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Dear Fellow-Mewbars Shakespeare Oxford Socicty:
_ Jome of you may xecall that in
our last News-Letter of Dac., 30,1969 it waa promised, anment & reviaw of 5.
Schoenbaum's “Shakespeare®s Livas"(1l970) by a Mr. de Morft in the S K, of Yec,
12, 1970, that sx soon as we could get hold of & copy of the book, it would ba
reod cnaelelly, and oul readers advived as Le how “superbiy informea’’ e was,
Thtvugh the couitesy of Me. Gordon G, Ovi of Berkeley, Calil, who L8 nGe a memb-
er of the ¥ocicty,. and a *live-wire Oxfordian”, we have buwen Curniched with his
topy,-xead carefnlly- and e review % length follows later im this N~L, For Che
benefit ol wur; cender who may have a shorh spsiu o Lttention in such wartters and
nei.  r:ed far enough down to reach it, we can say now that . .. we found no
evidence that the author was superhly informed, but pLenty that he was superbly
subsidized by those renzesenting the Stxatfordian commercial isterasts in this
sountry. what would pass as scholarship, proves to he nothing but scmpous,but
neverths Jess, puerile,pontificating against"Anti-Stratfordians? Lf thera is e
leitmotif, it is banul bellttlement of his battars, nearly all of whom a.e dsad
and unable tu defend themsalves, l

Frow M:. Gordon ¢, Oyr of Berkeley, California,

Mr, Carleton Healy, of Crosse Pointe, Mich, sent us the clipping from
the Readers Forum, or, mora correctly Book Forumyof 8,R, Dec, L2, 1971, We
reproduced it. A Mr. E.P. Kuhl of Iowa City, Iowa attampted to reply to Mr.
Cyr in a letter published in the S.R. igsue of Jan, 9, 1971, Mr, Kuhl is pre-~
sumably a "Shalespearean Authority® of University of Lowa, Lowa Uity baing its
seat, This is just comjecture, however. Mr, Cyr replied to Mr. Xuhl in another
latter to the mditor, knocking Mr. Kuhi's attempted relfatation out of the ball-
park, Lt, to the surprise of Mr. Cyr end this writer, wus published in the
Book Forum of S.R, on Feb, 13, 1971, Iaterested resaders cen look thase up in
tnelre copiec. of S.RB,, or consul: back copics in librazias., Hurrzh for our sid~?,
Mr, Cor, a Ph, D.,by the ‘=, has just sent us a xero-stat of fifteen pagas
fiom a book of i¢ called "Rationa. Belief; an Introduction to Logie,* by '
pert .yrton Frye and Albert William Levi. (Hercourt Brece and Compauy, New York
194L). In a section headed %he Logic of Tiuth, Chapter XVIL, payes 363 et seq.,
#% Hypotheses; is The Shakespear:. »a8¢, The authors, strictly from the standpoint
of Logie, and to illustrate unsound and fallacious reasoning and conclusions,
88 apposed to sound, logical rersnning, taks up the Stretford Attribukion,
und the Edward de Vere, hypothesea of authorship, Certein elementary rules of
iogical reasoning applying to premises, consequents, conclusions etc, are laid
down. By applying thase yardeticks to each hypothesis, and in peges of ay veau-
Litul and lucid reuconing as ] have eva. read they sav;"When the implications of
& hypothesis have to be meraly hypothetically affirmed, end when theye is no av-
idence to supnport the antecedents in these new hypothetical proposirgians, the
original hypothesis {s woefully weak. The Shakespeare of Stratiord hypothesia is
woalully weak, The Shakeuwpearse ¢! Stratford hypothesis is highly improbable,

srveditrhaps one of the other candidates, unknown to us, has all tra qualifica- ,

tiens and shoula enter into the dencminetor, ~But in the absence of positive ;
wvidance on the peint, wa conclude that de Verefs, with a hiph deprea of prob- i
ability, the suthor. If you bave had nn training in logic, buy Chis buokl.
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From Mr, H,K. Kennedy-Skipton B.A. (Cxon) ¥, R,5.A. Dublin, Eire,

Mr. Kenoedv-Skipton, an Bannrera Membaw .2 . Sweiviy, was for. five vears =
the Presiduat of the Dublin Shekespeere Soclery. and has been an Oxiordian since
wie #arly thirties, He if & wel'vknown antiquarian, and a recognizey authoricy
in his speciality, Sixte&nth anc Seventesnth sentury miniatures, particulariy
those of Hilliacd and Oliver. He was a close friend of the late G4, Phillips,
aulhor ol "hord Burieigh in Shakespeare" and "Sunlight on Shakespeare's Sonnecs,
When he died Mr, Phillips left his friend his wanuscript of a vew book on the
Sonnets, Jdiscussing the ¢vilence and reasci® ha had tound ior a different order
of numbering, with inter=sting ¢lues of word ATLanResnt in aitermats aompate,
Vialwitaeailely, My, seunecy-Skhipton is still looking for a publisher.

seedl & brief corr.spondence, L was lucky enough o e abla to spend a day
last Oetober with hinm in Dublin. He lent me & copy of My, Philiips' unputlished
Sook, in type-scrincg, and gencrously gave me cupies of his own speechas befora
tiw Gublin Shakespeare Suciety over a period of years, tugether with voluminous
notes» ne had made un the authorship question, with £l permission to mmke such
use of them as I saw fit,

Pexrusal of thase show that Mr. Kennedy-Skipton was £irst, by many years, to
wrlie certair discoveries about Edward de vere, whichlatar Oxfordian writers have
cited, but without credit to him. For instance he found that the L7th Barl had
a Trussell grandmother, Blizabeth lrusseil, whose father, or grandfather was
Sir Joln Dun. Homeo and Juliet , Act I, Scene iv, versas 35-41.

Kome~ VA torca for me; let wantons, iight of heart,
Tivkle the sanseless rushes with their heels,
For 1 am proverb'd with a grandsire phrase;
L'll be a ci~dleehnlder end Look on,
tThe game was nedér so fair, end L am done,
Mercutio: Tutl dunts the mouse, the constable's own word:
1f thou art Dun, we'll draw thee from the mire
Oi--Bave your reverence~w- love, wherein thou stickeést .
_ i} to the ears. Come, we burn daylight, hot ¢
( Note. Trussell was a variant spelling of trestle, a frame for holding
candles., Oxford's estate on the Avon, was inherited from the Trussells.)
Ancther discovery of hig was the #pitaph of William Browne on Shakespeare.
William Browns was a pasioral poe "t clogse frignd of Ben Jonson, biu, .on, Dav-
tes and others, who also wrote the famous epitaph on Lady Mary Peabroke, which
was for « while thpught to be by DLen Jonson,
"Underneath this sable hearse ,
Lies the subjfect of all ve.se:
Sidiey's sister, Pembroke's mobher;
Dzath, ere thou hast slai. inother,
Fair, and lecarn*d, and good es she,
Time shell throw e dart at thae,"
FRITRRKRIRRAH R Xdedededededohdrde! Hedehe s AR A I AR reR IR AR KRNI TI NI Ko Ndo deede A e

Epitaph by william browne.
OUn Master William Shakespeare, le dyed April 1616,

“Ine Muses scorned by him lsugh at his fame
£2d never will vouchsafe to sprak his nae
Let no man for his luss one tear let fall,
But perish with him nis memorial,®
Dees this sound as if Browne thought the san who died in 1516 was THE PRET?
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*ay : Feom Mis, Julla Cooley Altrocchi,
x frs, Juile Cooley Altroccht of Berkeley Ualifornia, a poet, historian ol tha
West, nuvelist, lecturar, and longtime Cxfurdian and mesmbar of our Society,
uas receatly sent in for <onrideration for publicailun {n ocur Mews-Lettar,
several very interesting notes and curioss re Oxforvd, plus a fine and original,
a8 weli s persuasive,speculation on “The Diamond Tablet® mantioned in tha
S“ennets, Lt is regretted that the exigancies of space and time prevent the
latter from appuaring in this Nyk. , but our resders can look forward to it
i vur next. Two of her <ontributions f.llow.
THetielic Laughtez”
Br, A.5.Caiyncross in The 2rxoblem ef Hemiet dates the play before L588, Ad-
miral H.H.Hollead «ffers forty-four topical allusicons to che year 1582/3
and just lefore, - 1 have one more Fascinating "topical’ to add,
The Encyclongadia Brittsnica, ninth Edition, Yol XV, undar titie, Magnetism R
Note 2, .eports: “"Kobert Novman publishad a wock, of which tie following
dascription is given in the Honalds Catalogue: IHE NEWE ATTRACTIVE, GoN-
taining & short discourss of the tMegnes ur Lodastone... Now £irst found out
Dy Robert Nomman, rydrographer. London 15817,
Fo fascinating a book aboui the magnetic metal muat have been exgarly ;
read by Queen Elizabeth and her intellectually active courtiers, One can.
hear the appreciativa ripple of laughtar that must have gona round the ;
courc when the following well-known scene was {irst played at court:
Hamlel, Actll], Scese 1l. Line 1i6 gt seq.
¥ Quaen? Come hither, my good Hamlet, sit by me.
Hamlet: No, good mothex, here's metal more attractive,™

i De. Veve's Gramdchildren.

At Wilton House, Wiltshire, of Mary Sidnay of Pembroka, hangs an immensa
Van Lyke painting which purpetuates something of Edward de Vere's comeliness
and vitality. For it ie 2 portrait-preaentation of Philip Harbert, Earl of
Montgomery(patron of Van Dyke), his second wifa, Ann CLifford, and seven of his
ten childrer by Susan de Vere. All the children ara beauriful, fine~fesatured
yeurg people and 4il have auburn pair of varying shadas, One daughter fs espec-
ially beauiiful, perhaps Anna Sophia, who married Robert Dormer, Earl of Caf.avon,
All look vmusually sparited a # +nralligant, like Edward their grendfather, Al-
thouga the Seventaanth Earl of Oxtord never had the joy of knowing thesa .p.in-
did ywung people.-- for Susan was married almost exactly six months after her
Lather's death,- they suggest him and continue him,
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Contributions from our menhers solicitad,

‘ We would be pluased to have any ~f the wonbeszs of tha Society sand f{n sime
tiar thpughts oF findings on the Oxfoud Authorship subject for considerution of
being incluéedhzn Luksve Nuws-Letlers, Uriginnlity, novelty, and brevity are
desirable attributes, [f a citation fyom a book, thet you think {5 not knowﬁ

to "the gene,.l" of U fordians, please describe book by author, publisher,

piace and date, as well as page, 1 LL can be verified, (Note., "gensxal" as
in caviara),
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BUCK REVLIEW, .
Shekewjcare's Lives, S, Schoenbaum, Clarendon Prass: Oxicrd. Oxford "
Unive-sity Press: New York.$12,50. Cepyright 1970 by 8. Schoenovaum,

ln oxder that readers of this yuview msv understand some of the refarences
therein both by the suthor and the raviewer bto certain things said by Mr, Loonay,
butl in his book, and in letvers which Mr. Barreli reprinted is The Shakespeare
Fellowship Quarteily of April 1944, which was reproduced by us and sent to our
membeis 4 & supplement to sur Dacember 1070 News- Letter. we axe reprinting at
tiwe outser some 0f LNE Soatences as exCia rs here, This ig Loy convenienca of
those who do not have the Quarrerly haudy, as well a8 for those new members and
ethets who may not hs ‘e sean eithor the original, the reproduction, cx have read
4, Thomas Looney 's took, Be assured these are all pertinen., snd their relevancy
wiil appear later dJdoun,

"whats Past is Prolopue”

Rartrell. $.Q. pg.18, supza; "It is s woteworthy fact that in the gpeneration thatg
has passed since '‘Shakespears ldentifiad® appeared, no orthodox Stistfordian

" iitexr has been abis fo present envthing oven approaching a sexious amd convincing
vebuttel of the Looney case for Uvford es the Elizabethan poet and playwsight who
used the name "Wijliamw Shakespearg™ as a nom de plume. The best ary one his done
has been to olfer his own”authat@fivc" opinion that the Stretford myths and fables
are to be taken as pespel through long usage." (ED., Note, fince this was wiibtan
(1944) still ancther genevetion has passed end the status is still auo,. (1971}

EAAE 2 L T I S

4.7, Looney; letter to C,W, Baxrell 6th June 1947; S.0. supra ppl%, last para-
graph et saq, " If 1 weve *mclined to take ex~~otion to anything in vour article
it vould ve your taking any notice of the silly and childish jibes at my patro-
nymic. Fublishers and rriends foresaw the handle it would provide for the critics,
and wished me to adopt & nom-de-plume, I dec¢lined very decidedly however, and lost
ora of the foremost English publishers in consequence; thus risking a premature
disclosure of wy discovery., It was, indeed, this fact that led me to deposil with
the British Museum Librarian the sealed document refarrel to in the Prefaca to
"Shakegspeara Identifiedr. '

Cne of my chief reasons for refusing to make the concassion was that the pernis
for vhom 1 writeasre ot the kimt »f people to whom the mere name of a writer would

wake any difference’ & [ think the +igh standard ot the Eirst converts to - “lews -

has juswified the stand I took, R
Anolher reason was the great raspect L relt for others who have borne the name , ;ﬁ

& Lor whom I had no reason to be ~.oamed, either for thelr wisdom or probity. '

In passing, it may interest ypu to know that the nima is Manx, that my jmmed-
iate Loretathexrs came from the I[r)}a of Mar and the family is descended, as ! have
been infoxmed, from the Barls of Derby once Kings of Man. I have no vanity about
tidngs of this kind; but they do help to make up the sum of these subtle influ-
ences by which a man‘s surname estollishes Links of santiment with the distant
past and thus come to have for him a kind of sacred cleim which makes him resent
A disrespactful use o7 it, It i{s this probably which has aiways dictated Lo poo-
ple of good feeling the mle of treating the surnames of others with scue respect:
such surnames being not serely individual interests but symbols, as i{ were, of
t'e whole line of 4 man's ancesteis,

4
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- money, LL the claima.t had been & private individual there might have bzen gene

‘students of Elizabethan literatuxe such amisement,

.data to bolster the Stratford-upon-Avon myth, With them anything repeated oftan
Caough bacomes, to the.r peculiar line of thought, faat; ragardless of dubious
‘erigin, They juggle dates and vonjucra plays from their imsgination to arrange
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tre AAnRIfACd. LoShiy. daie M. page wl. {spuahing vi Shiabiwst . aa fn-
s wileged activities Ln London),....,."0f the ineidents of his liie in uonden®
Professor Siv Walter Raleigh tells us, "nothinrg is known", He lodged at onz time

£ Bishopgate and, latey on, n Southwark. Wa know £h.s, not becausc iords and lad-
ies in their coaches drove up to the dnor of the famnus man, nor because of any-
thing else which could be called a personal®incident®, but becavse he was g defaulte
Gol Baxpayer{for two amouits of 58, and (38, 4d, respectively) tor whom the aythe
Ovities were sea.ching in 1598, ignorant of ithe fact that he had moved, some years
velore, from Bishopgate to Southwark, Evidently, then, L.z was not at that time in
Living in the puirlic eve and mixing freely in dramctic and ilterary circles, Sir
Pidiev Lee Lells us that Shaksnere "with great magnsmbnity, ultimately paid'the
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2L£051LY tn paylag an accourt which could not be legally enfo.ced; but it is aot
easy to associacs "magnamimity® with che paying of taxes, We must suppose then
that the monay was due or was prid to save tIouple. IE the money were due then
Wiliiam Shakspave had been trying to defraud: if the money was not duc ona LS a
Liftle curions to know whai syecias ilacenveniences could have arisen fyom his
contesting the claim, Zvery record we have of hlm proves that he wes not the king
sk & man ty submit tc an illegal exaction without very substantisl reasons., The
peint 14 a small one by itself: in connection with the general mysteriousness of
his London movements, however, it has its proper significance. !
{Note, in & footnote to this Mr, C.W, Parrell appends in 1950: "The Oxford"“Shake«
Speare! docunentation argues that the J.ondon tax collectors were bafflad because
they were ;:rsuing a pseudonym instead of an actusl citiz_n., The playwright Earl
of Oxford had owned the famous mansion of “Fishar's Folly!, hard by Bishopgate,
up to the end of 1548, And during the periocd batween 159% and 1598, whean the tay
coilectors were vainly se.:ing **iiliam Shakespeare", Oxford occas{uvnally lodged
in che Bichopgate ward, A letter written by the Harl to Michael Hicks, then pri-
vate secretary to Lord Treasurer Burghley, bears date of 28 March, 15%3, and

is subscribed:"Erom 8ishoppate this present morningiVol V, p, 168, Manuscripts
or Mirquess of Salishbury.) This ig the position of most Oxfordians today,

George Frisbee: San Francisco 1937. "Shame of the Profesgors!t Sh,0x, Mil. 12/69
“Ihe circus has ito clowns; the drama Lts comedians; while for their humerous
fellows the universities have their professors of English literature who teacu
innocent youngsters that the p. - and poems of Wi'iian Shakespeurc were wriltten
Ly & man born in Stratford-upor-Avon. They are n comical crew and their anyiva
in evauing discussion of tha tyuth regarding Shakespeara authorship afford real

Ihese professors who teach thaw Shakespzare, the poet, was born in Stratford
may be roughly dividad into three classas; the tricksters, tha cowards, and the
gulls, The tricksters are the big shots, the Tittlebst Toploftys “hat garble

a chronological scheme that will fit tha Shake-speare work to the lifetime of
W LhIatiord maie BUs Hamlel was btoo much for Lhem; as will be shown,

The cowards ere the timid souls who krow better; ane thera are many;, but who
fear the disapproval of the elder pedants, The gulls are tha common or garden
variely who never gave birth to an idea; who will swallew everything peddlad by
tie big shots; anmd whose greatest ambitlon is to cadge a junket from some Foundat-
lon, LG waste fime and money oa alleged research, The «esults are printed; usual-
i¥ with a lot of back-scratching for colleagues; then quickly forgotten until
fome other fellow discredits the stuff, ..o
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Now back to 8. Schdenb&um‘s great booke approximately 875 pages--prilced

8l 3:2.30, The jacket cells it this Punique experiment in fultiple ngrﬁpKV¥
tho Fizer @unsianrial atremnt in fortv vears to Lrinrg into & ¢lear iight what f:&
Actitally is Known aboulb the man William SLakoSPeare.cese.. Among the notabiz
personages who enliven thesi prges sre Jr Johnson,Ccla=ldge,Keats,...,,Freud
and Malcolm X, Lesser fipures (my italivs} inciuda Edmund Malone, who burst the
Lreland bubble; Halliwell-Phillipps, who dominated Victorian Shakespesre studies;
cad an American couple from Nebraska named Weligce, whose discovary of the Bele
lott-Mountjoy deposition, containing & firm and full signature of Shakaspeera was
Lhe mosdi Spectacular £ind of the twentiet! century? Nof, I am ol ¥idding. This 4is ‘
what the man said, The werds are belore re as I write. what {s your opinior of
the credibiiity ana judgmeon of a seil-otview "scholar™ulc would meke snd publich
the L.atemgnts undarstored above? Who ranks Hdmund Melone and J,0. Hallivall-
Phillipps btelow Malcolm waittle (Malcolm X)? Who calls & woubly Willland a ‘something,
(perhups o miniuayliollowed by part of au S, then ha, then blur, and p¥that's all,
rolkst, a firm and full-signature? What would h. .21 & scratchv, scrawly, shakv.
spluicty, boh-tailed onal/ Has he ever eaamined this signature(?9 in the Public
Record Office?

*The most spectacular find of the twebtieth centurv?y 11! L feel a personzl Ce~
-antment to such a4 stateaent, havibg e partielity to the twentieth, in which 1
have spent three score and ten years of my Life. I feel that it can hold its head
high with its sister centuries in the field of spectacular finds, in elmust any
category. science, mathematics, space, medicine, humanitlzs etc. While 8. Schoén~
baum gives nc qualification, or modification of his startling and sweeping statee
xent, let vs, iu an exercise of charityw- however misplaced in this instancee= .
concede that he was thinking of literature, and finds in that field. Would not R
nearly anybodyelse rank Lhe {inding of the Daad Ses Scrolls, or the Jemes Rosw A
well papers, higher? Narxrwing it down still further to Shakespearesn Authorship, [
how about 31r George vreenwood's books 1909 and 1913; which demonstrated the uttar
implausibility, and alwost impossibility of William of Stratford being the author
of anything, m.ch less masterpieces? Or Looney's f£ind and identification of &
many who seems to have all of the necessery quelifications, as testified to by
many of hig literary contemporaries? Even if we reduce this “most spectacular £ing”
te the point of absurdity by limiting tha claim to the a.erile area of Stratford-
ian Authorship of Shakespeare's Works; instead of producing any support, it had
the opposite erfect of showing Lhab In 1604 "one Mr, Shakespeare .. laye in th-
housa(lodged) of Chriswopher Mcortiov at the corner of Monkwell end Silver streetal
in the deposition in 1612 the "one Mr. Shakespeaxe~identifies himself es ¢ ‘“rrat- j
ford uwun Aven, gentleman, The surroundings and tha pexsons involved were a farx cry
from anything connected with litersture or the drama, and the couxt circles in
which the dramatist, at the leight . his fame and glory, is said by the purveyors
oL rthe Btratford Mythes, to have been moving, Ths “signature™(?) almost gives
the quietus to the myth that he could resd ov write, If this find, had laid the
myth, and exploded ithe legend of Stratfordian Attribution, it codld be called
waportant, maybe spectucular, but alas, it had no such eifect, Stratfordien Sciente
1L ic Scholars ley great stress upra it, fesling that it is proff, but of what,
18 not clear, Non-cultists frealy coacedc that it is eridenco and proof that
the Stratford man was for a time, circatactually in nondon*{1604) . Any facy
vr efidence thot he resided in London in the 1580's, or 1590%s is ye% %o be !
round, We are furnished with only claims end suppositions, or conclusions baged i
upon doubtful,or non-exlscent prualses, ‘
: On -he back psge of the boos's jacket, Is an extract fgom the aLtior's pre- o
tece In which he tells us that in September 1964, he wes ettending an international
wuntgrence of Stiatiordians in Stratford-on-Avon, That one afternocon he wandered
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down <o the shiine--hig first vigit, Aftey standing for & while in conteu dstton,

- {wi.n peverently bowed head, I trust) ha Lifted up his eyes te the Bogus Sust,

L

"oom whence comih his strangthe-and inspiration--and draemed e dream, UL 4 L1TCie
bouk. "Wideniug .Liaxorably In scope, the project came to £ill my days, and sone-
Limes haunt my nights.® This 15 all very %ouching, <nd might be & true eccount of
tes inception, oc at least whet he wants his potanmtiel purchasers to believe; or,
else why reprint it on the jarhet? .

«'cain facts Ynown Lo tha public at thact time, and perhaps inadvertently re~
vealed in hig book, suggasi that tha eeqa3is might be 4 iittle diffsrent, and in-
vite conjecture gond specalation frow ov'sidevs ov [nfidels, Tha following does not

B L . - < . . ’
- seocoduced from any Meleoctrenic purveilanced | o1 surrveptitioge recnyrding,

k] H ) l.-u o - b A

or frea an infiltrator ~ho had penetratad the innermost adurcils of the Stratford
sndbkespeare Endusiry, or frum an attendant delegate who had 'defacte:l to the West';
bubt ig conjecture dand speculation, The deduclinn seems logical; the aoniecture

camtistent, 1f mnt pure, and tle spectlstion, sophisticated, ii not siample,

First, let us look at the fectual and histerical Yeckprcund. 1964 was the fpur-
hundredth anniversary of the Stratford {laimant!s birth, The haad wen of this high-
“M profitabls exploitation of the cradulous had their P.RS set up exhibitdons,
and commemorations etc. over the English-speaking world . The ona in London preved
a {inancial flop, closing with a substantial deficit, A note of irraverence was
detaCled more and mere in the British Press, L. June the highest court in England
had declnred emphatically that there was an authorship problem, that a search for
documents that weuld establish who the real suthor was would ba of the highest
value Lo uistorv 4nd literatura, and that monay spent th.refor would be for improving
of our lLiterary heritage., This,despite the valiant efforts of two men high in the
English Stratfordian hisrarchy, Profs, Kanmeth Muir and John Crow who guve affidavits

- in the case, which failed o ingre8s Loxd Wilberforca, the judge. in America, while
‘the publicetion uf Gol. and Mrs, Friedman's book "Shakespesarean Ciphers Examined"

in the 1950s had dealt the Baconian case, in tha public mind, especlally to thosa
who had not read the book, e severe blow;, the Oxfordians were bacoming mora of »
menace,ond showing renewed antivity. All of this, if allowed to go unchecked, could
well become & threa. Lo the pocketbooks and prestige of the professiocnal purveyors
of "the culc for the cradulous®, So a Conferanca or a Council was called %o meet
in Stratierd avound Saptember 1964, The above are undisputed facts. What follows
tg in the realm of ennjecture or spaculation,
#6 Lo the nature of the Cu.a=ience, heratics have to £all bach on conjecture,
Lt wov have been like the Council of Trent ~.157Q to consolidate measures against
"he heretics, and start & counter-reformstion, Or,on tho other hand, the big boys feit

that our business was in danger. ~r thare might ba interference in the inallenable

rights of those just doing our thing: a sourt of Atlanti. Appalachin, Lf the latter,
no doubl Dboth English and Amevican frmilies wara vapresentad by dons, consiglieri,
Capos and soldiers, It is reasonsble to assume that some celagate suggested that

4 book be commissioned, 45 had the Friedman*s by the organization, to do to the

~ Uxiordians, what they believed hacd been done to the R aconians, Next to whom should

be given the “contract™? Lt takes no undue exerciss of the imaginacion to think
that there was a cvavtaio amount of rivalry among tha capos assembled, to have

the contract let to one of their soldiers, rather than to one of another family.

in the end, the dony must have dacided to favor soldter S. Schoanhsum, who while
undoubtedly belonging Lo an Ame -ican family, had some ralationship, through biood
vi wmavviage, with English capns, or dons, Messrs, Keurath Meir and Johr Crow., Their
inlluence could have tipped the scaie in his favor. This might account for the
dedicat on ol his wagnum opus "To Kenneth Muilrt.. ~ . The Amariran fomllies toowr
care of the compensation for the countract through tax-awempt foundations,
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wconey and evoryother "Anti-Stvacfurdian'he evexr humcrd 2f, seys et the end of
Chapter X1, pg. 627, "With the ®lack Muslim “andidate our own sutvey comes Lo an and,
Perhaps at this peuse in the rarrative, the writer may be permitted to drop for &
motent the historlan’'s megh of impersonality, ard give vent to privete emotion,
This section has Leen the crueisst assignment I have wver confronted.” Now a&n e~
Signteny connotes and {mpliee thraa Chinp:!' An assignor, the eesignwent, end the
assignee. U6 these only the ecssignee(s.schognbaum) is known, The other twe are
unknowns, Who wws he assignor {or LmPpiuyeY) . and what wes the assignment? Let's
5€€¢ .: we can find srve help in oyr conjecture in the Old Yustament,

What about Balanm ang Ralak? It is regrefable, nowsdays, “het most neople who
have heard of 3slsam , know him as a sinor character in & two-agtoer scene;Baleam
and kis ass, in which the beast of burdan so up woagad hE% mestar by speaking,
afrecdle hed been uniustly beaten, thecshe'stole the show,MBelak they never hzard
of at all, But there is e greet dea! mure to the arory tiwn this minor incident,
Let us cast 8, Schoenboum in the role of Belaam, e prophet dwelling in a far gountry,
:Ath e reputetion for name-celling and cureing(for pey) enemies of those who engaged
his services, N ow the lsraelites coming up out of Egypt, hed overrun the Amorites,
neighboyvs of Moeb, whose king wes Belak, "And Moeb wes sove efreid of the people
{Anti-Stretfordiens?) because Lhay wWale MAny.........../. eent messengere with the
rewards oi divination {(fmliowships & Eoundation granta?)in theix hands to Beleam,
faying ‘come now thewefore, L pray thee, curse me this peoklédi" This should serve
to define the escignment, there now but remaing to identify Belak. Thet should prov.
as casy as felling off e log, but why be selfish? Any number can pley this gene,
After a few minutes of comrentrelion, our reeders shouid have no trouble, whether
Balak is raken es an individual, or a coLlective noun such as Dry-es-Dust, Numbers
22 et seq, can be referred Lo without peaalty,

For an analogy in the New Testament, consider Acts 19, V.23 et.seq,."And at the
same Cima there Arose no Small stir about thet wey{Bphasug), For a certein man pame
ed Demetrius, a silversmith which made silver shrines fue Diana, brought no small
gain unto the creframen; whom he called together with the wo.rkmen of like occupe.
ation, and said, Sirs we know that by this craft we have our weelth, Morecver e
se¢ and heatr, thet not alone ef Prhesur, but almost throughout all Asis, this Peul

hath’ pecsuaded and turned away much people, saying that they be no gods, wh*-*> are
made waih hends;so that now not only this our cyaft is in denger to be set et
nought; but also that the temple of the grent goddess Dians should be despised, ard
her magnificense should be destre, .d, whom ell Asia and the world worshippath, and
when they heerd these sayings they were full of wyxath, and ¢ried out, saying, Greet
Ls Diana of the Ephesiens,,,,.An" alexandar teckoned with the hend, and would have
made his defence unto the people., But when they knew he was a Jew, all with ona
idice about the space »i two hours cried out, Great is Diana of the Ephesiens .

For Ephesus, read"Stratford®, § r Bemetrius, another manisfestation of salek,
who by now you shculd heve identified us one of our contemporeries, For Peul,"J.
Thomas Looney.!" For Alexander the Jew, any heretic orStratfordi'doubter, seeking
4 dialogue. For "Great is Diant of the Ephesians"; e twin outery: "Ehelespeere
wrole Shakespeare! and "The man is a crezy snobl” For two hours, fifty years.
it is glittle difficult to £it {. S, Schoenbaum, Perheps in the clemor, Demetrius ,
naticed one voice wmore strident wnan the rest, end suitably rewerdel Lts owner, 3
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This is a shoddy, shellow end slovenly book, unde: ordinuTy cizcumstences dest-
ined Lor yuick and well-earned oblivion, Joy waste more tima UPON LY BECAUBE Lhesw
ace nol ordibary c'reumstances. Lt (8 a jointPprojeat” commiseloned, and abettad in,
by & powerful and firmly entrenched finencicl apparatus, determined to protect its
vested interests., snd to destroy any whe pose e threat to its pDrospasity or sur-
vival, :

I ar sure sope ol as heve thought how nice 1L would be if we could ba present
and observe the beginning and growth of nome great natural phenouenor, say a vol-
cano, in bbis geierati~n we had a chunce to see by heing on hand, er by £ilms and
=¥, rhe teoabug and growih of Dar/cutiu, aricing before the sves of a Mexican ferm-
s piowing his fleld in West Central Mexico an feb, 20, 1943, and growing L0 &
height of 04U feet above the valley floor by 1952, Now ws mey be in st the birch
of & nev "Shalesneavean Authority®; sar in the nexl generation students may be, oy
their professuvrs, referred, and divectad, to the ‘S.eat ScBenbaum” and his monument-
al work, for the final word on Shakaspeagean heresy, A school, colliege, ox public
Libravy not having thie vonk on it yeference shelves, would hava to ve xated “sub-
standard", Fellowshipe and grants would be bevond the gresp of tecchers, or pro-
iess0rs centemt to Srroil about in such defoliated groves of Academe,

If there is evidence of original research, or discovery of a naw fact, to up-
hold the Stratfordien Revaaled Faith, it has eluded this reviawer, Most .eferences
that [ have checked, prove to be nothing more than a pavaphrase of sacondary and
tertiryy souyces, viten copiled unknowningly and unewaxe ol grievous errors of fact,
orv date , which have crept in, and remained undetscted in, these sourxces. Such
morsels of meal chat 5,8, cerves up for his patron and providilera, are marinated

e~ in malice, and seasoned with slander,

i

7 Lt is the slandzr, or more technically libel, against J. Thomas wooney and his

memory, that this admirer of him and his woxk,and acquaintance of hie only survive
ing daughter, particularly resencs, and intends to show up as arrogent aspersicas

ol a paid profassionsl caluminator. And,to a smallex degxee, the attack on the mem
ory of Col. Juseph €, Hart whose book, Tha Romance of Yechting)lerpexr & Bros, Mew
{ork) was publifhed in 1848, But fiyst, to savor the character end teste of this man,
let us see what he hes to say about eminent orthodox Stratfordians, who never did
him any harm,

Gi J.Ceriallivwell-Thillipps,pg. 397"As a man hif charactaer compares strang:iy
with Collicr's. Unlike that es'- ‘-t Victorian, Halliwell did not invent manusrripts,
he stole them, and apparently hooks as well,"

Ot Siy Siduey Lee, pg., 519 “He morsover uncermines the elaborate edifice of his
sraument by characteristically muddled ana imprecise thinking.........» pg 523 *Lee's
deficienties~-the muddle~headednu.s, the lwpracisione, the unwarranted assumptione
and certeinties-~ belong to his endowment, Hie examiners at Oxford, one suspects,
did not mistake their man whar thiy awerded Lee third class honors." :

Of Mis, Chariotte Carmichael Stopes,pg. 644 “Her slovenlinees, the vice of ama-
Leurism, disheartens. Mrs, Stopee confuses names and dates(she cannot aven get
straight the name of the New Shal..spare Soclety with which she was so closely as-
Soclated); she is capable of making Lwo gross blunders in quoting tyvexcessiveliy
tamilisr lines fLrom Hamlet. The records Mrs, Stopes quotes are raproduced with
appailing raralessness: she tampers with spelling, caritelization and punctuation,
wondenses passages without werning, misxesds words, omits whoie phrases and cleuse.
23, and substitutes others of Lar own invention®, (Ed, Note, If Prof, S.S, wents
¢ paclicly chatienge me, 1 wils undertake to show by his own hool, that he is

¢ LsEiitys of every thing he charges Mrs, Stopes with, only to a greater degree.)
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5 Schoanbaum on J, ~tumas_Looney

pg. 237 mt.geq. "In Nov, Luis J. Thowas Loonev, a Gateshead s¢hoolmactar, da-
wosited with the Librarian of the British Museum s seclad envalope containing an

arnonacement of his discovery that the pleys and poems ot Shakespeareussusa / som whie -

pen of Edward de Vev:, tho severieenth Barl of Oxfora, R:lore taking this unusual
step the schoolmastar had submitied hig work, the resu!t of years of patient in-
vestigation ro a publisher; but the latter rejected {t when Looney refysed to adopt
A pom de plume te forestall the hilarity of reviewers, Now, covetous of priority,
e res~vted to the device of the seaiad letter with its overcones of mysterious
signiricance &0 congenicl tu *he anti-Stratiord mentality. The book "Shakespesie"
ddantified, *appeared in -820, and inifiated ths Cxford mavemert, which has given
The frcoalsns a un for el sadie88ases, it Lo diffinuit ba efcape the conmlnsion
that snotary led Looney, 4 .gentle raticing soul, to saek a Saskespaars wich blue
Bicod in hir veins. His swn family the pedagogue boasted, was l:scended from the
geris of Derby, vowe rings of the isle of Man, vhence came Lonney!'s immediate fors-
bears.Xe exprisses the hereticy ¢istomery disdain tor the "gosise and filiterate
circumsisnces” of Fhakespeare's early life, and inau unconsciously revaaling pas-
Sage implies that 2 gres® writer musi have lords and ladies in coaches driving up
te his door(95). (Poor Keats! He never made the grade, )" :

{kd, Note. "covetous of priority eted To the Stratfordian mind, or to thoge profes-
Sionals who mentally prostitute themselves to its propagandizing for a i1ivelihood,
ox advancement, the fact that an artist, an author, could have any pride, or regard
for his production or handiwork, or identification with it, 18 proof of mental ab-
erzation, Does the "copyright 1970 by S, Schoenbaum" in the front of his hook,

have overton.s of mysteriousness or covetousness? It is gueationable £f any other
then 5,5, would have difficulty*that Looney was led by snobbbkry, nor do I beliave
even he would have trouble in escaping it, had he read Looney's book, The (05}
indicates a footnote un Pag. 803:'"1 owe this insight to ReC.Churchill,"Shakespeare
and his Betters'"(London 1958) p. 1987. Elsewhere in a note on page 330, S.8, telis
us “"three fairly recent volumes, Frank W, Wadsworth,“The Poacher from Stratforg”
(19585 , R,C,Chhurchill; "Shakespeare and His Baftersh {1958), and H,N.Gibson, "The
Shakespeare Claimants”(1962), To these helpful surveys, and especially to Wadsworth,
L am indebted fov tnsights, leads, and information", This is undoubtedly true,

Lor anyone who has read these books can easliy racognize exact language, and the
tépetition of egregious eriors copied, or more iikely,handed up to him for inclusion
in Lae joini"project”, % ip cscapinge the conclusion,

. Pu.BlZ "The heretics choice ° s vare, courtly amateur rather than profession-
able man of letters, confirms his identification with his idealized choice, "-+ the
Jxfordians are almost to a man, dilettante scholars, In wo0ney's case the tendency
towards idealization finds early expression in his gift of Cariyle's Heroes to a
youthful friend with the advice thac he resd it befora turning twenty, The Britfish
Maseum deposition shows looney imagining in his own life a situation parallel to
that in vhich (he believed) Oxfoxd found himeslf,,, wooney's deliverance of his own
tdol Lrom depreciation anrd obscurity exemplifies the rescue fantasy,.."(and so on

ad nausegm, Comment is sdpertluous. On''snobbexy" try this for size, from S.8. pg.
3G, "when Queen Henrietta Maria Journied aiross England to join her husband in Oxe
ford inm July 1043, she persel two nights at the Great Housas as the guest of Lady
berpard(sic)”. Now for facts unknoun to S,S, Thers was no Lady Bernard until 1661,
Elizabeth Hal. hash wag living with her hucband Thomas Nush in his hpuss in Chapel
Strect,lf the Nash's had a puest *hen it was presumably her mother Susanna, who

nad veer moved out by the Quean whan she occupied New Place. Lf she was the guest
ot anybody, it wau the corporation which obediently supplied her and her servasnts
with poultiv, meat, chkies, cheese, beer, and fodder to the value of fifteen pounds,
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S, Schognbaum en Oxfordians now Alive,
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Chavles Wiswr Burvell, py, 604, "in the psgas of the Suientifte American furd
<. 1940,0,W, Barrall, ona of the brethren, ravesisd that A-rey end inira-rad
photography had dezeuted underneath tha Ashbourne portrait the pigment of another
painting represeniing de Vera, This diecovery was greecad with hoots of dalight

by The Fellewship, but how Lt materially aide tha seuse{aven if we accopt the doubt-

Cful fiadings of a nertisan) (ltalice supplied) ie not ¢leer; for the Ashbourne

Piotuvs, iike the Graftor, has no Btanding &8 a genulne ilikenees of tha Berd,*

{ Bd. Nete. Woat'e doubtful abour ir? L{ tha*doubifigl findinge of e partieen'
are not to be accepted, then $.5. is Cont gning hig wiole book to the weste-baske
Ly LUL BLEMRY il e, G0k DLe abLdinplice s, would dirolalm that he ie a rorte

isan of the Aubrey-Stratfoid Attribution of Authorship, In another page, 466;
2.8., speaking of the Ashbourne"ind {* {8 an interesting portrsit:, .. It 15 a pity
“hal Lhe sitter-- a physician-? a philegoplor? Shobosneare?-- cannot be traced,')
The Cahurns, vg. 60Z"Amonz those wao app.zuded Barrell vere Derothy and Chazlton
Ogburn 1A This Star of England (1952) the moet monumart.l cortribution ever wmada
to the literaturs of hersay,.. 1297 pagss...,..Without once raferring to thie
S*ar of Engiand the Ogburns warmed over their stew as Shakesepeare; The Man
behind the Name(1962) which has at ieast the merit of comparative brevity,'"

{Ed, Note, Hare $.3, unintentionally furniehes evidence he hae reed nﬁ?ther

book, alse he would knuw they wexe not by the eamm authors.)

of Oxfordizns as 8 ¢l=ss; "Oxfordians are, without exeeption dilettante scholaye,
‘foptempt felt by reputable scholare fog the Oxfordians." pg, 627 et ser, "The
sheer volume of hovetical publication appale., In the"fortices Joseph S, Galland,
of Northwestern University--a profeseor of Romanoe Languages ~compiled a type~
SCript bibliography, Bigeeta Anti-Shakespersana that fills six large volumes

and descridbag 4500 {tawms, Anumbes oL theee are enormous, and many moare have ap-
pedred since. The voluminousness of output is matched only by its intrineic
worthlessness: two characteristics which together produce en overpowering effect,
The lawyers are back at their game Ln a series of arcicles in the Jpurnal of

the American Bar Association ir 1959 and 1960, afterwerds reprinted ae Shakeepeere
Cross-Examined(uic), but just ay one deepaire of the legs i profession, Milward W,
Martin replies to his colleaguee rationally in Was Shakespears Shakespeare? A
zawyer Reviews the Evidence, (1965)%

(Ed, Notes on the above. Througuvut tuis book, $,8, volces the euiuit he, & profes~
Sional -:holer, feels for all amateurs, Thig i~ not surprising, for Lt has uveen
noticed before that other professions look with disfavor on thoee who conetitiite
&n economic threal to them or thei- monopoly. It is traditiomal, having originated,
L am told, in the oldest profession of gil, 1 Suppese wa ara amateure and dilettentes,
for we crave that & distinsction be mads between ue and the sycophantie Stratford-
lan Scholars bending the pregnant hinges of ine Knee where thrift{largasase from
¥~lger, Huntington, Newherry, and Guggenhelm) so often Follows fawning, The rafer:
énce to the Galland compilation is significent.The late Col Wm. F. Friedman in
nls Uook seys 1t had more than L300 pages of MS; no one could afford to publish ix,
He dedicates his book ta krof, falland,saytug that hie bibliogr.phy has baen of
invalueble assistance.'' L suepect it hae been SLIlL more jnvaluable to $.S,, a
professor &t worthwestern, for hia magnum_opus bears evidence of bsing what is known
in the trade as a''scissors and pa. e job", only in this csse,$.S. seems to heve
substitued venom(of which he seane to have an inexhaust.ble output) for ;este,

Lest the associat.cn of names may do Gol, Friadmen an injustice, in the minds of
the readexr, let me haste to say that, in my opinion, he and our author are poles
agart in accompiishment, literacy integrivy, good manners, &nd good taste,
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Just a woul ot tuo more on "amateurism!, the theught of which seeams to force ;3&

un the biood pressurve of §, Schoenbaum et al. Mr. Gorden Cve reminds us that thay
Crruld bear in mind chat fos only the Stratfordians that pass out the union cards,
Even in the Limited number of oip vresent. memtexship tuere are a dozea or mors aith
egarned doctorates, a number of lawyers nct snly eminert in thair profassion but
distinguishcd  Li other fields, One of our organizers has been President of Phi
Beta Xappa for the last seven yanrs. Even tha two men whom S, Schoenbaum professes
thadolir, and for whom he has a rare good word, were amateyrs and dilattantaa,
Edmund Malone wag a lawyer, uot & said prufessor of Engliad, a dilértunta, Sip
Edmund Chombers wes nevex & pwofac or; he turnad out his mowumental worka whiie
nolfien down a fuil-vime adminisirative job 1a ihe Civii Scrvice, rising to Second
Secretary in ine Department of Educntion, o

Rut enough of %, Schoenbaum, We intend to send n copy of tajis News -Latter to
him at Northwestern University,and if he wents to take axcaption to anything, ox
Lo rontinte 4 dispite on the mor.is of his book, or on Lne quastioun of Shakespeare«
an Authership, we will be glad to meet him, or any celleague, on any forum ha may
select., He might even aucept the challenge, for who ¢an doubt his sincurity, when
o 8ays on pagn 561, for tha flimsy structures of tha anti-Suratfoxdian arguments
rest on the granitic foundations of an idde tixed, and with an obsassion cham is
no quarralling, Tha heretics have all along sought not dielogue but converts,"

Fxtra Coples of Shakespesra Failowship Quarterly of April 1944, which
w43 sent Lo ~ur members as a sipplement to Dec, 30, 1370 Naws Letter,

Scme members have asked 1f there are any extra coples of this which contained -
the articles by My, Barrell, letters from J. Thomas Looney, the nawly discovered .
Uxford-Shakespeare Pictorias Eviience of Oxford holding the Sword of State at the . ‘
Opening of Parliament in February 1589, a copy of the X-ray of the Hampton Courxt
“Shakespeare" showing the sword above, as well as interesting articles by J,.J,
Dwyer, and Mrs, Eva Turner Clark, The answer is,Yes.The Society has nothing for
sale, its literature is free tn members and contribuytors. Each member has raceived
one,and those uho are contributara to our publication fuad can have as meny as they
wish to send to friends, upon application, The nymbes will bear a rpugh relation
to the amount of cheir interest as shown by tha contribution,

Lo all Laiiuess, it should be pointed out that thexa aya three g00d featiice
in "Shakespearxe’s ives,n "Ant. Lsowifordian® {s usad consistently instead of
FAntL i~ Shakespearsan'; and ithose faced with an either-or choica; ‘“Whakt u. you
w3nt? Good grammar or good tasta?” and who opt for good grammar, will find it.
And last,hut not least, Oxfordians can take satisfaction that in a labor of six
vears, amply financed, and in colliabosation with the facc-cards of Tha Strxatford
Establishment, not a single new peint b~s been turned up to land credance to their
legend, nor to refute the salient points of (ne Oxford Attribution.

Though we are relatively few, there ia stili anough, if each one will do his
pa8ril, Lo leaven the whole lump--en proletariat of Stratfordianism, and produce
0L evidentiary nroof of identity of authorship. May we hear From you?
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Sincerely yours for E,Ver,
Saakesperaan Oxtord Sociaty by
Richard C. Horna, Jr. Prasident,
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The Statespeare Oxford Gociely
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Here Vellow-Mambers Shakeepeare Oxtord Society:
fou 411 note thet this N-L i3
doted June lst, We ars bollowing the example i popular periodicals, end stim-
;lﬂhﬁd py &1 bmminent rise in First Ciiss Poslage, Another reason for the timing
8% an item In My LU, Ne'sweek quoting the “eminent Eijvabtsthan ARpert, Ak,
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Rowsasaying Lhat thers was #lunacey? ‘r the stubboin specudstion that bialiaspeare's®

weve ectiually auttorad by Francis Bucon, o» Cayietapher Marlowe or Edward de Vere,
Earl of Oxfurdes all of whom .e.e homc%avuals. Two ot turee days letsr we received
from London, via 3anta Monica, a clipping from the Lonion Tfmes of Apr.24, con-
teéining "4 scald, trivisl, lyeing pamphlet{ecight halfecdlumns) titled MA.L.Rowse
discusses sexnality in Elizabethan literature: Shakespesre the sexiest writar in
the language.” - ' *plays _

Prof, Rewse, & Fellow of ALl Souls,0.ford, with Huntington Librery connectionsy
is a well-known suthor of "popular® biogrephies and histories, &an expert publice
isr(self), an ebsnlyte Sir Orecle, and 'in his own concoit, the only Shakespersan
Authoritie in a ccuntvie, During the last seven or eight yeers, there has been
& running-,reud between him and the common, or garden®Shak. spearsan Authorities®
whom he contemptously refers to es "Eng. Lit, paople,¥ They are equally contampte
ous of him end his assertions that only to him has been reveeled the true know-
ledge and interpretation, all the feudists are fiim acherents of the AubreyeStmte
fordian Aitributicn of Authorship. We Onfordiens are not concerned in chis,are
strictly neutral, though we can undersirnd the resentment of "the Eng. Lit, peow
ple” for beiny beaten with the seme stick they have wisldad sc joyously on the
"heretice- lunatics", This writer has owvserved all this with interest end an amused
objectivity, rhough he aust confess that he finds himcolf in substantial agrea~
ment with esch side, especielly when they sre discussing the short-comings of the
wther,

The ostensible purnose of Prof, Rowie in this article, outsida of usual Swiu=
glorificativn,e g."My edition w. .iw: SOnnets is the only one to wehz sense of
these. and other, reprehensible sonnetss & gond reason for Eng, Lit. paopiu wu
discourage the use of it among studentsi™, is to show that Shakespeare was hater-
osexual, Who has ever doubted it? ke pioceeds Lo raview Eric Parcridge’s "Shakew
Speals Bawdy"(1948) claiming he had nobt kaown of it when he wrote his biography
of Shekerpeare in 1964, He thern spys Staespeare was in marked contrast with those
contemporaries of his, Francis Beuon, Christupher Marliowe, and Edward de Vere
Earl of Oxford. After zuciting facts and documents , familiar to scholers and
histurians for awur 350 yéars, he winds up"“So much £or the lunacy of supposing
Bacon as the euthor of Shakespeare's plavs.” After discussing Marlowe:#1 think
we may fairly conclude that Marlowe, in complete contrest with Suskespeare, was
not much interested is women., And yet an Eng. Lit, who is a friend of mine siaply
would not aa.lt thet Marlowe wese homosoxuetl, Lt is lapussible, and fortunately
unnecessary Lo respect most peop®s’s thinkinmg; they do not know how to think,
the jokn is that they do not %ruw it. So much for the Imnacy of supposing Mare
lowe to be the cithor of Shakespeare s Pleys.”
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Now we cume to what L think was howse's real purposa, esids from getting larg- o,

uage priated in the Times, that up until nowW, 20AL readers would not axpect cu L}

-t

wmLLL AL L bow wvSs L YuLKGA WAWAUIU] LU BIUW Limi Uxiosd HAG 1O SULMLEBL L6, wlkei )
Thies despite the fact that anyone who knows anytiing ebout Oxford's iifa knows

that ~ver 90 per <oa . of uil the troubla de Vere ever 8ot into vea ovar and thiough
women. Verilyf{no pua intended) he loved nct Alsaly, bul toc welil,

Back to rowse, Italics have bean suppliad to direct attantion, "A great deai
LS known sbout this gifted, but 4rplorabie creature," Rowsa then demonstretes that
he is rot sne of thoss thal knows a great deal about him,}f anything at atl, "at
length he went to ltaly, anu Tetirnzd with what Gid=-fashioned Protastante, Lika
Rouer ascham, regurded s. italisnate tasige,® {&oger &scham, Gueen Elizabeth's
bitor, . moul learaed man, died cestitut~ in 1568, Oxford was in Italy in 137¢6).

"Oxford then quarrellec with his*friends{*former) Lord Henyy Hrward and Charles

Alundsl, vho proveedsd to delate him o tha government for his addicticss The
wyidence{sic) is i. the Stale Fapevs, in the Public Wecords Office., When Miss(sic)

B.M, Ward wicte hordsic) biogrenky ¢f Edward di Vere, the Seventeenth Hagi of

Cxiord . 1928shelric) cmitteq 1t though she{sic) knew of it: pechaps it was hard-

ly possible to publish 1ir then, HYere i give axtracts for the first time in print,”

+av Furious with his former friand for betraying their conversion to Satholicisn,
Charles Aruidel dopossd(sic?).....We need not gO into disegracable details with

bord Henyy's corroborativa evidancei?)" (&d. Note. To those of our readars and

new members who bave not read "Ihe Seventeenth Earl of Oxford" wa should point out

that after five years of painstaking search of uncalfendared manuscripts in the

Zublic Mecord Office, it was written by £ aptain Bernard Mordaunt Waxd, a disting-
uished offic.y in the Royal Enginaer Corps in WWL, and who .zrticipated in the

Normandy Landings on D-Day in WWLiL, and who, weakasned by his exartions, died sgorte g
ly sftar he ratirad in 1U45). Rowse winds up: "It 18 all exceadingly unlike the ©
views and life of Wiiiiam Suukesps.re; 80 much for the lunacy~in this case ap~
propriately invanted by a Dr.(s&ic) Loonay-- of supposing Oxford to have written
Shukespeare's Plays”

50 now we have Sir Oracie's pronouncement: Oxford could not have written Sha’ -
spearu's Plays and Poams because of tha baseless and slanderous ravings of two
cornered traitorous rais ageinst thair aAccuser, suborned 4vies end plotters for
Spain in imminent danger of Losing their heads, who fled to the Spanish Ambassedor
fo hide them, and of whom, as the records of tha Catholic Record Society vol.uxi,
PP 29,30 show, he wrote King Phillp Dac 43,1380 "Milord Harry(Howard) has informeq
and continues to *nform me of evi.,.'.ing he hears.... To touch of thr greatness
of the affection with which he oceupias himself in the service of your M jeniy is
‘mpussibia.” Theie was no limit to tha rescurcefulness of these two scoundrels,
ov their imaginetion: Charles Arundei, the author of "Leycester's Commonweaith} and
ord Hargy Howard iﬁvikliﬁying an euery. They accused Oxford of evary crime in the
calendar, ot being a"deformed beast® ate. ate, Thay acuvused him of an eliagad ate
Ltempt to"murdear them all three" and "such dangxrous practices es the “ettemptad
murder of Leicester, Walsingham, Sidney, Relegh,& Sir Harry Knyvat.,.treasonsble
corresponcence with the Spanish Ambassador((how's that for gail?) as well as En~
giish fugitives in Rome, and lastly “notable dishonesty of iife' of a criminal
nature,

Apparently neithey Zlizabeth nor the Court balieved thare was any truth in
thesa charges, o4 that they were other thaun tha 15t rerori of desparation; bul
what saved them from immediate tri~1 and prompt condemnation was the skillful
ad hominem, or rather ad femirim as saying Oxford had said:

*Ihat the facholics ware’great Avz Mayias coxcombs that they would not )
rebul sgainst tha Quuen: -
My Lord of Norfolk wortﬁgto ioge his head for not f£allowing his(Oxfoxd's)
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"counsel to take up arws at Lichfleld;

Railing ot my Lord of Arundel( Philip Howard) for sutiing his trmist in

the Queen; ' '

Raiiing eC Trancis Southwell for commending the Queen's singing one

nighd at 4 mpton Court., and protesting that b, che blood of Skrist

that she had tha worst veice and 4id avervthing with the worst grace

thet aver woman did, and that ha was never{so) non-plussed but when

he came Lo speak o het: '

Jaily railing ot the Queen, and falling out with Caarles Arundel,

Frantis Southwell, and syself(i.u.bLord Henry Howurd0 in dofense of hegV
The denunciation by OzxL.id of these twe dangersus trsitoers, and tha baseless charges
rhwy made against iRy sud all cRaBUIE, has bwen moot thovoughly coversd by €ast,
Wwaxd in Tis book, [xuam which most of these extracis were taken,“This Star o1
Lagland * by Dexothy & CHarlton Ogburn covers the same grouny, and ie addition
Prints out Chat tuese baseless accusacions. tley were never the basis of a charge,
oY an inquary, or.& trial; have hecn carefulily osreserved Ln the recrrds, while
Oxford’s reply cic, ete, have been meticulously removesd and destroved., Farthesmore,
they goto point out Oxford did give hic side in Cymbeline of whht the “two Romsns’
did to his cradit with his Prince, and in Much Ado About Nothing he ridiculed the -
cnarges of being a"bLeast","deformedtate, Urdinarily, 1 would have raferred our o
readers to thege two booke, but uafortunately they are now out of print, It shpuld
be pointed out that Charles Arundel, after spending years in detention, fied to
faris at the time of the exposure of the Throckmorton Plov in 1583(?), was kept
un & penston of BO*BARKE a.month by King Phiiip, paid a boous of 500 crowns, and
when he die” in 1587, the King patd for his funeral,

Below in this News.Letter are some extracts from standard works of referenca
Lhat will give our reader a fafriy good ldea of the charactar of Lord Herry How-
ard, who with Chavies Arundel, jgthe sole source of the derogatory statements

that tnspire the historical scholars on both sides of the Atlantic*can have, for *0r,
thelr campaign of denigration against him, They write the articles in the encyclo-
pedias, and are aped by the writers of sc-called "historicsl novels,”" A3 far as

we hava any racord, all other of his contemporaries spnke of him in most rever-
entlal or respeetful,terms in regard for truth, honour, vertue, liberality,

and logalty. We all know what stress Shakespeare put on these, plus pride of birth
aud "good-name”’ .,

We also are -eproducing in .. .. Nvu., an article by Charles Wisrer Barrell on

the tournament of 1581, with the "Sweet speech" spokan by the page of the ..,..
of Oxlford on that -vccasion, This from the"Shakespeare Fellowship Quarterly”, o
Spring 1947, Mrs. Julla Cooley Altrocchi's contributgon on the ‘Diamond Tablet)
Ls particularly timely with allusions to the scoring or *allies in a tournament.

Jut members mey wonder, as sometimes we do our self, why spend all this
time and effort in refuting statements by such as Prof.Rowse and his ilk, in
Their libels agairst Edward de Vere? What gouod does it do? What effect can it have
on them or the public? The answer to the last {5 zasy: Neglible, or .one at all,
For sveryone that readsh this News-Letter, there are hundreds of thousands that
saw the original article in the London Times, or reed the refarence to it in

Newsweek and will beltevi It is5 true or cuthoritative, lhe purpose is lor the
information of our mechers so that they may ba stirred to some activity in the
cause of truth, and not be afraid to speak up openly, nr raice support fur Ye-
search that conld furnisa real proof nf what we belleve, Rowse and ciner histosical
acholar <ounterparts are not fools, they ara men of the worid, with a high regard
for the dollar, and their reputetions. They are far too smert K% €828 Gimc in
tlogging a dead horse* Oxfurd they tear. Use your common Sense, '

[ W
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The Earl of Northampton {henry Howerd, Lord Harry) iS&Uslhli,

tncvolopevia Britannica (9th Ed,) * After Sslisbury's (Robt, Geail) death
in ivig he won over Carr, who wes rthen Earl of Rocnester, to his interests by
counterancing the favourita’s intinacy with his griat-nieca Lady Essex, and by
suppo-rting the divorce which made a marriage possible hetween Lhem, Rochaster

- who soon becwme Zarl of Somexsst, nlaced himself corpletely in Rorthampton's ser=-
vice in cupporting an alliance wita Spain. Northamptor dicd in 1614 deiore the
detection ol the murder of Overbury({Hd, Note. which he had arranged) whish brought
sbout the fall or Somarsek, and ultimately the esclusion fiom office of vha How-
ard familvh, :

Dictionary nf National B.ogrephy,"Henry Howard" (Sir Sidnev Lee)®,,. On the
rige of Essex Lo piwer Howard was not &l + to ettach himself to the new favourite,
He thus cems into relabilons with both Francis wnd & "*ory Bacon, much to the dise
gust ol their mother, who warned ber song %o avoid him as Ya papist end Spaniard."
At the same time, with a characteristic adroltness he masaged to continue i3 good
relations with Sir Robert Gacil, and through his influence was readmitted to
cour” in 1600, where Elizabeth treated him consideretely, He took no pert in Ese
Sex's schemes of rebellion.......,..After the Farl's execution he took part with
fecil in a long secret correspondence with James of Scotlend, Following Essex's
example he tried o poisoa James' mind against his personal enemies, chief among -
whom were Hen, Brooke,eighth Earl of Cobham and Sir Weliter Ralaigh, In lettess
written Lo Cacil he mada no secret of hig intention, when opportunity offeraed,
of sparing his rivale into soma question?ﬁ:negotietion with Spyain which nmight be
the foundation of 4'charge of tireason, (Ed Note. ke was in an excellent tectic.al
position to accomplish this, having been in the smploy of the King of Spain forx i
over twenty yaars)., .. Thz suppleness and flettery which had done him smelil ser- i
vice {n his relations with Elizabeth, gave Howerd a commending position from the
first In James' I,r court., Northampton took an ective part in political businees
aud exhibited in al)l of his actions & stupendous want of principle, He was e come
missioner for the trial of his personal enemies Sir Welter Raleigh and Lord Cobe
bam In 1603, for tnat of Guy Fawkes in 1605 and of Carmett, with whose opinions
he was in agreement, in 1609, His elaborate and effective speaches et the latter
two trials appecr in State Trials(i, 245, 256) He supported the convictions of
all., 1% was tumourcd aftarnvards thét he had privatsly epologised to Cerdinel Bels
larmine f£os his spewch at Garnett's trial, ir which he powerfully etfecked the
papal powu., and had told the cardinal he was at Leart a cetholic, The raport gain-
¢d a very zeneral currency, end the failure of contemporery Catholic writezs to
denounce Northampton in their comment on ihe proceedangs ageinst Cerneth eppeer~
ed to confirm {ts truth, In 1612 Archbishop Abbot is seid to have produced in the
council chamber a copy of Northampton's comwunication with Bellermine, In the
same year Northampton summoned six persons whe had circulated the story before
the Starechamber on the charge of libal, and thay were heavily fined. Meanwhile
in May 1604, he ected 28 a commissioner to treet for peace with Spain, and in
the autumn of the same year accepted a Spanich pension of l0DO pounds a year.

{aver §50,000. in our morey}, 1o September 1604 with even greater toldness, he
sat on the commission for the expuision of the Jesuits and sewinery priests, in
1613 Northampton in accordence with his charecter geve his support Lo his grande
niece, bLady Francis, daughter of Tho as Howard, Earl of Suffoulk, in her endeave
Curs to ok:iin e divurce from her huuband ., Earl of Essex.... He livad and dled
a Romsn Catholic,.* '
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R Burke's DBormant and Extinct Peerages, MNow Addition LRUI oo, 285, dowazd,
'%fg' E. of Yorthumpton, 13 Mar, 1604, B, 1540, died 13 Juna 1814

"l

MINT chmunotnn 28 wMis noklogann Says Iankn Mie aunatirad huy mast Reronacisns
in genoral, iho.gh dther suthcros renpresent him as Jhe most contemptible snd dee
Spiceble of =il mankind, s wrotch, thet it caused sstonishmenl to reflect, thst
he was the gon of the generoua, the nobla, the accomplished Farl of Surray! He
was e iesrned man, but e prdant, dark and mysterious end consequently far from
Fo40.881ng magtorly shilities, He was the grossest of riatterers; as his lettars
Lo his friena snd patron, the Earl of Fasex, demonst.ate, But whiie he professed
the most unbounded vegard for Essex, yet he pall his suit to the Tressurer Burgh-
ityi ana, on the fall of Hssex, incinusted himself so far into the confidence of
his vortal enemy Cectl(Kobert) as to become the instriment of the secretarv's
correspondance with the King of Rcots, which passed through bhis hrnis, Whereiole,
this ci{rcumstance, his lotriguing spirit, ard tha sufferings of his family, for
Mary, Gueen of Scots, mev, In some wrasute, sccount for the very great faveur he
experienced upon the accession of King James 1. Mis lordship died, unmar:ied,

15 June 1614, at the palace he had erected near Gharing Cross(the present Northe
umberland House), when the Barony bhecame extinct,”

Professcr 8, Schoenbaum and Beniamin de Mott,

In our last NewsLetter in which we reviewed » Bomevhat irreverently,
S. Schoenbaum's Shakespeare's Livas.(1970) we ssid we intended to send a marked
copy to him st Northwe~tarn Unuversity, and if he wants to take axcaption te
anything, or to coatimie a disputa on the merite of his beck, or on tha question.
of Shakespesrean Authorshép, we will ba glad to meet him, or any collaague, on
any forum he may selact. This was done tha day the bullatin ceme out, The eilence
~rom that qusrter is profound. .

Lo the same N-L, we said that we did not xnow .. M. Benj.de Mott, whe
reviewed the boek in SR. You mey recsll Mr, Gordon ,r took exception to his
calling doubtars, snobs, in & letter published in SR. We have now dispellad our
ignorsnce as to the identity of Mr. de Mott, He is e Ph, . in English Litarature,
4nd 15 now, and has boen fr- many vesrs, Yhe'Shakepearean Authorily” at Amharst
College, wnose trustees sdminisler, dnder the will of Henry UCliay Folger. The
Foiger Shakespeara Library. He has enjoyeu chbout the eeme number of grants end
fellowships, snd from the same sources as Prof Schoenbawia. Théugh he has had hir
Ph.D. for many years, he teil thac he had a Guggenheim Fellowehip eround 1968,
&8 diG Prof Schoenbaum. This ratses the interesting conjecture he may have been
a callesgue in preparation of the buok. dlso, that the book may have come to
SR with a review stteched, e pevkage deai, saving the magaziha time and money.
Otherwise, we are left to conjacture that SR fell it had no one on the staff
cspable of reviewing a bock on Shakespesra, and cesting about for en Eng, Lit.
professor, a matural, passed over ail the celleges in New York, city and stste,
in nearby New Jeisey, Pennsyivenia, Deleware, Connecticut,and had to send tha
book £0 » emall college in Western Massachusetts to get it reviewedand presum-

ablpraying ¢ fee for this service,
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THE DIAMOND TAGLET,

The word “"table" coverad a veriaty of meenings and surfsces in Eliz.hsihen zl
vimes, It could signify, as in Koman times{tabula) & board, a table, or e painting,
Sb Guuad be o YLaDie-books O meNOTandug=pouk, iike rhe one in sonnet 7. ox
the ons In the pac™ of Autolycaes in Winter'e Tele og Lhat ono with the wax D26,
whose"pressuree" «ould ba "wipad away', mentinned by Hamlet in Acc 1, Scene V or
the copy~book of Resalize, with its pencil attached, in Love's tabour Loe*, or .
tue book with clasps mentioned hy Ulysses in Troilus and Cresside.(Wonderful will
be thn day when we find Edward de Vere's own memorandum-book,)
it could he & surfrce wpnn uhink to print a picture, o3 in Sonnet 24,
It could be a backgrmmon table or a dste-table, or bhe gume itself described
by Bowanne -z fauﬁcinusiy in Lnve's Lanme 1oat. am nlaved hy rtha fancifiad Bavet:
"This is t.e aoe of form, munsiaur rhe nice,
That, whan he plays et tabies, chides the Z2ice
e horouvabile teras,™ )
8Lt Sennet 122 describes, unicuely, anuthar <iad ef¥table”, a seoring-tablet
or tablet with "L11t~Scoring sheets", K., Goltmen Clapham, {n The Tournament ’
Londen. Mathuen, 1919, p, 39, describes such a tablet.
" The tournameni.sccre was marked in strokes by e king of srmé,... on e S$20L-
‘g tabler, tarmed e "eheque", which was tricked with e shield of the erus of
the owner", Illustrations ere given, - On the page, en oblong, of three lines,
preciseiy as in a mueical staff, wes marked our. On the first lina ettsincs on
body or head wara indicated, on the second, staves well uvrokab, on the third,
Staves iii broken., Tae niddle line was extended beyond the margin of the oblong
and stroke* were diagonaied across it to indicate the numher of coursee run,
As 15 well kuown, Queen Elizgbeth bestowed upon Ecward de Vere, et the end
of the tournament of 1571, in which he had, as George Dalves wrote to the Hartl
of Rutland,{B.M, Ward: Th: Seventeenth Eavri of Oxford, page 60):Vperformed his
challenge et tiit, tourney ana barriers, far above the expectation of the world®,
8 tablet of diamonds, This teblet undoubiedly held on iis cover a medeliion por-
trait of che Queen surrounded with diamonds end was in the appropriate form and
shape of a toucnament scoring-teblet, It may eleo prerhape have been intanded for
use by the young poer ae s writing album, '
Sonnet 122 becomes clearer:
Thy gifr, thy tables, are within my hrain
Fuil character'd with lasting memory,
Which sheli ahov. " “=2 idle rank remaln,
Beyond ali date, even to eternity:
Or, &t the least, sc long es brain end heert
Have faculty by natuve to subeist,
Till eech to raz'd uolivion vield his paxt
0f thee, thy record never can be missed,
That poor retentica couid not so much hold,
Nor need ' tallies thy dear love to score;
Therefor. to.give them from ms I was bold,
To crust those tables that vecelve thee more .
1o keep an adjunct to remember thee
- Were ro Lmpoct forgetfulness to me."
"The idle renk", "the date suggest the tournamant scoring tablei, Lhe'raz'd
obiivion® the “rabula raga*, "thv record", a wonderful pun with the Latin cox,
heart, in the middle of the word relating back to"brain and heertftwo '* _ge
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lines abovs, "the szoring talllesn urmietakeble,~and, ot lact, the full admigsian

that the tablet has baan given away,
Te vhom glye but Anne Vevasour? Sir £.X, Chambera’ book, Si. Henry Lea. reiers

Lo two linenusses of the Queen, One is iha great portrait ahowing the Queen stend.
lag upon the Sheldsn tepestry map, Tha other is listeq AmONg Anne Vavascur's poe.

gessions: "e book of gold, ajewel called the Queens'y picture",
L suggest that Connat 24, beglaning;

“hine ere hath pleyed the neintar and hath stel}'d
Thy boauty ‘4 foxs in tabie of ny haerr:
My body 15 the freme wherein *Lie lLglo™

' When that mine aye is famish'dfor & look,..
“ith my love's Picture theon my ~va doth fgast,
And to the pairted bavqret vids my haart,_ n -

ware writtun not long sfter the pertrajict-table of diamonds was presentel to Oxford,

end in coentamplative Appracietion of {t, In about 1579 Hdward‘s path crossed chat
wk Anne Ve.asouyr, Erooably Edward ctten carried the diamond tablet with hizm, Un~
doubtedly Anne coveced the diamend-portvait covar, Undoubtadly Edward gav- it to
her, Undoubtediy the Matdans of the Bedchauber, of which Anne was one, reported

the matter to the Guean, Undoubtedly tha Queen waa furious. Result,=-the baautiiul, -

impassicned apologia of Sonnet 122,

Perhaps, when Queen Elizebeth threw Anne Vavaeour end wdward de Vera into tha
Tower e few uonths later, it was not only the rsjaction of her royally damanding
self, in fevor of Anne Vavaacur, thet rankled, but the repudiation of the diamond

T =tablet portreit as wellt

Julia Coolay Altrocchi,

- Masn't Shakaspasrs Someone Elee , R,L,Tweedale, Verity Praas,
45085 Msnrland, Southfield, Mich, 48075, ($5,95)

By now all,of our members in good-standing, as welil as some yelr to send
R current ducs, have recaived a complimentad copy of this book, Mr, Teesdalg
13S been & member of the Soclety ~ -=» 19555 1, eccordance witn the ;rovisions
of our c.arter which we ere to fester end disseminate literature and publications
Oft QUL »ubject, we were eble to be of Some essietance to Mr, Tweedals in this
"pubiication, As en eppreciation, some of hie personal end businesa friends made
lL possible for ell of us to get & ixer copy. It {s moat Liiteresting,and hag al.
reedy brought in, directiy and indirectly, a dozen or more new mambers for the

Society, '

Ve have heard thaz My, Creig Huston of Fhiladelphia, another member of the
Sotiety will have a book published around July on de Vere and Shakespeare, We
eXpect Lo heey more of this in tiue near future and are looking forward with ex-
pectatlon to Mr, Hustonls centribution to turther enligh%ﬁ'm on this subject,

Sincerely youre for E.Ver,
Shakespeare Oxford Society, Inc,
Richard C. Horpe, Jr, Braaidant,
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~ Queen Elizabeth’s Master Showman
- Shakes a Spear in Her Defense

Revedling Sidelights en o Dramatic Chapter in
the Life History of the Poet Earl of Oxford,
Now Reproduced for the Study of Members
of The Shakespeare Fellowship

THROUGH THE COURTESY of its ewner, Mr. Carl
H. Pforzheimer of New York. inmternationaliv
known collector of rare editions of English ltera.
ture. the Editors of the QUaRTERLY gratefully
acknowledge the privilege of reprinting the oniy
copy that has ever been discovered of an exceed-
ingly interesting exhibit of Oxford.Shakespeare
evidence.

This is the long-sought sweet speach or Oration,
spoken at the Trvumphe at White-hall bejore her
Maiestie, by the Page to the right noble Earle of
Ozenjorde.

Although first printed in 15392 for Cuthbent
Burbie. a bookseller who issned three of the
Shakespeare plays in quarto form, including the
stolen memory version called The Taeming of 4
Shrew. the Sweet Speech can be clearly shown to
have been spoken on January 22, 1581 at the last
public tournament in which Lord Oxford took part
—and proved himself a champion of champions.

To the impressive maes of contemporary, factual
documentation relating to the personality and
manifold talents of the 1Tth Earl of Oxford, which
has been assembled at great pains and expense
since the late J. Thomas Looney first presented
the mysterious literary noblemar's claims to con-
sideration as the real “William Shakespeare” in
“Shakespeare” ldentified (19201, Mr. Pforzheim.
er's unigue copy of the Sweer Speech is a1 most
valnable and significant additien. Especially note-
worthy i= the brief but realistie deseription of the
dramatic and imaginative setting in which the
Speech was delivered.

Here, it will be seen, the poet-athlete Earl not
only justifies his reputation as the premier “spear-
shaker” of his heyday, but again takes precedence
as a master showman on “the banks of Thames,”
just as he did ten years previous te 1381 on the
banks of the River Avon in Warwickshire when
he played a leading part in a thrilling military

pageant—to the Queen’s “great pleasure.™

The literarv accompaniment to this January.
1581 tournament spectacle, shows Oxford to he
dramatizing his own personality and the trials and
tribulations that were his in the weeks of late
December, 1580—immediately preceding. At the
Christmas season, as all readers of Ward's Sepen-
teenth Earl of Oxford will recall, Oxford had
made a vain effort to warn Elizabeth of the traitor-
ous plans and practices of his erstwhile intimates.

Lord Henry Howard and Sir Charles Arundell

Althoagh history has amply proved that Oxford

was right, and thai both Howard and Arundell
actuaily were secret agents and pensioners of Spain
in Philip H's efforts to invade England, both con.

spirators stood so well with Elizabeth that the

Queen at first refused to credit Oxford’s charges.
and put him in the Tower for a dav or o to under-
score her disbelief in his good faith. Verv shortly
after, she received enough corroborating testimony
of the guilt of the accused favorites to release
Oxford—while keeping Howard and Arundell in
closer confinement. .

Nevertheless, the patriotic Earl had suffered
considerable loss of personal prestige by the con-
tretem ps, and was smarting sorely from the effects
of his misunderstood and unwelcome zeal in de-
fense of the realm when the Sweet Speech was
written. His appearance in the lists on this ocea-
sion was not undertaken merely in sport. by any
manner of means. He was out to justify hig “faith
and truth™ before the English public according to
the ancient and honorable usages of chivalry. At
the same time, the whole underlying theme of the
Sweet Speech allegory is distinctly autobiographi-
cal and of the most serious personal intent.

These facts lend unusual significance to the pub-

1. See “‘Shake-speare’s’ Unkpown home on the River
Avop Discovered.” Vol IV, No. 1. The Shak®speare Fel-
iowship News. Letter.

.\\'.'.l.'.-'-'.. ’
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Licatiun. We see. just a= numerous students of the
poet-dramatist nobleman’s career have contended
for vears. that Lord Oxford. like Montaigne, gave
expression to his own adventures, thoughts and
gspirations in artistic form. It dees not really
malter whether the Ear] himsell actually put pen
to paper to compaose the final draft of the Sweet
Speech, as we have it or whether that was done by
his private secretary, John Lyly, or by one of his
other literary protégés. such as Anthony Munday
or Thomas Watson. The whole argument and the
characterizations throughout are intimately per.
sonal to Oxford. The stvle of expression is euphu-
istic enough to indicate Lvlv's surface workman-
ship, But in npeal\mn of Lylvs writings, Gabriel
Harvey states that “voung Euphues tLyly 1 hatched
the ezgs that his elder friends laid.”? The iongtime
assoviation of Lyly with Oxford. and & host of
revealing circumstances growinz out of thar asso-
ciation, have led many students of the matter to
the conviction that Oxford actively collaborated
with his secretary-stage manager. By the same
token, several of the Shakespeare comedies display
Puphulszla patterns. And it is especially noteworthy
to find the Sweet Speech filled throughout with the
Bard's favorite imagery and phraseology, while
“Shakespeare’s”  distinetively  autobiographical
approach dominates the whele,

As previously intimated, Cuthbert Burbie, the
London bookseller whe issued this work, did not
always bother to secure legal license to put his
wares into print, Nor, il is quite apparent, were his
activities governed by the wishes of the actual
owners of several hisiorically important manu-
scripts which he surreptitiously ushered into pub
lic sale. His piratical handling of the memory-
paraphrase of The Taming of the Shrew in 1394
has been mentioned. Curiouslv enongh, this inter-
esting eounterfeit was licensed by the wardens of
the Stationers’ Company. But in 1598 when Burbie
put forth A Pleasant Conceited Comedie Called
Loves Labors Lost as “Newly corrected and aug-
mented By W, Shakespere.” it was without leval
blessing. Neither did he obtain license to publish
the second (and first verbally coherentt quarto of
Romeo and Juliet in 1399, Incidentally, he had
also published John Lyly's comedy of Mother
Bombie—minus the author’s name—during the
great piratical raid on theatrical properties that
took place in 1594.

2. See Gabriel Harvey's Collected Works, Vol. T1, p. 124,
Fierce's Superevogation, wherein Harvey writes of his
garly frxerxdshc{) with }ahn Lyly when the latter was em-
ployed by Lord Oxford.

“Thy countenance shakes a spear.’
Dr. Harvey ro Oxrors, 1578,

kxcepting the “maimed and deformed™ version '
of the Shrew, most of the works bearing Cuthbert
Burbie’s imprint seem to have been printed from
true manuscript copies. Burbie quite evidently had
connecctions that gave him occasional access to the
manuscript files of Important authors, whose per.
sonal wishes regarding publication could be (and
frequently were! flouted with impunity by the
buccaneering crew that then dominated the Fliza
bethan beok trade. It is worth noting thar Burbie
published Gabriel Harvey’s final attack supon
Nash, Fhe Trimming of Thomas Nash, in 1597,
His professional association with the prying and -
unethical Doctor, whose personal spite against.
Lord Oxiord and his whole literary circle is well
known. might explain how Burbie secured some
of his manuscripts.

The Sweet Speech came into print as an addi-
tion to the first book that Cuthbert Burbie entered
for license on the Stationers” Register, May 1.
1592. This was entitled dxiochus. 4 most excellent
LDialogue, written in Greek by Plato the Phyloso
pher: concerning the shortness and uncertainty of
this life. with the conirary ends of the good and
wicked. The title-page of the volume further states

" that it is Translated out of the Greek by Edw. (sic)

Spenser. And then (although no mention of the
matter is made in the copyright entry}, the title.
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page goes on to sav that Heerto is annexed a sweet
speech ur Oration, spoken at the Tryumphe at
White-hall bejore her Maiesiie, by the Page to the
right noble Earle of Uxenforde. The letter-press
ol the Siceet Speech has been further proved to be
by a different prister than the one who did the
work ou the Axiochus for Burbie, being a sep-
arate eight-page “signature” at the end of the
volume. These facts indicate that it was deviously
acquired and put forth without the knowledge or
consent of the Earl of Oxford.

Finally. that the literary Earl or his representa-
tives took means to suppress the publication seems
apparent when we find that of the two known
coples of Axiochus. only the one acquired by Mr.
Plorzheimer in 1936 contains the Sweer Speech.

And even this {s somewhat mutilated at 2 eracial
point in the narrative, as will he seen.

The text we are now privileged 1o publish i
transcribed from the photographic facsimile which
appears in Volume I of the magnificent illus
trated folic catalogue of The Carl H. Plorzheimer
Library, English Literature, 1475.] 700, issued in
1940 under the editorial supervision of William A.
Jackson—at 850.00 per volume,

For the convenience of our readers generally we
have slightly modemized the spelling of this
quaint and charming dramatization of an exciting
chapter in the life story of Edward de Vere, Many
keen minds will herein recognize the true Shake.
spearean characteristics he displavs as a tourna-
ment champion,

A SPEECH SPOKEN AT THE TRYUMPH BEFORE THE
QUEEN'S MOST EXCELLENT MAJESTIE, BY THE Pacg?
TO THE RIGHT NOBLE CHAMPION, THE EARL OF

OXENFORD.

By tHE Tur stood a stmelie Tent of Orange
tawny Taffeta, curiously embrovdered with Silver,
& pendants on the Pinnacles very sightly to
behold. From forth this Tent came the noble Earl
of Oxenford in rick gilt Armour, and sat down
under a great high Baytree, the whole siock,
branches and leaves whereof, were all gilded over.
that nothing but Gold could be discerned. By the
Tree stood twelve tilting staves, all which likewise
were gilded clean over. After a solemn sound of
most sweet Musique. he mounted on his Courser,
verie richly caparasoned, when his page ascending
the stairs where her Highness stood in the window.,
delivered to her by speech this Oration jollowing.

TH1s KNGHT tmost fair and fortunate Princess)
living of 2 long time in a Grove, where every graft
being green, he thought every root to be precious,
found at the last as great diversity of troubles as
of Trees: the Oak to be so stubborn that nothing

4. Certain scholars, comnnenting on this Speech. intimate
that the Page who spoke the lines alss wrote thens. This
seems Bighly improbable. For the speaker would have been
chosen primariby for his ability to please the Queen with
his persomal gond looks and welltrained voice. These
specifications mndicate an accomplished actor such as John
or Laurence Durton—heth of whom are known 1o have
been members of Lord Oxford's company of plavers at this
time. We therefore sugpest for 1he role of the Page, Tohn
Dutton (who became one of the Queen's own men about
three wears later}, as one most likely to have had the
physical quatifications and the special ability to “read” the
Hines of the Sun-Tree allegory te Elizabeth with a proepri-
2§el§sgéamatic effecy st the historic matinée on January

could cause it to bend; the Reed so shaking, that
every blast made it to bow; the Juniper sweet. but
tov low for succour; the Cvpress fair, but without
fruit; the Walnut tree to be as unwholesome to lie
under, as the bud of the Figtree unpleasant 1o
taste; the Tree that bore the best fruit. to be fullest
of Caterpillars, and all 1o be infected with worms:
the Ash for Ravens to breed; the Elm to build; the
Elder to be full of pith and no perfection, and all
Trees that were not fertile, to be fit for fuel, and
they that were fruitful, but for the time to please
the fancy. Which trying, he forsook the wood, and
lived a while in the plain Champion: where, how
he was tormented, it were too long to tell, baut let
this suffice, that he was troubled. when every Moat
fell in his eye in the day. and every Am disquieted
him in the night: where, if the wind blew, he had
nothing to shield him but head and shoulders. if
the Sun blazed. he could find the shadow of nothing
but himself, when seeing himself so destitute of
help, he became desperate of hope.

Thus wandering a weary wav, he espied at the
last a Tree so beautiful, that his eyes were dazzled
with the brightness, which as he was going unto,
he met by good fertune a Pilgrim or Hermit, he
knew not well, who being apparelled as thoush
he were 1o travel into all Countries. but so aged
as though he were to Tive continually in a Cave.
Of this old Sire he demanded what Tree it was,
who taking this Knight by the hand, began in these
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Tiltyard opposite Whitehall Palace where Lord

Oxford’s spear-shaking triumphs were staged.

Exact site later built upon by Horse Guards and
present British War Offices,

words both to utter the name and nature of the
Tree.

This Tree fair Knight is called the Tree of the
Sun, whose nature is alwavs to stand alone, not
suflering a companion, being it self without com.
parison: of which kind, there are no more in the
earth than Suns in the Element. The world can hold
but one Phoenix, one Alexander, one Sun-Tree, in
top contrarie to all Trees: it is strongest, & so
statelie to behold, that the more other shrubs shrink
for duty, the higher it exalteth it self in Majestie.

For as the clear beams of the Sun, cause all the
stars to lose their light, so the brightness of this
golden Tree, eclipseth the eommendation of all
other Plants. The leaves of pure Gold. the bark no
worse, the buds pearls, the body Chrisecolla, the
sap Nectar, the root so noble as it springeth from
two Turkeies’ (Turquoises), both so perfect, as

4. The “twe Turkeies” are the dvnasties of York and
Laneaster, from which the golden-haired Queen was de-
cended, her grandfasher, Henmry ViI! having married the
York Princess Elizabeth, for whom Queen Elizabeth was
named. “Each contending once for superiority” refers, of
eolrse, to the War of the Roses,-ending with Henry Tudor’s
defeat of Richard IIL The New English Dict. credits
Shakespeare with second literary use of “Twrkeies” In
The Merchani, Shylosk saves: "Out upon her! . | | it wag
my Turkeies; I had it of Lealk when § was a bachelor.”

neither can stain the other, each contending once
for superiority, and now both constrained ¢ be
equals. Vestas birth sitteth in the midst, whereat
Cupid is ever drawing. but dares not shoot. being
amazed at the princely and perfect Majesty.

The shadows hath as strange properties as con-
trarieties, cooling those that be hot with a tem-
perate calm, and heating those that be cold with
a moderate warmth, not unlike that Sun whereof
it taketh the name, which melteth Wax, and hard.
eneth Clay, or pure fire, which causeth the gold to
shine, and the straw to smother, or sweet perfumes,
which feedeth the Bee. and killeth the Beetle,

No poison commeth near it. nor any vermin that
hath a sting. Who so goeth about to lop it, lanceth
himseif, and the Sun will not shine on that creature
that casteth a false eve on that Tree, no wind can
so much as wag a leaf, it springeth in spite of
Avtuninus and continueth all the year as it were
Ver.

If, Sir Knight you demand what fruit it beareth,
1 answer, such, as the elder it is. the younger it
seemeth, always ripe, yet eyer green. Virtue, Sir
Knight, more nourishing to honest thoughts, than
the beauty delightful to amorous eyes; Where the
C.aces m: as thick in virtue, as the Grapes are
on the Vine,

This frait fatteneth, but never feeds, wherewith
this Tree is so loaden, as vou cannot touch that
piace which virtue hath not tempered. If you
enquire whether any grafts may be gotten, it were
as much as to crave slips of the Sun, or a Mould
to cast a new Moon. To conclude, such a2 Tree as
it is, as he hath longest known it, can sooner
marvel at it than describe it, for the further he
wadeth in the praise, the shorter he cometh of the
perfection.

This old man having ended, seeming to want
words to express such worthiness, he went to his
home, and the Knight to his Sun Tree, where kiss-
ing the ground with humilitie, the princely tree
seemed with . . . . to bid him welcome, But the
more . . . . zed on the beauty, the less able he
w. . .. dure the brightness, like unto those th. . . .
king with a steadfast eve to behold th. . . . brings
a dark dazziing over their sight. :

At the last, resting under the shadow, he feit
such content, as nething ceuld be more comfort-
able. The days he spent in virtuous delights, the
night slipped away in golden Dreams; he was
never annoyed with venomous enemies, nor dis-
quieted with idle cogitations.

Insomuch, that finding all felicity in that shade,
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and all security in that Sun: he made a solemn
vow. to incorporate hiz heart into that Tree, and
engraft his thoughts upen those virtues Swearing,
that as there is but one Sun to shine over it, one
root to give life unto It, one top to maintain
Majestvs so there shonld be but one Knight. either
to live or die for the defence thereof. Where upon,
he swore himself only to be the Knight of the
Tree of the 2an. whose Yie :hould end before his
lovaitie.

Thus cloved with content, he fell into a sweet
slummber, whose smiling countenance showed him
void of all care. But his eves were scarce closed
when he seemed to see dv. . . . dermining the
Free behind him. that . .. .er suspecting the Knight
to give the . . ., . might, have punished him in
her . . . .t failing of their pretence, and seeing

.+ . owe they struck to light upen their own
brains. they threatened him by vielence, whom
thev could not match in virtue.

But in clasping the Tree, as the only Anchor of
his trust, they could not so much as move him
from his cause, whom they determined to martyr
without colour, Whereupon, thev made a challenge
to win the Tree by right, and to make it good by
Arms. At which saving, the Knight bei.g glad o
have his Truth tried with his valor, for oy
awakened,

And now {most virtuous and excellent Prin
cess) seeing such tumuits towards for his Tree,
such an Henourable presence to judge, such
worthy Knights to Joust: 1 cannot 1ell whether his
perplexitie or his pleasure be the greater, But
this he will avouch at all assays himself to be
the most Joyal Knight of the Sun.tree, which who
20 galm-saveth, he is here pressed, either to make
him yecant il before he run, or repent it after.
Offering rather to die upon the points of a thou.
sand Lanees, than to vield a jot in constant loyaltie,

Finas

The speech being ended, with great honour ke’

ran. and valiantly broke all the twelve siaves, dnd
after the finishing of the sporis: both the rich Bay-
tree. and the beautiful Tent. were by the standers-
by, torn and rent in more pieces than can be
numbered.

Contemporary cerroborative evidence, fixing the
exact date upon which this histeric teurnament
was held, and fully ideniifving the chief contest.
ants, is listed in Jackson's editorial notes on the
Sweet Speech in the Pforzheimer catalogue.

The general challenge of jousts was jssued on
Twellth Night (Janvary Othy, 1381 by Philip
Howard. Earl of Arundel. This voung nobleman.
then approaching his 21h vear. was the eldest son
and heir of Thomas Howard. 4th Duke of Norfolk
who had been aitainted of treason and beheaded
June 2. 1572 for plotting marriage with Mary
Queen of Scots. Young Arundel was zlso the
nephew of Lord Henry Howard, the Spanish secret
agent whose machinations Oxford had exposed to
the Queen late in December, 1380, with unfortu.
nate resull: to himself. Sir Charles Arundell,
included in Oxford’s indictment. although of
Howard blood on the maternal side, was a distant
cousin of the youthful Earl of Arundel. Now Philip
Howard, while debarred bv his father's attainder
from succeeding to the title and estates of the
Duke of Norfolk, was in February, 1580, allowed
to inherit the Earldom of Arundel upon the death
of his maternal grandfather, Henry Fitz Alan, 12th
Earl of Arundel. The latter had at one time been
a serious suiter for the hand of Queen Elizabeth.
As a natural consequence of the deathly atmes-
phere of disloval intrigue, suspicion and frustra-
tion which haunted the Howard wing of his ances-
tral huuse, young Arundel was obvieusly eager to
assert and seek to prove by the traditional test of
knightly honor his own loyalty to the Tudor
sovereignty, An appropriate occasion for such a
public gesture was presented by Lord Oxford’s
sensational denunciation of Arnndel’s faverite
uncle and known mentor, Lord Henry Howard,

The Earl of Oxford himsell had rather close
family ties with this fatefully tragic branch of the
Howard clan, His father’s sister, Frances Vere
had niarried Henry Howard, the unfortunate poet
Earl of Surrey (beheaded by Henrv VII), and
was the mother of both the Duke of Norfolk (be.
headed by Elizabeth) and Lerd Henry Howard,
the Spanish agent Oxford’s intimacv with Nor-
folk and Lord Henry had twice brought him to the
brink of personal disaster, as the records show.
He had every reason to distrust his Howard cousins
generally. And there seems little doubt that he
suepected voung Philip of Arundel of being im-
plicated at this time-—at least passively—in the
smooth-spoken Lord Henry's dangerous practices,
Later on, it will be recalled, this same Farl of
Arundel was himself attainted of treason, and died
a prisener in the Tower of London,

In any event, Lord Oxford lost no time in an
swering the challenge published by the Earl of
Arundel under the pseudonym of “Callophisus”
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Contemporary drawing of a tournament in the Tiltvard at Whitehall during the Elizabethan

period. The contestants are not named by the artist. From the collection of the late Viscount

Dillon. illustrating his paper. “Tilting in Tudor Times.” published 1898 by the JOURNAL
OF THE ROYAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL INSTITUTE.

Oxford does not appear to have followed Arundel’s
lead in printing his acceptance of the gage te
combat. But there is a copy of his reply among the
Lansdowne Manuscripte in the British Museum
which has been included in the Malone Sceiery
Coliections, 1.2, pp, 186-7.

It is entitled, “Answer of the Knight of the Tree
of the Sun'” Aud while obviously addressed to
Arundel as “Callophisus,” in accordance with the
etiguette governing such contests, Oxford takes
pains to sign himself “Affronter to the redd.” This
means that he has chesen as his first opponent
“The Red Knight” or Sir William Drury, Arundel’s
genior co-challenger, and az famous veteran of
many jousts—both =portmcr and on the grimmer
fields of war.

“The White Knight,” mentioned by Oxford as
one who has first claim to the attempt 1o teach
- Lallophisus “his fault,” is none other than Sir
Philip Sidnev.*”who ran on Oxford’s side of the

barriers that dav, as Arundel's chief opponent. It
1 1nteresting to note how specifically Oxford calls
atiention to Sidney's “'zeal and worthiness”—while
maintaining the customary fiction of his colleague’™s -
avonymity. After all the reams of exaggerated
nonsense that have been written about the dreadful
feud tha. existed between Sidney and Oxford as a
result of their 1579 exchange of irritated exclama.
tivas on the tennis court, it will probably amaze
many of Sidney’s most ardent partisans to find
these two geniuses apparenily on the best of per.
sonal terms and batting on the same team a little
more than a year later! So explodeth another of
the favorite Elizabethan mythe—~fostered by Ox.
ford’s enemies and parroted down the ages by
historians whe do not bother to consult the cooler
views of the principals.

The literary Earl’s acceptance of the Arundel
challenge runs as {ollows:

Answer of the Knight of the Tree of the Sun

Callophisus as it seems more covetous of glorie
than able to merit, hath put his challenge to the
print. bui not his virtue to the proof. Yet to
shadow his imperfection he hath cevered himself
under the wings of the most perfectest, for whom
each would adventure. but against whom nene will
Lift his lance., But whereas he vaunts himself to
A ldentifed as such by all of Sidnevs modern biog-
eaphery whe have had sceess to the farmily records: al-
though Professor M, Swan in an article on this

rourtantent (referred 1o on another page), doesn’'t seemw to
know who The White Knight is, and describas him 25 “a

plebeian.”
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honor her above all. to Jove more. and serve more
than any besides, this s so far bevond his compass.
as the white knight (Sidney? is above him in zeal
and worthiness, who albeit to me he be unknown,
I praise his attempt wishing he had chosen a fitter
day, wherein he might have had full means to have
taught Callophisus his fault, and the worthiest
wight have showed his desire to honor her whom
he serveth in loyaltie. Wherefore as a friend to
his mind and any other that in honor of that rare
mistress which is accomplished with virtue’s per:




14

QUARTERLY

fection and everie good quality which may enrich
a mortal creature with immortal praise, being of
none other to be spoken or understood but of her
self. 1 mean to try my truth with no less valor than
1 have desirei.i not minding to disorder so noble
a presence, but rather to entertain the same with
a longer abode by diversity & change of arms. and
to join with this worthie white night {Sidney 1, if
the next day may be given 10 the sword, as the
former challenge is to the lance: not wandering
from the rules of arms. neither wronging the rest
of the defendants of which it is te be thought manie
will make proof of their loyalties. as pleasure 1o
their ladie. And as for Callophisus 1 know not
whether the Redd knight (Drury) having added a
little to his challenge, hath not taken away a great
part of his honor. But whereas either of them seem
absolute preferers of themselves before all others
in loyaltie, love, and worthiness, I must sav and
do avew, I am of a far contrarie opinion, and think
either of them to be as unfit to usurp the title of
her servants, as she worthie to be mistress of the
werld; as void of lovaltie, merit, valor and iove,
as she is complete with wisdom grace beautie and

~eloquence. Their works be as far less than their

words, as their praise is short of her worth. Ard
in this am 1 to assist the white knight unknown
to me against the red knight in all points of arms
that either the place will suffer, time permit, er
Companie allow, and for the rest of his bragging
words they mayv supply the want of his works,
They nothing . . . appertain to me who presume
nothing, of myself, in respect of mine assuramee
In my mistress’s virtue, and excellencie upon

whose face their eyes are unworthie to look.
The Knight of the Tree of the Sun

Affronter to the redd.
tEndorsed by another hand:)
“The knight of ye tree of ye Sonne.”
In the same folic section of the Lansdowne
Manuscripts from which the above js taken will
be found Sir Philip Sidnev’s reply to Arundel’s
challenge, written in Sidney’s characteristically
personal style, and ending as follows:

“Subscribed by him who in arms will be readie

to avouch that which his pen hath here written this

XVth of January 1580. (Old style.)
“Thy adversary the white Knight”

* * *

Contemporary references to this spirited and
spectacular trial at arms are to be found in the
records of the Master of the Revels for 158%; in
the Cecil family papers; in The Booke of Honor

and Arms 115901: and finally in Holinshed's
Chronieles. Vol. IV, p, 434 11808 edition) .

The Revel's account, as reproduced by Feuil.
lerat, p. 326, reads:

A challendge at the Tilte proclavmed on twelf
nighte and performed by therle of Arundle the
AX1hh of lanuary following during all which
tvine the master of the Revells attended for the
presenting of diverse devises which happened in
that meane season.

The Booke of Honor and Armes, gives the names
of the chief contestants, and states, “The prize was
given to the Earle of Oxford.” It should be noted
that although this volune is credired to Sir William -
Seager, internal evidence against that attribution
has led many bibliographers to the opinion that
it was originally compiled by Oxford’s friend and
literary protégé, Thomas Bedingfield, who in
15723 translated Cardan’s Comforte, i.e., “Ham.
let’s Book™ at Oxford’s request.

But perhaps the most interesting conimentary
extant on this famous tournament is to be found
in Holinshed under the captions “AN. Dom. 138]
«« o Jousting at Westminster™ :

Whareas & great challenge of jousts was sig-
nified by way of devise before her majestie
on Twelfth night last past, to have been performed
the fifteenth day of January, her majesty’s pleasure
was for divers considerations the same should be
deferred until the two and twentieth dav of the
same month; on which day the same was most
courageously accomplished in the accustomed
pface at Westminster, where Imany staves ilancest
were valiantly broken. but through the great con
course of people thither repairing, many of the
beholders, as well men as wonen, were sore hurt,
some maimed, and some killed, by falling of the' )
scaffolds overcharged.

The extraordinary interest of the London publie
in this partienlar tournament bears witness to the
popularity and showmanship of its star performer.
It also hints of a general understanding that
issues involving rmore than the comnpetitive spirit
of sporting honor were involved. So, at the end
of the contest, when Oxford stood on the gallery
of “The Castle of Perfect Beautie,” as the roval -
pavillion at the northern end of the Tiltvard at
Whitehall was called, with the Queen’s much-
coveted prize in his hands and her kiss on his lips.
he was unquestionably at the zenith of content.
ment and courtly favor—ihe observed of all
observers,
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His spears had been valiantly shaken to the
honor of his sovereign and in rehabilitation of his
own good name-—splintered on the bodies of
adversaries in more well-aimed hits than anvy other
vontestant could match, The broken spear tsignify.
ing « disabled enemyy which the lon of his Bul-
beck crest displays, had again been justified in the
rough and tumbie of a dangerous charade. He
was indeed the veritable “Shake.speare™ of popu-
lar acclaim—and who can question his hard-won
right 1o that pseudonym?

And so we shonld like to take leave of him-
basking in the radiance of his living Sun.Tree,
acknowledging plaudits, jovially urging on the
souvenir-mad spectators in the trampled feld
below as they tear the golden tree and his silver.
embroidered tent to shreds for keepsakes of his
triumph.

But . . . only two months later to the day, his
Sun-Queen’s smiles are to curdie into the bitter
grimaces of a woman's jealous rage as she orders
¢ her dashing champion to be hunted down like &
common felon—and cast again into the Tower.
And this time he is not to be given a mere over-

night lesson for ruffing her composure with news
of Spanish plotters undermining her authority.
This time he is to be securely bolted in where the
dogs won't bite him. For "Shakespeare” has com-
mitted an offense that ranks among the most
sericus in her Virgin Majesty’s books: .

While protesting the undying loyalty of his love -
for Elizabeth, he has thoughtlessly begotten a son
of one of her wormen of the bedchamber. S

"7 Itis the young Dark Lady from Yorkshire called

Anne Vavasor, a country cousin of the Howards -
he has found so hateful. In fear of her life, Anne
has confessed ali——and has given the unwelcome
brat his father's name of Edward Vere. So of to

_ prison all must go!

But “Shakespeare” himself will later have
much to sav of these dramatic events and their
repercussions, and of s own blameful relation-
ship to all parties concerned, in a play entitled
Measure for Measure and the book of Sonnets,
“among his private friends,” a volume destined to
drive generations of beetle.browed “experts” mad
~—seeking the life-key to its dramatis personae.

Oxford’s Shakespearean Hand Apparent

In the 1581 Tournament Documents

It can be repeated with categorical assurance
that both the printed allegory of the Sweet Speech
and the transcribed manuscript of Oxford’s An-
swer of the Knight of the Tree of the Sun contain
numerous examples of literary imagery, identical
with those expressing Shakespeare’s reactions to
similar personalities and situations.

There are {ar too many of these metaphorical
parallels to be reproduced in the space now avail.
able, Just a few, chosen at random, shonid suffice

for the time being to indicate the graphic validity

of the correspondency as a whole.

* #* +*

The comparison of Queen Elizabeth to a beantiful
and majestic tree is one of the Bard’s favorite de-
vices in describing royal and noble personages,
such as Warwick, in 3 Henry VL, V. 2. 14:

Thus yields the cedar to the axe’s edge,

Whose arms gave shelter to the princely eagle,

Under whose shade the ramping lion slept,

Whose top-branch overpeer’d Jove’s spreading tree,

And kept low shrubs from winter’s powerful wind.
“Jove’s spreading tree” is the golden oak sym-.

bolizing the monarchy which Warwick, as “King-
maker,” at times dwarfed,

Also, when Warwick in the same play recounts
the love of Edward I'V for the French King’s sister,
he uses the imagery of Oxford’s Sweet Speech:

Myself have often heard him say and swear

That this his love was an eternal plant,

Whereof the root was fix'd in virlue’s ground,
The leaves and fruit maintain’d with beauty’s sun.

And in Romeo and juliet (1. 1. 158 old Mon.
tague refers to his lovesick son

As is the bud bit with an ervious worm,
Ere he can spread his sweet leaves in the air,
Or dedicate his beauty to the sun. .

Throughout Richard 11, the Plantagenet dynasty
is compared to a grove of trees, blighted by des
iiny. And when the downfall of Richard and his.
parasitical “caterpillars” is made known in the
vernacular of the gardeners in Aet 11, Scene 4, a
striking analogy to the opening imagery of the
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Srweet Speech, where Elizabeth’s Court is deseribed
as an arboretum, is immediately apparent.

Se we could continue at great length, for, as
Caroline Spurgeon states in Shakespeare’s Im.
agerv. trees and plants provide the Bard with more
of his humanized metaphors in the plave she has
analyzed than any other objects in nature.

Nor are the present parallels we find between
the Oxford documents and the Shakespeare writ-
ings confined to one general type of imagery. Here
is a most interesting example of parallelism
wherein one of the plavful, passing conceits of the
Sweet Speech has been worked up inte full pie.
turization by the mature master:

H vou enquire whether any grafts may be gotten,
it were as much as to crave slips of the Sun, or
a Mould 10 cast a new Moon.

1One of the favorite Court nicknames for Fliza-
beth was Cynthia, the moon goddess, or “the
mortal moon” of Shakespeare’s Sonnets. )

So. in Venus and. Adonis, 127.32:

Now of this dark night 1 perceive the reason:
Cynthia for shame obscures her silver shine,
Till forging Nature he condemn’d of treason,
For stealing moulds from heaven that were divine:
Wherein she framed thee, in high heaven's
despite,
To shame the sun by day and her by night.

Modesty forbids direct citation of such graphic
jousting imagery as this poem also yields in lines
595-600, and clsewhere,

The whole creative thought and imagery of
Shake-speare's Sonnet 23 can be seen to be expres.
sive of Lord Oxford’s identical situation during
his exile from Court cireles, when hie great tour.
nament triumph of 1581 was blasted by the affsir
with Anne Vavasor, and he finally found himself
relegated to the quiet of simple domesticity:

Let those who are in favor with their stars
Of public honor and proud titles boast,
Whilst T whom fortune of such triumph bars
Unlcokt for jov in that 1 honor most;

Great Princes’ favorites their fair leaves spread,
But as the Marygold at the sun’s eye,

And in them-selves their pride lies buried,
For at a frown they in their glory die.

The painful warrior famouséd for fight,
After a thousand victories onee foil'd,

Is from the book of honor razed quite,
And all the rest forgot for which he toild.

Then happy 1 that love and ain beloved.
Where 1 may not remove, nor be removed.

We have referred to Miss Spurgeon's bmagery.

it is a valuable work——as far as it goes. And, as

Dr. Bénézet has pointed out, provides a great deal
more evidence to prove that the Poet was an
hereditary member of the ruling class than the
hustling go-getter of Stratford on-Avon. Young

- apprentices to the trade of buichering, who are

forced to take on the extra responsibilities of
married life at the age of cighteen. can hardly be
supposed {except in the realms of Stratfordian
mythology ) to cultivate an intimate knowledge of
blooded horses, hounds. hunting hawks, and ali
the trappings of leisured sport such as Miss Spur.
geon's Bard displays. Moreover. it should be
emphasized that Miss Spurgeon's study of the
Shakespeare metaphors is confined to only five
of the plays, viz.: Romeo and Juliet, Richard 11,
As You Like It, Macbeth, and A Winter's Tale. In
other words, she samples a mere fraction of the
output, leaving thirty-two plavs and three books
of poetry for others to analyze in future lifetimes.
Vast and vital areas of the Poet's most intimate
interesis are thus unexplored by her method. It
would be patenily absard, therefore. 1o accept
Miss Spurgeon's study as anything more than a
preliminary chapter 1o a monumental task—still

to be done,

For instance, Shakespeare’s knouwledge of the
techuique of jousting, and his command of the
phraseclogy developed by that sport is extensive.
accurale and of a distinctly personal nature. Yet
this highly significant circumstance is not cov
ered by Miss Spurgeon. and has heen overlooked
by the commentators generally in their efforts to
promote the stock Stratfordian fables. We have
time for only two examples, but both bear the
impress of the playwright Earl of Oxford’s first:
hand experience and observation. -

In 4s You Like It (11 4. 371, Celia. who has
voluntarily fled Court circles with her cousin
Rosalind, characterizes Orlande in the distinet
terms of the tiltyard:

O that's a brave man! he writes brave verses.
speaks brave words, swears brave oaths, and
breaks them bravely, quite trquerse, athwart the
heart of his lover; as a puésny tilter, that spurs his
horse but on one side, breaks his staf} like a noble
goose. But all’s brave that youth mounts and folly
guides.
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t1n tilting. to strike an oppenent with a spear
“traverse” or acrosg the body was considered foul
and unskillful. So the term “aeross™ or “traverse”
in Elizabethan Court slang-—and in Shakespeare’s
plavs—refers to speech or action which today
might be called “hitting below the belt.™ Puisny
—pronounced puny—was the technical term for a
novice tilter; also for a junior or inferior judge.
To spur a horse on but one side was to slew him
off the straight career, which led to the “traverse”
fouling of the opposing jouster.}

Again, in Much Ado About Nothing 1V.1. 133},
Benedick and his companions rag each other in
tournament siang:

Sir. ] shall meet your wit in the career, an vou
charge it against me. I pray you, clicose another
subject.

Claudio

Nay, then give him another staff: this last was
broke cross,

Don Pedro

By this light. he changes more and more: | think
he be angry indeed.

Claudio

If he be, he knows how to turn his girdl-.
Benedick

Shall I speak a word in your ear?
Claudio

God bless me from a challenge.

1By this light” refers to the restricted view of
a tilter, peering through the narrow slit of his
helmet, And “fo turn his girdle” signifies a con-
testant’s desire to make a really serious defense of
his henor.}

The Arundel-Arundell Mix-Up

Following Mr. Pforzheimer’s facsimile publica-
tion of the Sweet Speech, the only serious discus-
sions of this rare and revealing document appear
te have centered in an effori to atiribute its writ-
ing to Anthony Munday who was at this period
one of Lord Oxford's literary protégés—along
with Lyly, Churchyard and Watsen. We would
agree with Professor Jackson, however, that if
Oxford himself did not hold the pen, his euphu-
istic secretary, John Lyly undoubtedly did.

. The chief proponent of Munday is Professor

Marshall W. S. Swan of the English Department
- of Tufts. One of the 1944 issues of £ L H: Journal
of Englich Literary History, contains Professor

Swan's arguments. Whatever value they may have
aspired to in the field of scholarly speculation is
vitiated for logically.minded Oxfordians. however,
bv an astounding error whieh Swan falls into
when he micidentifies the Challenger of the 1381
Tournament as Charles Arundeli, the accused
Spanish agent. It is regrettahle that so noted a
student of the history and literature of the Shake.
spearean Age as Professor Swan is, should not
have certified the personalities of which he under-
takes to inform us. Nor is it easv to excuse such
blunders when accurate documentation covering
the Elizabethans in questien is amply available
in Jackson’s notes on the Sweet Speech, in Ward's
Seventeenth Earl of Oxjord. and elsewhere. It is
net difficuit, on the other hand, to understand how
such mistakes nceur when moest of the English
professors in our colieges take pride in knowing
as little as possible abou! the men and events that
figure in the real life drama of the poet Farl of
Oxford. Professor Swan's mistake quite apparently
has grown out of his zealous endeavor to make
Oxford the real villzin in the unfortunate train
of events that exploded in December, 1580, Inci-
Aentally his carelessness extends o the point of
aving Uxford in disgrace for the birth of his
illegitimate son two months before that contre-
ternps occurred. Swan’s curious compilation of fact
and fiction begins with his statement that during
the Christmas season

“{Oxford} betrayed his friends and associztes
to the queen as being Catholics. conspirators
against the state, and Spanish sympathizers. Among
this group were many friends of the queen inciud-
ing Lord Howard and Charles Arundel. Much
against her will she was forced to have them all
piaced under restraint. They were soon able, how-
ever, ingeniously to clear themselves of conspiracy
charges. Furthermore, becanse they assumed
approval of the marriage with Anjou. the queen
was willing to close her eyes to the Catholic sitva-
tion. Oxferd thereby found himself in the em:
barrassing spotl of having ¢old out his friends.
only to be left unsupported by the queen and the
French ambassador, who had no intention of play-
ing politics at this critical moment. The counter
charges, commitments to the Tower, Oxford’s being
‘soon set at liberty,” only to be returned ‘again in
the Tower for forgetting himself with one of the
Queen’s Maids of Honour, who is in the Tower
likewise’ are all well known facts. Thus by early
January, 1581, the Earl of Oxford was in disgrace.

“To belp restore bis own weakened reputation,
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Arundel, using the name Callophisus. challenged
all comers to a tilt at which he would defend the
honor and virtue of the queen. This ‘Challenge of
lustes” was printed by Charlewood in a broad.
side.”

We have already fully and sccurately identified
from contemporary records. including the Howard
genealogy. the actual challenger in this historic
trial st arms as Philip Howard, Earl of Arundel.

His distant eousin, Sir Charles Arundell, whose
traitorous connections Oxford had exposed for the
best of patriotic reasons tand not merely because
this sinister figure happened to be 1 Roman
Catholict® was under restraint when Swan has
him posing as the challenger. Callophisus.

The letter written from London by Mendoza, the
Spanish Ambassador, to the King of Spain, under
date of January 9, 1581 1and reproduced by Ward
on page 215 of his biography of Oxford). ex-
plicitly states that “Lord Howard, brother of the
Duke of Norfolk, and . . . Charles Arundel” have
“been taken to the Tower™ since their arrest at the
erder of the Queen.

Other letters, bearing Charles Arundell’s own
signature, which appear among the correspond-
ence of Sir Christopher Hatton (Oxford™s avowed
enemy | contain bitter complaints of the harshness
and length of the writer's imprisonment, while
“Ox." the cause of all his troubles, enjovs full
freedom “to graze in the pastures.”

Much other testimony proves that Charles
Arundell never regained Court favor from the
time he was taken into custody on the information
supplied by Oxford. When finally released three
years later, he quietly slipped out of England and
soon appears in the Spanish government records
as a salaried agent of Philip 1I. All of these facts
have been readily ascertainable for many years.
And it seems 2 pity that Professor Swan didn’t
look into the Ward biography a little more rlosely
belere switching the personalities of the Farl of
Arandel and his black sheep cousin to the needless
confusion of readers of the Journal of English
Literary History. For while such unskiliful leger.
demain mav make the jrreverent laugh, it cannot
but make the judicious grieve.

Moreover, Charles Arundell deserves adequate
identification in his own person and deeds, for
though the reverse of an admirable character, he
obviously does play a dramatically important role

6. Two of Lord Oxfords close friends were John T.o8d
Lumley and Edward Somerset, Earl of Woarcester, both
stavach Catholics—and recognized by alil Englishmen as
mez of outslanding character and merit,

in the life history of the greatest creative artist the
English-speaking peoples have ever produced.
Shakespeare’s knowledge of undercover spies and
double-dealing conspirators evidently traces to
personal contact with such as the voluble Arundell.
And in the counter-charges which the latter brought
against Oxford. we have significant testim ony as to
the literary Earl's imaginative powers as a “most
notable liar.” One of the three after.dinner whop-
pers that Arundell seriously sets forth te the dis-
credit of “this monstrous Earl” concerns Oxford's
own account of his participation, during his Italian
travels, in a great eivil sirife that developed from
the “discord and disunion in the ity of Genoa
betiween hwo families” Arundell does not repeat
the names of the feuding houses. But Oxford him-
self later mentions them as “Montague™ snd
“Capulet”—and switches the locale to Veropa.

The now generally admitted author of that
Elizabethan masterpiece of muck-raking scandal.
Leycester's Commonwealth, $ir Charles Arundell
was the brother of Sir Martthew Arundell of
Wardour Castle, Wiltshire, and seems to have been
born about 1538, His father was Sir Thomas

"Arundell of Wardour, who was beheaded for poli.

tical reasons by the Duke of Northumberland in
February, 1552. The mother of Maithew and
Charles was Margaret Howard, sister to Queen
Catherine Howard, 5th wife of Henry VI, whose
execution for alleged aduitery is one of the worst
stains on that homicidal monarch’s memory.

In the authoritative Genealogical Collections of
Roman Catholic Families of England by Howard
and others 11887}, our man appears as

Sir Charles Arundell of London, Knt.

But he is not listed in Shaw's Knights of Eng.
land, his name evidenily being erased from the
book of honor follewing his flight from England.
The inquisition post mortem on his estate. taken
March 12, 1588, names him as above. however.
He died in legal possession of the manor of South
Petherton, County Somerset, and this estate passed
to his brother. Sir Matthew. a more loyal and
worthy knight.?

Sir Charles Arundell, like many anocther devious
character, will live in the true history of his times,
only becavse of his unhappy connection with a
man of genius. CW.B.

7. His grandson Thomas, 2nd Baron Arundell of Wardour

fwhose mother was Mary Wriotheslev, sister of 1he 3rd 7
Earl of Southampton), is listed in. Lee's Consus as one of ~

the original owners of Shakespeare's First Folio. / -
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