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Dear Fellow Members Shakespeare Oxford Society!

This ig the first News-Letter since
S0 you have missed no issue. The accent on this one is on the News, and
have been going on and developing, We can
to a depree, the incomven-

last Fell,
several things of interest to all of us,
now bring you up-ta-date on them, which should make up,

ience caused by the dalay. We are enclosing our annual r
with addressed stamped envelope for your convenience and

QUY necessity, Remember

cach year's dues runs from 12 months of the date of joining, not necessarily the

P S - {2 o e v e
wHaBNGAT vear, and 1s so gaverad on our

tormative and interesting.

bocks. We trust you will

o . g - AT
Ting tils N-4

Sincerely yours for E,Ver, Shakespeare Oxford Society
By Richard C. Horne, Jr. Pres,

Does the Folger Want the
Jruth About Shakespeare?

BY LAY tRUKRPE
Bras Moy SIEH Willet

Like the Duchess of Malfi, the Folger Shakespeare
Library died young. Al the age of 14 in 1846, when }. Q.
Adams, her first diregtor, drew his last breah, she, too, cov-
ercd her face and quietly expired, Rigor mortls was not
wmeandiate, and over the ensuing years she must, now and
thei, have done a little good by stealth, but to her fellow
Washingtonians, and no doubd! to afl admirers of Skike-
speare throughout the world she soon became a tomb with.
Gt & Inonument,

Though she was presented to the Amerfcan people “for
the promotion and diffuslon of knowledge In regard to the
history ang writings of Shakespeare,” she has not been es-
peciaily energetic In the fulfillment of her dutles. The rap
tute of Shakespeare emanates from her marble wally at
about the same temperature as the rapture of jeflerson kine
dies the jefferson Memorlal, ’

HEAVEN AND carth] You wouwld think the Folger was
the custodian of nothing but the collected state papers of
Chester Arthur, Dwight fisenhower and Richarg Nixorn, rath-
er than the poetry of 2 universal genius who speaks so per
sussively to living men and women of all countries and ald
temperaments, The Folger has provided desk space for
scholary, hsued some tacts and pamphicis, pubiished a
paperizack edition of the playe, But whers, with zi! Hs mon-
ey, knowledge, povition and opporiunity bas it glorified its
patron with great zctors, direciors, 2nd productions . not
a3 producer but as catelyst! You would expect that what
Sartre is to Genet, what Pound was 10 Eilgl, what the Bees
theven Haus in Honn is to Beethoven, what Boswell was to
lohrson, the folger would be to Shakespeare — his in-
formed and falthiul champlon,

Thers is one sublect which invariabiy awakens the sium.

bering Falger and arouses her from intrespective reveries,
When a man suggests that the Shaksper of Stratford.on.
Avor wias not the same man as the post Shakespeare of
Ltondon, the Folger attacks the heretic with invective and
contempt hardly imaginable ameng civiilzed scholars, al-
though it is always very carefu! not to meet argument with
argument. To expect “a busy scholar’’ o atgue with the
“ant-Shakespeareans”, Or, Louls &, Wright, former director
of the Foiger, has sald, s to expect 3 professar at the Har-
vird Medlcal School to debate with 2 chirgpracior.

The ad haminem argument is typical of the Shakespeare

establishment. One can averlock the curious state of ming
which I5 obiivious to the possiblilty of a professar teatning
from & chiropractor, or, | suppose, an sbstetrician lmarning
from an experienced midwife. But one is irvarlably im-
pressed that the antl-Stratfordtans always arouse the estabe
lishmentio bilnd, hystericai fury, “Fanaties,” “cultists,
"“Holy Rofiers,” “Antl-Shakespeareans,” scream the embat-

tied members of the establiishmant, but never do they pause .

to show the errors In the anti-Stratford arument, In most
walks of fife, when we see uncontrotlied anger supplant rea-
son we suspect that truth lies on the other side: | see no
point inmaking an exception of the anties of the Shakespesre
establishment. )

To cafl x man ke Chatlton Cgburn, the most articulate
and indafa " mabln of thase who deny that Shakksper of Strat.
ford was the authoer of “Hamiet” an “antl-Shakespaarsan'’
is absurd, preposternus. Neither he nor anybody else | have
ever heard of questions the fact that Shakespears wrote the
piays and sonnets, that Shakespeare was Shakespeare, »ny
more than that Moliers was Mollere, or Mark Twain was
Matk Twain, The question is, who was the man behind the
pseudonym?

THE ARGUMENT of the anthStratfordians {often shyly
mislabeled the “Baconlsn theory) s of most interest when
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eminder for renewal of dues,
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considered in detail, 2nd Lwill not repeat it here. 1t is based

on the fact that there is no evidence that the Shakespesre
the poet was ever associated with Stratford until many years
sktar tha doanth am '_:kd_b_g:muv- Forrtbmessnrn  motbime bx bevumaarn
from contemporary sources, about Shakespeare the man as
distinct from Shakespeare the writer. As Anthony Burgess

says

“That Shakespeare persists in presenting so shadowy a
figure, when his friend Ben jobnson is as clear as a bel! and
sofmewhat louder, is one of our reasons for pursuing him,
Every biographer Jongs for some new gesture of reality - a
finger-nail torn on May 7, 1548, or 2 bad caid during King
James s first command performance — but the gestures
Never materiatise.” All that is knows about Shakespeare the
mar is wradition or invention. # he ever se1 ioot in Siratford,
the burden of proof lies with the establishment,

There s some resson to befieve that the solution o the
enigma of the posthumous Shakespeare hoax, in which the
iliterate businessman Shaksper was draped in the doak of
the poes, is to be found monument to Shakespeare in the
church in Stratford. The monument bears an hiseription
which says in part. “'Read if thou canst, whom snvious
Death has plast with in this monument Shakespeare . . .” No
one conterds that the monument was ever the tomb of a
human being ~ Shaksper or Shakespeare is buried efse~
where in the church. Therefore it is remotely possible that
“Shakespeare” means the manusctipts of the poet, no trace
of which has ever been found, )

- 715 CLEAR that though its directors come and go, the
Folger has net given up the good fight, Ogburn recently
requested space in the Folger magazine, The Shakespeare
Quarterly, 1o enfarge upon the anti-Stratford position. He

was told that the magazine was booked up for three years to

come. .
Did the Folger refuse Qgburn’s srticle because he is

a poor writer! No, Nothing it more memorable about
Ogburn’s twe books about the United States than the ols
gance of their literary style,

Hd tha ifnlsnr rodiress nghnrn‘: articte hocancs be i an
antl-Stratford crackpot? If he is one, then so were Freud,
Disraeli, Dickens, Twain, Bismarck, Henry James and Lord
Palmerston, among many athers,

Perhaps the Folger is hard up for cash, and cannot afford
a special issue of the Quarterly, even though the library was
established 1o further the “history” of Shakespeare, Hf so, |
suggest it sell one of its First Folios and use the procseds
constructively by publishing Ogburn, As early as 1950 the.
Folger was well on the way to comering the market in thece
vaty rare volumes, owning 79 of them. it should keep one
seil Dne for the benefit of Sghawrny, and divest iself of the
others by making what tefevision calls a “free gift" to cities
arourd the world which have been especially friendly 1o
Shakespeare — Dusseldorf, for example, or possibly Hanoi,

The Folger hoards First Folios the way a miser hoards
stock certificates, even though i is not a financial but a cul-
tural institution, if all those First Folios were out where thay
could been sean, they would be an inspiration to the young
2nd & joy to the initiated. Thornton Wilder once pointed out
that money is ke manyre - of most good when it Is spread
around. If anything is certaln H is that First Folios of Shake-
speare are like money,

THE ENIGMA of the authorship of the Shakespeare

plays’ has fascinated me for many years, but 1 find it not

more interesting than the question of why scholars, whom
you would expect to take satisfaction in continuing controv-
ersy In the Hmited domain they have staked out, are always
filled with uncontroliable and venemous rage at the sound
of a voice questioning the credentials of Shaksper of Strat-
ford,

e e, oy

A Communication From the Folger

Sir: To pass in ‘silence the
annowicement by Day Therpe
of the Folger's death in 1848
{‘Does the Folger Want the
Truih about Shakespeare?*r
Sunday Dec, 3} would be, in
deed, a grave mislake, | see
ng point, however, inemulat.
ing Shakespeare’s Henry V
ard replying in mumstones to
Thorpe's tennis balls, Rea-
ers who wish to reassure
themselves concerping our
robust heajth are cordially
fnvited to visit the Folger,
share in its many public pro-
grams and subscribe to its
{free) bi-monthly Newsletter,

{ wish here principaliy o

lead, The article asks con.
cerning an essay which Charl.
ton Ogburn considercd sub.
mitting fo the Shakespeare
Quarterly, *'Did the Folger
refuse Oghurn's artiele be.
cause he is a poor writer?
The answer £ Thorpe's ques-
fion is that the Quarterly has
neither refused nor accepted
Oghurn's essay for the simpla
rerson that it hay never been
submitted,

The Shakespeare Quarterly

considers all essave submit.
ted to it, Fach essay is sent to
Ewo ar more independent
readers. Essays feviewed
favorably are necopled and

scholarly journals today the
Quarterly has a subscantin}
backlog~ctrrentiy  abeut
three years. The editor does
nol engage in favoritiem by
arbitearily publishing articles
out of sequence. ] am sure
that Oghurn understands this
and regret that Therpe, who
is an experienced writer,
seems to be confused about
what are, affer all, standard

D.C) an internationat center
for Shakespesre scholarship
sinee the Library opened ils
doors on April 22, 1032 A-
though visiters to the Library
wiil find no original First Fo.
lios for sale, they will find a
splendid facsimile of the First
Folio, based sntirely on the
Folger collection, at a price
that even Scrooge might find
attractive, We are also de.

editorial procedures for schol. Highted to take subscriptions
arly journals the world over, for the Shakespeare Quarter

Toward the end of his arti- ly. Either the facsimile or the
cle Thorpe suggested, face- Quarterly would make an ide.

tously I trust, that we soll pur

coltection of First Follos, This
collection i3 a unique national

al Christmas gift for any stu.
dent, scholar, or lover of Eng.
lish drama,

)

correct a misunderstanding to  filed for publication in order  treasure which has made the 0. B, Hardisen Jr., Director,
which Thorpe's articie might  of acceptance, Like most Foiger (and Washington, Folger Shukesp;'renuhm'):
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This exchange Of views is reproduced for the benefit of our readers without edit-
orial comment , save to identify the persons concerned.

Mx. Day Thorpe was Lor many years the Book Editor and Music Critic of the Wash~
inpton Evening Staw, About ton y2aus agu, e ran & feature article in the paper's
Sunday Magazine, featuring Mr, Chariton Ogburn, Jr., a&s an author in this area,
with illustrations of his home and family. He has reviewed & number of Mr, OGgburn's
books, inciuding one on the Shakespeare Authorship Question. Around 1864, and later,
hils reviews of books by Rowse, at al, have evidenced & certain skepticism on the
Aubrey-Stratford Attribution. He is not a member of our Society, nor an Oxfordian,
as far as we know. He and the editor of this News-lLetter sre not acguainted with
each other,

Dz, Louis Booker Wright, O,B.E. and life member of the Stratford "Birthplacs
Trust", succeeded Dr. J.Q. Ad ams as Director of the Folger Shakespeare Library
and served until he retired in 1968, His successor is Dr. Q.B, Hardison, Jr,

Dr, James G, MacMenaway, was the number two man at the Foiger, until his re-
tirement in 1968, He became Chairman of the Advisory Board of the Shakespeare Asso-
ciation of America, Inc. in 1951, and as editor published the first issue of the
Shakespeare Quarterly. He was the first and only editor until the Spring of 1972,

Dw. Richard J. Schoeck, Director of Research at the Folger, has been appointed
editor of the Quarterly to succeed Dr. MacManaway. It appears that all of the upcom-
ing essays for three vears or more have been selected by Dr. MacManaway so Dr. Schoeck's
duties as editor would seem nominal for some years, and should not interfere with
his other important assignments at the Folger,

Contrary tc the expressed belief of some of our members that wa, or L, had some-
thing to do with the publication of Mr. Thorpe's article, either directly, or ine
directy Ly, we are innocent of blame or credit. In view.of the uniformly favorable,
and almost allways adulatory,"press" that the Folger and its Directur have enjoyad
in Washington for over twenty vears-which is due in no small measure fo the outsta nea
ing ability and asciduity of its Director im the P.R., art~the December 3rd article
came 38 a complete shock and surprise to this writex, It was as if a constent readw
er of "1l Osservatore Komano" should unfold his paper one day, and be conizonted
with a blast at the Bapacy,

A-Yatuable Contribution to Oxfordiana from Craiz Huyston, Eeqg,

the following letter and exhibits which are reproduced are seilf-explanatory, and
vequire only & few comments. The silver ewer with the stopper of the Vere's Boar's
Head emblem wes made by an Italian artist, 1t was either a presant in g5, . from
Oxford %0 . the Queen, or from her to him. Most probably the latter, for (1),
it is a matter of record she gave him a silver ewer and basin as a New Year's gift
in 1578 (2}, if a gift to the Queen, it would have been kept with the Royal Flate,
the property of the Crown; not of Oxford or his heirs.

The letter from King Henry 1V in 1595, 4s not the original, for that went to the
Eaxl of Oxford and would, presumably , be preserved in his private papers {(if we
could éver find theml), but the official copy or record which apparently at that
time, Prince¢ and Rulers had the royal secretaries make of incoming and outgoing
State Papers, Did Oxford play an important role in the conduct of Elizabeth's For-
eign Poliey? Theré Tn existence documents that show in the late seventies he was
a trusted go-between the Queen of England and the Queen Dowager of France in the
Alencon-Anjcu marriage negotiations. He was eent to the French Court as s noble
hostage for the French prince’s safety, while Alencon was in England. More on this
later,
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January 29, 1973

Richard C. Horne, Jr., Esq. CRAIG HUSTON
Reom 612 ' ATTORNEY AT AW

63.8 F Street P8 PRHILA NATIONAL BANK BLEG.
Yashingtorn, D.C. 20004 PHILADELPMIA, BA. 18107

Dear Wr, Horne:

I have done a little research about the 17%th Eari
of Oxford and have found the following, wich may be of in=-
terest to Oxfordianeg:

Te I found a letter in the British Museum in the
King *s Manuscripts, 120, f. 14, A photo copy of this letter
and a translation of it from old French is enclosed herewith,
The index of the King's Manusecripts lists it ne a copy of a
letter in French from King Henry IV of France to Edward de
Vere, Farl of Oxford, Lord Great Chamberlain. The index
gives the date as 1.359 5, I have never heard of this let-
ter before in comnection with Oxford, However, it evidences
his association with "Henry of Navarre”.

11, BSomething else which may be of interest to Ox-
fordians is in the RosenbachMuwseum in Philadelphia, a photo=
graph of which also is enclosed., They call it "The Farl of
Uxford's vase"., However, it would seem to be *he Earl of Oxm
ford's ewer. The seal of England is on three sides of it and
the insceription reads:

ELISARE DIE GRACIA REGINA
HONI 3CIT QUI MALI PENSE
ANON 13594,

A boar's head, symbolic of Oxford, is on top. The
museum has no record of it, except that one of the Rosenbach
brothers acquired it in England years ago. This ewer would
seem to be what Oxford used in his capaclty as head of the
office of "The Ewrie" and as Lord Great Chamberlain.

The above-mentioned letter and ewer reflect how
important was Oxford's association with Queen Eljzabeth in
the 1590%s, a period during which "a veil of mystery" clouds
hiz memory.

This information is sent to you for whatever use
you may wish to make of it, if any.

With all good wishes,

Sincerely yours,

Cralg Huston
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WILL STRATFORD “BIRTHPLACE TRUST"PROCLAIM A STATE OF S$1EGE?

Readers will remember that im our June 1972 News-Letter there was a mantion
that an article by Chariton Ogburn suggesting opening the MONUMENT to look for
M58 or clues, would appear in June Harpers Monthly, It did, was widely read here
and abroad, and in August Harpers were several letters from readers about it,
Last Fall an American representative of the London Telegraph, got in contact with
Mr, Ogburn, asking for further information on the subject, and particulars about
personal data. He said that the paper was contemplating following up the $ubject,
Latex, we have been informed, the Sunday Editor telephoned from London to Mr, Og-
burn £or further details for the upcoming article. In the “Daily Telegraph
Magazine' Jan, 26, 1973 (rotogravure section on slick naper) this was published

with illustrations of the monument, the Vicar of Holy Trimity, and Mr, Ogburn,
it Took up two pages,headed as follows:

BARD THOU NEVER WERT? (Ed. note, I like thati)

An American is anxious to open up Shakespeare's Strallowd Monument. Behind

this tablet he believes he will find the manuseripts which will prove whose

hand wrote the plays. By Byren Rogers. «
Then follows two columns of background on ghe town, church, and™Will, which doas
stress the paucity, or absence of any hard facts,of evidence to support the con
ventional atiribution, Of the monument,”put up within seven years of Shakespeara's
death, presumably with the approval of his family, the bust has been taken as a
more or less acceptable life portrait, Under it is carved; "3tay passenger, why goast
thou by so fast??Read if thou canst, whom envious death has placed/ Within this
monument: Shakspeare, with whom/ Quick nature died...." But Shakespeare is not bul.ed
in the monument: his tomb is under the chapcel floor, Ogburn takes up the story.
‘One day I was reading Ben Jonson's tribute fn the First Folilo:“Thou art a monument
without a tomb'.,.Then I remembered the dedication in the Folio:"we most humbly cone
secrate...these remaing of your servant Shakespeare., His remsins are his works,
He had no pody,.. Suddenly my blood turned to ice. L remembered the lines on the
monumant, Why should the viewer be challanged to read if he could who had baen pla~-
ced within the monument? But what if it were not a person, but a body of works? the
matter is altogether different, And then I remembered the poem by Digges in the
First Folio, calling up & future 'when that stome is xent/and Tima dissolves thy
stratford Moniment,., and goes on "evry line, each verse? Here shall revive, redeeme
thee from thy Herse', Everything began to f£ali into place, The monument was obvious~
ly tos small to contain & body, Then I remsmbeved the two small figures in marble
above 1it, one with a spade, one with a torch, 1t is as though the architect had wish-

ed to direct us Lo dig into and search within the monument,,” end wote from Ogburn,

Rogers says:"Read all that again if veu willi; it is marveleus detective stuff, Og~
burn, once in charge of the State Department's Vietnam Desk, also specialised in
inteiligence woxrk.,"

Mr, Rogers, cbviously objective, than interviews local people, the vicar,
diocesan authorities etc, on the difficulties that must be overcome, before even
& peek could be had on what's inside, if anvthing, Without exception, it is taken
~or gianted that it will be bitterly opposed ag every step by everybody, Shakespeare
blographers were questioned, Peter Quennell¥the sort of Joyty thing Amaricans coms
up with from tima to timey lvox Brown:"L think its nonsense, There's no other ex-
ample of this, is there?"Levi Fox, the Birthplace Trust Divactor, is seathing about
the doubters:1 think they are obsessed, It would be a complete waste of time,"
Rogers says Ogburn will try to get a hearing on a hdatition to have the Monument
examined, despite the f£earful odds, Lt is supposed that & 24 hour alert is in
effeet now, and once a figure looms up who might be the western Lochinvar, oxr Lone
Ranger, the word will go out to raise the drawbridge, let the portcullis fall,
and man the walls with the kettles of boiling pitch,




from S. Colum Gilfillan, Ph., B. V.P, and Trustee of cur Societv,

in 1971, at the suggestion of some of the staff of the Department of Edusation,
H.E.W., two ili~fated and fore~doomed applications were made on behalf of the
Society for a grant from N.I.H. to sssist in historical research in England on

bhe identity of the euthor of "Shakespeare's Works"., One of these had te be in

the form of an application for a Senior Fellowship for the Principal lavestigator,
In this case, this writer, Three references were required from academics, One of

the three given was Dx. Gilfillan., Owing to the press of time he had only one day

Lo prepare and mail his form. When I was sent & copy, I marvelled that he could nave
composed such an elequent one on less thaf twenty-four hours notice, He told me it
was easy, as all that he had to do was to turn Lo a biography he had prepared for
Socvivlogical Abstracts, at the request ¢ of fellow sociologists, which it had published
undet the Lible Ugly Dnckllng srgﬁan Song; and make a few extracts, Reference

to the scholari¥“Journal which prlnted the witty and entertaining autobiography
showed that this was indeed, the case. Scme of his observations were so terse, and
well-put, that they could and can be helpful to ail of us, in giving reasons for
dissatisfaction with the conventiomal attribution. Recently I sought, and obtained,
Dr. Gilfilian's permission to raprint excerpts for the bemefit of all of us, What
“GraOws 4o @ wyathesis of the two, omitting as far as possible, all personal refer-
ences to the writer, which however ill-deserved, were highly complimentary.

4

#The gauthorship of Shakespeare is the most important problem I know of, in the
non-material Humanitges field, The life of that author, or supposed author, is cone
stantly referred to, and has been written on, te the extent of 5 valumes in 1 series
by 1 author. Yet all he knew about it from reliable contemporary sources, he could
have put on ] page. The rest is all inferences from the wrilings, e.g. Lbat since
the plays were drawn from printed books requiring 3 languages to read, therefore
Shakespeare had presumably learned those 5 languages. Yet no contemporary evidence
about Wm. Shaksper of Stratford indicates he ever wenk Lo school. If he dig, it
could only have besn the school at Stratferd, and it only taught the 3R's and Latin.
In some way he learned to write his nsame, very badly, with 3 different spellings
of the surname in the 6 signatures, one of them'Shaxpel It iz clear f£rom the hun-

- dred or so facts known about him that he was an ignoramus and a money-grubbing boob,
incapable of writing anything except the verse on his tomb, which is doggerel, He
had some comnection with the Globe Theater Co., definitely not as a prominent actor,
and was apparently pald off by the Earl of Oxford, and sent back fto Stratford in

the late £390's, in the midst of the play's production. And, by the way, wé‘fﬁ%&tri-
cal accounts of payments to authors, about 5 pounds per play, but no payments men-
ticned Zfor sny Shakespeare play.

On the other hand, the whole life and character of the Batron of the company,
Edward de Vere, Earl of Oxford, corresponds to the last detail with the requirements
of the magnificent canon; contemporaries indicated he was the real author; he plant-
ad many clueg to this effect in the bexts, It is clear why he wrote under other's
namas, and many great writers and other Keen minds have perceived this truth, at
jeast as to the impossibility of that boodb of Stratford.

Thenr why has the worid nof accepied the truth, perceived at last as to Shaksper
for more than a century past? It has been for one big reason, which Mr., Horne may
demolisiy:

wu uave a great principle, which serves us well under countless occasions, though
it utterly fails us 4n one: to get the truth of a matter, consult an expert in that
field, and the more eminent, the better, Lf you have a medical question, ask a



physician, Bul suppose your medical question is; which is right, Medicine or

Christian Science? Lt will be perfectly useless Lo ask that guestion of either

U Lue espuiud, bhe physicjan or the G,8, Practitioner. Their answers are foreknown;

each has staked his life on one answer, though an opposite one, Therefore followw

ing, albeit a bit carelessly, that great habifual principle, everyone hearing

questionad the authorship of Shakespeare will ask: what do the experts say about ir,

the Shakespearsan schelars? Or if he could get to one, a professor of English Lite

erature, he might ask him, in effect:"Have you been devoting vour Life to the

grestest writer of Emglish, or to a boob whe could hardly write his own name, and i

didn't own & book when he died?" What answer can the Shakespearean scholar possibly !

return, according te the laws of Psychology, except to defend his own and Shaksper's

iife and honor? "0L course it was the illustrious Shakespeare who wrote the plays,

nene bui a few crackpots have ever thought otherwise!™ Grackpots? Were Oliver Wen-

dell Holmes, Emerson, Whittiey, Disraeli, Freud, Mark Twain, Dickens, Henry James,

Sismark and Galsworthy all crackpots? They all denied or doubted that Shaksper of

Stratford could have been thar great author, Writing before the discovery in 1921

ol %the real author¥ the Earl of Oxford, these illustrious men epuld nobt guess his

identity, but they knew at least two Lhings abeut the matter: that to be a great !

writer one must £irst be a great man; and that the life of Wm, Shaksper of Strat- X

fovd, as vecorded from cantemporary sogées, does not give one hint of greatness,

education, nor interest in public #or esthetic affairs, but gquite hhe contrary.

Nor wa¢ there any contemporary who knew him or claimed to, who said during his

lifetime that Shakspex had written anything, Bub there were contemporaries who in-

dicated guardedly that Oxford was the tiue author of the plays and sonnets, bub must

not be named as such, .
¥o whom then should we turn, to get the Exuth on this most importast piobLlem, i

the authorship of our grearest Literature? Obvicusiy to someone who has not staked

his life on one answer, and who should be a good judge of the evidence, The chief

experts on gvidence are lawyers; and a lawyer does not stake his whole life and hon-

OF on each case that he handles. S$o the chief supporters of Oxford v, Shaksper,

especially in Anerica, have been lawyers, Inciuding eminent lawyers, like Charlton

Ogburn,Sr., and Cloyd Laporte, both of Who's Who, and this lawyer Horre, Then having

sgeu e weasws 0f cogent evidence they provide, we may compare this with the lLittle \\

the Stratfordians offer, and draw our own conclusions., .

What could he(H.) find in England? What do lawyers habitually look for? Docu-
mentary prool, 1 sald before that the reason Shaksper has not, long spo, been con-
signed to the Necropolis of Nobodies is that following the great principle, Ask
the Authoritv, people bhave asked, and the Authority is not going to siyip himself
of his robe of honor and honoraria, But L should [urther explain, So far the only
prools for Oxford are circumstantial and statistical, This was peinted oub to me by
Prol, Wm. ¥, Qgburn, Pres, of the Am, Statistical Assn and brother of Charlton
Cyburn, Esq., our best authority ebove mentioned . statistical evidence is Like this:
If & man throws g 7 with 2 dice, that proves nothing whatever, But if he throws a 7
too often, that may prove plenty, With enough throws the proof mey approach certain
ty as closely as you please. Courts give guilty verdicts on sufflicient aggregations
of such circumstantial evidencies, none of which are comclusive in themselves, Yet
pecple al large do not know this, and say;"The evidence is only cirvumstantial, not
real proof! so we are not interested! There ig good hope that My, Hoxna may uncover ‘-
some documentdy evidence of conclusive character that will prove Oxfordts e¢ase to P
the whole impartial world, the greatest literary discovery of all tima, And avan :
if he does not accomplish this, he will probebly £ind some evidence of new and doos ;
umentary character, that will interest millions of the uncommitted, and promote tha
uitimate triumph of truth,t
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And who is S, Colum Gilfillan? His doctorate i$ in Sociology. He has been on the
faculty of five universities, has a familiarity with & half-dozen or more iabguages,
an internatbional scientifie reputation in more than one field, in fact might be
calied a polymath., Apumber of years ago he published a iarge work "The Sociology
of Invention" which MIT Press has recently reprinted. His recent'Supplement to
the Socivclogy of Invention;}'of equal length was published by the San Francisco
Press. Scientific articles such &3 YIinventiveness by Nation and Race" in Mankind
wueLiuksy, sauanvizonmental and Population Problems Reconsidered’in Technolopical
Forecasting and Social Change ~ recondite journals that the average man has probdly
nevex heard of— are read and commented on by brother scientists in separate fields,

Pe Is known to the layman through his discovery of the dysgenic lead poisoning
of the upper classes of the ancient Greeks and Romans. That the'Greeks and Romans®
had suffered much lead poisoning had been known to a handful of German toxicologists
for more than two centuries, from the ancient writings, but was almost universally
ignored, 4§ a curiosity of no known consequaence. Dr, G.'s finding that the well-to
-do Romans from about L350 B.G. onward, and deubtless the rich Greeks from a somewhat
eariler date, were highly lead poisoned by their food from lead, or lead-lined,pots,
and leadl glazed pottery, red wall-paint, face powder,etc, and were left almost childe
less, and often sick or dead, They were continually replaced by the ablest of the
poor, who in turn suffered the same consequences. Hence the notorious decay of an~
cient genius, culture, and progressiveness, declining into the night of the Paxk
Ages and Byzantine stagnation. Beside important scientific acceptance, with no ob-
jections, from half a dozen countriss, it has won vast popular notice in 5 succes-
sive waves of national newspaper and radio publicity, By, Gilfillan has made two
trips to what was the Roman Empire, the latest last year, coliscting samples of
bones of the rich and aristocratic, and also of the poor and the peasants, The
poer cooked in clay pots, and had no contact with luxuries of diet or housing,
When assayed, the bones of the rich showh high incidence of lead. The bones of the
pocr, practically none, Dr., &, feels now that he ought to devote the xest of his
iife, he i¢ about 83, to making a good book of "Rome's Rot's Reasons Reveaieg
( in lead poisoning and othex dysgenic factors}. \

Io top all this off, he isa fellow of infinite jest, of ebullient wit and

good humor, a royal good companion, and one whom I am proud to call my Zriend.
One other thing, Ip the 1972 list of firmancial supporters of our research program,
S. Colum Gilfillan's name, like Abou ben Adhem’s, leads all the rest,

FRAeiahe kR deiekek kekdek Ik dedok Sk ded ok doked Fodokodedoloio R feko b domhok Jodedefe ke doieR dede fodod dedk fekok dekek kkedekode bk dek ok

_Miscellaney and Addenda,

he

n the article by Byron Rogers in the London Telegraph, .ls unconsciously ine
flyenced by ambience and atmosphere surrounding the fulminations of the professional
Stratfordians., On the second page he saysi"There are three main pretenders to Shake-
speare. Oxford, Marlowe, and Bacon,"By"Shakespeare" surely he means the author of
the works, ¥hy not say:"Thare are four main pretenders toPShakespeare" . Wm. Shaksper
{or Stratford Will) Oxford, Mariowe, and Bacon"? Or, in the race for acknowledge~
ment of authorship, there is one outstanding favorite who has been number one at
prohibitive odds in the winter book for over three hundrad years viz; William, son
of John of Stratiord, and the field is way back, almost''nowhere”, in order of dates
of entry, Bacon, Marlowe, and Oxfoxd? But tha race is yet to be run, despite the
fact his backers c¢laim he is the winmer. What judge declared him the winner? When,
where? What was that judges authoritv? What was his time and speed vis a vis the
others? How did he qualify in these stakes?
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To date we have received three copies of the London Telegraph Magazine, one

ivom the U,5. and one each from friends in Essex and Somerset. The Telegraph Editor
ranged far and wide in his collection of background dats. For instance he found
that if anything of value was found in & tomb or grave, say & pearl necklace, ig
wouid not belong to heirs of the occupant, but to the incumbent, As seems inevitable,
in any article about Stratford doubters, mention has to be made of forgers and
viadmdints, Ylaexe was that wonderiul Mr, Rogers of Berkshird(mo relation, I trust)
#who in 1925 proclzimed to the world he had found a genuine Shakespeare manuseript,
The story expleded across the columns of the Englishk papers. But then as doubtfs be-
£2am "o creep in a few days later, he began to produce bits of plaster that he claimed
had fallen from Shakespeare's walls, and then on one wild afterncon, three hundred-
weight of Shakespeare'sifiraplace'! While not intended, this casnnot help but im-
piy, not guilt, but assinity by association, In fact a casual reader, with no know-
ledge of the facts, could well conclude this was Just another American aberration.
"Oxtord appeared in the 1920's, He was a nobleman, he wrote verses and the American
{sie)Thomas Looney{and Freud incidentally) plumped for him."(My italies), Mr,

Rogers brings in America in his last paragraph. "On the Stratford Town Clock, put

up by an American, they have cut Washington lyving's tribute. 'Ten Thousand honours
and Blessings on the Bard who has guklded the dull realities of life with innocent
allusions'™, But, how many of his and our readers know that this tribute appeared
in "The Sketch Book of Geoffrey Crayon, Cent,"{Londen 182031 1! Only much later did
lrving disclose he wrote undexr that pseudonym, '

o sk ook Ko e ok ek B Frkededede ook de e do ki devkeden g sk sodecleie ek e ok ek ek ook e skesheshonde e the ek evke e Fede e SFededode
More Mare's Nests from the Stratfordians,

Our friend Prof A.L. Rowse, to whom we have already paid our respects in a
previous News-letter, has.with his usual fiare for publicity and salfwexploitation,
had the"imes"of London and the L.A.'Times” falling over themselves lately
to tell their readers of his latest"great discovery." He has identified "The Dark
Lady" of the Sonnets! Found all about her in the notes of Simon Fogiman. the
daughter of an Englishman and married to an italian musician in Elizgbeth’s Gourt.
Or, in another version, she was half-Italian. Emilia Lanier, Rowse says she was
premiscous, and Shakespeare and Simon Forman himself, were members of the orchestra.
She now joins Mary Fitton, Jane Davenant, Anne Davenant, Lucy Negro,et al,who have
veen pusicively identified by other Stratfordian Authorities,

After preliminayy publicity, Rowse set a date for his announcement, or discovery,
and came up with Emilia Lanier, He says he will disclose the proof {n his hook to
cona out mext year,

We cpuld review it now, without seeing the Look. It will assay about 997 bunk,
iL.5,F., a quack, asktrologer, self-styled magician, and purveyer of love philtres
to the ladies of King James" Court(alsd reputed furnisher of the poison, to the i
conspirators, led by Lord Harry Howard, for the murder of Sir Thos. Overbuxy in the
FTower in 1613}, evir knev Shakespeare, he never said so, nor, as far as known, ever
mentioned his name. The names,Forman and Shakespeare,have had a spuriocus asscciation
since the middie of the 19th Century, when John Payne Collier got a friend {Black
or Blackwood?) to insert one of his forgeries"A Bocke of Plaies" between the leaves
of F's manuscript in the Bodlean. Then he later claimed to have discovered F.'s dee
seription of theee Shakespeara plays he had seen, Halliwelil was sugpicious of some
of Collier's alleged discoveries sround this time, but it femeined for Dr. Tannen-
baum in the 1930's and Sidney Race in the 1950's to complete the exposure. % doubt
if Rowse knows of this or cares. At the trial of the murderers in 1616, F.'s widow
(he died iﬁ;éll) produced the coplous notes he kept{possibly for blackmail) and they
proved spicy reading., See the D.N.B.
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_— CURLIOSA
Anno Domini 1610

IN AEIERNUM PRIAMAEVAE LABLS MEMORIAM,
STAY GENILE PASSENGER AND READE A SENTENCE THEE FROM YE DEAD
YF WIBHEDOME WEALTH HONOR OR HONESTY CHASYLIEY ZBEALE FATTH HOPE
OR CHARITY, LF UNIVERSAL LEARNLNG LANGUAGR LAW PURE PIETY
REL IGIONS REVEREND AWE FIRME FRLENDS, FAYRE ISSUE: IF AVIRIUOS
WLFE, & QUIED CONSC LIENCE A CONTENTED LIFETHE CLEARGIES PRAYERS
OR YE POORE MANS TEARES COULD HAVE LENT LENCHT TO MANS DETERMINED YEARS

SURE AS YE FATBWch FOR OUR FATE WIE FEARE PROUD DEATH HAD NEERE
ADVANCED TH1S TROPHIE HERE. IN IT BEKOLD THY DOOM THY TCOMBE PROVIDE
Sv, WILLIE GEE HAD ALL THESE PLEAS YEI DIED,

( Note., These are gold letters painted on slate, "YE" is the old English thorm ""¥"
standing foxr th with an ¢ above the iine, Some latters have been left out ang

inserted above with a cavet, Herd to raproduce on a typewriter, From a plaque

on the wall of York Minster Cathedrally Several years ago, L stopped off at York,

batween trains, returning to London from a visit to Mr, Looney's daughter in

Gateshead. I made a hurried salf-conductad tour of this greaf cathedral,dating back

to Roman times, but now undergoing extensive shoring up and strenghtening, much

of it blocked off by scaffolding. My main purpose of this visit was to see with

my own eyes the entry in the city minutes,the day after the Battle of Bosworth,

deploring the crued murder of our baloved and lawful king through great treason;

to the great grief of the entire city, Later, I had a vague recollection that 1

had seen on one of the outer walls of the Cathedral, out of the corner of my eye,

and at eye level,*The next year I went back to confirm this, but could not find if,

Fresh sections were blocked off now for construction work, so I was about £o conclude
that it was on one ol the now inaccessible walls, How L actually Lound it, makes

& good stoxy to tell which could be titled "The Curiocus Incident of the Dean's Wife."

A story to teil, but not worth typing put, and printing here,)

Why print tlp epltaph? There is an interesting postulate that the wording on
the Sgratfard grave and monument do not necessarily'prove® that William of Stratford
is"Shakespeare',that it was composed by Shakespeare himself, or selected and
approved by his family. On the other hand, may be conventional tombstone doggerel
of Jacobean era, or conceal hidden messages put in by third parsties, for a purpose.
I have seen a statement by Canon Rendall, a man of unimpeachable integrity, that
he had seen in a Londen churchyard, a slab over the grave of & child beginning:
"Good Friend fox Jesus sake forbear ete,”The name of the church was given, 1 tried
to confirm this, but the Canon wrote before the "Bilta#, I found there were no
more gravestones in the churchyard, but it hed now been paved over, It is possible
that the incumbent has records of the inscriptions, or that some Yold-timer''zexs
ton, or parishomer, might remember this, but 1 perscnalliy feel that I should de«
vote my time fo mattaers of higher priority, such as originai M8,

« *¥5tay gentle PRSSENLETeess

%
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More Curjosa
To the Reader,

ThisFig/ure that/ thou here/seest put/
it was/for gen/tle Shake/speare cut/
Wherein/the Gravveyr had/a strife/
with Nat/ure tofout-do/ the life/,
0 could/he but/have drawn/ his wit/
AS well/in brasse/ as he/hath hiv/
His face/: tha Brint/ would then/ surpasse/
Al},that/was d/ver writ/ in brasse,/
Bul since/ he can/not, Read/er iocke/
Not on/ his Pict/ure, but/his Booke,

B.z‘.

L am sure our readers have by now recognized the above as the lines of Ben
Jonson on the Droeshout Portrait in the First Folio.

Several yaars ago, one of our members, Mrs, Vern Measner of Cleveland, wrote
and asked if Charlotte Armstrong was a member of our Society, or did I know if
she was an Oxfordian. Also had I read her'Seven Seats to the Mosn'l She enclosed
an extract from the book including the above, The answer to hey thyee guestions
was in the negative., 1 did look up the book in the Library, read the extract and
the context., "Seven Seats to the Mpoont is semiasciencenfiction,semiwsuSPense story,
The main character, or hero, 15 a man referred te as #J¥, The time is modern,

In a4 pause in the narrative, "J" finds a note from his father, who seems to be
retired and living in the same city, asking him to drop in on him as he had some-
thing to show him, His fathey tells him that he has made a discovery, but is in
doubt as to whether it is hie duty, for txuth'sgake to make it publie, Or should
he withold it? From memery;it went something llke this,"Take the verses, divide
them into feet{two syllables}, "J% did so, Now, said his father pointing to the
sigrature, "B" is the second letter in the alphabep. iand J( in those times intes
changeablelmake the ninth lerte:, Nine and two add up to eleven, you will agree?
So count to the eleventh foot, Extract it. From that, count to the ninth foot foie
lowing. Extract it, count eleven more, Chen nind.""lt is noty his father mourned,
to be attacked as an improper cipher, Reason telis pe 50."%I*did as he had been
told to and read off the result, Ver had his wit, Ver wpit his Booke." Well, well,
J was impressed.(This 15 the last of this. The story goes an to a finish, The
father is never mentionesd agaln, nor is the cipheri)

I loocked up Miss Amstrong's address-in California~ senst it to Mrs, Messner,
suggesting that she might want to write her about it. I plahned to write her my-
gall, inquiring 1f that was her ¢ipher, or had she found it somewhere, 1f she was
ai Urioralai eley and, Lf she would permit me to print it for the benefit of ocur
readers, Just about this time, I saw in a letter f£xrom Mr, Gordon Cyr, a reference
Lo "the late Charlotte krmstrﬁggrﬂ -

Yow, my ignorance of an [BTasp of, cryptology and cinhers and codes, is nYom
found, L1 can only wonder at thé ingenuity of those who compose them, as well as
those who de-cipher, I do not know the difference between s Proper and lmproper
cipher, though I surmise a¥proper cipheris one,that if the key is given to A,

B. GC. D. E. ete, each will read the message the same way, While all but the most
be-sotted Siratfordians recogndze that these lines are full of double«talk, double-
and socus.entendrey enigmas,ete, { feel that .8, was not placed at the bpttom as

a key but are the Lnitials of Ben Jonson, whouse initials had the alphabetical num-

cerical value from the day he was christened . 2 and nine do make ll, also 29 and

18, HNeverthe~lesy Miss'has a cipher using 2 and nine four Limes, which makes an
inteliigible message which sounds good to Oxfordians. Let's see others take any
numbers and lettees and get something half as intelligible,
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BOOK REVIEM,

OXFORD and HLS ELIZABETHAN LADLES. By Eleanor Brewster. 270 Pages 13 Tllustrations
$5.95 Dorrance & Co., Philadeiphia, Pa.

This second book by Miss Brewster of Hartford, Comn,~-her first:Oaford, Courtier
to the Queen--is a welcome addition to Oxforvdiana, and & pleasure %o xead, Lt is
a new approach to the Oxford story, which should, and does, appeal to people who
have barely heard of him, but cannot help but be intrigued by the fascipating details
of the lives and characters of his mother, sister, wife, Queen, mistress,second wife,
and his three daughters, The inter-relationship of esch with Oxford, and the citing
of passages from "Shakespeare® which may reflect these reiationships, plus Miss Brew-
ster's easy and felicitous style, make up & wook that most Oxfordisns will wanf to
buy, and can safely zecommend or lend to their friends.,

Miss Brewster does not affect a pedantry, or claim to have made a new discovery
of fact or document, but never-the~less, her research has been extensive, and many
of the details about the women, especially those in the wili of the second Countess,
and Anne Vavasour, will be new to all but a few Oxford scholars and researchers.
There are 12 illustrations, plus & frontspiece, Some of these are photographs taken
by the author. In particular, the reproduction of Hilliard's ministure of the Earl
of Oxford, has never been raproduced in any Oxford book before this, as far as this
ediftor knows. He ran across it in a book on Hilliard and Oliver, which stated it was
now at Montague House". The face looked so chubby, that we assumed it was mis-lab-
elled, and was really of the 18th Eari. However, Mlss Brewster identifies it as the
property of the Duke of Buccleugh, who gave hfr permission to use it. Whether the
Duke of Byccleugh owns Montague House now, or npot, is unknown to us, but the miniaw
ture is the same; and clearly painted cn it is "Earl of Oxford 1588," In 1388 there
was but one Earl of Oxford, and he, Edward de Vere, 17th Barl, Miss Brewster's
speculabion and explanation are persuasive,

There are some ERRATA and "typos' in the buok, mogt of which could come from
careless editing, and slack proof-reading and corrections by the publisher. These
however, are Lrivis, and will be unnoticed by 987 of the readers, Now: a wovd to
the 2%: Don't write me, or instigate some stooge to wrilte me, and ask if I noticed
fthis and that"? Yes, I did, Another mild criticism is that there may be an excess
of foot-notes, undoubtedly due to the author's modesty and over-generosity to others
who have preceded her in copying citations from public records, which are in the
public domain, and the private property of no one, Again;: a good and readable book.
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What to leook for in 1973 News-lLetters,

1. ¥Was not Oxford for many years Queen Elizabeth's "Henry Kissinger", sans
¥hite House propagands and "Madison Avenue" Ballvhoo?

2/Additional Documentary Evidence that Elizabeth's Courtiers and literate Londoners
habitualliy referrfed to Oxford as the Lord Chamberisin, not by his full, tormal
titie, and that theatrical references to the "“Lord Chamberlain's Company" had
nothing to do with either of the Lord Hunsdons.{Note Mr., C.¥, Barrell first
noticed this years ago, but now Society's researchers have new corroborative proofl

3. While it is recogaized that promotion and protection of the "Stratford Myth" is
"hig business™ in Britain, is it not a facht that, in terms of money, it is bigger
in the U.8., and better organited?

4, What was Shakespeare's source of Mark Antony's speech over Caesarfs body?
Mot Plutarch, as is generally assumed; for neither in Greek, or Latin, French,
or English translations are there words of the speech, just a reference that
Mark Antony made one.

Shakespeare Oxford Saciety, inc
by Richard ¢, Horne, Jr, President

e s
R N T TN T I T

¥



L anm

7& _Slw&édpeare Oxford | Seciety

Aubumn 1973

918 "F' Sh, N.W., Room 812 Washington, D.C., 20004
1 1 ¥ X

Deat Fellow Membars Shakespeare Oxford Society:

While our irregular communications
Lo members are conventionally referred as News-Lettars, the naws part is usvally nom-
insl, but not so in this ona, While not exclusive, nor a “beat’, the following eovers
an event relating £o “Shakespeare''that readers relying on the"London Times",* New York
TimesY "Washington Posty, "Time", TV Network news, and how many others of which
have no idea, are still in blissful ignorance, though over a month has gone by, {News~
weal'' was left out inadvertently.) If ocur readers will permit, of at least show a litw
tle tolerante towards a yileldiag to temptation, we will, for the nonce, lay aside the
mantie and style of Clympian objectivity, and dignified and dispassinnate discussion
which has distinguished yeur scholarly(?) journal in the past, and report this in what
we Americans call "newspaper style”. and our British friends "journalese,”

MONUMENT MANUSCRIPT MYSTERY NOW Mo0T,
SHADY SHENANIGANS AT STRATFORD on AVON,

(A firstehand and first person account from our special international correspondant
in Washington D,C.)}  Oct, 4, This moxning, the office radio was turnad on laLw,
with dial set at 1500 WIOP, the “ajl-news M station in Washington, affiliated with L3,
which was going to broadeast "ifve testimony before the Senate Wataerpate Comm. on
"dirty tricks” used on opponents in 1972, At 10 a:M:, the announcer said: We now take
you direct to the hearing ruom in the Senate Office Building, Justthen a caller came
in, and 1 ieft my desk to-greet him, Across the room, out of the "corner of my ear,
L heard faint scunds of a news dispateh: disjointed words such as Thieves, Vandals,
No hollow space was found, Behind the statue or the base, Shakespeare, Nothing to be
found, No manuscripts, Not much damage, only a crack in the base., A few seconds later,
familiar voices from the Watergate Comm, I assumed that what I had imperfectly heard
was from something dated Stratford on Avon England, clicked out on the news-ticker,
which someone in the news office of WIOP, had tern off and read to £ill a few seconds
of what might be "duwad air” in the transfer Lrom the studio, to the hearisy yoom, and
that 1t would be surely repeated at the next news summary at station kreaks, and
cursent news re-caps three or lour Lime an hour, as was this station's wont, when covw
ering hearings such as this, Re-caps cams at L0: LS and 10:30, No Stratford, no Shake-
spear.
Sameone bas sald that Ysell-presezvabion is Che first law of nature", so my next
action must have been a conditioned mobor rellex, To establish an alibi, proving I
was nowhere near Holy Trinity Church, Stratlord-upon-Avon , at the time of the crime
and sacrilepe of the shrine, seemed Lo be of prime importance, What belter witnesses
of this defense, than the stalf of the Folger Shakespeare Library? An institution which,
for a period of twenty years, had been i elfect, if not de jure, a de facto, cutpok,
oly and a pro-consulship lor, the business interosts of the Stratford H8hakespeare
Birthplace Frusg', with its promotivn ol the Aubrey-Stratfordian Attribution of Author«
ship. L dianlied the Folguer, and asked for Dr. Haordison, the pfresent Diresctor, identi«
Lying mysell, { was told he wos in a mecblog, and unavailable for an hour or so. When
L asked to be switched to s Senier stalf-member, a {riend, I found the staff-member
wiis nol in that day, L Lhen got Dr. Hardison's secretary, asked if they knew of the
Monumunt busincss, Lound thnb they had not heard of it, 1 then dictated a few lines
covering vaBt 1 had heard on the radio. She sald she would type it up, and give it
to Dr. Hardison at bhe first uppoetunity, I I learred more I was to let them know,

o



L next called. the residence of my fricnd at Folger, Lold the news of the morumentts
vioiation, and in a half-serious, half-tongue~in-chaek cenvarsation, was promised that
my voice was recognized, that o memo would be made that about 10:30 a.m. Oct. 4, 1973
I was in Washington D,C; 'and that in the event of my baing charged by the Stratford ‘
Birthplace Trust or any of its members with participatioen in, or complicity, in the
outrage, such testimony would be avallable, That calling back to my office, to verify
that my call originatad there and was not long distance Lrom Enpland was not nocessary,

Immediately alter I hung up, 1 dialled Mr, Ouburn's residence in nearby Vigpinia, to
tell him the news, and recommend that he establish his alibi also., No answer than, noy
to five other calls at one hour irtervals,(Ed, Note, The ahbove does sound farc al, and
ridiculous, and of course I never thought I was in real danger; but; that Dy, Levi Fox,
of $.5,B.T. would make such a charge, or at least the infhation, 1s not as preposiers
ous as it sounds, For, when several years ago therB was ' fire at™Anne Hathaway's Cote
tage" of suspicious origin, this same Dr, Fox gave out statements to the papers that
the Anti-Shakespeareans were suspected of responsibiligy, if not direct, then indi.
rectly; or, at the least, by creating an atmoSphere of impiety, and agnosticism, that
could incite others to such a crime, Later, it was found that the fire had baen started
by a farm hand, ox agricultural laborer, who had a row with his girl, who wanted to
Hshow her, and attract attention to himself(somewhat like Bremer in Milwvaukee), He
was convicted and given a substantial sentence, I must confess that I did indulge in
an anticipatory grin at the contemplation of theegg on.his face" of Br, Fox, if he
should make the insinuation again, and find my alibi, only to find that I had an
alihi from the Folger,) :

listened religiously to the radio newscasts every half-hour all day; still no ment-
ion of the Monument, About 4ip.m, Mrs, Ogburn answered the phone! had been oub mmdk
most of the day, Charlton is out of town, but flying back to day.”Not from Enpland? it
No, out West, He's going to phone me shortly, when he will arrive, When he does tell
him to establish some proof where he was today, Lor someSHas broken into fioly Trinity
Church at Stratford, pulled the monument down [rom the wall and found there were no
follow spaces behind the bust nor the base, and no manuscripts, 1 heard it this morning
at Ten oni the radie, but nothing sinece, Mr, Opgburn phoned me around siz, I told him
what L had heard, but that there had bees nothing more on the radio since. He was shock-
ad and indignant, but not in the mood for any lavity or jocesity about alibis, Said
he had had some correspondence with Mr, Lowther. We both agreed that there would probe
ably further details on the Networks News Hours, possibly pictures by satelliite, and
surely full coverage in tomorrow's Washington Post, Said he would try to get in touch
with Mr, Lowther, to see what he knew of this, and we agreed to keep each other inform-
ed, Meanwhile, i found myself growing mote and more uncasy and doubtful, not exactly
about my sanity, bul perhaps I had been hearing voices, like Joan of Are, or had begun
to rise up at the voice of the bird, When the s«7p,m, T _V newscasts came and went with
plenty of nothing on this; noneplussed is nob the word., The Star-News was delivered te
us late that evening, and I breathed an audible sigh of roiief to find & brief "hox"
on the inside pages dated Stratford with a line or two of hard news and more Lines &
of re~write and editorial padding, bub it did confirm that the monument was down and
no hollow spaces or scrolls(?), :

Next morning, not a word in the Washinglon Post, Mr, Ogburn told me he had finally
reached Mr, Lowther at his home in Connecticubt about eleven at night: that he had
indeed heard about it from others, was trying to get more details, and perhaps might
be asked to appear on a T_V program, Mr, O, said he thought he was a newscaster for
radio on some network., We were both surprised that there was nothing in the'Post but
hod no doubt that would be full coverage in the New York Times, by Sunday anyhow, and N
surely we would se¢ the full story with pictures in the next issues of 'Fime“and MNewswoeks
Also that I would be hearing from [rlend: and connections in England on this,

L got one clipping Lrom our Asst. Secretary in Braintree, Essex; My, HJW, Patience,

and one from the Philadelphia Inquirer, the wmost detailed, sent by Mr. Craig Huston,

Jee next page,




Washington Star-News, Ocly 4, Le73.BUST OF BARD BROKEN AT TOMB, Stralford on Avon.
England. (AP)TKieves broke lato Lhe parish church where William Shakespeare is hurled
and. ripped down a bust of the bard, apparently in cuest of a seroll believed to cone
tain an unpublished play.{Par.) The intruders slightly damaged the heavy 340 yvear-
old sculpture &s they ripped it from Lhe wall, 'They then cracked the base,

"1t's pgoing to be & tricky, intricate and expensive Job to put the monument back,,
but I believe it can be done," said Dr, Levi Fox, director of the Shakespeare Birthe
place Trust.(Par.,) A week ago John Lowther, an American broadcaster, claimed to have
decoded the inscription under the sculpture, consisting of several lines of Latin
and some Shakespearean verse, He sald the message was:'"Within this monument Shakew
speare leaves aught but pages that he hath writ,"(Par,) The intruders apparently
were looking for a secret cavity that might contain those pages.

~Hally Mail (London) Oct.5, 1973, RAIDERS BRFAK INIO GHURCH FOR SHAKESPEARE'S SECRET,
Vandals, believed to be looking for secret Shakespaare manuscripts, have broken into
the bard'd monument in Stratford-upon~Avon parish church, They got into the chuxch
early yesterday, and tore the bust from the north wall above his grave, Police said
yesterday! " There is no cavity in which anything could be hidden., Thare must have
been more than one man to lift down the heavy bust to get at the wall behind,”

An American broadcaster is claiming to have found a new clue to the whereabouts of
the manuscripts in code in an inseription under the bust., He said it suggested that
the documents were hidden in the stonework behind the monument, Police Suparintend-
ent George Jackson, head of the Stratford police said yesterday: "There is no doubt
this was an effort to find the scrolls, but there is no space and there are no scroll.y
Church staff found the bust undamsged on an altar table beneath the monument, Church
authorities have always refused requests for a search of the grave itself from peo=
ple trying to disgrov%?hakespeare‘s authorship of his plays.

Ehiladelphia Inguirer, Oct, 5, 1973, INTRUDERS SHIST BUST OF THE BARD, From our wire
services, {UPL. Kve bean told) Stratford-on-Avon, England: A gang of intruders re-
moved & historic bust of William Shakespeare from its resting placa above the bard's
tomb, police said Thursday, They got nothing for their effort, but laid to rast yet
another theory in the greatest literary mystery of all Lime.?A police spokesman said
the intruders broke inte the Holy Trinity Church on Tuesday and removed the marble
bust and its plinth, or base, causpng supexficial damage to the historic art work,

It was left in the church /"It was obviously a searcds fgr something", the spokesman
daid./"They were not vandals, They Look cxtreme care, They took down the buste- it
is so heavy that three large detectives had to pick it up again,snd they had a desl
of difficulty= and removed part of the plinth to see if it was hollow, It was not,®
The intvuders presumably wero searching for manuscripts of the great slays that are
now knownt as Shakespeare's work, As fer as has been determined, no sueh manuseripts
exist./ But Jobn Lowther, a Washington journalist and broadcaster, claimed last week
that e had devoded the ioseriplion usder the bust in such a way as to indicate that
the bust itsell hid Shakespeara's own hand-wribten texbs of his plays. According to
the experts, that theory has now been shot down.,? Lowther said the inscription under
the sculpture consisted of saveral lines of Latin and some Shakespearean verse, He
said the message was: "Within this monument Shakespeare leaves aught bub pages that
he hath writ."/ "1its going to be & tricky, intricate and expensive lob to put the
monument back, but 1 believe it can be donel said Dr. Levi Fox, director of the Shake-
speare Birthplace Trust,/ The intrudesrs apparently were looking for a secret cavity
Chat might contain those pages, But they found nothing, Police Chief Gecrge Jackson
said, adding that the “tidy-minded and considerate® intoadergswept up before thew left,
The scylpture of Shakespeare with a quill pen in his hand was installed ten feet £rom
Nis grave 14 years after he died in 1616,
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Our members will remember that in our last News-Lettar we publishad
a replica of the flyer that is now furnished visitors to Holy Trinity Church
at Stratiord aftex they have paid the two shilling fae to get a cioser view
of tha "grave! and “monumsnt”, and promised more on that subject in the next
News-Leltexr, The writer has made three trips to Stratford=on-Avon. The first
on his own te get a view of the scens and activities there at First hand, and
the other twe in the interests of the Society and some of its members., While
no memd. T of our Soclety, as far as known, believes the Stratford worthy was
the author of the plays and poams of Shake-speare, nevertheless the propaganda
put oul by the members of the Birthplace Trust does affect us, indirectiy and
adversely, Some of our best and clearest thinkers, blessed with imaginative and
anelytical minds, plus some romanticists, feel rthat there may be manuscripbs,
documents, or a clue, or a “something” concealed somewhere in the Emonuhents
that would throw lignt on the authorship, The theory is that the “monument®
was caused to be carved and srected, with its enigmatic inscriptions in Latin
and English, by those who wers responsible for the publication of the First
Folio, and the layers of the grounds for the “Stratford Hoax*, This writer who,
for the sake of brevity, and to protect the innocent, will hereinafter*referred *he
to in the first person, does not for a minute believe Shaksper's family had any-
thing whatever to do with the "monument®, or could read the inscriptions thereon;,
will go aleong with this, and also concede that there is a remote possibility

there mey have been at one time documents placed inside if thare
A8 or was e hollow space im it; bul that thars is anything in it now, is negative
ed by its history of being reconstructed, handled, and altersd over the years.
Nor do 1 believe the effigy we now see was in or on the original monument Sketche
ed by Dugdaie cirga 1632. The theory that something might now be found hidden
therein, is based on the premise that the structdire, or "Whatsit® on the top
that bears the coat of arms, is a holloew box, not a solid stone. Lt could weli
be eithex, but outsiders are not aliowed cloge enough to form a worthwhile op-
inion, it ssems a reasonable assumption that if anything was ever inside and
found to support the Stratford business, we would have heard of it long ago. LE
there was anything that could hurt or harm that business, it would have been
destzoyed by its custodians at once. While the church authorities have the final
54y as Lo permission to examine or take down the Ymonument®, the commerciakl inte
erest of the Birthplace Trustees, and now Holy Trinity's own interest in raising
about & haif-million dollars for the ¥Shrinme' would, and do,.preclude the re.
motesi possibility of such permission being granted,

Now my speculation and belief that there is nothing in the “monumant®
now, bearing on the authorship, could be completely erroneous, and the others,right.
But we are faced with an Lmpasse, My principal interest now, and for the past
several years, hos been that of trying to locate oviginal documents that could
furnish proof of what we believe, in thatb attempt any educated and informed specs
ulation as to likely places to look would be most helpful, and some might even
be inspired. But as long as some clung to the belief that opening the "monument"
should come first,before attention was turned to other possibilities, these
good minds on this phase were idiing in neutral and getting nowhere., L wanted
to engage the gears for forward motfon. Would there be a way of finding out, one
way or another, without taking it down, and perhaps even at the inikitive of the
Vicar? My sole motive was to liberate potentially productive specuf&tion that
wag now lying fallow, Mr., Calvin Hoffman (Marlovian) and Mr, Francis Carr{bacofis
ian) as well as others not tabulated,were gatting personal publicity by various
schemes to force digging up and opening up, which were met with constantly hard-
ening and resentful resistance from the Authorities, though mischievously urged

on by the FPress,
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A&&itiunnl Reles on Lhe "Monumenl Mysteryt,

a7 Ahe reprints of the clippings summarize aboul all that is known over here, despitoe
~LEEYS and telephone calls to Lrlends in England and officials in Sfratford., LU is
confirmed that there was no mention in the "Ilhues™, that the Tedgraph had a bricd item,

as did the CGuardian, but nothing not contnined in our clippings. No comment or Lollow-up,
there or in the U,8, The outbreak of war in the Near East on Oct, 6th could account for
this being dropped a5 a news stery, on both sides ol the ocean, Aphone call to the Mutual
Broadcasting Ageney, inquiring &s to where Mr, Lowther could be tesched, evoked the in-
formation that they bad no Mr. Lowther, and never heard of nim, I was pronouncing the

name with a short o as in how. 1 persisted and tried further identification, That sounds
Like Mr, Luther, He is not working out of the Washington office, but from New York.

The yeoung lady switvhed me fo thes manager, wha said they had nothing further on the story,
but that Reuters News Agesncy, had a complete {ile on it, He gave me the name and number
of the head Reubters man in Washington, who was a friend of his: and I could mention his name,
As the office was only three or four blocks away, 1 decided to go in person, I found that
the only interest there was in a story about someone who said he had deciphered an ine
scription on the Shakespeare Monument, brought up at s penel discussion he had attended.
Seeing it had an English angle, he included it in his daily news summary Service, Had

not heard any more, and did not know Monument was off the wall, It turns out that the

name is''Louther", with a long u, ss in Martin,

t is no wonder the story is ignored in Washington by copy desks and re-write men,

A bust or monument down from a wall in England? So what? A dozen or more well known and
ranking Humpty Dumpties ave teetering on the walls here, once they faii ofEf, it is hardiy
news any more, Nor does the clattering on the stony streets, of all the Kings horses,

and all the King's men in the futile attempts to put them together again, cause more than
an occasional turned head,

oo In England the copy-writers exhibit equal ignorance and /or indifference as tp pos-

r ‘ble news value, or interest to readers, That there has been a contreversy about and
.~ournd this "Monument" for over two centuries, that there ave no known M58 of "Shakespeare's
Works', or that [or the last ten venrs there has been activity to see if there were MSS
or & messape or clues Ln postulatedholiow-wpacen therein: the latest Featured in a two
pope drbticic n Lhe "Eeolegraph®, thol  Lhere was vionlent and hostile opposltion on ghe
part of ail comserelnl Lotoerests L Stoebdecd, Lo oy uxaminablon, scens clther unknown
of Lorpolion, or that Lo Elizobuthnu Lhacs wrilers did sab gse Yserolis™(a la Dead Sen)
bul Locyw shedls of paper, or blank sheets bound- Logether in book form, The nub, or gist,
of the story is Lhat a named Amerlean, a Low wooeks ngo, clafwed to bave found & ciue that
pointed to something in the Monuwment; that when Lhis story teached Britain, unknown “thievos
or vandals' broke into the church, tore the monument £rom the wall, but failed to find

any tressure, because there was no hollow space in bust or plinth below,

"Curicvuser and curiouser is what somw of us were calling the situation and
dearth of pews over here, and one of our correspondents from England, alsc quoted Lewis
Carroll in commenting on the news"tlackout" in Stratford., For what it is worth, I offer
the following hypothesis for consideration:

10 There were no thieves or vandals,2) There was no crime of breaking and entry or mal-
icious destruction of property ete, 3} That the bust was teken down from the wall, for
purposes of examination, dnd to put an end to unseemly controversy, by persons who had
a legal right of custody of it, 4) That the Police Supt, soon discovered, or was assured
of ,this} by the church authorities, or someone on their behalf, in confidence., $) That
Dr. Levi Fox and his trustees had nothing to do with it, I.E,; the removal, nor any
right or responsibility for putting it back, but was making a characteristie grab for O,P,M,
(obher peoples money),

« Orie of the strong polnts of this hypothesis is the Vicar's statement in the daytime,
a curous incident, But the Vicar made no statoment in the daytimel That's the curious
= 1w idcent,

P
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IHE LORD CHAMBERLAIN'S COMPANY OF ELAYERS,

In our last NeL members weras told that they couid look for HAdditional nggumnn§-'
axry Zvidence that Elizabeth's Courtiers and literate Londoners habitually referred to
Oxford as the Lord Chambarlain, not by his full, formal title, and that thaatriesl

- raferences to the "Lord Ghambarlain's Company' had nothing to do with aither of the

Lord Hunsdons.{Note, Mr., C.W, Barreil first noticed this years ago, but now Soclety's
researchers have new corroborative proof.) In England this summer, additional evidesae
was found in the public vecords that the Cecils, father and son, habitually referred
to him, publicly, and in private cerrespondence, by the shore titie, not son~in~-law,
or brotherwin-law, nor Lord Oxford, nor Eari of Oxford, so did their connections and
correspondents, This also applied to official jomrnals, such as Dewes, ete, Altogether,
it can safely be concluded, that with the exceptions wh_en the reference was to his
exercising of his largely ceremonial duties as Lord Great Chamberlain, the short title
was the rule, rather than the éxcaption, Also new facts{to me at least) that tended
to show that there were physical impediments that tended to negate the idea thatistL.H,
had any comnection with running, supporting)cr mansging this famous company in the
1590%s and the turn of the century. Nor was there any indfcation that his successor,
the Puritan Lord Cobham, and his suceessor as Lord Chamberlain of the Househo ld{up-
stairs)George Hunsdon, 2nd Lord Hunsdon, had either the health, temperament, or in-
¢lination to mix in with stage alfairs, quite the contrary.
On my return in July, I found g letter from Mr, Gordon €. Cyr, a Trustee and

V.2, of the Society, received in June, which my assocfate had notified me had been
received in June, but did not think required forwarding by air mail, & quote:inter alia:
“"Before burdening you with my opinions about Mr, Knight's ratiocinative processes, :
there is one piece of information 1 wanted to pass on to you for some time, I fear it
puts somewhat of a crimp on Mr. Barrell's hypothesis that Oxford was the Lord Chamber-
lain referred to as the patron of that particular company. In the book William Shake-
Speaze, Vol I, of E.K. Chambers, there Appears on page 321, in a record of perfom=-
ances beitween 1594 and 1616 of contemporaneocus date, the following:

1585-1596, Court (Richmond),

December 26,27,28; Jan 6,Feb. 22, John Hemynge and George Bryan servagntes

to the late Lord Chamberlayne and now servauntes to tha Lorde Hunsdon,

(This was discovered by Mrs, Cyr after much painstaking researchi) ‘
in brackets, Chambers adds that "the'new? refers to the date of the warrant, 2l Dec,
1396" This date together with the word"late" in describing the "Lorde Chamberlayner,
can only refer to the First Lord Hunsdon, and since Hemyrge was a member of the Lord
Chamberlain's players, the refercnce clearly seems to settle the matter in favor of
the orthodox and against Barrell, However, the document also seems to indicate one
error in the orthodox reasoning: just because the Second Lord Hunsdon was tardy in
receiving the title of Lord Chamberlain, there seems to be no evidence that Cobham
had anything to do with the players. The evidence seems to indicate that the patrog-
age passed directly to the second Lord Hunsdon, regardless of the interpolation of
Cobham in this office,
I realize, of course, that Oxford could have been the'patron behind the scenagy
80 to speak, but more proof is needed to meke that*stick(*idea)m- at least, more than
an endless multiplication of contemporary references to Oxford by the shorter title of
“Lord Chamberlaini¢And if this hypothesis be correct, the secrecy that envelops the
writing of Shakespeare's works indeed extends to the patronage of "hign company .
{End. quote frxom Dr. Cyr's letter,)

The logic and reasoning in the sbove seemed toYas to ha impegeable, and the conclu~
sion in the last paragraph so sound, that it was decided¥toy the additionsl notes aside,
(*lay) give this fatter a low priority, put it on the backeburner as it wera, and
turn to more timely topics on which we had surer proof,
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Llater, when checking on another matker in the L£iles of the Shakespeare Folliow-
ship Quarterly, I ran across an avticle My, Barrell had published over twenty-Five
years apc, which had o piece of baxd evidence, first-hand and documented, delinitc-
ly identifying Oxfoxd as patron of the Lamous lord Chamborlain's Company in 1309,

Had the record published by E,K, Chambars-- an honest and honormble mane- and cited
by Prof, Cyr, really settled the maliox? Further scrubiny of this showed no pavment
sum, as i5 usual, A foot-note reforred the reader to Chamberst YThe Elizabethan
Stege” Vol LV, Avpendix pg, L04-3, The item there shows, in addition: "D.A. 543 ml.i2,
B30, {(Filty poundg), A8 actors in Chose days lived precaviously, in perpetual perii
from plague and Puritan, the latter the more deadly, it seemed unlikely they could
wa it a year for payment fur a perfommance, Some high-class and difficule detective
work, developed that the records Chambers lLists--bhough that are now avaliable--

. are not original first-hand entries ol a paymaster of current payments for per-
formances given before the Queen, but rather abstracts of audits which were made ap-
parently once a year for her Majesty, of expenditure of funds by her household officers,
The *D,A." is an abbreviastion of Domestic and either audit or abstract, The audit was
once a veatr, The abstraet could have bacan made the following yedr, or Cen years, or
an hundred years later by persons unknown, What wé actually have here is gvidence
tiak, in the unknown abstracter’s opinion, Hemynge-and Bryan were servants of the First
Lord Hunsdon, and later of his son George, Il Loxd, H, Whether he knew this of his own
Knewledpge, or that it was a natural assumptlion, dis a matter for speculation or conject-
ure, So,also, is why the abstracter felbt it desirable to add the editorial comment, or
whom it was supposed to inform or enlighten, Surely the Queen and her household officers
knew who was Lord Chamberiain Mat Lhis point in time?, and if is doubkful if, in a
fisca)l matter, John Hemynge needed further identification, However, on the other hand,
it is harcd to think of a reason Lo suspect this as nobt genuine, or a motive for forgery
by & person,or persons,unknown, 1 confess that to me, a small cloud of suspicion, no
larger than a man's hand, seemed to lovm upen the horizon, when 1 noticed that immed-
iately preceding this item--which is DA, 543 —was D,A,542, 1594.5, DLA,.542 is the

famous, or notorious, entry "To Willam Kempe, Willam Shakespeare, and Richard Burbage,
servants to the Lorxd Chamb’'leyne, for performing piays befors the Queen on 5t, Stafn’'s

-Dayand Innocents Day 1534,b20(20 pounds), This is the paly eatry oy record, during

the lifetime of Stratford Will, in the Court, or London, or the provinces , mentiornh ing
the rmme of William Shakespeare as a person in connechlon with the thestre, and even
then, not as an actor, bulamswy payeed,who were almost iavariably, shareholders in

the debling company, though some did have a dusl role in the orgaenization,

It Le welleknows to the [(wlormed thal Lhis "entry'" has an sncient and fish-like
smell, in koown to be false b respect Lo time, dates of performances, and in amounts,
Fhe actunl paymenis Lor the two performances, on dates other than given, by the com-
puny, added up to 24 pounds,l8 shillings, pot 20 pounds as listed. It was an attempt
by the Countess of Svuthampton, to account {vr o shortage in the accounts of her dead
husband, Sit, Thos.Heneage, Treasurer of the Chamber, which Blizabeth claimed she had
foundy and wrote the widow a pre-emptory note ordering her to make it good, or come
up forthwith with o satisfactory explanation, Why the Countess salted in the name of
Shakespeare as o payecythat is, iE she did, and it is not a forgery by somebody else
at some other time,»is ancther matter Eor speculation, Lf you axe not familiar with
this, detalls can be found in Dorothy and Charlton Ogburn's *This Star of England”,
Durothy and Charlton Jr's YShakespeare, the Man behind the Name", Also in Charlton
Jrs. booklet "Shakespeare and the Man of Stratford”®, & copy of which has .been sent
te all of our members, Our old friend"guilt by association”, aided and abetted by
juxtaponsition, were enocugh teo glert any agnostic researcher, certainly this Oxfoxdian,
and stimulate & searching inquiry into No. 543, with the resulbs.described above.




From' the above, and other data examined, but not iisted, 1 bave remched the tenta~
tive conclusiens below, which are submitted as suggestions for our readers tc conw

sidexr, and comment upon if they wish, This despite what the learned doctors, and *Shake-
Sperean Authorities" have been writing and teaching us for many years,

A, Thet the Lord CHamberlain of H.Ms Household, whose duties included among others,
providiig entertainment for tha Courtg when he selected stage companies to give
performances at an agreed reward or fee, they were paid thiz sum by the Treasurer of
the Household at the direction of, o¢ on the warrant of, the Lord Chamberlain,

B. That payments wers made to one designee, or shareholder, for each performance:
noL to twe or three payees at & time, aAssuming A,B, & G, as pavess; A, for one show,

: for another, and maybe C,for & third, At the end of the year, assuming four or more
performances had been given snd the company paid each time, the audit or abstract would
;aad ”go A,B, &fc. of the Ld Chambarldains Players, or to ¥, &2 of the lLord Admiral's

O« & iump sum foxr the year, which was the total of the se 5]

Cs That from around 1595 to 1603 there wers two leadingp%ﬁgggrggz?agg;pazigsSglggfnds.
ing abt Court, at the London Theatres, the two Universities, and sometimes the provinces,

_These were the Lord Chamberlain's and the Lord Admiral‘s. That when the first company
was referred to as the Lord Chamberlain's, or The Loxd Chamberiain,his servants, the
actors, the Courg, the “insiders!. or thos in-the-know, knew it was Oxford’s, That
othars, perhaps the majoxity, could assume it meant the 1d.Chamb, of the Househoid,
particularly as it was known he had much to do with theatrieal affairs in his office,

Shakespeare’s Jester—Oxford’s Servant
By Asaanam Fripman

v Snagpserane's First Folio, wnder the vaption af "The Nanes of the Principall Actors in alt of
these Playes” appears the name of Roheart Annin, From varivus sources, including his own published
twritings, Armin is known to have brei nne uf the unistanding comedians of ihe period. Beginning as a
protage of the famous fick Turlewsn some fon yeurs hefare the death of that low comedy genius in 1588,
Armin had become a member of the Fard Chamberiain's Hayers by 1598, continuing with the same group
ajtar it passed under the patronage of Junes First as the King's Men. He therefore participated in the
production or revival of many «of the growt "Canrediex, Histories and Tragedies.” The Editors of the
Quansrnry twke pride (e presewting M, Albralven Fehiman's swmming up of the heretofore neglected
evidence which shaws Robert Avmin as the s j.mbmitted sevvant af the pluywright Eerl of Oxford wt
tite sante time that ke is known te hiwe heer ¢ member af “Shakespeare’s Company!” Mr, Feldman's
Heseovery is an important one, miding wne wure illnwinating fret o Elizabethun stage aund literory
history. 1t is safe to xay thet this wuald newer have rawe nbaut, however, unless this talemed instruvior
i English had been vpen-tminded caengh o aet npear ovidence previnusly pablished in these pages
wraving Oxford 1o be the true “Lard Chantherfain” nf Rlisubwthan theetrical fane, The dynamic valne
af wtir Oxford Sliwkespears research is teex unes mave trivmphuily eorroborated, fe can glen be stated
that withvut the QUARTERLY 15 give these fuvts povmunencr, they waald all still he shunhering in mann.
seviged, mneh ta the satisfaction wf dhe pliterial gronp whase past aid future os devated o the muiuen
anee of the qevinlwdality of the Steatfiad novtha and canjectures, We buoe browe fur aomve tinee thug the
seevallend " sefeuely” junrnels loah in this ecanses and Growt Brituin Wlucklist ol weitors desnted tee oy
angle af the Gafund Stutkos prare vuse, cund that theit reviewers and vaanosietars roeeine dofinite instroe
tians vever dooweitioe the S8 Enel of Acfard eveept in o dvongatury way, Evidvly canvineed that
theie fivelihand s Eoglish lterary vt way be poopardised if nay fundaaented trath af the gremt
Euel's netwal relntivaship th the doveloprient wf draeatic et in his uge weve 1o he wilely aceeptod, they
ke puins fet gve Ut e pages of we pabdivetion aver awlieds they way e wldy o evert influeme are
copried tecery fustheight wnd baggdead disenssivn whng sl dines, The deplurable duflness, trivindity and
vhildish lnek of lngie that peaneates the stuadardizrd Shabespearean Yreseareh”™ af all sucl 'sehidarly’”
perienficals is. womnnhile, wae af the wain consons why Fuglish fiteraoy history bas follo i its present
feens exit e, Nu one is tn ko wlluned e express e apinion alwnt the gremtest creaitve persouelity the race
has peduced wndess he ageees frfarehmsd mowevopte the wpperneed aryihs aml putont persoesinus aof ofr
saensteiece wpun which these self-appointed fawgivees law set their scal, Of conese they haer a defitite
sake fu the wuitdenance of such « condivher, 1t s to e fonmd in the humlreds of looks alrendy st into
privt Iy the kritherhuod, nany af which wre regnived romibtng vow in Snglish riusses throughme the
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warld, The value of afl such, sworks would be Mnateriatly lessened if Oxford were vver to become bnown
as the real. man behind the long.apparent. cartoufiage of the Stratjord wall memorial, the lorson: double.
talk. the over painted portraits, ete. So we were net surprised to learn that Mr. Feldmar's paper was
curily rejected by two of the best-known sehulurly journals here and in England before it gravitated to
ws, The excuse given by the British review nas the famidiar one of “lack of paper,” while the: American
wniversity publishers of one of the more pretentious  quarserlies devoted to “English titerary history"
retwrned it to the author with alacrity “wpon the advice of our drome editor” Meanwhile, we are the

~ gaincrs by an article ‘hat will be referred to by oll honest historians of the Elizabethan stage in- the

years to come, Mr. Feldman has contributed . severul notable papers o the Classicel - Journal and, among
ather poetical ventures, recently published a-brief but striking tribute 1o Rubelaisin Poet Lore.

1

Ropenr Ammin merited the trihute of Profrssi the title-page; because Ouery had been convinced
Baldwin of Hlineis who called the philesuphica] by the yocose P, Collier that Singer: the buffoen
vlown “Shakespeare’s Jester.™ The vharacter »f nf.the Lord :Admiral'y company, was “Clannyeo
Armin as revealed in his srarce scriptures ami de Curtanio Snuffe™ Collier lielisved that the
extolied hy John Davies of Hereford in The . Admiral’s men were playing at the'Curtain theater
Scourge of Folly (1610} appears to have been. in-1600. Tt is'now well kriown, they were perform-
marked by fate for the roles of Touchstone, Clan. ing i that year at the Rose and the Forture
patra’s Clown and King Lear's Fool, All lovers of - Tiudlly well established s the “dentity’ of the
Shnkespeare arv sure. - Jove Robin Armin.and . Clown. of the Curtain ‘with Robert Armin.® For
sure to know him better, Every admirer of Edwant. . “Clonnico de Curtanio ‘-Sn'tzﬂ’e"".*:ppeé:"rcd on the
de Vere will b delighted tr losrn that " Shakes. titlepage of the. popular-teative, Foolr Upon
prare’s Jester” was alsa the avuwrd servant of- the. Foolv. or Six Sortes of Sottei, alio’ published in
Farl of Oxfurd. wlom Franvis Meres in his Wics « 1608 hy Witliam Ferbrand, ‘and this® treatise is
Trawsary (1598} wawed first of “The hest for unquestionably. the wark of Armin, the jester of
rimedy amoug us” : -+ the.Lord Chamberiain's company® - - '

The connexion rtween Oxford and. Armin was. - Wlhen Professor Baldwin 'credited Armin with
iaavired inoa very rare quartn entithd. “Quirs . the writing of Qui'ps Upon Questions he had it
Uran QuisTions, nyy, A Clownis conupite. on e sereytie hook. He satd that it “should he aarefully
sian uffured, bewraying a morvallised metamor - pxamimat for -further biographiii detail "™ If he
phises of clianges upon interrogatories: shewiug had #frutinised: the 24-leaves of the ‘voiumie he
a digthe wit, with a et b uf wills wr in deal, might have irgrd examinatian of.i{ nin uniy for
e ahasiveus fo plewse in it thee to peofite by it favis of the Life uf Armin but for revelations of

“Clapup by & Cliwue of the tawue in tiis Jast Tador dhvatiival Iistury, Sir Edmund Chambers
restraing, having Jlinthe elsic i doe, 4o wmakie & Fithe surveyed the Quips and faund & Single detail
use nf Jyia fickbe Muose, and raredess of AT, whivh foe thavghn wirthy of Butusion in his bing.

“By Clunnyeo de Curtanio Sunffe. - raphy of thi comelian in The Elizabethan Stuge:

ke s you listo e on and spane uog, “Thae antlior serves o master at Hackney,'® Unfor.

Clowins imdee ke Clownes, thenfane 1 vare
- A Mest of lewrpl Knight's artieh s Iofin [inwer in e

not, . . : ) ety of Netioned Hiegaphy (NVICE 1131 §s cens.
I this eetied will Cnibe 1 pe £raestionr, Kaigh vleryetd, ““The
) o L . ase el of Ihisn weork 1o Singoer, prubs b enengk from
e wwe, Phe fosste e @ i my gnenfissiom, Evbereal gsidince, Fesls e e gnsmaeelo) antharily af
Twodest at o fester, iu his IR s Uedher” Whal inteeaal cviterme Koight et i mim] re
! R N el . WIS L e ke,
“huprimed at Lawdon fire W, Febrand, amd ane ' ) _ .
Tee I sndid ad the sivane of thee Crosenee over dgziving :il‘llgll;:f!:mrifli'lltzlilllltll:i\; }’!‘ilzli;”;“;,,.,'5;';;5.';?;:"“'m Hhaydeanses
e Maviden lead wear Yohdhat), 1non - i it
o . , . P b 4 i i FoHL R, Ch orx, Fhes Fiieg.
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tunately Sir Kdmund left the remark without com.
mentary. Yet it held the clew to several major
riddles that have perplexed historians of Shakes.
pearean drama. The passage from which the item
was derived oceurs in Armin's mock-dedication of
the Quips to “Sir Timothy Trunchion alizs Bas.
linado.” whose aid the humerist requires against
vietims of hia wit who may be scheming to ambush
him. Our Bobin wanted the weapon particularly
for Tuesday. 25 December i590." For “On Tyes.
day I take my lorney {i{v waite nn the right Hon
nurable good Lord my Maister whom 1 serve) 1o
Hackney,"!"

Since the Lord Chamheriain®s players wrre in
possession nf the Globe hefore September 15901
Professor Baldwin surmised that Armin was show-
ing his quality at the Curtain in December in the
service of another Lord, William Brydges, Baron
Chandos, is known to have emplnyed Armin some
lime between 21 February 1594, when he suceeeded
1o the titke, and 4 Auzust 1062), when the Station
erg registered the Second lart of Tarletor's Jests
which announced that Robin was rxhilarating the
Globe'® But Professnr Baldwin's vonjeviure that

Armin went in motley for Lurd Chandes at the

Curtain in 1500. 1600 seems to contradict vur pres
ent knowledge of that nobleman’s unturs. There s
na testimony extant that they weer perfarined in
London: all records of their exhibitinns deal with
provineial tears?® Moreover, ¥ Armin’s muster
when the Quips were cnmposed had bren Lord
Chandos, the iester would have junrneyed to 4 ait
nn him at Sudeley Castle, far fram Hacknay,

Sir Fdmumi Chambers maintained that the Cur.
tin was necupied hy the Lod Chamberlain's
traupe in 15997 His argument has not been dise
jled. When Gnilpin's Skinlethein (5 R, -8 Xep
tenther 15983 reported the playing of Plntas amd
“the pathetie Spanisnd™ at the Buee and the Cars
tin, the twn leading compunies of Lunden were

oo e dute i determined o e mefercnec oo Friday fn
the nowek dalivation as 22 Dercanber,

H, o (dpy poon Chergtinng” {8 ex s mlition ), ASfL
P Adaas, o, pid, 1. K5,

10 Arwdn's prefitory letior o £lilbeet Thislale's Fuee
Flacuars: o (e Potgmedigy of Vlenons Cabfepf PG
appeais o Moy Clransdes, Lord Willvan's whlow, 10 1
twafaer e cetng s Pservise too voue Lade deeoasil Rl
eed . B Bde g b Aening told loow e el e
”;] url| Shandoves plovers” leal warabved fo Woreeater
abtire

P e Facker Muormg, Hnefish Pwwvsatic Uampaniog
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11 Clumlees, op, pfe, 11, 4421,

Hhakrepea re: Onford
Bacialy, 1Ae.

AR F Slreal N, R, 812
Waahlnglon, I3 C. 20004

the Admiral's and the Chamberlsin's, Marston's
Scourge of Villainy {1598} connected the popy
larity af Romec-and [uliel, a triumph of the
Chamhberlain's men, with “Curlain plaudities.”
The fact that the latler were active at the Globe
in the autumn of 1599 does not exclude the likeli-
kood of their use Bf the Curtain. Before they
moved to the Globe they had possessed James Bur.
hage's Theater, und strained its resources to a
point where they were compelled to use the Cur.
lwin mw in easer.” When Armin chaneed his
nor de jew to “Clannien del Monde Sauffe” in
the 1005 edition of Foole Upon Foeole, he clearly
indivated that he played in the Chamberlain's
dramas at the Globe the same roles that he capped
aued helled for them at the Cartain.

The nobleman whom Armin called “the right
tHonourable mood Lord my Maister” could not
huve heen Georpe Carey, Baron Huonsdon, who is
grneraly regarded as the patron of the Shakes
prare troupe in 15991600, Hunsdon held the
ffice of Lord Chamberiain of the Queen’s House
Tald from April 1597 to December 160277 Durmg
those years he lived in the Blackfriars precinet of
London, never in the suburl of Hackney. As a resi-
dent of Blackfriars, in November 1596, he signed
u petition to the Privy Council against the design
of James Burbage for the restoration of the theater
which liad once damzled there under the direction
of fohn Lyly and the Farl of Oxford.'"® Although
Hinsdan was ncmmaliy in charge of the voyal
sitertainments, there is nothing to prove that he
wus an encourager of the stage of Shakespesre,
Nashe'a dedication of Christ’s Fears over Jerusalem
£1594) to Hunsdon's dnughter gives the impres.
siun that the house of Carey offered cold vomfort
tn drvotees of calies, ale and comediea, Henry
Lirey, the firat Lnrd Hunsdon, who had served
Pimunbeth as Chamberlain from June 1583 until
July 1594, was friendlier te mummers. “He lacked
most nf the literary culture of his clawa™'% hat
extendeil protectivn to the actirs who wore his
livery a1 the Cross Keys inn during October 1594
whrn the Puritan magnates of the eity perseruted
™ Between 1578 and 1583 old Lord Henry

15, HK Chasdars, “The Blizalethan Loeds Chamber.
Brin” dfadone Socicty {nflretions fhomlas, 1711, 1, 39,
Fhe elirondowy af e Queen's Chambweriaing in the nnes
B sk y o Pdien Frona the stene mnosed sty e 31,

16, Adiley (5 Themlihe, Yandespoarets Theuter (,\lw

C Yk Thee Muemidlan luul;um 1G4, e AL LIS,

17, Rir SBidney Lie, "Meary OUnrey,” Dichiongey of i
fsiowad Hivgraphy, 111 U8,

19, Chambwre, Y he BHmbethan Npeae, TV, 386,
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i maintain o howsehald in Hackuey, ol King's
Inee, But Bobert Armin was ihm nnly o gold:
smith's apprentice,

There wig but one literary nahlemmm dwelling
in Harkney when Armin was master of mntlev at
the Curtain, Edward de Vere, Farl of Oxfurd, the
ford Greal Chamberlain of England, transferred
liss home to King's Place, Hackney, from Sioke
Newington in 1596, Seven years hefure. lhis
ruurtier, roet and dramatist had faileo in disgrace
with furtune and men’s tangues m n result of poli-
tival and extra-marital scondals, His foriune im.
uroved by marriage with the maid of honour
Flizabeth Trentham, but he never dispelled the
shadews on his name, 'The nriour way in whirh
Armin aHuded to him in the (Juips, evading men-
tiy of his master’s 1itle, was not unusual, In
March 1603 Heney Chinton, Barl of Lincoln, spoke

of him in the same circumlonmtory way to Sir John.

Heylon, Licutenant of the ‘Tower, He told Peyion,
aceording to a letter uf the Lisutenant,
he ha& bee: fnvyted . . by & grest nehle man
to haeney, where e was <'xfmﬂrdhmrii}‘ Fosted,
at the which- he muche marvayled. fue that ther
was no great correspondence hetween thnan, this
noble man having precedence o hym in rancke
twhere by he towlde me I myght knowe him,
ther iwingz mwiy but one af that yunlytye dweil.
ving there ™
In the decude 1581506 0 rompany of mummers
fed by the mercurial Duttons kad tomeed the jouv
inees wenring the Hvery ul the Inilliant Bt af
{hxfund. A troee of the trongpe disaygunred in
Hie wext nine years, Then in 1600 e anonynms
dranca colled Ve Wendnot Gooth 1o the Wt wos
pribel Aot hath heen ssmley s plaid by
the right Twmoasabde Farle of Csafond, Lond
vl Chandoodoin of England his servinns™ (s
vines e ditkeoqenge af dee play's eardion oo
ey abated gy, The last pogmdy of Georpe
Seaadeeleg wis reaisirred Dy the Stdbners i
IO witle o e that i Sead Belomzed s Oxdond's
e S st pessibede that Aemin judne] the Barl's
pdayers alier Teaving ford Clonsbus's comgnny
codd lieForee entorines the Laed Clusnbserkiin's? In
oo came s wsathd baooe oo iwaine qoe o anea”
A Moyl Fhe o seacaieciel Pl of 18 £k o
o Tade Murrgy, 1R 0
MO sbate apera Pomae e 1B0Y Gpetod B e v
Fopdowons CLC o, fomfer Ui aiwd #le Cfes i 18 g

Bredue, Maae Thcad Vadcersity « Poese, 00110, 30 i

"1 Chawelw s, fda 0 afyeifrae St 1, foe

with the Oxford tronpe sharing the Curtain with
the Chamberlain's men in 1599, The chrenicles of
the Blizabethan theatey would indicate that the
Furl's awir intors nevre pretended Lo the granduar
of o huwse ke the Curtain, A letter nf the Privy
Gounedt of Mareh 1602 addressed o the Lord
Mayur af Landon, designates the tavern named
“Ihe Boar’s Head as the place they have especially
used and do best like of."** Nol untii they united
with the Earl of Worcester's players in the spring
af 1602, we are told, did they venture to exhibit
their quality on a grand stage, such as the Rose,
When they performed at the Rose they were called
Worcester's men, and William Kempe, formerly
uf the Chamberlain’s company. was the star com-
edian, Armin's nane s not associated in extant
hcumentation with the Worcester group, ounly
with the Chandes and Chamberlain companies,

_ And contemporary nilusions. mark none but the

Lued Chomherlain's servants as the recejvers.of
Curtain yplaudita when Armin flourished there.

lfuw conlil our man of motley have served at
1he xame time the melancholy Earl in Hackney and
the Lord Chamberlain &t the Curtain? That is the
ijueatien,

The best answer that eccurs to me is that “Lord
Chamberlain™ meant the Earl of Oxford (who
wis Lard Great Chamberlain of England) almost
everywhere except. perhaps ot Court, Morzover,
it 18 evident that acting groups were not invariably
known by one patron’s title, und that special casts
wore mrasiongily assembled {rom different troupes
o fil special engagements, The oppositien of the
'iritan administration gaverning the Qity of
bawdion o theatrical affuirs generally would also
acetnint fur these otheewise mystilying ehanges in
campany mames and switehies in professional peir-
santiel, G thing ix alsubutely eeriain: «lindard
galion i the vecardd desiguntions'uf the various
[l than nl'!ing Zranps chnnot be taken fup
wranded, Fae exumple, as Lord Chamberlain of
Hu Boval Hosselwdih Fom Honsdun is. assumend
o have Junbhe ok of snlislving Hee Mujesty's
psedilection T deama, B i as vt 1o e genved
that eithir the fivst e secamd fasrds Thmsdan
crganiged the gplmdid ey of plavers wha called
Vhersedves e “sorvnes of e Lad Chambua
Lon” The vy emeegnd s palidie light in
FARL o eelipse the fheen's war lisl e anel
Siv Fabnnwad Chambers has daclarad that e i
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val of four or five years hetween the last available
record of Lord Hunsden's nctors properly so
calied (al Maidstone in 1589-1590} end the
emergence in 1594 “renders improbable any con.
tinuity” between the {ormer hand and the famons
Chamberlain’s group.® The two Hunsdons ag
Chamberlains of the Royal Household ostensibly
sponsored the company at Court. So did the aged
Puritan, William Brooke, Lord Cobham, when ke
held the office of Her Majesty’s Chumberlnin after
the first Hunsdon's death, from Augast 1596 to
March 1597, Yet no scholar hus depicted Cobham
“as & patron of the mummers who confused his
martyred ancestor Oldcastle with Shakespeare’s
Falstaff in the mind of London. Both Cobham
and the Hunsdon’s mus) have heartily consented
to the supervision of the company's persenne! and
productions by the histrionic Lord Chamherlain
of England. Henry Carey’s duties of military com.
mand on the Scottish border would not permit
him mnch time for the rituals of Thaliz and
Thespis; his son George was severely i} during
the final three years of the Tudor dynasty. The
Earl of Oxford was thus the sole “Chamberlain®
in the realm capable of directing the Shakespeare
troupe,

The ambiguity of the tite “Lord Chamberiain™
was manifested in legal documents of the time, Tn
a Chancery suit of claim by lease for the manor
of Much Hormeade the eostate was called “the
inheritance of Edward de Vere, Karl af Oxenfard,
ford vhamherleyn,™ [n the correspondenee ol
Rohert Cecil, Lord Cranhorne, there are several
ulfusions to the “Lord Chamberlain® which appear
to signify hig bratherin-law, Fard Edward, There

“is o letter. of 1 July 1603 by Mrs, Hicks, perhaps
‘the wife of Ceail's private secretary, pleading for
help in collecting wmaney owed hy “my Lord
Chambertain” The muin security far the debt of
this Chamberlain was a1y assinment of property
at Caste Hedingham in Fasex, the hirthplace of
© Oxfard® When the mummers of Arnin’s com
pany uttered the titde of Lord Chamberlain they
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certainly meant the master in Hackney, Touch.
stone is the chief witness to the truth of this idea,
with his Quips Upon Questions, “Shokespeare’s
Jester™ wus Oxford's servant, So, indeed, was

William himself.

Temple University Philadeiphia, Penna,

int £ Vol., VILI, No.3
ﬁﬁ?ﬁinfﬁgi?”ﬁ rtge Sﬁggespeare ééli&w-

ship Quarterly, with permission, ¥We under-
stand that the author, who at one time
taught at Temple University, later became
Dr, A, Bronson Feldman, & distinguished
psychiatrist, practising in Philadelphia,
That he is now retired, living in the

suturbs, but in rather poor health now,.

‘This information was obtained from a friend.

1 hope to pive myself the pleasure of
with him, when circumw

%giig ;2r;ggfh&nd exchange notes., My
informant said he was still strong in the
Oxfora faith, This is nothing unusual,
for if there have been aposiates, or back~
sliders from the Oxford attribution of
Shakespeare Authorship, or recanters from
the faith, they have kept it to themselves
and remained quiet, else we would have
heard of them} for certainly our academic
acolytes of the revealed Stratfordian
faith, would have made the walkin ring
with their names, and their own shouts

of triumph, R.CH,Jr,

Shakceapesrs. Oxford
Soclaty, 1ne,
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-Eurthef“Nutes on the Hunsdons: Lord Chamberinins of the Houschold,

The first Lord Hunsdon, Heury Carey, was the Quuen's closest living relative,
being generally rsgarded as her half«brother, as wail as her [{rst cousin, He was
the son of Mary Boleyn, Anne's clder sister and predecessor in royal favoer, Henxy
Viil, married her to one of his attendants, Wm, Carey, Esquire of the Body in 1524,
Lord Hunsdon's birth date 1s always glven as either Vabout 1524", or 1524(7).
& child born during wedlock, is considered by the Jaw to be legitimate, and have
the right to bear the name of his mother's husband, He was primarily a soldier,
served under Sussex in putting down the rebellion in the North{1569-70) was Warden
of the East Marches (H.Q. Berwick) 1568-1596 and Governor of Berwick, 1568-1596.
He was a doughty, and absolutely a loyal servant of the Queen., He favored the French
match and his letters to .Cecil in 1569-70 expressing concern lest Sussex’'s ene-
mies at Gourt{lLeisester et al?) should influence the Queen to cause him to lose face,
or be "put down" in the eyes of others, show him to be a man of principle, and loyalty
to his superiors, He sent a dispateh telling how he had overcome Ldonard Dacre, at
his castle in Cumberland, though outnumbered two to one, Ward says:"This brilliant
little exploit overjoyed the Queen. "I doubt much, my Harry? she wrote, Y“whether
the victory which were given me more joyed me, or that vou were by God appointed the
instrument of my plory"(S.P.Dom. Add, 17,1133, '

In Nicholls Progresses, Vol.IIZ pape 380, thee is a footwnote following 2 mention
that Henry, Lord Hunsdon, died 3 July, 1596 Note."Henry, lst Lord Hunsdon, cousim
of Queensssses having remsined nearly 20 years on the Borders, he was at length
constituted Warden of all the marches, and soon after succeded the Eari of Lincoln
as Lord Chamberlain of the Household, continuing to hold his military offices, He
was pitched upon by Eljzabeth for the delicate task of pacifying the King of Scots
for the death of his mother, in which he succeeded expectation; for he was a bad
polititian, a worse courtier, and a man totally illiterate: but it is said that James,
whose title to the succession he was well known to favour had a personal esteem for
hio? Ba,"

The Dictionary of National Biography (DNB) in a biographical sketch by Sir Sidney
Lee says.... "he lacked most of the literary culture of his class” and goes on to
relate: "Fujler reports the story that his death was caused by disappointment by
not being created Barl of Wipchester, the title borne by his maternal grandfather,
Sir Thos, Boleyn, It is said that the queen visited him during his last illness, and
presented him with the patent of the new title and the robes of an earl, but that
Hunsdon declined both on the ground that honours of which the queen deemed him un-
worthy in his lifetime, were not worthy of his acceptance on his death bed,”

George Cary, @nd Lord Hunsdon, won his dictinction by his outstanding administration
and fortification of the Isle of Wight, during the threat of the S$panish Invasion,
He had no lack of education, but the record is silent regarding his interest in the
drama, or predilection for plays and play-actors, There is one record, still extant,
which suggests quite the contrary, In 1596-7, when William Brooke, the Puritan Lord
Cobham, was Lord Chamberlain, Richard Burbage, the then most prominent actor, and
shareholder in "The Loxd Chamberlain's Company of Players, proposed to reconstruct
and enlarge Blackiriars for the purpose of a play-house or theatre, and to give plays
therein,, as had been done before, The residents of the neighborhoodw gentry and
others-- addressed dpetition te Lord Cobham asking him to turn Burbage down, and
prohibit such change, Geoxge Cavey's name did not lead all the rest, that honor being
raserved for Lady Russell, but Lord Hunsdon's came in a strong second, Space forbids

setting out the petition, but the general tenor was''there goes the neighborhood”,
actors, players, and those who consorted with, or attended stage performances,
were'low-lifes"ete, and decent people should have nothing to do with them,

Yet at the same time we arc asked o believe he was the patron of the Company,

the lord whom Burbage served, and the players were known as his servants!,



i4

The Henry Clay Folpers and Esther Singleton,

Below i a reprint Erom{ what else?) the News«Letter of the Shakespeare Fellowe &
ship~ American Branch, Vol, I, No.4 . Miss Singleton ig identified in the foot~-noteson
the next page,There is a dual purpese in printing this at this time. 10 For our memb-
ers to enjoy the eloquence in which Miss Singleton expressed what so wany of us have
felt on first reading Looney, but lacked the words and talent to.express. 2)That she
is reputed to have been in the twenties a close friend of both Mr, and Mes, Folger,

i have no divect koowledge of this myscif, but L do know.that 1 read this somewhere,

and also was told so by somsone in England years ago, quoting a relative, presumably

& sister or niece, I have verified that two of her books are presermtation copies to

Henry Clay Folger. the first around 1920, and the other, A"Shakespears Fantasis"(Fantasy?)
around 1929, Mr, Felger died in 3?30 shortly after the layihg of the cornerstone in
Washington, That they could neve d of Oxford from their friend, seems improbable.

We do know that Mr, Folger was no? a hard ~core, myopic, anastigmaetic Stmatfordian; -
perhaps had leanings toward Bacon, for we do know that he puruhased and added to his
library, the great collaction of Baconia ownwd by Mr, Wm, T. Smedley in 1922, through

& Mr, Howell, a San Francisco rare book dealer., From his oviginal library,and perhaps
additional baoks purchased pursuant to his wishes or directions, sremany hundreds, maybe
a thousand, on the shelves of the Folger, available to the admitted readers and scholars,
but unkoown to the general public,(who'visit the exhibitions, and purchase the books

and pamphlets adited by Louis B, ¥right):said books doubting the Aubrey-Stratford Theory.
There axe also the Oxfordian beoks published in the twenties, and a number,,but by mno
means a majority, published later., How an inteiligent and/or open-minded "scholar” could
read Greenwood and Looney and sincerely support Stratfordianism is a mystexry to me,

Was Edward De Vere Shakespeare?

I believe he was. You who read this, T lieg you
not to eondemn me and the theory, byt to read
further on.

A week age | atill helieved that Wl]ham
Shekspere of Stwaford upon. Avon was the snthor
of the great plays that have borne his name for
three hundred years. Heretofore, any snggostion
cailing this into question incurred my anlagonism,
apd my enmity to the idea bristled up instantly,
“like quills npon the fretful porcupine.” In faet,
30 intolerant was I of the barest hint of any other
than the Stratford beliel thet to relingnish snch a
fixed idea with all the timehenored atmospliere
that has grown around the Warwickshire Jore, was
not ensy.

However, & book fell inte my honds, “Shake.
speare” Identified, by 1. Thomas- Looney, pub-
lished in 1920. 1 opened it with prejudice and
deep contempt and antagonism, | had no intention
to surrender the William Shekspere of Stratford
for any theory. Long spo T had rejected Bocon
and every other new candidate brought forward,
But I read on and on, much impressed with the
maodesty of the dizcoversr of the new anthor, mach
entheslied iy Bis careful and original proeess of
discovery, the fine marshalling of [acts and logical
deductions, the painstaking examinntion of the

Anciety. Ine,

Shakwapesre Oxford

evidenve, and the skill, honesty, and charm of the
preseniation of the theery. )

Amared, fascinated, amd with mind clarified, I
rose {rom a stndy of the book. I read it again, and
then 1 rend it for the third tima {2 big baok of -
458 pngcﬂ tnn), And | now pronoance myseif o
beliover in the theory that Pdward de Vere, Earl
of Oxford, was the author of the grest Shake
sprarenn plays

1 wish | believed in everything with the same
eonviriion, Moreover, T feel 1 have heen enriched
by the seqnaintance with this great porsonality
with whom | have heen Fiving now for a week! 1
eannot get Bim out of my mind. He passes hetwesn
everything 1 try to do. ¥ can tern to ne duty until
I revord my helief and pay tribute, small and in-
wignifieant s it ia, to this mighty genius,

{ eannot expisin the effuct that thin discovery
has had npon me. All the plays that I know so
well, that | have read and rerend since childhood
until they have hacome bone of my hone and flesh
of 10y flesh, are now mare wenderink, Some things
that have Licen obscure have become as clear as
plass: more true n their philosophy: more bril
fiamt in their wil: moee aincers in their scholar.
ship; more cherming in their tenderness: more
subtle in their delieacy; more penetrating in their

N8 F Sirwwt MW, Ren, 412
Wenhingtan, 3 T. 10004
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wisdom; and truer to life when it is known that
their author, instead of heing a middle class man
of mean associations and little or no edueation,
rather sordid in money matters, and with no con-
nection with people of culture was a man of
arigtocratic lineage, a courtier himsell, & man ae-
complished in all the arts, graces, sports, and pas.
times of the age —a gilted genius with whom the
“time is cut of joint.” The plays themselves he.
come autobiographical.

And at last, thanks ts Mr, Lonuey, we can find
our Shakespeare, the dramatisi, iy such charactors
as Hamlet (biographical threughnut), Bienn in
Love's Labour's Lost, anl Bertenin in All's Woll
{another biography}. _ .

! used to take refuge in the old generality,

“you can't limit genins,” and folt that by sone

supernatural means the superior Shakespeare hal
existed, disregarding the Tak of correspornlene
helween the plays and the scanty recunls of their
nstensible author's fife. Likie Mr. Podenap, with o
wiave of the hand, 1 swept ail this hehind my hack.

I read the plays as wirk= apart, dissneiating them .
_from their author. Bat now ~— it ix all s vlear, so

plain, so reasenable, ainl so delightful,

I ask myself, how vould o e like the
Shaksprre of Stratfurd purteay with sl intinaey
clegant men and wwini, partienlarly the (iern
berself, Tuke the Dk Tawifih Night: Bowe
diek i Much Ado; Bassanin, Antsnin, Rumen,
Mrreutio, Paris. Thie nnre von ook at it the
simpler i1 Deomes - the Bfe of tae Elizainthan

blonds, the high-spirited, ot s, witty-tonginad

wesk 4 parry and ieust with woeds az with swanis
= - enuld the hiteberIny of Stratfhnl vver o that ¥

e the histozical plave the sympathy with the
Lanvastrian cause is nst wavked. Shakespran:
mest havee bren af a Gamily of Lameastedan o

i, '

The g mnudna of plass with Bislisn seitings
cnabrrised fronn Balinn sonrevs, Shakiespeane minst
bave  knewn Haly  eveeything Ispenks o
Pedinn enthusiod, Al v Dighly mbmeateal in
i, s attitndie townnbe nnney shiows it lie
ablovred vy ax s B is dne avehuviilain,
stird s bagn, Hue timeasrving palitieims, smh ax
'phming, the el SBhyluek, swha are the nioney.
lemiers. Antonio. who givie fracky h his friel,
aud Bassanin, they spendthrilt, sve of the heaman.
wi's rhosen #k, But Willimn Shaksgrar, th: Strar.
foal Shakspere, was 2 man who, after e hand e

| Shakespeare. Uxfard
Huziety, Inc.
TR F Streed NW,, . &2
Waalangten, 1. §. 26004

come prospérous, prosecuted others for pe!!y'

sums!

Sir Sidney Lee, a belisver in the Stratford
theory, says: “His literary attainments and suc-
cesses were chiefly valued as serving the prosaic
end of providing permanently for himself and

his daughters.,” Compare that statement with what'
E B

the Dard himself says: _ .
How quickly nature falls into revolt
When gold becomes her object!
For this. the foolish over-careful fathers
Have broke their sleep with thoughts, their
braing with care,
Their bones with industry;
For this they have engrossed and pil'd up

The canker’'d heaps of strange-achicved gold.

2 Henry IV, 1V .5.006.

A close inspection of Shakespesre's work re-
veals a wore intimate personal connection with

arishmricy than weould be furnishel by mere-

fawmily traditton. Kings and queens, earls and

sountesses, knights and ladies move on and off his
stage “as 1o the manner born.”” They are no mere

tinseled models representing wmechanically the
vluss to which they helong, hut living men and
women. It is rather his vrdinary “citizens” that
are the antomata walking woodenly nntis the stage
i speak for their 1lass, The suggestion of gn
nristorratic author for the plays is, therefore, the
sisnple tnmon sense o the situation. and is no
meve v opposition tn nndern demneratic ten.
druries than the belief that William Shakespeare

- wis imichted to aristocratic patrous and partici-

pated in the enclosure of common hindz. “We feel
rutitled, therefore” as Mr. Loouey states, “to claim
for Shakespeare bigh social rank and even a close
proxiutity tn Royalty itelf.” B

Fsther Singletan, New York, 1921,

L L] L] *

The late Esther Siugleton, uethor of many books on
art, historical and fitergry nebjorts, inobuding the delighs.
fuf Shakwsprare’s Gunilen, 1ens one of the first writers in
Adwerivn v geeept 1oholeheartedly the identification af
Edward de ¥Vere Earl of Oxfond as the tiing personality
tehind the pennmama of “William Shakesprara™ The
whave article, in which Miss Singleton relntes her con
version to the new autfivrshiip theory, nas recenth dix.
vovered wnong ker unpublished papers by her xister,
Arw Fitsroy Carrington of London, Miss Singleton died
ar Stonington, Connectivat, hily 3, 1930, Readers gen.
erally «hauld find thit starement of Exther Singieton's
halinf (n the wlblity of the Oxfordien eridence of un.

ssind fnteres,
The Fditors,



Higscellaney,

Please note Mr, Barrel}'s introduction to Br Feldman’s article, in which Mr.'B,
comments on the difficulty, or virtusl impossibility, of getting recognition or publi-
cation, of any unorthodox Shakespearean discussion., This was nearly a quarter of a cent-
ury sgo, We commented on this in our Feb,1969 N-L, Last vear, an Oxfordian writer told
me, that s book she had submitted was well-written, intevesting and would sell, but that
her commitment to the Oxford Theory of Authorship, made it fampossible for them to publish
it, In England, this year, Dr. O.Hood Phllips, Barber Prof. of Jurisprudenceat Birmingham
Univ. devoted three chapters of his recent book, Shakespeare and the lawyers, to the pos-
sibiiity Bacon was the author of the Shakespeare Plays, His publisher, Methuen, told him
these three chapters would have to be expunged before they would publish,'It is with fegret®
he writes; that L odmitted the authorship question frum my book, as it is & controversy
in wvhich lawyers have taken a prominent and enthusiastic part, although it may be taboo
among Shakespeare scholars,"(I have been.told that the publishing of text bokks, and ''re-
quired reading” is the bread and butter of publishers, hevre and ahroad, snd they dare
not run the risk of reprisais, and/ot boycotting by the academis community, Note,RCH)

Does the discovery that there is nothing new to beé found in the "Monument"affect us?
In my opinion it does; and favorably, We can now give up wishful thinking that bhe MSS
may be thexe, and devete cur atbention to looking for them in other possible places,
Of course it ie s disappointment to those who strongly believed they might be there, and
te others, modarn Micawbers, who are content to have their contribution to ¢he cause con-
sist of wishing out loud that something would turn up, te bring Lord Oxford his deserxrved .
recognition. There is no royal road to geometry. Such.a discovery.can only come forth by
prayer and suffering(hard and inteillgent work}.

Fox th28 She,RASE, Reen Tegtored to fte niEhg, i Ehe wakt ok fply It “‘txcf“”cﬁays”{azl‘ g
sdid it was expected to be put back the next week,Dr, Fox's antics in this are rather a-
musing. He had either seen the bust out of its place,or he had aot, "Its going to be a

a2 tricky, intricate, and expensive job to put the monument back, but I believe it can
dune," The operative word in this opinien is, of course,"expensive", If one,or more than
oneyman could take it down, in the dark, without any injury, except a few superficial
scratches, and it took three strong detectives bto raise it up, why could it not be put
back, in the daytime by six strong detectives, or other strong~backs, with or without
mechanical aids, and fastencd back in its niche with a few shillings worth of mortax?
Holy Trimity started a campaign to raige $500,000, from visitors to restore and repair
the church-edifice and its contents, They may have now after four vears, Was Dr, Fox's
engineering and cost appraisal sought by the church authorities, or did he volunteer it
to a reporter. I suspect the latter; that he was runming true to formy that the ruling
passion was still strongd and he ‘'was laying the ground work for another assault on the
pocketbooks of the credulaus. "FlSh gotta SWlm, birds gotta fly..”&nd After money goes
Foxr, Leviy

Agologla

We realize that there has baen a delay in getting out this News.letter but the fault,
Like nearly everything else nowadays, can be laid squarvely at the door of the 'energy
crisis™, This particular crisis has nothing o do with fossilliferous fuels, or Arabian
Sheiks, but the''perscnal enerpy” that used to respond to swmmons in an emergency, but
iately seemy to be both hard of hearing, and loath to respond like it used to. I do pray
indulgence, and promise to try harder in the future, but, alas, not to get any youngerx,
Someone has said that one of the greatest laboresavers is tomorrow.

- Sincerely yours fov E,Ver,
Shakespeare Oxford Society, Inc.
by Richard G, Horne, Jr. Pies,
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