendage to accepted facts and recorded knowledgs, After that the way
is c¢lear., All one then needs is the capacity to climb fnto a scap,bubble and
Soar away into Cuckoo~rand." Abova from Dr. Wright's Shakespeare for Evaryman,
Now we vomm Lo 196G,"The Fulger Libyary Cencrnl Readevysa Rhakespaare,
HAMLET, edited by Louis B, Wgi~h® and Vizginia A, Lamar,84507, s50¢. Copyrightes
1959, Simon and Schuster, Ine, ist printing.. Dec,.1957, 29th printing, Oct. 1969,
The preface is signed L.B.W and V.A.L, The ediltors are identified on the first
page in the 29th printing editicn as folluws,
LOULS B. WRIGHT, Genexal E...or, Director of tha Folger Shakespeare Library
from 1948 until his zetirement in 1968, Dr. Wright has devoted over forty years
to the study of the Shakespearern pariod, I» 1926 he completad his doctoral thesis
on ''Vaudeviile Elesments in Elizabethan brema™ and subsaquently published many arg=
icles on the stapeura.? and theatre of Shakespeare's day, He is the author of Mid~
die=Class Culture in Elizabathan cogland/1935), Religion and Empire{1942), Tha
Elizabethsn's Amcrica(l963), and many oLher bookz and es5ays on the history and
literature of the Tulder ana Stuart periode, including Shakespeare for Everyman(1964),
P Wright “ac taught at the sniversities of North Gaxnlina, Californfa at Los
Angeles,Michigan, Minnesota, and othar American institutions, From 1932 to 1948 -
he was instrumentsl in developliy the research program of the Henxy E£. Huntington
Librar; and Art Gullery, ouring sis tenure as Director, the Folger Shakaspeara .
Libraiy hecame one of the leeding rasearch institutions of the world for the study E!
of the backgceounds of AngiosAmerican eivilization,
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ViHGINIA A, LeMAR, Ausistant Sdivoe, A menmbér of tha staff c!f the Folger Shake~
speate Librury from 1946 until her desth in 1968, Miss Lalar served as vescarch
assistant ¢ the Dilactor and er Exacutive Sacrutary..,
vikow Lotk ia pail was protavey hae sascilons BTLRRELIINL of the | notes, slasessew
Gue on the leff-nand side of the pages opposit; Shakespeare's text,

This editiun contatns much Lhat in Beod, aud mucn that is new, It is worih
twice Cha cost, 50¢, of anybody‘s money and move than that o Shakespearxe loveis

a~d Onfordians. it is hiphly recommanded to our members, Some of it, especially

the introductory matter, i3 of Luch interest to us Oxfordians, that the Society
Wa8 Ladogad over & Sundvad copies from tha publisher, half of the HAMLEY, and
half of tha 1959 edivion of Shahsepears's Poews (Sornets not included) ona of
which wiil be meiled to each of our snpporting menters whan they airive, Toth
corteun the veluabla editorial mattar. We had hoped to have them on hand to mai)
outt with this News~Latter, but as they have not yet baen vaceived to be on hand
for raference te sur comments, we are Appanding tba biief exvarpt beliw, Its rae
ference here is far the purpode ol commart ouly. not to try to deprive Siacn and
Sehrater, Lac, of their profin, o3 Dr, Uright of his $oyalities on sach book,

At the fool of page xxiil of the introduction urder tha hsading of THE

AUTHOR, begzin thase excerpts, ali of which are vintage LB W,

* To theose acqueinted with the history of the £lizebathan and Jacobean pexicds,

it is incredible that anyone shouid be so nsive or ignoxant as to Joubt iha reals
ity of Shakespeare as ths author of the plays that bear his name, Yet sc much
fonsanse has been written ebout other “cendidatas" for the plays that it is well
Lo remind reeders that nc credible evidence that would stand up in a court of law
has aver been adduced to prove skiher.that Shakespesre did not write his pleye or
that anyone else wrote them, All of the theories offered f£or the authorship of -
Francis Bacon, The Zarl of Derby, the Earl of Oxford, the Eari of Hertfoxrd, Crist-
opher Marlowe, and & score of othexr candidates ere mere conjectures spun from the
active lueginations ~f persons wno confuse hypothesis and conjecture with evidence,
As Mare's statemont of 1598 indicates, Shakespeara was already a popular playe
wright whose rame carried weight at the box office. The obvious repulation of
Shakespeare an carly aa 1598 makes tha effort to prove him a myth one of tha c-st
absuxrd in the bistory of human perversity./Paragxaph, The anti-Shakespeareans talk
darkly about a plot of vested interesta to matntain iba sguthorship of Shakespeare,
Nobody has any vested intexest in Shakespaare, but every scholer {s interested in
the truth -~nd in the quality of evidence advanced by spectal pleaders who set
<orth hypotheses in place of facts,

"The antf~Shakespeareans vasg cheir arguments“upon 8 few uiliple premises,
all 2 them false, These faise pPremises are *hat Shakespesre was an unletieawd
yukel without any schooling, that sothing is known about Shnkespeare, and that
only a noble lord or the equivalrrt in background could have written the plays,
The facts are that more is Kntwn about Shuespeate than about most dramatists of
216 day, and that he had a vsry good elucation, acquired in the Stratford Grammar
School, that the plays show no evidance of profound book laarning, and that the
knowledge of kings and courts svidant in the plays 18 no greater than any intel-
ligent young man could nave picked upjat second hand, Most Anti- Shakespeareans
ars naive and betray an obvigus snobbery, The evthor of their favorite pisys, they
imply, must have a college diploma Zramed and hung on eha his study wall, like
the one in thefr dentiet's vffice, and obviously so greet a writer must have had

& Litle or some equally significant evidunce of exalted socisl background," END,
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Brek lor o Law biles commmsats on MroMcManeway's Sucm..
"Within a Fzw_yocrs of his Jeath, Shexespisre was bringing fame to Steatford”,,
then citing a carefully excisod extract frem Lt, Hemmond'8Yralat jon" g« v idence,
TABD AV lewmmws s we Luulined v Liis in our Yepruary l90Y NawsvLetter, Since
Lhen we have had an sppurtunity to read tl¢ completestext of this, Ms Landudowne,
£3d. begg's venditionimodern) 1834 trip, Stuart Scriec, edited 1904, F.E, Robin.
son, Go, publishers 1404.Legg was an antiquerian who added notes o the "relation®,
The original shous tnat tche journey from Warwick to Worceeter was made neer the
beginning, and nol the end, es was implied the Jiret time. iegg had a note which
1 think we can enjoy,"1,13 The church of Stratford & in itself a very fine foyr-
teenth and fifteenth centusv chupeh, but for mogt of ite visitors it is a place

- A, . T e At

£or R oult other than rbe faunders of sh church inrendsd{mv 1talics) iis sEruGL-
ure generally receives but scant notice.” Look who ia calling what a CULT &n 19044
wooney's book was nol published until 1920, Ak the end of his ‘'relation® Lt., Ham-
moncl gives a lisy of shires, cities,corporetione, and cascle: vigited. Nowhare

in hisr summary asd sesume of this jousney anc survey doee the shrine of Stratford
eppanl] How heedless end heartlrep of "Hadji" hameowd] But, to give the devil his
due, how was he ro know that after tiwe had given Lha hierarchs of the Aubray- )
Stratfordian Attribution-Mihe traincd sclentliliic historical scholerstY«three hund-
ved and thirty vears "ieave to sacka up” proof that'within e few years of his ceath
shakespearz was bringing fame to Styatfoxd”, the only evidence they can cite is
his account of his pilgrimage? It is es if & Moslem Hadji, in relating places he
had seen,were tc omit any mentlon of the Kaaba and Mecca; or e Chaucerian Cantere
bury pligrim when usked by home«folks upon his return where he had baen, should
content nmamsclf and his inquirer with: "@h, down the rcad a piece™,

The vther extracts we have cited are fyll of Suggestio Falsi, and plain

misskatements wi historical facts, unworthy of an historical scuoler who boaets

of his expertise in l6hh end 17th history, One is the attempt to create the ime
presslon, or suggesti Lo urvwary minds, that thera was some sort of intimacy between
Quean Henvietta Marin and Shakespeare's daughter,that they were on visiting terms,
er, et the least;that the Queen in war-time felt that she felt she should pay a
visit to the #Shrine®, *“Elizabeth and her mother had been hosteseee in 1643 to
Gueen Henrjetts Maria and her attendente when they occupied New Place en route
Lrom London to ioim King Chaxles in the Nowth.(my italics) Can’t we Just sese the
lovely“attendants" Maids of Honor, on their palfreye, erighting with relief, and
looking forward ro the braak while their Royal Mistress visits and chats with
"Dear BSusenua"? Who were her "Attenuante"? Just 2000 foot(infantey), 1000 hor:.
{cvevelry), & train of sxtillery - = baggage train of one Bundred waggons, The
King was not in the North but at Oxnford. The queen did notrset out from | T
She nac been on the continent trying to raise funds ang help for King Charles,
trom her felliow Roman Catholics, Ia February 1643 her ship ren the blockade of .
the Perliamentary navy, and she hauded at Rridlington, ¥nrkshire, with e lerge

sum of mouey, One Miliion to Tyn Milllon pounds, but no troops. She went to York,
@ Koyalist stronghold, set out with the sma'l army in June to join the King.

bome time wes spent at Nawaric, and arzangements were made by her to rendevous with
¥rinte Pupert and his Cavalry in Stretford the first days of July, and then to
praceed to Oxford. She reflarrcd te herself as "Har Majesty, he«Gencralissima",
ate with har troops in the field ete, =il this fe well kncwnﬂgven cursory readers
of history of the Great Rebelifon. That a 'Historical scholar® specielizing in
this period should not be awere that in the 1640's ther: arose a aisunJerstanding
between the Crown and Parliement. which led to hard feelings, and ultimately bloodw
shed, is incredible, Even more so is the ignorance of geography displayed!.thet

on the say to Oxfoxd from London, one passes through Stretford-on-A:unt If you

TN e U e by 4 lae AT iy Ly ety a R T g TRt g Ay wr oy A e -

T L et s N e
CEETRRE Gy e i e N s N B
A T iR R PR N




-
~>}

oy

A

By

do not hgve aceess Lo a4 map of Englend, or heve ditficulty ‘= visualizing it,

an fralogy based on Umited States geography mep be helpfuli. 'mayine a8 party sat-

Clig cut Us marzh ovivlend fram Clevaland ra Sr. Ledis, ‘wt vaine by wav of
Pimidji, Minnasota to saa the staiue erected to Poyl Bunyan and his blue oz, Babe,
s be entertsined at the home of Bunyan's deughtor, The distancas are relavive,
taking intv acccunt the size relations of England and uhe U.S,

Do 1 weally think that the good doctor is lgnorent of Engliah history
endl geograpay? €f course not; 1xa just thet ha haa said and written so often and
long that we ave, and heard the. repetitiona acnojand parroted from his fellowa,
that we wow may actuslly ballave 4t; haa becoms self«brain.weahed"” es it ware,
and & victim of his own chicanery, In trying o promote aad protecc hig own vested
iniexest in furthsring uhe Stratrorxd Hoax, te feeis -<ow thal anything goes, Lisi
we v such wreaiurss that we sankissxi gt count not worth the hanging, outalide
the Gencva Convention, ¢ -tLlaws, or out-patients of $¢, Rifzabeth's. 7hat he doas
not ieallze chAt cuong Liwose who are reluctsnt to acknowledge hie omniscience and
infallitility on the subject of Shakeespsyran authorahip, thareépay be one or two -
whe do not have te take off thelr shoes ro ceunt to aleven, orlerrifisbly insanc,
A modeFn comparison of somes off the stultifying statomeqts cited 4s that {t fs like
unto e jress-agent prowoting the movie "Gone With the Wind", before it was raleasad,
tad not koowing what & success it would be, were to errange Lo get inserted in
a school-~book bound to be rasd by adolescenta, that Generel Sherman setf out from
Tennessee to Charleston §,C., where tha “reballion" began, had decided to go
via Atlanta 30 that he could spend a few days a2t Tara; and that twenty vears later,
all Atler+s waa stjll agog and talking about his'viait®, and hia hoateaa Scarlet
Q'Harca,

Jng more comment and we ars dona with tha Book'st, "The “fine Italien
hand' that Shekaspeare mentions waa introduced in the sixteenth cantury etc,ate,"
Now when you pey One Doliar plus tax, for a booklet put out by the greataesc and
finest of Shakespearean livravies, edited and writtan by digstinguisiiad and respectw
ed "treined scilentific historical scholara", who assura ua thay are dedicated to
findirg out and telling the truth, you have a right to rely on a positive state-
mant made therein, The'fine Italian hand" is in quotation marks, and followed ™v;
that Shaxesvenre mentions, 1s certainly fintended to be teken as a true statement,
In fact, putting it in quotes (s an implied warranty Zrom an author with eny pre-
Lenaions to literary integrity, that if questioned or challangad, he could end
wourld cite hook, pege, and line for hia quotation, Nowhere in sany Quarte or Foiio
&sn there be found such a guntationj  "Fine Italian hand” i{s an expression tasc
has ciept into our speech, but a. nas nothing whatevar to do with randewriting,
it bo- 8 Machiavellian connotation of treachery, or hidden mansce, boobY~ sy, OF
Like discovering something in the fine print of e contract after it haa bean signed.
In Twelfth Night Malvolio seys " ! think wa?o know the swzat Roman hand.®

(Introductory semarks on TUE AUTHOE by Dr, Wright in Piays and Poems.)
From the sample abova, readera cau saa that DR, L.B.Wright does not stint his
Atrictures on “Anti-Sheiespearsans'.whoaver they are, We Oxfordians certainly do
not 0 regard ourselves, We feel we are Pro-Shakespeareans, else we woulde not ba
interested in trying to find out wno he was end all about him. To our minds, an
Anti-Shakespedrean is on2 that insicta upon aacribing this supreme ach{Vament in
English Literaturo tu Willism of Stratford, of whom Str Gaorge Greenwodd, X.C, M.P.,
3ays on page 2/7; ''is there a Shakespears Problemi"{15.6) "“How is {. pocsible, that
this very common man, of whom net a singla creditable act-still less a singla gen-.
erous .1 magnanimous acte has Lean nanded down to us bv tredition, or discovared
by the indefalialie searchéé of -ralics and rocords, how f& it posuible that ¢his

.-

san could be “"Shakespeare tha Poet?" To borrow from Hen Jonson! What could hurt
him wore? )
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Wheo the beodding Hatiordlan ugns the tsrm,“Antx-ﬂimkuappazemis" it is alle-
inclusive; certaduly the Harl of 9xford apd hia Proponents occupy a prominent
plate. ave cver In his mind. An examiration of his writines and intexviex:
on this subject, will show that he seems unable to kaep tim out of his wiad,
sad that a diract, or indirect,railing or silur against him and/or Oxfordians
i bound to bob 1p. Just why this i8, 18 not Eor a iayman to spewulace,
The term may meun to him any and all whn do not agiae 100 per cent with his
dogma on the autborshiy, on even move elemental, that simple semantics make
it obviocus that anyone who 1 anti-Wright is per se, automatically wrong; end,
it “oflows as the night tha day, they are naive, ignorant, perverse snobs,
wikth parancid tendencies, and uiwelcome in polite compuny,

1 hold ne brief {or the Baconians, Mar.ovians,etc, 1 do. know the ofLicers
or :ne Francis Bacon Society in Englond, aad the Francis K acon Foundation, inc.
in the United States, They do not act, write, or speak 'ike the description,
Calvin Hollman{Marlovian) does not write, nor is ha so quoted In the Praes,
to Fit the description. [ 4o hold a priaf, ooth figuretively, and literaiiy,
tor the Ontordians in the U.S. aad as acgualnted with many in England, Doubts
naturally are yaised in zome minds as to vhether L.R.W, actuaily knows, or hes
spoken to,andv with,zny Uxfordian. Gertainly the published writings of these
malefactors, give no indication of the beliefs and traits he has found end dew
tected, and feels impelled to warn the public against, Is it possibla that this
knowledge comes from £,3,P,7 Ov has the truth been a direct revelation to him
alone? Where are the activist, threatening, t*ueulant zaalots new, that have
dicturbed and troubled the Diractor in tha past? Ara any of them Oxfordiens?

Lf 80, this Sceiety (s most anxious ta get in touch with tham, Wa could usa
more zea:. and activism, espectally now,
Comments on the Introductory Matter on Authorship,

Lf your copy of HAMLET has not arrivad with this News«Lattar, than plaase rafar
to the half.page exrrac. alrealy given. Every declarative statemant therein
carries iLs oun refutation to an informed raader, but not to tha millions of
higheschonl bovs and girls, for whow it is intended, and is reaching in such numbe
ers as to have reached & 29th printing by 1969, Neither they nor their teachcers
who are furnisher these texrs by Stata Departments of Education, School Boards,
etc, have ary reasun Lo doubt rhe good faith or intugrity of tha editor, The
fact is that they accept it as authoritative, tyxue,and objective, This iz thefir
introduction to Shakespsare, not necessarily to Hamlet {igst, buc ordinarily
Juiius Caesar, and later Macbeth. All of thase aditions contain the same poison
in the intvoductions about th.. walitor, ate, ste, and they are veyuired to study
thi= and sre examined upon it, Our Englich friands would may that this is'not
sricket", Americans say '"“It's dirty pool." Laying aside al'l chauvinism and/or
xenophobia, I prefer our expreseion as more fitting and descriptive, 1f you will
reflect back upon your own life, you know how meny and 7irm were the conviciions
vou acquired in this period of yom 1t and tow they have persisted. To axpact
thaea students to have an open wind on who 3hakespesare was, or not to regerd
those who cast doubt vpon the Stratford Attribution as not being nuts and "Kooks"
is to L1y in thy face of all experience. There are laws ggainst impeiring the
moxals of a minor, and for contrapbuting to the dalinquency, etc. There should
be one against those who,for pay, contributa to davrive him of an open mind on
any question, The''prnsher, ov the one wha profits by getting them "hooked", is
universall daspised by rightethinking sersons, vet me quote Herbert Spencar.

"There Ls e principle which 18 a bar to all Information, which is proof

azainst all arguments, and whizh cannot fail to “eep a man in everlasting

lgnooance; iy puinciple is vonlempl privr to investixalbivin: '
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THE Bl OF OXFURD AND THE PRIVY COUNCLL.

Baked upon two MES, darielanf 4189, end Vincent 445 Herelds office; viz;

(Edwsrd de Vere, an’y soa of Jenn, born the 1ith day ot April 1550, Earl

ol Oxenford, High Shamberlain, sord Bolbec, Ssndforth and Badiesrmere, Stewerd

ol the Forest nf Fssex, and of the Privy Council of the King's Ha jesiy that now
18, of whom L will unly speak wint all men's voiges confirm: he was & man of
mind 2ed Sody absolutaly sccomplished with honorable endowments } he died at his
house in Hackaey in the month of done Annu J604, gad lies buried at Waatminstear,)
Uxfordian scholars, wrilors and researcners have felt ‘ustifted in drawing the
OLVIOU. COMMAubLGA ThAC Ring Jaues, racogpizing the worth of “Grear Uxtord®, not

ouly restored to him che Arewardshnip of tna Forest oi Essax, cte. and ocher rightsn

vf his that £ilizebeth had “stalled" in ¥eetozing, not only continged his yrant
of One Thousand puunds a veay out of the Treasurv, but appointed him a member of
his Privy Couuncil, where he sevved duxing the last year of his life, No one can
tuke exception tu this lopic, for the cenclusicn ie aleast incecapable, But re~
cenl resaazch by, and on bohali of ourx Scelaty, has turned up proef, that this
reasonlng is wrong. The documented facte contradict it,

E. Oxenforde, 17th Farle of Oxforde, was the fourth ranking member of Queen
Elizabeth's Brivy Council et the tims of King Jamee' ecceseion, and had bean ‘
for an {as of now) undeftermined number oOf years uafore, King Jemes did not "ap
point' him, es he did severel Scote and a few favorad Englishmen, but retained
him on the Privy Council with the other hesds of the P.C.; Archbighop of Cante
erbury John thitgift, Lord Keeper “gerton, Loxd High Treesuser Buckhurst, Lord
Admiral Nottingham, Farls Shrewsbury, Worcaster,3useex, ete, together with
Sirs Wm. Knollys, £d Wotten, Francis Norrys{Oxford's aon-inelaw) Robt Cectl,
Prin Secty, John Popham, Cu.ef Jusiice ete atc. These men renewed their caths as
Privy Counvillors and the oceth of Supremacy to King James,

What was the Privy Gouncil in Englend? It grew out of tha old curie
regia, and, during the time of the Tudors, was the Esteblishwent, The Administra-
Lion, the Bursaucracy, that rar the Kingdom im policy, and every-dey adminis~
Lrative affaire, it had a contiiuity of sorts through different reigns, and while
in theory subject to the Monarch and appointed by him, in practice it exercised
a restraining in{i.ence on even Henry VIII, 1t was ell-powerful, but operated
in Lie uame of Lhe Monarch and Lhe laws of Engiand,

The following excerpi. ,ius Privy Council of Englend 1 i17th and 18th
Centuries, Turner, Johns Hopkine Press 1927, w’'il illustrate this,

Yol. L pg. 33, "For the reign of Eiizabeth there aze,unfortunately, for the
mo3C part, no lists of members of thas Cruncil, so that the number haa to be dee
duced from the lists of those that attended, veivarennee {pEa72) In the late
yrars of El{zebeth the Council hsd baen “mall, For 1590 there ie a list of L1
members; in 1601, it had at least i3, In the .ext raign it grew rapidly, though
Enr the £irst yea:rs deta:led information is 8cantv. A fortnight after Eliza»
path’s death, 26 nsnes wede appended to & Council proclamation. (S.P.D, Jemes 1,
ixxiidl, 8 April 1603)......{pg. 83) The position of Privy Councilior was one

of eminence and POWELavesvoses Excepting for four Scotsisaid the Venetian Ambase
sador in 1607) the Couicil(which he eeid was conposed of 25 members) consist of
Englishmen, w"> were all of them, of the first and principal Lor4s of the resim,
if not for nobility and ancient 17 2zege, et least because they had been made
great through the authority and Tfevwuur of the Kirg, bein; all of them, as it
ware, eavls,”)

ikd, Note, Most ol Lhe winutes ond pecords of the Privy Council of
late Elizabeth cnd early James® years, ware, together with cther valuabic re-
ords, destroyed in e f£ire in Whitehall in L613.)
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The ofticial minutes of the Privy Council during the reigns of iflize ;),
abeth ana James, as well aa other reigns,bhave been published by the British . ¢ %

< .oversment in large bound coples, The editor .wtes in the volume around 1600,
Lthati the official ainutes were lust in the fire at Whitehall, and the oniy record
we now have for several yeasrs of late Zilxabeth end early James, has to be pieced
ot from & few ociginal deguman®s that have escaped destouction , or ioas,ove:
the ysars. In an appendix , s.veral of these are givan, '

The officiul and correct way to refer to the Privy Council was "Tha
Locds and otaers of Her/His Majesty's Privie Councill®, ihis was wauslly short-
ened Lo "IThe Lords ang others”. Whan s Counciilor rafarrad to the P.C, to &

| S T tam werrasm bt
e el Wi ey cw WIUIZ DL

2f the Armada in 1588, the Znglish Commendar, Charles Heward, Farl of Nottinghem,
wkote Sir Foaacit Walsingham, the Seeretary {both of them raing of the F,C,) We
durst not adventure ro put in among them, thefir fleat being so strong® , @n July
¢ after neavy firing had hezn beard, he sent an urgent messags Ypraying Your
Lordships to send ux powder and shot Fforthwith®, . -

Extent recocds show that Lord Oxford's name was fourth on the proclam-
ation of the accession snd sucession of King Jamea of Scotland to the English
throne on the death of Queen Elizabeth, proclaimed by the Lord Mayor of London,
and the Privy Council on Msrch Z4th 1603, Other Manuscripts show his signature
coming fourth on an order end proclamation of ihe P.C. April 8th, 1603, Note: Rrivy
Council nrders according to cuetom, and perhaps by lew, elwaya lesd off with the
sigratures of threae ax officic officers; Archbishop of Canterbury, the Loxd Keeper,
and the Loid Treasurer, then the names of the Lorda of tie Council (n order of
their rank, Oxfords name always cama next, immadietely ahead of the Lord Admiral
Charles Howard, Sir Pobt, Cecil's name as Principal Secretary was sometimen as -
far down as 25th or 26th. The vriice of Principal Secretary was a powarful ona in i,)
fact, if not de jure, for ha was, in effact, what we now call Executiva Secratary,
or Exec, Director, preparing the agenda etc, ate,, notifying "the Leyxds ete’,
end bringing up the matters to be acted upon, Xing Jemes did not leave Edinboavugi:
unatil Apr, 6th, and did not meet in person with the P,C. until May &4th'at Theobalds.
While he was making a leisurely progresa toward London, the P.C. adminiatared the
affairs and pusiness of the Kingdom. After Lord Oxford's death in 1604, a racord
shows the rime of Ludovick Stuart, the copbdr of King James, who was Duka of Lanox,
Lvtlowlng Lourth efter Canterburv 2t al, This suggests that a Duke or Mapquis
would have precedence on the Council, if such thore wers at any tame.

The above stataments ars made «atugozically, and might be said to sound
dogmatic, it would not be surprisiug that ome or two of our readers, Oxfordian
writars with published books, br-rhurce ete., and scholars and researchers; ware
beginning to resent the tone and the zffrontery of a nonwscholer who haa never
authored ghook or psmphlet on this subject or any other, to boldly ¢laim Lthat he
had made 4. discovery that had escaped the nctice of all othex Oxfogdisn scholars
Trom Looney and Ward, <own te the present day. That there should be a rigsing tide
cf resentment agsinst this johnnyecomewlataely, is noc only undarstandable, but
hunan., Nevertheless, it would be well to let this tids reach slack~water, and ekb,
for, to vary the mezaphur, he hos au ace in the hols. About a year ago, while
looking for something else, a manuscript was found of ar original 2.C. order
of Apr. &, .003, with Oxford’s signature, along with twenty or more othar sig»
natuxes of "the Lords ani other:." The owner of this MS. kindly end ganercusly
allow= a xerostat to be mada, which 18 now in tha pos-ession of the Society,
and at hand as .his is “eing written, If permission can be obteinad from the Owne
Fy it is planned vo reproduce 1t in a future NewseLetrsr,
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:5) Wich incontestable croof in hard that Oxford wes a member of (uaen

- Elicabeth'g Privy Counecll, it was natural to look around tor idditional evidence,
-L dig not seewm ressonable that this Mo SLGIC alune, evan 1r its signilicance ned
escaped the ncuice of scholavs, L ha was oo the P4, in April, what about Narch
when the Quean gdied? In severul books by Oxfordians, it hus deen mentioned that
~ord Orfoed Jdid wign something 8°oepting King James as the rightful helz, butfh*a
either did nol racognize whal he signed was & proclametion of ths Privy Ceuncil,
Accurding to law and custom, end he sigred in a prominent place as a Privy Coun-
ciller, wol a4 a zsmber of the house of Loraa, «1 4 lobelot of worthies who
wanted to he rezordsad on the right side by an incouwing monarch,or everiooked tts

wepiilltanse, Pusthesmers, additinpe’ Froci has been under oux noees, fow Eogty
yuave, and under this .yiter's noee for alimest twenry, for it hag haen that inng
siuce Mr, Charlcs W, Barrell sent ~= g copy of Wazd's Life of Edwar, de Vere,
published ip 1928 If it had bean a snarc, it -o~uld have etc,®
The fellowing leftal was £vind by Capt, Yarz, snd published in his book

in 1928, It has been reprcduced in others, notably "This Star of England” by
Dorothy and Chariton Ogburn {1952), The italics, or underlining,is mine for em.
phasis aad the directing of attention,

Letter to Sir Robt, Cecil from Barl of Oxford;Hatfleld MSS 99,150. Endorsed

“23/27 April 16u3, Earl of Oxfoxd to my master!

"Sir, T have always found myseif behcldan to you for vour many kindnessas and

courtesies; wherafore I am beld at this present, which giveth occasion of many

congideravions, to dasire you as my very good friend an. kind brother~in«law, to

: impart to me what course is devised by you of the Council and the rest of the

Ly Lords concexning our dufties to the King's Hajasty; whethar you do expect any mes=

A sanger before his coming to lai 48 understand his pleasure, or else his personal
arrival to be presently or very shortiv, And Lf that be 80, what order is resclved
on amongst you either for attending or meeting His Majasty;, for by geason of mina
infirmihity I cannot come among you as often as 1 wish , and by reason of my bhousz
is not so near that at every occasion L can be present .. ware fit, either 1 do_
not hear at o1l from you or abt least write the latwai:® ag this othar day it hap-
pened to me, receiving a letter at nene of the clock not to fail at gight of the
the same corning to be at Whitehall; which being impossible, yet I hasted so much
g8 I came te follow “ou into Ludgata, though through press of paople and horses
1 coald not raach your company 4 1 desired, but followed es 1 wight.eassasotlere
foll_ws tha paragraph we all know about the grief he feels in the loss oz our
Mistress, and how he has been laft"witheut sail or anchoes stc.ete) Wharefore I

most esrnestly desire vou of th- favour, as 1 hava written bafora, that I may be

informer from you. concernink those poilnts.And thus recomending myvself unto
you, L toake my leave,
Your assured friend and unfottunate brother~in«law,
. E, Oxanford,

With whal vwe now know, it iIs plain as a pika-staff, that the"dutlar" he
13 talking about, have nothing to do with those of the Lord High Chamberiain et
the Coranation, o7 hiy riahts of HEwory", but his duties as s Privy Councillor,
and he is explaining to the Bacratary of the Councili vwhy ha igy and has been,
unable to weet with the other Lords as ofven as ha would have liked, and esking
that he be kept informed of wh' t particular dutles are expected of the Counciliors
at this time arc,
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THE FOLGER s&ax&ﬂ&&ﬂ%s LIBRARY,
Nothing ¢ontained in this NowseLetter, should be takun as cricvicisn of, or as P

# ceclection, direct or {mplied, upon, The Poiger Shakesrears Library, its (3 2
dew Director, or &ny oI 1T8 Stail, The s wil Wad Tns LB Diveotar if nou
retived, i¥ no onger connerted with it, 2nd new in dusiness forv, es he tells

us, Two "blurbs" on articles in the fiaticrai Geographic read ez follows: (1);

Yol, 125, Mdo. 5, May 1964, The Britsin that Shakespesre Knew”, by iouis B.

Wright Ph,D, Director Folger Shekespears Libiary, Washington 3.C, Pu. B16,:
"The Author, When Naiional Geographic sough* sn cuiatanding authority to write

an article marking Shaluspeare's 400tk birthday, the search awded wot in Strate
tord on Avon, but in Yashington D.C, Jue” two blocks from the U.8, Capitol

srinds the Polger Nhnkesnears Libraxy.udmizisterad by the trustees of Acherst ,
Collage, 1t contn,.ns the world's lorgest 8nd finest golluctlon of Shehaepearenna,
Director of che Folger, Dr. Louis B, Wright, 8 distinguish-d scholsr and higtore
lan, has wiitisn ov edited moTs tLukn & score of books, among tham Folger's own
esitlciis vt Shakespeare's plrys, His BIticla ueasd on dozens of visirs to Brite
sin over the past 30 yeazs, end most xecently a tour of Shakeepearean sitcs

inst falfw, (Note. (in page 620 Iin chis article, which is most interssting and
instructive; with beautiful pictures in cvuior, the suthor says,”I» understard
Shekespesre's Englsnd, one should start with the poet's native town :znd county,
Ws rwickshire, sccording to that Anglophile Henry James,® is the core and centre
of the English world; midmost England, unmitiseted England', For unmicigated gall,
this is herd to beat. Despite its many excellancies, chis article (s one long
“shill" for the Stratford Myth and Hoax, and yet he mentally thumbs his nose

8t us w.» know bstter, by quoting Henry Jsmes, the suthor of “Tha Birthplace*

and who wrote in 1903;"I am’a sort of' haunted by the conviction that the

divine William is the biggest and most successful fraud ever practised upon a
patient world." A gest.ra ltba this comsands a reluctant admiration, Never une o
derestimete this formidable apponent, )

(2), National Geogrsphic Yol. 136, Ko,5, MNov.1268, “The World of Elizebeth EALN
by Louis B, Wright Ph.D.,Former Director Folger Shakespears Library, Washington,
b.C. pg. 673 THE AUTHOR: Dr, Louis B, Wright, 8 trustea of the National Geo-
graphic Sosfety, iz the typs of “universal man" Elizgbathane most sdmired,
Author and editor of books on Shakespsars, Slizabathan and Stusrt Erglend, and
Colonial Americs, he has Mad careers as professor historian, librarian, journa}-
i3L, and exacutdve,acquiring 27 honorazy degrees along the wsy, le retired ‘ast
June afier 20 yeSrs 58 Dire ' ~ »f tie Folger Shakespeare Library, one of rhe
most effective collections in tne world for the study of Blizabathan ¢’ *~ry,
He shared his vast knowledge with Geogrsphic members in "The Britsin that
Shakespeare Knew",May 1664, Now, st 63, Dr. Wright is bsginning another careear,
88 & full-time author.” . :

(Ed.Note, 1f you do not heve these topies of the National Geographic in
youx library, you would d. wall to trr and pick them up at a second-hend
book store. They ere particularly veluable to anyone interested in England
sad the scenes thot the resl Shakesspaare knew.) *himaelf,

gnumbax of Oxfordiars look upon “the Folger"™ as an implacabla enewy to Lord
xford and his ad-ccatas. While understandabla, it is unjust and un-called for,
The Folg- % Shakespears Library, with ite collaztion., endowment, and building,
belongs to the people of the United States , It was prasentad to them a8 a gift
£rom Henry Clay Folger(1R>7-1330), President Herberpt Hoover formally accepted
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" on beha!Z of the people,in 1932, on the compieeion'of the magnificient builds.

ing. Mr. Folger, once prawident of Standard Nil of New York. died ejortls aifter
tha ~orper-stons wes laid in 1930, He laft nie monay for the endowment, and at
NS Jhelh Za 19395, Lis wile fuiiy Joiden Fuiges,acied ner estate Lo cite endows
mant fund, Thav hed no children, Tha only strings upon this munificlent gliu

to the people, wes that it should ba adwiaistered by the trusteee of Amherst
College, Mr, Folgers's Alma Mater. Lr is a public institution like the Smithe
sonian, Nationel Gallery of Art, elc, except that the endowment ig lavge enough
ta place no burden spon the tax-payere for annual appropriations for maintenance

and operation, Ner do ihe rrustges ha'a to 52 alectad or eppointed by either
the Presidant or Corzressy, '

Migscellany, Omissions, end Gversights.

One of our wmewbers from Culiforsis Fugzeataed that in the next News~Lefter we
give a definition of CHUTZPAY, (Ch has scind or “av} It ig a Yiddish/Hebrew
ward wnileh hes worked its wey in to our speech tha lest ten Jeare ox 89, and
hes no cyuivelent 4o English, The same cen be eeid for kosher, kibbitzer,etc,
lt meens unmitigeted gall, unpsrelleled efirontery, "cheek"nerve! an exanple
that 1 heerd neerly seventy years ego, long before enybody here wae seying
"chutzpah®,wes that of a possivle epoceryphal criminal who had mirdered hoth
his fether end mother with an axe for e few dnllers they had. He had been caught,
tried and found guilty, When the Judge aaked if he haag anything to eay why
sentence cf death should not be passed upon him, ha whined;" Judge, you wouldn®t
heng & p~or Yerfling®, would you?" A more recent and ¢ rrent example is et hand
in this Nows.uetter, Turn to the excerpts ebcut the Author from the introduction
to Hamlet, either in your copy, if you have it by nuw, or hare, and read the
four sentences beginnii.;; "Hob~dy has any vested interest in Shakespeere efc,.,.”
In the ebove is elzo the Stetement,as a fect! “the plevs show no evidence of
profound bock leerning®, If .,.8,W, heiieves this, then we cen only reflect,
with & nod to Kipling! ®hat could he know of Shekespeare, who only Shagsper Lnauas?
You may also notice that L,B.W, seyc "All the theories offered for the euthorship
of Francis Rucon, the Earl nf Derby, the Eerl of Ciford, (he always tucks him
inconspicuously inside,Note,), the Earl of Hertiord, Cristopher Mariowe ateft,
The EARL OF HERIFORD?7 Exceding peece hah made L, B(en Abou) bold, He is glip-
ving. Teke my word for it; The Marquis de Carabas has better documentation en

“the euthur of Shakesspesre, ... of fourfe mors snob-eppsal tharn Lhe Earl of

Hertfordi For the benefit of some of u# snobs, who do not know exactly wnat
L.B,W., meens, when he so cells ur, here's a definition from O,E.D. end Mayriem
Webster, "origin uncerteisn, 4. # person who hes en excessive end vulgay, or '
meen regerd for weeith and eocial astending, one who vulgerly affects the man-
ndrs or station of those of superior renk, especielly by e displey of waelth.”

The example of whet hee uween found out on the Privie Council es sat out

in this H._L, ¥should comvinc ~Abat intulligent end persistent rasearch for
dozumentary prnaqis Lke only way we can succeed in. our eims, that it is suicidal
to mcet men like 'L.B.W, on vheir choaen tield; we are too olid and oo few,
are licked before we stert,

_ Canjand wiil,you support % Cempaign of research, or enlist the support
of those r* scur frfanﬁs who can"{ Mey we hear {rom you?
Slncerely yours for E.Ver,,
Shakespeera Oxford Society, by
Richard G, Horne, Jr. Pres,
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i ‘The portralt of Shakespeare hou
ars Charles Fiower in Hf%'n

i
Premenied to the Roval Shakey
Pictuare Gallerv.,

“tratfordiang assert, ani _
the miinformed balieve, that
First Tolle says 7, of
curatford waz the auther,
Mot so. nly referance to
;trqxfgﬁg_is rpeg it ihake.

5 7B FE L Gnd Time dissolves
t?Tﬁ?utfcr‘c‘. loniments
Timec did just that, for vy
1749, oriminal firure of the
grain-dealer, with a sack
clnutehed to lils middle,wan
reploced with prusent erripy
holdin: a pen., MNow Time, wibh
an nnsist from -uand infra-
red oy, han osolved Lhe
“vutihrentieily of the "»lower?
In an orti-le in theipgiena
tific “merican®,Jan, 1040,
.. Marrell nroved Ly Yeand
infru-red photols, thnt Folper
Tihraryta prized #*ashbaunrne
Ceehogneare Tortrait" was nn
lered and overepainted
sorsrult of Oxford by C.letel,
tay wia hope that now, after a
quarter of o century, the our..
«tors of wolrer will follow
the exanple of ‘oyal ns tiery
at “tretlord, and nlace thair
n=and infroored photosranhs
sidewbyegide vith *rghbourner
L\ pabl L var Line:. how
“nnkeroeare reall; looled?

T3 Lpinr to ripht covrtesy

of Ytowlon Times,

Lhs Simkeipiars Deshiad Suiiny

Shakespeare portrai

X~raved

The “ower® woriralt of Shake-
speare - (hal  fastidiously  : spectablc
fronthpicce o o many collected agis
tiaks of the plays—bes now lost what-
ever reomined of its claims to guihens
ticity, 1t was at pne time stpwossd that
the portrait - sas the moded for ihe 2‘";.»-
SIOUL unZinviug,  sbsecuent .cholas.
ship reversad this order of desivetion,
and the Iatess EF RO RN Pemidee ran.
firrning this wiew, has discionad anothes
piiniing vador the porira,

A wocent Xeray investization by the
Ceuracld Tnstitut: of Art reveals that
i iy exocuied over . T.in painting
o1 tha Mrd2ane and Chilt and 51, Johy,
This patnting, aceording to Mz oy Paul
¥airne, ~urator of 142 Roya! Shakespears

‘tadiogreph of ihe

*

Theatre Pictare GaBary, has o wverely
dremaged surfsce, but in technique i sug-
Bests the xecond hsif of the Afteent cen-
tury. The * Flower ™ portrant does not
2ppedr to have any pigments which
would help in dating it, and its artist
is unknuws ; but from the point 6f view
of lechoigue it seems to be n riier

lgmgib.mw. Tt Bay Been
— y iy
zuggesiad k! N Maduine ~onl Clilic

may be of gresier artistic value than
the porralt which covers H—in which
cass Liere muy be u question of sxerifie.
ing the * Flower " Shakespears sito-
aother. Borh fha portrait and the Xoriy
Rallen painting are
on view in the Rovel Shaketpenre Gai
tery at- Stmtford-on-Avon,




June 30, 1870

ﬂe Shakespeare Oxg’m{ Society

918 “F" §t., N.W., Room 612, Washinq?on',- 6.c,, 20004

Dear Fellow-Members Shakespeare Oxford Societly:

As you can 5ee from the enclosed,
permission has been obtained from the owner of the Privy Council document of April
8,1603, which was described in curN-L of Mar. 31st, to reproduce it, This is by
the courtesy of Dr, 0.8, Hardison, Director of the Folger Shakespeare Library,
to whom all of us should be grateful,

The Folger Library Geperal Reader's Shakespeare, Hdited by Louis B, Wright,

"Hamlet¥"Shakespeare's Poems? Simon & Schuster, New York, 1968=1069,

By now all of our members should have received a copy of one or the other of the
above publications, mailed out with our latest News-Letter, If you have not, either
one{indicate choice} will be mailed to you upon request, The reason they were sent
was to give each of us a chance to see to what extremes a "professiomal historical
scholar" who boasts of his integrity and objectivity, and publicly gives thanks
that he is not as other men are, even such as we Oxfordian publicans, will go to
vilify others, and to protect and promote his vested interest in the Stratfordian
Authorship Attribution, and the business of the Shakespeare Birthplace Trust,
Of the Hamlet editdon; we said it contained much that was good, and much that wasg
new. After printing, we found we had neglected to finish the observatiun which we
have borrowed from the comment long age by a congressman of the opposition party
on a recent Presidential Message. "but that which is good, is not new{Shakespeare's),
and that which is new(Editor's Introduction) is not good.™ N

A closer and more detailed examination of these "Introduckions' shows
Some interesting innovations, or deviations, from the orthodox party-line. {a)'As
Mere's statement of 1598 indicates, Shakespeare was already a popular playwright
whose name carried weight at the box office.” For how many years have we been asw -
sured that nobody in those times knew, or cared about, the names of playvwrights
Or authors; that the public was only interested in the name of a well-Kkoown play,
or some favorite actor who was playing a part? (b) "There is no evidence that the
elder Shakespeare was a butcher, though the anti-Shakespeareans like to talk about
the ignorant "butcher's boy of Stratford'., Their only evidence is a statement by
gossipy John Aubrey, more than a century after William Shakespeare's birth, that
young William followed his father's trade, and when he killed a calf "he would do
it in high-style and make a speech', We would like to believe the story true,{why?)
but Aubrey is not a very credible witness.," As our members will recall, we Oxford-
fans have for some time, in a Spirit of mischiefw- and maybe cruelty~ been neadling
the Stratfordians with John Aubrey as their authority and Founding Father, and
hanging him around their necks, albatross-iike, Now we are told not only that he
is not & very credible witness, but,mirabile dicty, by some strampge sort of alchemy,
he has been turned into gur evidence, and our witness!! Again we doff our hats in
a@miratianr (e "at Stratford young Shakespeare would have acquired a familiarity
with Latin and some little knowledge of Greek, He would have read Latin authors
and become acquainted with the plays of Plautus and Terence.” Mow we *ave had the

impression for a long time, that orthodox and heretic alike,were in agreement

that there is o evidence extani as to who or what was taught in the prammar school
in Stratford during this period. If the editor has recently discovered that Greek
was taught to the youngsters there, it is most important, and we await anxiously
the details and circumstances of his discovery,




Before we leave this comment on the statements by the editor, we should not averw

lock another sglient one, This is not an innovation or deviation, but an often
reiterated one, $0 much so as to have become a cachet of the professional histore

ical scholar. "lhe anti~Shakespeareans

base their arguments upon a few simple pre~

mises, all of them false, These false premises are that Shakespeare was an unlettare
ed yokel without any schooling, that nothing is known about Shakespeare, and that
only a nobie lord, or the equivalent in background could have written the plays,®
Readers will note that the above are not given as theories, assumptions, conelye-
sions, opinions, or beliffs of the writex, but as facts,They certainly imply that

the writer knows what the premises of the anti-Shakespeaveans are, else he could
not, or rather should not, brand tham as false, Hhile we Oxfordians do not consid-
er curselves antiw-Shakespeareans, au contraire, we have to racognize thatr in his

mind we are included, and perhaps, the

head and £ront of his offenders, What lite

tle knowledge and information I have about the proponents of *candidatesh contyg-

dicts that their theories or arguments
to that small number, or that they are

are based on the above premises, ave limited
all false, We may, and often do, disagree

with the conclusions drawn from certain premises, as do many with ours . Oxfozrdians

most certainly have a case based on ma
of our premises are false, we would we
abandon them and any conclusions based
that are yet to be found in our conclu

ny more than three simple premises, If any
leome having it pointed out » %0 we could
thereon., The same applies to any fallacies,

sions. Of the learned doctor's trilogy of

premises, we repudiate and disclaim the third absolutely; and as to "Shakespeare
the author of the Plays and Poems™, (whoever he was) the first and second also,
As to the Stratford Shaksper, or Shaxper, or Shagsper, we mus. plead nescidnce,
thpugh speaking as an individual, I would do my best to avoid taking the negative

side, if forced into a debate. While I

know of no Oxfordian writer whoe calls the

"Stratford Shakespeare” an uniettered yokel, it is very likely that some of the

Baconians, perhaps Edwards, have so de
of calling him"an unlettereg yokel wit
just, and uncaliled for. The evidence d

signated him, This writer would nevei think
hout any schooling®, It would be unfair, un-
oes not justify it, and common humanity foz.

bids. On the assumption that the London so-called "signatures” are genuine products

of Stratford's famous sony a man who,

by the time he had reached approximately

£ifty years of age,s could make, copy, or draw- even if his hand was held or guided~

the vowels a, e, and i, and the conso

nants h:g§33, 8, and W, or a reasonable fac~

simile thexecf,should not be called "unlettered”, The English alphabet at that time

consisted of 24 characters, Why, that

is over 337%. Under-lettered? Perhaps, UN~

lettered? Definitely, No.Lets be fair about this., 4Any man is entitled te the ben-

efit of the doubt, and we would be the
rests upon a firm foundation, so much
instead of Invective directed against
“ecandidate"for the authorship of"Shake

In the edition of "Shakespeare's

iast to denmy it to him, The Oxfordian case
s0 that we can put our trust in investCigation,
those who do not agree with us, or their
speare's Works",

Poems' which we sent out, we have just noticed

8 strange, but significant example of censorship, All standard editions of Shakespeare's

Complete Works have, after the plays,

the two long poems of Venus, and Lucrece,

the Sonnets, and miscellaneous short poems under the hasdings "Passionate Pilgrip"

and “Sonnets to Sundry Notes of music,
Oxforg associations, as has been previ
MuSic and sweel poetry agree,.,.” and

You will look in vain for them in Simo
Sing evidence damaging to their client
advocates sometime mansge to present a
other contender... but it ig not sound

Included in these are two with definite
ously discussed in our News-Letters, HIf
"Whenas thine eye hath chose the dame e
n and Schusters, Inc , Edition, "By suppres-
5, and by abusing the opposition, lawyerlike
persuasive case for Oxford, Derby, or some
scholarship¥, Guess who? I suppose we should

feel flattered, coming from this source, if there is truth in the adage;Imitation

is the sincerest form of etc,

J'}



The Earl of Hertford.

Some of ocur members may recall that in our March 3lst News-lLetter, a quota~
tion from Dr., L.B. Wright's introduction on the subject of AUTHORSHIP in his 1968
and 1969 editions of Hamletf, and Poems of Shakespeare, to wil;"All the theories
offered for the authorship of Francis Bacon, the Harl of Derby, the Harl of Oxford,
the Earl of Hertford, Christopher Marlowe, etc." was followed by a mild editorial
scoffing at the good doctor's inclusion of the Earl of Hertford. 1t has been suggest~
ed that an explanation, or amplification, would bhe helpful to some of our members.

in the Sixteenth Century{l500*s} there were bul two Earls of Hertford, both nam~
ed Edward Seymour, The first was the brother of (ueen Jane Seymour, the mother of
Edward VI, He is better known as the Lord Protector of his nephew, and by a later
Litie; Duke of Somerset., He was deposed by the Privy Council in 1549, and later
tried and beheaded in 1532, His son, the second Earl of Hertford(c.l1540-1621},1is
best known for having been secretly, but legally, betrothed and married %to Lady
Catherine Grey(Jane's sister) in 1360, Lady Catherine was a descendant of King
Henry VLI, and in the Suffolk(Protestant) line of succession to the English Crown.
She confided her secret to Leicester, who with Wm.Cecil, was regarded as the head
of the Protestant faction opposed £o a Roman Catholic heir,Mary, Queen of Scots,
He told Cecii, and their fate was sealed. Elizabeth promptly clapped both of them °
into the Tower. On the pretense that there had been no marriage, Hertford was fined
15,000 pounds by the Star Chamber. The Queen remitted 10,000 pounds of this enormous
sum, but demanded that Hertford pay ovex to her 1,000 pounds immediately., L167
pounds was the total amount extorted from him, Lady Catherine died in prison in
1568, but Hertford was released from impriscnment a few years later, being no longer
considered a threat. It might be noted here that his grandson, William Seymour,
married Arabella Stuart in 1610, As soon as he learned of this matriage, King James I,
imprisoned both of them. Seymour later escaped, but poor Arabelia remaind a prison-
ey until she died. _

These facls are available in histories of that period, the D.N,B., and most
encyclopedias, But the Ldentity of the proponent of the theory that any Earl of Herte
ford was the author of Shakespeare’s Works remains a mystery, as does the theory
itself, unknown, and unmentieoned in standard referencies. The indices of the British
Museum, The wLibrary of Congress, yea, even the extensive card index of the Folger
Shakespeare Library lists him (the Earl) not; save as a cross-reference such as:
“see Elvetham, Norriss' Progresses. 135917, or ''sge Grey, Lady Catherine.” In 1962
Professors McMichael and Gleénn published a reference hand-book on the Shakespearean
Authorship Question titled: "Shakespeare and his Rivals,' Odyssey Press, N,Y,C.

Cn page 62, headed "Candidates for the Authorship of Shakespearean Works" they list
alphabetically 57 varieties of names beginning with YAlexander, William, Earl ol
Stirling"”., down to Thomas (Cardinal) Wolsey (who died in 1530), Included are such
farmout improbables as "the Jesuits", "Anne Whatley”, and"the HKosicrucians.'" The
only. sour note sounded in this Heinzean number is the absence of “Hertiord, Earl
of "™ or "Seymour, Edward."

Fram any written reference to his Lheoretical authorship that would rank his
candidacy with Bacon, Oxford, Derby, Mariowe, even Master ETCEFERA, he seem as
elusive, and illusive, as the Yetie- the Abominable $nowman, Perhaps the National
Geographic Society might organize and finance an expedilion to look for the proe
ponent of this mysterious theory, If they should contemplate such, and begin a
search for "an outstanding authority" to conduct it; may 1 gratuitously, but none
theless respectfully, sugpest: CIKCUMSPICE,!




: Is a seaxch for originsi”Shakespeare Manuscripts Worthwhile?
In 1964, Lord Wilberforce, & judge of the highest court of England, handed down
a decision, in a case brought by heirs, to upset a bequest of 8000 pounds to the
francis Bacon Society to search for original documents of Shakespeare's Poems
and Plays. The beqguest was upheld. Below are a few excerpts from this famous
decision.

“Counsel for the next of kin ,describe it as a wild-goose chase, but wild geese

can, with good fortune be apprehended..... The authorship of Shakespeare's

Plays, as one would expect, has been the subject of extensive enquiry over

mADy ye&rs.......The orthodox opinion, which at the present time is unanie

mous, OY nearly so, among scholars and experts in i6th and 17th century lige
erature and history is that the plays were written by Willjam Shakespeare

of Stratfogd on Avonjactor. The evidence in favor of Shakespeare's authorship

is quantitavely slight... There Ls a number of difficulties in the way of the

traditionaf"ascription.... What then of the practical possibility of discover-
ing any manuscript “Shakespeare", “Bacon", or other authorship?,.. The evide-rd:
evidence shows that the discovery of any manuscript of the plays is unlikely;
but so are many discoveries before they are made,{(One may think of the Codex

Sinajaticys, the tomb of Tut Ankhamen, or the Dead Sea Scrolls). It would seem

to me that a bequest for the purpose of search, or research, for the criginal

manuscripts of England;s greatest dramatist(whoever he was) would be weil with-
in the law's conception of charitable purposes. The discovery of such manu-

Scripts, or one such manuscript,would be of the highest value to history and

literature, It is objected against this, that as we already have the ‘text of

the plays from a contemporary date, that the discovery of a manugcript would

add nething worthwhile. This L utterly decline to atcept, Without any undue
(fhereéseiaﬁiahe imagination, it would surely be a reasonable expectation, Lhat

gxercise of the "

the revelation of a manuscript would contribute, probably decisévely, to a

solution of the authorship problem, and this alone is benefit encugh, 1t might

also lead to more accurate dating. This giff,....is in the same field, for the
improving of our literary heritage, and my judgment is for upholding it*,

RE Hopkins Will Trusts: 1964, Vol #3,41]1 Eneland Reports, pe.4b, (Wilberforce.,J,)
(Note. Oxfordians were not involved in this, but the orthodox Stratfordians were,
Iwo “expert authorities” Pfofessors Mair and Snow, gave affidavits, and acted as
consultants to counsel for the heirs, The judgedid'not buy“their views. & book by
one of these experts is recommended for readéng by the editor of Hamlet, and Shake-
Speare's Poems. In 1967 we sent an abridgement of this case and decision to all
of our members, as a supplement to a News-Letter, We have a faw copies left over,
which are available £o members who have joined the Society since then, on request,)

Jo Thomas Looney's Anniversaries,
We wish to remind our members again that this year,1970 marks not only the semi-
Centennial of the publication of "Shakespeare ILdentified; in Edwazd de Vere, the
Seventeenth Earl of Oxford" by J, Thomas Looney{1920): but also the centennial
of his birth in 1870, Suggestions are invited from Oxfordians as to how the Society
couid most fittingly pay tyibute to the memory of this great man and his epochal
discovery of the identity of “Shakespear !, His sole surviving daughter thinxs it
couid give her father, if alive, no higuur p¥easure than finding documentary
proof, that the world would have to recognize,
Sincerely yours for E,Ver.
Shakespeare Oxford Society,
Richard €, Horne, Jr,., President.




NOTE,

On the reverse side of this is a reproduction , siightly rxeduced in scale , of
a Privie Gouncil letter of April 8, 1603 about extrya ddspatch boats between
Berwick and London,signed by the Lords and others of the Privie Council. The
original is 13% by 9% inches, It has been folded twice(for convenience in filing)
and bears on the back a notation re paying Mr, Thos, Miller the 130 pounds,
authorized by Lord Treasurer Buckhurst, The catalog description of this MS is
as follows.

Privy Councill Letter signed by Archbishop John Whitgift, Sir Thomas Egerton,
Lord Buckhurst, the Earl of Oxford, the farl of Nottingham, the Earl of Sussex,
the Earl of Pembroke, the Earl of Worcester, the Earl of Rutland, Lord Howard of
Effingham, Bishop Richard B ancroft, Thomas la Warre, Ro. Riche, T, D'Arce, Wil-
liam Sandy%, Lord Windsor, G, Chandos, Fran Norreys, Sir W. Knoilys, Sir Edward
Hotton, Sir Robert Cecil, and Sir John Popham, Whitehall 8 aApril, 1603, to
Loxd Buckhurst as Treasurer(with & not¥in his autograph addressed to V, Skinner)
concerning postal service between Berwick and Londen,

From comparison of other official documents of this period in English bistory,
it is evident bhat the custom was to sign in order of rank from left to right
across the page, then to the lime below; not in a vertical column on the left,
and then to the right as at present, At one time, some owner or custodian of this
MS, had made a pencilled notation of identification under scme of the signatures,
Tho, Egerton(Earl of Ellsmere); 7T, Buckhurst (Earl of Dorset); Ric, London(Richard
Bancroft); W. Knollys{Viscount Wallingford),

Clues as to the existence of this MS with the signature of the Earl of Oxford
as a Privy Qouncillor under Queen Elizabeth, were first discovered in England, in
tracing its history it was found that it was now in the United States, and owned
by the Folger Shakespeare Library. AXerostat was secured in 1969, and shown to some
of our members here and in England. After our last NewssLetter of March 3L, 1870,
application was made to the Folger for permission to reproduce it in our next
News-Letter, for the benefit of our members and readers. Dy. O. B, Hardison, the
present Director, immediately and graciously granted the Shakespeare Oxford Sociaety,
the privilege of doing this , the only stipulation being that there should be a
notation of permission by Falger Shakespeare Library, its present owner,

WARNING, This decument is the property of the Foiger Shakespeare lLibrary, and
no one has @ right to reproduce our reproduction by eipctronic, photograshic, or
any  other means, for any purpose whatever,without the written permission of the
Dirgctor of the Folger Shakespeare Libraxy, Washington D,C ,

Shakespeare-Oxford Soc., Inc.
918 *F St, N.W.,Rm. 612 E
Washington, D. €, 20004
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The Shakespeare Oxford Society
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818 "F7 St N.W., Reom 612  Waghingtan, D.0., 20004

Dear Fellow~Membcrs ol Shakespearesn Pxord foclety!

While this letter i3 datad
Lhe lasi of 1970, it may nol reach you untll some time in Januaxy 1971, because
of ponding negotlations and arrangementa to rsproduce, and include as a supplement,
some of the fina conlribuilors *o knowledge «f onp subjuct made by Mr, Charles
Wisner Barrall, Mrs. Eva Turper Clarke, Dean Rendail and others, which were publishe
ad !+ theMine Shakaspears Fellowship Cuarteriv" under the able and schnlarly edit-
orship ~f Mr, Barreii, in the 1940's, Thot we Ake now in a position to do this, is
because of tha pemmission of My, Barraell, and the generosity and thoughtfulness of
Mign Lnis A, Hoow, who hee purned ovar to the Soclety har file of these{now out
of nrint) News~Lettars, which can bs vastapled and turned over to zha printex four
reprodaction, ,

Ag you will rumember, 970 is thu centonary of J. Thomas Looney's
birth, and the semi-centenary of the publication of his great work, ‘‘Shakespeare
identlijed in Edward de Vere, tha Seventeanth Ea{:fl { Q(t,_t'ord." Suggestions were
invited from members as o how best this couid é‘géﬁz. it was decided that to
republish the account contained in the "Quartosziy™ in 1944, togother with letters
from Mr, Looney to American Oxfordians was the best within our limited financial
resousces. This same issue had anothey article and pictures on the portraits of
the Earl " Oxford, a subject we hoped to cover at length in & later Newi~Letter,
so its inclucion in effect makea & double News-Lettr for 1970, More on the dise

} coveries in this field by My, Barrelle- not covered iun the Sciantific Awurican
artivle in Jan 1940-- may be cvicocted by our members in 1471.

: Some of our readers may recall that im our May 1968 NeweeLetter, we
said, in discussing a current pronouncement of a prominant pedantic pundit, that
Hthe party line on Oxfordiane and lesser breeds without the Law, viz; The Aubroy
~Stratfordien Attribution of the Authorship of Shakespesaxe's Plays, is nob now,
NOR NEVER HAS BXEN DOUDTEDL OR CHALLENGED BY SANE, LITERATE OR LNFORMED PERSONS,™
Some friends told me they thought that thir waa too sweeping, and did an injustice
to the orthodox. 1 had come to this conclusion a number ot years ago, and felt,
and still feel, that it {s a sensible and Buccint statement of orthodox thinniug.
1 am delighted, even 1f no onu .~¢ i&, to report that the corruciness of this
concinsion has received corrobexation {rom the highest sources in December .70,

A mid-western friend, a feliow member, and Awide and attentive readar
of current periodicals, from time to time sends us clippings mentioning Oxford or
the authorship question, The nost recent one was a warked L{tem of alatter from
Readers" in the Book Forum page of the Saturday Review of Dec 12, 1870, Lt was
signed Gordon C. Cvr, Berkeley, wulif, "Wijliam and Shukespeare", Benjamin du -
Hott attempta a typical trick of semantic obfuscation when ha slurs those who are
justifiably skeptical about the far from proved but wideospread contention that
Williem of Stratford is idertical with Shakespesre of the UniverselSR, Nov,7¢
He dumps the Baconisns, Uxfordians, Freudlans, eryptomaniacs, and sdanceophiles
into the é@e categoxvl *snubbery-ridden non-bslievers in Shakespears' as il it
were the grustest writar in the English ianguage who is the oblect of &uch none
belief, and not the matter of h’3 identity./ Just why ie it ¥snobbery® to [ ind
something fishy in a claim Inr literary eminence Lor a man who does not mention
books or manuscipts in a will burdened with the deroiled disposition of housshoid

ke Frh. W
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goods, who didn't leave a screp of wricing behind him, excepc £or 8ix writer'ss i
cracp.ed signatures on legal swnd property documents, whe showed abevlutely oo ‘4’
intevazt i the £ste of his literary progeny, and indeed submitiad,spparentiy,
to wholesa's pirvacy of his writings, while constantly hounding smmll debtoxe in
Suwe cOUTES? A man vhosa biographical iraces aie Lo ba found only in nonliterary
surroundings, suchi w8 tha Ballott-Muntisy drescheof-promise suit, and whose
rame 18 rot found in the places ome would expect to find it: fev exampla, the
Scuthampton family .e2cords. Hanslowe's and Alleyn's diaries, Camdens Anpals,.®
[ did not know of Mr., Benjuain deMott, $o 1 consulted the Nov 7, issue of
»Ry and found that he wee writing & review of Prof, Semue! Schoenbaum's
Shakespeaye's Livas™ (1970) of wiich I bad heaed,lut not resd. A brief ducerpt
from the review ow pega 51 will give an tdes ¢f vha: Mr, Cur was ohiscting to.
¥ Jur cousider the endless surcession «f snobbary-ridden nonwbelievers in Shake
speares Laconjans,Oxford’ang and the like- & crew of thuet len't limited to
chucklermaking racss like Loouey, Schmucker, end Mrs, Gallup, but includes men
a5 grant as Freudesses The vecerd isn't of soauzrc~. <nlcly one of fatvity, madness ,
meanse8s. Intevmittently, fro Edmund M lone in the eighteenth century to E.K.
Chambers in the twentieth, the cause of fact has bean .erxved brilliantly and
passionstely by men whoss longing for the tiuth of Shakespeare's life didn't dew
"ange them. Their sanity, balance, and sense of responsibility ere islands of
grace, and when Mr, Schoenbaum makes laudfalls upon them, he permits himself an
open, unprotected gosture of praise, His is a superbly informed, elegently come
posed; intensely redadable book ™ :
i am complately uninformed as to Mr, deMott's quelifications and comp-
otence in the [izid ¢ Shakespearean authorxship, or whether we are justified in
irferring that this characterization of such men 83 Looney, Grernwood, James, )
Mard, Barrell, Mrs, Clarke, the Allens, the Ogburns and ell the others we know, -ib
is taken from Prof, Schnerbaum{ we all know the source of the “Snobbery motif%).
nr that i2 his own, Ws do know ne was the selection of the Editor of the Saturday
Reviev (formerly Saturday Review of Litarature; a highly respected journal, to
review Proi. Schoenbaun's hook, and thst this review was printed, cartainly with
editorial approvel, Yet, from what writars have told me, I have ne doubt that ii
an estabiished wrirer would submit an article setting out the nen-orthodox view
of the Stratfordian Attribution, that it would be rejecr~d aa ¥too controvarsiel,”
"As soon es 1 cen get hold of a copy of Prof, ScBenbaum's book~ frow a
Library- I chall read it carefully and find ocut how "superbly informed'he is,
and ‘el our members kncw, It just happens that in November, 1 had an opportunity
to see two Courteous letters exchanged between a mumber of the Souiety, . Cin-
¢inna.. lawyer who was preparing a paper tu x.ad before the Literery Society there,
and Prof, Schoenbaum of Northwestera University, Evanston. The professor was. asked,
L, YBeyond the similsrity of namg’'ut note please, not idenrity) what fect recorded
between the years 1604{Oxford s death) and 1022(year berore the issuence of the
First Folio) do you consider the most iaportant in associating the works of Shake=
speAre with the man who was buried at Stratford}™ No fact was citad(there ere none)
tul he was referred to ithe allusions in Chambers Vol fi{all to the literary product
not the mand and publishing of T,&7, in 1809, Othallo in 1622, Sonnets in ‘609,
Of course in none «f these is there tha alightest reference to Hme. of Stratford,
Pending exsmination <t "Shaliespeare's Lives, it is suggested that "aself-respect-
ing scholarship® should consider the reviewer jus anothar Tray, Blanche , or
Sweetheszt;
Look for another News Letter in six weeks,
Sincerely vours for E, Ver, \’
Shakespeare Oxfoud Society, inc, J
by Richard G, Horne, Jr.



