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EDITOR'S NOTE

This issus of the Shaksspeare Oxford Society Nswsisttar is designatsd on its
The last issus (sdited by Mr. Homs) was
iisted as "Summer-Fall 1974", Betwssn the two lssuss cccurred ths Harvard
Magazine publication of Charlton Ogburn's article {see infra, "The Harvard
Case"), & frov copy of whith was sent to members by the Sccisty's president,
Richerd C. Home, Jr. This gift served in lieu of the wintsr Hewsletter.
In the futurs the regular quartsrly publication schedule will bs resumad,

in the last Newslettsr Presidsmt Horne announced ths transference of soma of
the Socisty’s functions to Mrs. Cyr and rmyssif. I & Vice-Prasident of the
Soclety, was created Fresident Ero item., and Mrs. Cyr, Secretary of the

But since that issue, Mr, Homs, we are happy to say, has bouncsd back %o his
usual ebullience--largely thanks to a "pacemaker® implant, So meny of the
Society’s executive functions still reside with Mr, Horne, whose sddress is
179t 5. lLanisr Flace, wWashingten, D.O. 20009.

Ae the new sditor of the Newslstter I wish to call to your attention that my
address is 110 Glen Argyle Road fggg 110 Argylies Road, as appeared in the last
Newsletter), Baltimors, Maryland 21212. This is the Shaksspasre (xford Scci-
aly‘s official mailing address, Therefore, communications to the Socisty,
such as articles for publication in the Newsletter, memberships and membership
duss, requesis for the Society's literaturs, etc. should be addressed hare,
The annual statement for membership dues will be sent to membars soon under

Gordon . Cyr, Editor

HORME'S TRIPS TO RNGLAND

Richard C. Horns, Jr., President of ths Society, reports on svents occurring
during his two latest trips to England in 1973 and 1974,

Dear Fellow Members, Shakespeare Oxford Society:

Members of our Society may ba ine
terested in ths state of Oxfordian re.
search gnd asctivity as it appeared in
England durlng my recsnt trips there.
Tynambe 1t io not, but fortunately neiw
they im 1t static or moribund, Some-
where in bhetwsen,

In the annual vislts I have made o-
ver the past nine years, I have scru-
pulously and sedulcusly avoided any
personal publicity, feeling that should

ge to our lockl members and supporters.
Hr, Harold W. Patiencs of Braintree, Es-
sex sspecially has sarned a certain meas—
ure of fame or recognition in East An-
glian magazines and newspapers through ar-
ticles written and published by him, plus
interviesws in the Braintree and Witham
Times, one nsarly a pags featuring a large
pleture of him taken in front of ths Great
Keep of Castle Hedinghan,

In July 1973, one of the gussts in the

.....
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hotel in Braintres shere I had made my
headgquarters for several years, accost-
ed me in the lounge, whiere wo watchad
the "tslly® and introducsd himself as
& photographer for the Hast Anglian
Daily Times on assignment in Bssex, He
said he had asked the landlady who I
was and what was ] doing. When she
told him, hs recognized thers was &
story that would interest theslr resders.
Could he taiks a pieture of me? I de-
clined politely, saying I was not lookw
ing for publicity, had nothing to sell,
nor was I writing & book.

The photographer then eaid that vhat
he had in mind was an action pleture of
ne coming out of same bullding in Brain-
troe whers I had besn looking for manue -
seripts, and hs would have a reportsr
from Ipswich interviewing me. I laughed,
t0ld nim that would be contrived, phony
ballyhooc, as there was no such place in
Bralntree, slse I would have been “out
of 1t" long ago.

Showing a persistence worthy of a het-
ter cause, he proposed driving me osut
to Castle Hadingham as a background, I
agreed that idea did have & cartain pere
tinsney but, unlucklly for him, the Braine
treo Timss had thought of it three or
four years earlisr, and illustrated their
story with a pleture of Mr. Patience in
sxactly the same setting., Nonpluesed
for less than a minute, the photographer
railied with "But it is a weekly local
paper. We are a daily, with a circulse
ticn covering four counties. Besides
nebody would know about the earlier picw
ture,' I became garious, told him Mr.
Patlence, my friend would know, and I
would kriow, and besides I would fsel it
3 dirty trick to play on my friend and
the local paper, so let's forget it. He
accopted this in gocd grece, though at
several later occasions when we wers sate
ing breakfast at the same time, he ex-
pressed the hope I would change my mind,

The Iazt night before I was {o stard
from the hotel at six ths next morning
(with four changes of transport) in or=

der to emplane for Washington), I was in
the lounge again, bill psid, all packed,
goodbyes safd, walting for the nine
otelock newe., A nlce looidng young man
cams in with the iandlady who pointed me
out to him. He sald he was a reporter
from the Ipswich Daily, had hoped to do
an interview with me, but his frierd the
photographer had told him it was not fea-
sible, Hs sxplained that he had just
found out that I was going back the next
day so he wondsared if I could tell him
some thing about the Oxford authorship
theory of which he knew nothing, though
it sounded intriguing. I told him, all
right, that I could hii some of the high
spots, and answer any questione, that I
thought 1t was high tims Bast Anglian peow
ple and press locked into ths strong possie
bility this was real Shakespeare Country,
ete,, ¢te., and that cne of their sons

‘was perhaps the greatsst Englishman that
‘ever lived,

We talked for over two hours, and hs
tock & nusber of notes, 1 think I made
a convert of him, That is not as unrea-
scnable and egotistic as it may seem,
for over the years I have converted five
or six men I met as fellow guests to (x~
fordianism, one of whom is now a V.P, of
cur Society and an active propagandist
for the cause in Essex. The journaliet
then asksd if I had any obisctions to his
writing this up for his paper. I indi-
cated thars wers none at all, that if he
could start people to thinking, he would
be dolng them, me, and the cause of truth
a favor. He thanked me profusely when we

paried,

I ilsarned later from Mr. Patisnce that
the newspaperman did send in a story,
which hls edfitor blue-pencilled and con-
densed extensively, and then wrote a lea-
der {editorial) in an attempt to patronize
and belittle this eccentric American absr.
ration, The editor showed he knew little
of Shakespeare's text and less of history,
so much so as to arouse speculation that
he went to some local “Shakespeare Author-
ity"=~wpsrhaps & teacher of English Lit.
who consulted az concordance, and gave said
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editor what is known over here es g
Fbum eteer®, The editoriil eontained
such an sgregloue error that it csught
the eye of Mr. Patlence, who jumped on
it, as Snully Smith would say, "like
a hen on a Juney bugh, Ke wrote & de.
lightful letter to the Ipswich paper,
pointing this cut, which somecne on
the staff was naive, or ill-sdvised,
ernough t¢ publish. Score this round:
Oxford--I, Stratford Wille-Nil, ae
they say in giving soccer foothall
scores,

Other letters appeared in the Essax
papers, pro amd gon. The pro from Mr,
Patisnce, and the con {this can be
taken in both senses of the word) from
amteurs, all of whom seem to ehare an
abysmal ignorance on the Authorship
Quertion and sn abiding faith that they
were scotching or slaying an alien Amer-
ican aberration which could only proceed
from, or be sntertained by, peresons ei.
ther ignorant or insanew.pmoet likely
both.

At this point one Essex editor wades
in with & denunciation of the strange
story that an American lawyer has come
cver with, wvix,, that Shakespesre did
not write his own works, etc., but they
were written by a nobleman in Castle
Hedingham, References were made 10 “thie
Perry Mason and ®aristiocracy-mad Amer-
ieans,” and "was Anne Hathawayt's cotiage
really in Braintree," ete,, ete, Mr,
Patience battled these back effectively
but soen found space was too scarce to
print his corrections. This kind of
activity continued for gbout & yesar.

in my latest trip Yo England during
October amd November 1974, the afore-
mantioned photographer saw me again on
my last Saturday night. A reporter from
the London Telegraph was now with him,
He wanted a story with pictures using
for background an histerie or old builde
ing, such as Col., Keelan's house {(1630).
The plan included an interview, if the
Col. consented,on Sunday at neon in
Little Dunmow. They spent several hours

interviewing us both, took many pictures,
and followed up with a Trequest for more
detall from me by phone, They sald they
expected to get nationwide coversge for
the story and pleturee by eelling them
te & preass sesocistion or wire service,

I understsnd the material waz published
but I have not seen the clippings. (My
faunlit, because I have fallen woefully be
nind in my correspondence,)

I should sention that on this windup or
farewell trip to England, asrrangsments
were made for others to carry on, or more
strictly, to be on the look-ocut for pos-
sibls ¥55. in probable places, through
the cluee ] had developed but had not had
& c¢hance %o follow up, There has been
some notice of thie in the oozl prees,

Qur British Vice~Presidant . is Col. Ian
Xeelan, a retired Royal Hngineer officer
now on the stsff of Wimpey Engineering
Company, one of the world's largest con-
struction ergantzations, His office is
in Witham, and his home, whers he resides
with his wife snd three children, ie 2
nouse built in 1630 in Little Dunmow,

You might like to know that Col, Xeelan
was staying at the Wheatsheaf Hotael in
Braintree, one summer, while his funily
was still in Darlington, awaiting his
finding & suitabls home to huy near 2
good schoeol., T met him and we often
shared early breakfast--he 10 get 1o his
office in Witham, and I to catch an early
train to London. He is s cultured man
with & wide scope of interest in things
outeide of engineering and businese, On
the question of authorship of #Shakespeare”
he soon became a true-believer, after pos-
ing some shrewd and probing questions.

Ancther pergon now working for the
Soeciety in Britain is Mpr. Cedrge Cuant,
GuBJE.y o retired Parliamentary official,
now an antiquary and lecturer on his-
toricsl subjects, including a series on
the Vere family, has promised to keep his -
eyes opert and me informed, Alse, Col.

Gcozigo C. Probert (Ret.), C.B.E. of the
olk gentry, who lives in Bevils, a

Suf
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great 15th century houss at Bures, Suf-
folk is doing what he can as far as his
health psrmits. He introduced me to a
friand of his, a senior fellow of Kings
College, Cambridge University, a histor-
ical anthropeligist who has promised to
help and has already sent m one or two
vaiuatle tipa.

Col. Probertts home, where I have en-
Joyed his hospitality and that of his
lovely wife, has many historical portraits,
including one of the 18th Earl of Oxford,
superior o the one in the National Por-
trait Gsllery. Col. Probert is not a
Vere descendent but Earl's Colne was
sold by the 17th Earl to one of his an-
cestors, and when the Probert family sold
it 2 number of years ago, he collected
the effigies of the ancient earls, over-
turned and scattered on the former priory
grounds and housed them in a consecrated

chapel {St, Mary's) a2t Bures where yisi-
 tors can view them, Col, Probart has
been & member of our Sceiety for several
years,

H‘Dtﬁz Tb& initiﬂs ccB:E., OIBan’ Bnd
t,B,E, used after the surnames ars for the
Order of the British Empire, Commander,
Offiesr, and Mamber, respectively, Such
2 designation is given for wvaluabls serv.
ices rendered to the Empire, ister the Com-
monwealtih,

‘Sincerely vours for . Ver.
Richard ¢, Horne, Jr.
President

E‘.dimr's Note: M», Horne also made a viee

i to Stratford-on-ivon in 1974 and will row

portd on interesting adventures there angd on

other matters in the next iassue of the Esws~

ietter., His activitiea on the Harvard Case
have of necessily drawn his attention away

from his report at thie time, ZExamples of

news stories referred to in this report ap-
pear on following pages of this issuo.}

THE HARVARD CASE

The (xfordisn thecry of Shakespearean
Authorshlp received a tremendous boost in

T

the publie printe with ths nesr-simulta-
necus publication in both Harvard zine
and the Washington Post of Charlton Oghurn
articiss on the subject. (The Post artie
cle-—int iis Sunday Quitlook section-wwas
essentially a digeet of Harvard Me s
more lavishly illustrated presentation,

The Big Guns of Orthodoxy were subos’
quently trained on Mr. Ogburn in twe con-
trasting forms of *rsbuttal*: 1) the gen
tlemanly though irrelevant reply by Dr.
0. 3e Hﬂr‘d.ison, Jdre.y dimsctor of tha
Folger Shekespesre Library in Washington,
D.C., which did not really address itself
to Ogburn's muin points, ut rehashed most
of the tired nomsequiturs that have long
served in place of arguments for most
Stratfordizne; and 2} the dacidedly less
gentlemanly and largely &4 hominem screed .
perned by Harvard profeesors Gwynna Evans
and Harry levin, published in Harvard
Magazine's February fasue (along with aeve
eral pro-Ogburn jetiers for which Mr, Oge
burn and our Newslettertis editor are very
grateful!)

T™he Newsletier rmst defer, until cur next
issue, further newa of this continuing con.
troversy. Both of the Stratfordien replies

are sasily demolished, you may rest assured,

and ws do hope moon to be able to gather
all the argements and publish them aa a
group, to be sent to our nembers as a News~
lettar, '

Meanwhile, attempta are undeway to
goad some of Mr, Ogburn's eritics into a
formal debate on the authorship. A letter
to Harvard Magazine by Philip S. Weld of
Gloucaster, Maesachuesetts, published in
that magazine's April 1975 imaue, offers a

sum of money to cover the cosis of a "triul®

between Stratford and Oxforde-a challenge

¥Mr. Ogburmn himself laid down to the two pro

fassors in a letter published in the sane
Lssue,

3

But it has alwaye proved extremely diffi- 5

eult, ae anti-Stratfordiane know too well,
to get am orthodox academic mad enough to
stand up and fight for his/her beliefs in
any forum which provides for rebuttal, So,

detsils of this must slsoc await the next
iﬁmﬂi
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BRITISH CXFORDIAN DEVELOPS THEDRY ON ¥DRAM OF EALE® PROSLEM

Editorts Note: One of our British members, Mr. Louis E. M. Alexis of Sevencaka,
Kent, submitted the following article to Harold Patience, Assiatant Secretary
of the British Chapter; $.0,3, Mr. Alexis tesches ancient Gresk and Latin &t

Ssvenocaks School, and his remerks on the problesatic "dram of sale passage in
Hamlet are well taken.

Hamlet, Act I, Scene 4, lines 36 ff,

Ham, The dean of eile
Doth 31l the nohls subatance of a doubt
To his cwn scandal,

Decpite all the fuss about this passage, it is not really difficult. Most of the
emeriations.-and st least 100 must have been printed at one tLime or arotherw-focus
on the word "eals®, which is assumed to bs & noun, But it is not a moun. It is the
adjective "base." The b was written scmething like § and the s wae the "long" form,
Js often mistaken for 1 or £, Now the opposite of "base™ is *noble,* and thie word
does oceur in the next line, But it is not used as a nean, 46 an antitheeis would

require. For exampls, a philosopher who had used the expression Pthe beautiful” would

oppeae Lo it "the ugly™, noct "ugliness.® All we have to do then is to move the word
"substance® away from the word®noble®, which will then cease to be en &djlective, Sup-
pose we {ransposs it two places to the right, and suppose we accept what many scholare
have postulsted, nsmely that the word *doubt" conceais the verb ™dout™, i.e., "a&x=
tinguisn® or Rdo out", Sust as the verb "dup®, which cccurs in Ophelia's "mad song",
means "do up” or ®fasten® (which incidentally lesds to & very interasting interpretam
tion of the song, first published by Gerald Phillips). We then get: '

The dram of base
Doth all tha noble of a substancs dout, ete,

That is, a minute guantity of baseness renders null and void all the nobility in any
substance, from wine to a man's nature. This use of adjectives for nouns can ezaily

be parglleled in Vers: e.g., 2, measurs 4, 170, "My false o'er welghs your true."

It ig a trick of ancient Greek, and Vere must have had at least an "O-levelt knowledge
of the languags, (His illegitimate mon by Ann Vavaser, Sir Edward Vere, was a fine
Greeic scholar, who was the first Englishman to tranalate the Greek hietorian Polybiue,)
In Groek "the base*, 1.s., "baneness™ is T3 «lrsypiv and "the noble” 18 T8 KaAdv,

ard a schoolboy does not have to read mch Piato before he meets them, 1 o&h sasily
prove that Vere knew Plato's Symposium from the “Clown William" peesage in Xe You

Like It., In his extended tour in ftaly be would certainly meet many fine Greek schol=-
ars, who were in great demand at that time in Europe,

Jeuls E, M, Alexis
Sevenosks, Xent

SOLZHENITSIN USES ANTI~STRATFCRDIANS! ARCUMENTS

Jast year the New Yori Times pub living in Switzerland--~challenged the
lished a story thet Nobel Prize win- . authorship of the mocdern Russian clas-
ner Alexandar I. Sclzhenitsyn-—recently sic And Quiet Fiows the Don. The putaw
exiled from the Soviet Union and now tive author of this novel is Mikhail

. b avioo
TR AR

Lr
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Sholokhov, who has used his reputation *The Quiet Don" was allegedly begun in Q
ever since publication of *his® famoue 1926, autadtied to the publisher in 1927,
fictional masterwork to lend support to the firast volume published in 1928, the
the reprassive cansorship of Soviet wri- second ready within the year, and the
ters which still hange over from the third less then & y=ar later, Never again
days of Stalin, did Sholokhov sttain this speed of produs-
tion,

Soleshneitsyn's challsnge {3 not orige
inal with himself: he supporie the re- 5) The post-Don period of Shelokhovis de-
search of an anonymous Soviet literary clins, Not only in hie rapidity, but in
scholsr, whott he identifies by the ini- the quallty of his writing did Sholokhov
tial *D*, In "D'a" unfinished research, deteriorate, Solzhenitsyn contends. Noth~
the scholar contends that *The Quiet ing from his pen since this famoue trilogy
Don", gs the Sholokhov work was origi- hss attained the heights for which fts
nally clitled, was based on a chronicle TAuthor™ has become reknownsd,
about the Don Cossacks written by an
snti=folshevik writer, Feodor Dmitrie- Oxfordians and other anti-Stratfordians
viech Krukov, who died during the Rus~ way be forgiven if they sense a bit of ia
aian Civil War of 1920, "D* further yu in all this! The srguments Sclzhanite
argues that Krukevis work, completed by syn and *"D" set forth bear an uncanny ree
him befors his desth, hed been used by semblance to those long applied to Strate
a "eo-anthor®, that is, Shalokhov, whe ford Will by such heretics as Sir George
inserted new characters, "ideologienl® Gresermood, J. T, Yooney, and Sigaund Freud.
passages, and a "bridge” from the Kru- An essential difference, hewever, is that
¥ov material to his own, Sholokhov, at least, can bs shown to have

had mome scheoling, scme experience st write

Of interest to Oxfordians {(and, irn- ing, and the Krukovian authorship theory
deed, to all who are skepiical of the does presuppose that portions of "The Quiet
Straford-Aubrey attribution of Shake- Don® are the undieputed work of 1ts alleged
spearean avthorship) are the arguments author. (an &s much be sald for Stratford
that "DP, as reported by Solrhenitsyn, WELL?
has used in wrging this asteniening but :
persuaaive theory: THE CXFOBRDIAN CASE IN THE ESSEX PRESS

a) Sholokhov's schooling, The putative

author was 23 .years old with four years Hamiet of Hadingnam the Bord of Braintree?

of formal seheoling st the time of "The (Braintree & witham Times, July 20, 1973)

Quiet Don's” publication fin 1928, , ' '
tProlonged discuassion, debate, speculation

2) Sholokhav's spprenticeship as & wri- and argument, has arisen in the past on the

ter, Two or three years!' worth in Mos- little matter of the Bard, Did Shakespeare

cow, with only 8 handfil of aketches and reslly come from Stratford upon Avon?

short stories to his cradit, The novel's '

level of mastery soris oddiy with & wrie Essex County Newspaper's arts critic Ray

ter of such short-term experience. Rushton, no mean Iiterary man himaelf, looks
at the transatlantic theories.;

3) Sholokhov'e probable lask of sequain-

tance with many events deseribed, When If "Shakespeare” really lived at Castle

World War I ended, Sholokhov was only Hedingham, if Bottom spoke through slosed

14 years old., How was such 4 youth able teeth with an Esssx accent, where did Amn

to describe the battlis scenes 10 realise Hathaway keep house? Could it have been

tieally, Solshenitsyn wonders? Calchester, Long Melford or even Braintres?
L) The novel's untypical apeed of pro- Hecauss according to American lawyer
duetion. Mr. Solzhenitsyn noted that Richard €, Horne, who flew back homs at

R
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tha weskend, both Melford and Colches-
ter pre reaferred to obliquely in the
Bard's works,

But then, perhaps, thers was no Ann
vreally, but she was just an invention
of & people who, while mwetending to
be phlegmatic, ers notoriously suckere
for & romantic atitachment, because acw
cording Lo the redoubtable lawyer
Shakespeaare was not Shakespeare either,
Hs wes Zdward de Vere, 17th Barl of
Oxford, writing ?te bs or not to ba®
from Hedingham Castle, which should ime
provs his status with the aristoasracys
mad Americane ard settle his hesh come
pletely with the Soviet Union,

Although “sigrnificant progress had
besn asde™ to establish bdeyond resson-
able doubt that Edward was William it
would sesm to ba too early £o re-
chrigsten The Sell, thm Hamlet Arms, or
the Mercury Theatre, the (lobe. Nor
should the souvenir msrchants rush to
Halatesd,

No. Te establish it beyond all shad~
ow doubt, Mr. Horne now wants us to
conduct attie searchss for decuments
to prove this theory beyond shadow of .
doubt, In a statement which should
hardly endear him to Werwickshire,
thie literary Perry Mason said: "Thers
tr¢ the clesrest indications that
Shakespesre was an east country man
and & schoiar--not a Stratford yokel,®

My own theory, with one sye on Woments
Lib, is that Ann Hethawsy wes really
Shakespeare and she lived st Wivenhoe,

R. R.

Cnly Oxford Could Have Writien Theee
Mastervieces (Braintves & Witham
Times, July <27, 1973)

¥ihile realiaing the facetious torm

of the writer of Hamlet of Hedingham,

I should peint out that Oxfordlans have
nsver dermied thas sxistencs of Anne
Hathaway, ¥Nor have we denied the ex-

¥

istence of her husbard William, whoww
&ocording to the Stratfordeupon-Avon rege
ister of baptiome~—spelled his name
Shaksper, and never *Shaka-speare” {with
& hymons as the name sppearsd on twenty
of the eerly quartoc editicns of the plays
and on "Shake-spssres Sonnats®,

Undoubtedly Anns lived in a plciuresque
farmhouse which coniinues to furnish &
rich source of income from gullidle tourw
ists, Our inquiry, however, is this: ...
what has this €o do with the creetion of
the greatsst works in English litersturs?
W8 question the sssertion that her husbsnd
--the moneylender and loand sncloser—gcould
have found the tise for the vast amount
of necessary study, The fact that "tradi-
tion* (whatever that means) tells us that
he was also an actor makes the position
mich worse, Several Stratfordian scholars
have informed us that 1t is "almest ger-
tain® that Willlam sttendsd the small sche,l -
at Stratford. It seems strange that there
is a guastion sbout the certainty of ths
sducation of & men who wae destinsd to be
Unot of an Age, ut for a1l time™! The
vested interests would have us believe that
our immortal playwright waz a man who at
the early age of twentr had to beoar the
burden of a wife and tiree children~—ons
who, in the small vilisge in which he lived
until manhood, would have bean deprived of
all gdvantages.

e resl "Shakespears™ wis widaly read
in Greek and Latin classics and Italian
storiss not yet itransiated when he was write
ing, He was familiar with the pastimes
in neutical matiers; a lover of music;
staeped in law practice; well acquainied
with the eitiee of northern Italy,

Falcon Square in Castle Hedingham derives
its name from the place whers the Earls
of (xford housad thelr hunting birds, Comw
parison of a verse froaz one of Edward de
Vera's esrly poems with & passage from

Qthelle showa a dominent idea finding ex-

preassion in both exsmpies, revealing ab-
solute familiarity with the arietocratic
sport of falconry:
Finsettled still like hag-
gards wild they range.
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Thoas gontle birde that fly
from man to wmang
Who would not seorn and
shake them from the fiet
And let them fly, fair fools,
which way they List.®
{Lord xford.}

NIf X do find har haggard
Though that her jesses were
#y dear heart strings,
I:d whietls her off, and let
her down the wind
To play st fortune®,
, {"Shakespeare "}

Tne statement of "R.R."™ that Amne
Hatheway was reslly Shakespesre and
she lived at Wivenhos curiously eontains
(although made faesticunly} a gsrm of
truth, For Lord Oxford lived at Wiven-
hoe In the late 1570'e, and that he wae
engaged in eome sort of litsrary active
ity there appears svident from ona of
his lettare whieh terminates with the
rexarks "From oy new Countyry Mises
of Wiveanhos®, {(That hs was a play-
wright ie confirmed by Meree' remark in
1598 to the effsct that xford was "the
best for comedy among us*, In 1622
Peacham put Oxford's nsme at the top of
& list of writere who had made Elizabeth®
reign a Golden Age of literature),

Verees written by the 17th Earl of Ox~
ford are ths unquestionable soures of
passagss in the "Shakespears™ plays and
posms; the plote of meny of the plays,
and incldsnte in them, correspond with .
events in his 1ifs; his snemiss are cari-
chtured, Thersfore only Oxford, Iord
Greai Chamberlain and a member of the
Privy Counil, e¢ould have writtan these
nasterplsees,

H. W. Patience

Assistant Sserstary

The Shakespeare Oxford Society
{Washington, D.C,)

Bailey Bridge Rosd

Braintres,

Amarican Seeke Ald Over Eeeex Theory on
$he Bard (East Anglian Daily Times, July
7s 1973

An Ameriesn lawysr hae sppealsd 1o Ka-
ssx people to hslp trace sny documsntary
evidence which could restore Shakespsars
to his proper sstting - as *"bard of
Hedingham,®

Mr, Richard C. Horne flew hosw to Wash-
ington yssterday at the end of his eighth
litersry pllgrimspe to the "real Shakes-
spsars country.” He etayed at Braintree,

Hs said significant progress has sle
ready besn made in the case for establiaking
beyond raseonable doubt that the worke of
the world's greatest playwright came from
the pen of Edward de Vere, whoee esat as
17th Barl of Oxford was at Hedisgham Cas-
tle.

Attic searches

Hr. Horne, presidsnt of the Shakespeare
Oxford Society, is hoping to prompt attie
ssarches through family papera in East
Anglia, which ecould yield evidenss on the
subject, '

"There are the clearest of indications
that Shaksspesra was an eset country man

and a scholar -~ not a Stratford yoksl,®
he S&idc

¥"The advantages which proving this
wouwld bring te the area in loeal pride,
prestige and a one million~-pound tourist
industry ovarnight ares cbvious,»

Mr. Horne has dug out from Shakespeare's
works referencss to Colchsster, Long Mel~
ford, and to the uniquely East Anglian
Saffron flowers and “c¢adee® or hsrring.

The pessants and e¢lowns of ths plays al-
so Ltalk the dialect of Temex, he said.
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Postry in Motion (Bast Anglian Daily
Tires, July 10, 1973)-

An American enthusiast sseks to trans-
fer the officlal *Shaksepeare country®
from Stratford to Castle Hedingham, to-
gether with a *million.pound tourist
industryn,

The Bard, he cleims, wae in reality
Edward de Vere, 17th Barl of Cxford,
who enjoyed spattering the plays with
references to local towne and villages,
and had his clowns and peasants spesk-
ing Eessx,

A hasty psrussl of a book of quota-
ticns shows some splendid svidencs for
such a theorem, For example, Edward
IV 18 given the lines ™When Oxford had
me dewn he rescued me, and sald ‘Dsar
brother live and be a kingt,"

Cgteneibly this means that the York-
ist King owed both his life and hie
throne 4o the kindnese of a dedicsted
Lancastrian foe, Since this is abe
surd, we must search for another ine
terpretation,

Autobiographieal

Manifeatly it is an autsbiographi-
cal note by Shakespeara; he tells us
that when he was a down-and~out actor,
he was saved {rom his poverty by the
Earl of Oxford, who invited him down te
his house, and made him & literary
ﬂkir}gﬂ'

Again, "vare" suggeets a Latin form
of "true?, ©Notice in Hamlet that the
ghost i3 called "true~penny™, undoubte
edly referring tc the name of Shakew
speare!s own ghost=writer,

Similarly, ws may recognise the mean-
ing of the lament “ttis true, tiis plt-
y; and pity 'tis, 'tis trye", and the
very significant "Thy speaking of my
tongue, and I thine, most truly-false-
ly, must needs be granted to be at ons®,

Before enthusiasm runs riot, however,

w2 should ponder a little the implica-
tione of the Stratford hordss descend.
ing upon a quiet commer of East Anglia,
It iz not so long ago that stremicus
efforts were needed te prevent the A~
zericans discovering that ths Mayflower
sailed from Harwich during the centenary
celebrations of the journey.

Insonsistent

After diverting one threatened inva-
sion ta the Weet Country, which seems ta
snjoy that sort of thing, it would eeem
inconsietent to invite another.

Perhaps, then, we should be wiser to
point out that nine of Shaksspesre's
plays appesared after the death of ths
17th Earl of Oxford, the laet of them
eight years later — which is a fairly
cogent argument against his authorship.

Shakeepears Country (East Anglian Daily
Timee, July 18, 1973)

Sir, == May I be allowed a few comments
on ths portion of your lesder of 10,7,73
entitled "Poetry in Motion®?

it is obvious from the context of the
play (Richard III, II, i, 110-113) that
whan Edward IV asices the remark

"Who told me, in the fleld at
Tewicesbury :

When Oxford had ms down,
he rescued me '

And said 'Dear Brother, livs,
and be a king'

he is relating to the Bsrl of Derby his
rescus, by his brother Clarence, from the

elutches of the Lancastrian Barl of Ox-
ford. .

In Richard III and Henry VI Part 3, the
17th Earl recalls the historic part played
by his ancestors in defeating the Yorkists
and restoring Lancastrians to power. In
the lattsr play the following words are
put into the mouth of the 13th Earl of Ox-
ford:
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*Call nim my king, by whose
injurious doom

¥y elder brother, the Lord
Aubrey Vers,

Was done to death? And more
than eo, my fathor,

LA R X |

No, Warwiclk no; while life
upholds thix arm,

Thie arm upholds the house
of lancaster.®

From then on he is highly praised:
*And thou, brave Qxford
wondrous well-belovsd®
(Iv.8.17)
*Sweet Oxford" (IV.8.30)

LR

Triwtphant at the battle of Tewkes~
bury, King Fdward sxclaimss
*Away with Oxford to Hames
Castle straighti®

"Shskespeare here reveals his in-
tense reading of the chronicles, for it
iz 2 matter of historieal record that
the 13th Earl was committed to Hames
Castle {near Calais) as a priecner, I
an unable to imagine the part-time gc-
tor from Stratfordw-the moneylender and
the land encloser--finding the time for
the vast amount of siudy neceesary for
the creation of the Shakespsarean canon.

The editorial asks us to "ponder a lit-
tle the implications of the Stratford
hordes deecanding upon a quiet corner of
East Anglia," but I am quite eure that
LEssex people would rather porder the e-
normoue incoms which yearly acerues to
the coffere of the vested interests of
the Shakespeare Industry at Stratford-
upon-Avon.

The edltorial asks us to belleve that
because "nine of Shakespeare's playe ap~
peared after the death of the 17th Earl
of Oxford, the last of them eight yeare
later® this constitutes "a fairly cogent
argument against his authorship.®

By the eame bLoken, the fact that the
Stratford man apparently left 16 unpub-
lished playe bshind him is a cogent srgu-
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ment against hios authorehip. No mampe
ecripte were mentioned in Williau'e dow
tailed will, and though it appears that
money-making was the main-epring of his
1ife, he made no effort of hie own to get
his masterpieces into print,

in Camdent'e "Eritanniar of 1605 thers
was no mention of him who, according to
Ben Jonson, was not of an age, but for
all time, In hie "Anmals* for the Fear
1616 (the year of William'e death) there
¥as etill no mention of Shakeepmars,

During hie lifetime "Shakeepesars® wae
apoken of as a disembodied author, a name
connected with the plays and poems, with
no suggestion of an actual person attached
to that name, :

The Sonnete of "Shakewpeare® (printed
hyphenated, with no Chrietian nams, ae bee
fits a nom de plume) wers printed in 160¢.
The suthor clearly took ne part in publica=
tion, for the text was not proofrsad and
the dedication wae left to the publisher to

write and initial,

Thorps refers Yo the author ae "our ever—
living poet," which signifies an imvortal
poet, no longer alive, in the eense amploy-
ed by the playwright himeelf in Hen Yi,
Part I with refersnce to the late Hemry V:
"that everliving man of mamory.®

Lord Oxford had died at Hackney in 1604,
but Williem of Stratford lived on until
1616, The Sonnets were therefore printed
during the lifetimes of William of Strat-
ford, Francie Bacon, William Stanley and
Roger Manners (men to whom it has besn
sought to atiribute their suthorship) but
after the death of Kdward de Vere, ths

only posaible cargdidate for Shakespearean
honoure,

H. W. Patience

Aesietant Secratary '

The Shakespeare Oxford Society
256 Bailey Bridge Road
Braintree
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EDITOR'S NOTE

Here are some corrections to errata in our last issue (WinteruSpring 1975):

1) Mr, Horne's address on p. 1, Zine 5 should read: 1791 Lanier Place, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20009, 2} In H. ¥. Patience's leiter ("Only Oxford Could

Have Written These Masterpieces®, Braintree and Withem Times, July 27, 1972),
reproduced on pp. 7 and 8, sore words wepe imdvertently omitted in the secw
ond colum of page 7, lines 37 and 38, The passage should read: "He was fa-
miliar with the pastimes of the nobility; well informed in nzutical matters,m
etc, The editor also wishes to state, in reeponse to queries on this point,
that it 1s the Newsletter's policy to exercise a minimum of editorial revi-

sion cn letters and articles reproduced from other tublications, and we dime
claim responsibility for the content or the interpretations in such material.

The Shekespeare Oxford Scciety wishes to express its gratitude to member Rumsw
sell des Cognets, Jr. of Lexington, Xentucky, for his genercus gift to the
Society of over two hundred coples of the Harvard Magazine iseue of November
1974, containing the artiele by Charlten Ogburn, Jr., "ihe Man Who Shakespeare
Was Notu.."

Becguse of the size of this issue of the Newsletter (containing, among other
items, the long-awaited editorial reply to Harvard's Professors Gwynne Evans
and Harry levin), President Richard {. Horne's report on his trip last year
to Stratford-upon-Avon is deferred until our next issue, In compensation,

we offer the fane of Mr. Horne's inimitable prose his review of Samel Sdicen-
baum's lateat tome, (Members may recall Mr. Horme's lively deserintion of
me.)ﬁchoenbaum’s lecture at the Folger Library in the Newsletter, Winter
1972.)

Gordon C. Cyr, Editor

AN OYFORDIAN REFLY 1O TWO HARVARD PROFESZORS
By Cordon Cyr, Editor

In the February 1975 issue of Harvard Shakespeare Problem Restated, 1908; Is
Magazine, Professors Cwynne Evans am There a Shakespeare Problem? 1913), an
Harry Levin {alec editors of The River- author most Stratfordians, including the
side Shakespeare} attempt to rebut two proflessors, seem not to have read,
Charlton Ogburnts article, "The ¥an Who
Shakespeare Was Not,.." (November 1974), On succeeding pages, the Newsletier sete
Oxfordians will notice many familiar ar- forth in the left~-hand column the ftwo pro-
guments and tactics in the professors! fessors' arguments appearing in their &re

¥ . reply, most of which were dealt a masm ticle, as complete in their contaxt as is
terly death blow by Sir George Green- practical, Opposite each of these, in
wood over a half-century ago (The the right hand column, is the Newsleiter




editeris reply, listing sources where applicable,
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terhas full responsibility for the opinions expressed in his reply, shich was not writ-
ten in collaboration with Mr, Ogbum or with anyone else,

"We are confident, in submitiing the case to our readers,” claim the professors in
thel r concluding statement, "that they will recognize on which side there has been a

guppressic veriiatis."
shares this sentiment in full,

EVANS AND 1EVIN
The authors refer to anti-Stratfordlans
as "the small bub pertinaciocus band of
zealots who will forever argue that
Shakespeare's wrks were written by
someone else,.." (p. 39)

"Academic pietles could scarcely vie
with sueh devout familial <omudtments,”
{p. 40 — in referring to the dedicaiion
of This Star of Enpland by Dorothy and
Chariton Cgourn, Sr. te the objlect of the
professers! reply.) o

"Hor is there the slightest recognition
of the various other contenders for...the
greatest title in literature: Bacoen, Mar-
lowe, the BEarl of Derby, Queen Elizabeth,
et cetera.” {p. L0}

The faet that the anti-Stratfordisnas gel-
dom agree on a rival candidate is itsgelf
an argument in favor of the incumbent.”
{p. 40}

The editor of the Shakespeare Oxford Scciety Newsletter

REFLY

Anti-3tratfordians are more than willing
to acknowiedge their minority statue, but
their "pertinaclty” is a reflection of the
meager evidence urged on behall of Sirat-
ford Will's candidaeg Far from asrguing
that “Shakespeare!s works were written
by somecone else", we only sesk the igden-
tity of the author who calied himeeif
TShakespeare',

An ad hominem irrvelevance, unworthy of
an educator,

Why should there be?

wWhat does the word "geldom’ mean in this
corttext? That anti-Stratfordians some-
times agree on a rival oandidate? In any
event. whal the professors seem to be are
guing is that because Bacon, Oxford, Mare
lowe, ets, could not all have been the au~-
thor, therefore none can be--an argument
not worth serious consideration., The very

piezitude of contenders for this aingle
literary distinction might sugpest to the
uncommitted that a lomgstanding and widew
spread dissatisfaction with the "incumbent®
still exists, '

It need only be added that the edi-
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"Moraover, though he pJustice Wilburforce;
gquoted and summarized a methodological
saveat from Hugh Trevor-Roper, he made
it clear that tha Oxford historian was
tkeaping his own position firmly in the
ronks of the orthodox,! This is a sige
nificant distinetion, which Mr, Ogburn
blurs into a distortion by including
Frof. Trevor-Hoper on his list of antie
Shakespearean heretics " {p. 40)

vAdditional injustice is dona to Henry
James by a truncated quotation which mismg.
es out on his irony."” (p. 40)

REPLY
The profassors conveniently omit the re-
mainder of Justica Wilburforce's citation:
"... and stating the he . Prof. Trevor-
Hopsrs definitely doas not believe that
the works of Shakespeare could have bean
written by Francis Bacon, he also consid-
ers that the case for William Shakespeare
gof Stratford; rests on a narrow balance
of avidance and that new material could
upset 1t."  Juatice Wilburforce further
quotes the historian: n,.,. a settled schole
arly tradition can inhibit free thought,
that herstlices are not necessarily wrong.
His conclusion is that the guastion of tha
autiorship cannot be considered as closed.®
(ALL England Law Reports, 1964. Vol. 3, p.
46.) It is quite clear from this more come
plete context that the judgets reference

to Trevor-Hoperts "orthodoxy" extended only

to the Raconian theory -~ an orthodoxy
shared by HMr. Opburn., Stratfordians canw
not c¢laim Trevor«Ropert's allagianca here,
{And just who is more guilty of "distortion®
in this instance?)

How James's "irony" will help the profas-
sors’ cagse is difficult to fathom! Here is
the entire passage: "1 am 'a sort of!
haunted by the conviction that the divine
Wililiam is tha diggast and most succassful
fraud ever practiced on a patiant world.
The more 1 turn him round and round the
mors he so affects me. But that is allew~ I
am not pretending to treat the question or
to carry it further, It bristles with dif-
fieultias, and I can only express my gener-
al sansa by saylng that I find it almost as
impossible te conceive that Bacon wrote the

 plays as to conceive that the man from

Stratford, as we know the man from Strat-
ford, did.” (Letter to Violet Hunt, Aug. .
26, 1903. Emphasis in the original., Cited
in Shakespeare and His Rivals, George Mow
Michael and Edgar Glenn, eds, Odyssey,
1962, pp. 61-62.} Leon Edel says that
James spoke of "the lout from Stratford”
and falt that tha "facts of Stratford did
not tsquare’ with tha plays of genius.?
{Leon Edel: Henry James; The Master: 1901=-

-
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frlooney's methods follows the exploded
assumption that Shakespeare's plays, most
of them based on pre-existing narratives
and adapted to the conventions of the
theatrical medium, can be treated as chape
ters of an autobiography.® {p. 40}

"Drams is traditionally as objective as
a literary form can be ..." {p. 40 -- in
arguing against any autoblographical ine
ferences for Oxford in Hamlet.)

", ..and socizl snobbery is an unspoken
shibbeleth among the anti~Stratfordians.?
(pe 40)

#oluoting Ogburny 'The characters he conw
slderr worthy of his genius are alrost
without exception of the nobility.*' Such
overwhelming exceptions as Shylock and
Falstaff spring to mind at once, togebher
with a host of lesser [igures--tapsters,
vwhores, foot-soldiers, sailors, peddlers,
rustics--who do not seem unworthy of his
gentus,” {p. L0}

LA

HEPLY
2 . Lippincott, 1972, p., 145.) Once
again, Evans and Levin can only claim or-
thodoxy for James on the matter of Baeon,
and the novelistis entire statement shows
his dissatisfastion with the Stiratfordian
argument.,

The professors are shooting down a straw
man here, for this is not Ogburn's argu-
ment. Zvans's and fevin's point ignores
the ghanpes Shakespeare made in the "pro-
exigting narratives” and the new charac-
ters he added which form the basis for
most Oxfordian arguments azbout any pere
sonal clues Shakespeare may have left in
his plays or poems.

This is an assertion certain to be dise
puted by some commentators, and ignores
the example of Strindberg {irenically .
termed by G.B. Shaw ag "the only geruine-
1y Shakespearean modern dramatigtife=
quoted in The Reader's Encyciopedia of
Shakesveare. Growell, 1966, p. B28) and
does not account for the Sonnets, whose
subjectivity is attested Lo by Coleridge,
among others {Ibid., p. 807). If Cole-
ridge is correct, how do Profs. Evans and
Levin 'square the facte of Stratford? (Lo
paraphrase Edel on James) with the

sonae of these remarkable poems? (Not, it
is %o be hoped, with the ingenlous but far
from universally accepbed theories of Hot~
son, Rowse, ¢t al.!)

viould that the Y“Poet of Democracy", Wall
vhitman, and that Mark Twain were glive to
hear themselves zalled “soaial snobst!

The professors impeach one of their own wite
nesses, Prof. Trevor-foper, whose profegs
sionzl repulation they had been at some
pains to defend earlier, Ogburn ¢ites the
histeriant's views on p. 23 and these seem
t¢ be at considerable variance from those of
the Hiverside Shakespeare editors: "The
independent, sub-noble world of artisans

and craftsmen, if it exists for Shakespears,
exists only as his butt, Bottom, Quince,
Snug, Dogberry and Verges,

Dull e
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"lliterature affords neo parallel for what
we are asked to believe of Shaksper vsicy,”
Mr. Ogburn declares: that a country-born
comoner could write plays that delighted
monarchs, Mr, Ogburn should be informed
that Terence, an African slave, charmed the
high Roman circle of the Scipios with the
refinements of his style and wit.” {p. 41)

"!'The evidence is against Will Shaksper's
ever having attended school.' fThere ie no
direct evidence one way or ancther, the
school records not having survived from
those years. But the Stratford Grammar
School was a good one, and it was free for
inhabitanty of the town. What was he do-
ing from seven to thirteen, at a time when
his father was a leading citizen, if not
going to school? There is a fairly well
‘authenticated tradition that he was briefly
employed as & sacheolmaster., ,.Careful
assesoments of the curriculum and the axw

REPLY.

these poor imbecilas are used Lo amise
the nobility by their clumsiness," One
can add many more instances, notsbly the
gravedigger in Hamlet, to whom the heps
condescends outragecusly, even referring
te him as a "knave." And even Falstaff
is a knight, whom many Oxfordiens see as
a self-caricature of one aspect of his
author's personality.,

A blatant misrepresentation of what Mp,
Ogburn said, 7The sentence which follows
the full colen in Profs, Evans'! and Leva
in's version is not the parallel refer.
red to by Ogburn, And the professore
should be informed that their example,
Terence Afer, is fatal to their case!

For Yerence was regarded even by the Ro-
mans ihemselves as 2 paeudonymous author
who aliowed his name to be used by two
noblemen widely regarded as the resl sy
thors: Scipio and Laelius, GCicerc
writes: “Terentium cujus fabellae prop-
ter elegentiam sermonis putabantur s g,
Laelic seribi” (Ad. Att. vii, 3), and
more recently, Moentalgne, as translated
by John Fleoric: ¥If the perfection of
well-speaking might bring any glorie suit-
able untec a great personsge, Scipioc and
Laelius would never have resigned the hone
our of their Comedies, and ths elegancies
and smooth-sportfull coneeits of the Lat-
ine tongue, unto an African servant: For
to prove this labour %c be theirs, the
exquisite elogquence and excellent inven-
tion thereof doth sufficiently declare it.n
(Floric's Montaigre, Book I, Chap. xxxix.)
Montaigne's amgument here is basically
the same ore anti-Stratfordians apply to
the Shakespeare controversy.

That the Stratford school was a Fgood cnst
is & characteristic orthodox assertion
fourded upen fond guesswork, if the Strat-
ford school were like the best schools
found in more populous perts of England,

as the orthedox argue, and if Shakspere
went to that schosl, then he could have
leamed encugh Latin, etec., ete. BSut there

is no evidence that such a provincial
school was a2t all in the running with the
best of wich schools, and the skeptical
are certainly sntitled {even conceding
Stratford Will's attendance for the ertire
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tent of his leaming have been worked out
by T. W. Baldwin and V. K, Whitaker,"(p. 41)

"in any case, most of his source mate-
rial was available in translation.” {p. 41)

"Mr. Ogburn soeaks of pShakspers;as a
'near llliiterate,' He goes on to reveal
his own ignorance of the 'secretary hand by
speaking of ‘'incomplete! sigratures, not
recognizing abbreviated forms which are
standard in that hand. Far from six sipg-
natures being 'all we know that he wrote,!?
an intensive study of Shakespearets hande
writing would identify his holograph in a
scene from the Sir Thomas More manuscript,
which has been accepted into the canon of
two recent editions. Could it be impgined
that tne Earl of Oxford would have been
called in, as Shakespeare apparently was,

E

REPLY. s
time claimed for him by the orthodox) to
dispute whether such attendance would en-
dow the author of Shakespeare's Works
with the necessary qualifications. Anoth
er Stratfopdian exaggerastion is the assump-
tion that John Shakspere was & "leading
citizen" on the strength of his having
been for a time the town's DRiliff, As the
minutes from Halliwell-Phillips' Council
Book of Stratford-on-Avon (Bock A, p. 2.,
Sept. 1557) make clear, everyone had the
duty wwon pain of a heavy fine--to serve
time for this "honor®, 3% least in Strat-
ford. As for the "schoolmaster? atory,
this, in the worda of Sir George Grean-
woud, "is caught at by the Stratfordiane

as drowaing men catch at a straw,® (The
Shakespeare Problem Restated. John Lane,

London, 1908, p. 105n.) Its sole source
is John Aubrey (about vhom see below), Tt
all seems a pity that no one from this
toountry schocl® has spoken up to clain

- Stratford Will as their most eminent peda-

gogue, Finally, Baldwin's anc Whitaker's
assessments" are not egvidence but hypow
theces which assume the pint at issue.

But by no means all, The professors omit
mention of Fasti of Ovid, Menschmae of
Piautus, ard several untranslated passages
of Seneca, Juvenal, Cicerc, and Vergil
which Churton Collins (Studiee in Shakew
speare, clted in Greenwood, ope Cites DPDW
84,ff) ably demonstrates left thelr traces
in the poems and plays, Collins also sre
gues persussively for the poet's know-
ledge of Greek (See also Shakespeare Oxe
i’erd)Soc. Newsietter, Winter.Spring 1975,
p. 5

The illiteracy of vhich Ogburn speaks was
first applied to Stratford Will's signa-
tures, not by one of the dread heretics,
but by Mellen Chamberlain, Librarian of
the Boston Public Library, who, in 1889
published a pamphlet stating that "Shakew
speare's” signatures "show such a lack of
faeility in handwriting as would almost
preciuvde the possibility of Shakespeare!s
having written the dramas attributed to
him, so great 1s the apparent illiteracy
of his sigratures.” (Bditor's emphasis.)

It is not the "incompleteness" of these
scrawls that comends the epithet to eiw

Lhams oL
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Lo doctor so ill-starred a dramatic ven.
ture?" (p. 41)

Mr. Ogburn seems baffled Ly the earli-
est allusion to him in Robert Greene's -

Groatsworth of Wit, which ig clearly a

protest against a mare actor who has
presumed to become a dramatist.” (pp.
L1 and 42}

REPLY
ther Ogburn or Dr. Chamberlain (and to
many other commentators as well), but
the obvious painfulness in the forma-
tion of what letters there are. As
Mr., Cgburn says, the reader can see azll
of this for himself (See Reader's Enc,
of Shake., op. ecit., pso 301). Az to
the identification of Shazkspere's holo-
graph in Sir Thomss Here, the profes-
sorst confident agsertion of such ite
not shared by all scholars (notably
Tannenbaum, who glso made an "intenw
give study"}. The acceplance of this
fragment into the Shakespearean canon
has nothing to do with the handwriting,
but has been made on considerations of
style, It is guite possible that the
Bari of Oxford could have contributed
to this aborted production: st schol-
ars acknowledge the principsl author to
have been Anthorny Munday (Ibid., p.
570}, who was an omployee of the Earl,
as were John L¥ly, Thomas Watson, and
other literary figures of the 70's and
80's, The manuscript is obviously the
collaboration of several hands, many of
whom have been supposed 1o be scribes,

Readers will be delighted Lo learn that
this famous reference -« the subject of
contention for two centuries —- is to
be interpreted as “clearly® as the pro-
fessors claim, But a careful reading of
this passage does not support the pro-
fessors? inferences. {It should be add~
ded that Evans and Levin agssume Greene
1o be the asuthor angd igrnore the recent
computer studies of Warren Austin Mr,
Ogburn mentions on page 26, shich argue
persu&sively that Greene's so-called
letter is in reality a forgery by Chei-
tie. See also Shakespeare Newsletter,
Dec. 1970 and Dec. 1974.) Groatsworth's
author addresses three '"play makers®,

as Chettle calls them, and warns them
against the actors: "those puppets that
speake from our mouths, those anticks
garnished in our c¢olours ... Yes, trust
them not; for there iz an upstart crow,

beautified with our feathers, that, with
his Tygers heart wrapt in a Players hide,
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. supposes he is ay well able to bumbsst
cut a blanke verse as the best of you;
and being an absolute Johannes Faetotunm,
is in his own conceit the onely Shale-
geene in 3 country.' The only thing in
thia passage that clearly relates to
Shakespeare is the parcdy of a iine
from 3 Henry VI, But if the author is
attacking Shakespeare as both actor and
as author of this line, why does he say
"beaulified with gur feathers®? The
- professors have fastened on the line
about “bumbasting" (padding) ocut a
blank verse, supposing this to mean
that the complaint is against an actor
presuming to become a dramatist, But
this ignores the image of the feathers;
plainly derived {rom Aesop's fable of
the Jjackdaw whc put othey birds! feath-
ers on his own back to appear more
beautiful than he was, until the birds
sach reclaired their own, angrily plucke
ing them from the jackdaw's back. So
the charge in Croatsworth appears to be
pisgiarism — putting forward the lines
of other playwrights as his own, (This,
at least, seems to be the contemporary
view of WR.B, Gent®, who, in Greenels
Funeralls, 1594, writes of Robert
Greene: ",.,. the men who 80 eclipst his
fame,/Purleoynde his Plumes, can they dew
ny the same? ) IT such is to be applied
to Stratford Will, then this interpreta-
tion aslone is nearly fatal to the ortho-
dox case! And, if Ceorge Peele is one
of the playwrights addressed (as a great
nunber of orthodox Shakespeare acholars
seem to hold), why should the asuthor
complain about a "mere actor who has
presumed to become a dramatist"? For
Peele was himselfl an actor as well as a
playwright., It is interesting in this
conrection 1o compare the complaint in
Groatsworth with that in Ben Jonson's
epigram, "On Poet-Ape': "Poor Poetwape,
that would be thought cur chief,/Whose
works are e'en the frippery of wit,/
From brokage is become so bold a thief,/
As we, the robh'd, leave rage, and pity
it,/At first he made low shifts, would
plck and glean,/Buy the reversionpei.e,,
revisiony of old plays, now grown/To &
little wealth, and credit in the scene,?

T A RO W
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"The important reference from the Par-

nassus Plays (1598 « 1602}, where
Shakespeare is specifically saluted

in both roles ci.e., as playwright

?nd acgorg is conveniently ignored.?
P L2

Y

REPLY
ste, {Cited in Greenwood, op. =it., p.
455.) Is this how Stratford Will had
"grown to a little wealth” in the the-
ater -~ ag a "play broker™ who bought
old plays and later plagiarized them
{"become 90 bold a thief?)? And if
Shakspere is not meant in this epigram,
shouldn*t the orthodox be interested in
finding out just who is?

What the profeasors Yconvenlenily ig-
nore? iz the passage itself, and we
leave to the unprejudiced reader how
much of & “salute to Shakespeare is
intended by the gnonymous author of
these plays. The three plays were writ-
ten for an asudience of students at St.
John's lcllege, Cambridge, and in one
scene in the third play {(The Return
from Parnassus, Part 1I, Act ivy, two
eharacters playing the parts of the ac-
tors Richard Burbage snd Will Kempe con-
verse about the university students and
their abliities as players and as write
ers. Kempe at one point is made to say:
*Few of the University cmens pen plaies
well; they smell too much of that writ-
er Ovid and that writer Metamorphoais,
and talk too much of Proserpina and Jup-
piter. Why here's ocur fellow Shake-
speare puts them ?ll downe, aye agnd Ben
Jonson too ..." {Parnassus, Three Elize
abethan Comedies, 1599 - 1601, ede WaDa
Macray. Oxford at the Clarendon Press,
1886,) Remember, this iz a university
author writing for a university audi-
ence., I1f anything is ¢lear from this
passage, it is that the two actors, from
a class generally held in low esteem in
thoge times, are being held up to ride
lcule, that the author considers players
to be ignorant "rude groomes" {in the
words of (roatsworth of Wit) who think
that Metamorphosis was an author along
with Ovid, and who foolishly bestow
praise on "our fellow Shakespeare®,
bliassfully unaware that he, of all peo-~
ple, can most be charged with the faulta
Kempe finds in the university play~
wrights! Kempe's "salute" to Shakew
speare and hls criticism of Ben Jon-

son ace to be read the other way around.
Obviously, such lampooned mouthings are
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"Je are told instead: ‘!Shakespeare's
contemporaries made it quite plain that
they dld not consider the Stratford man
as author.' Plain? Wwhere?® (p. 42)

SHAKESPEARE QXFORD SOCIETY NEWSIETTER

REPLY ‘jg
not to be taken as Yevidence", much less
as a "salute" in*both roles" of play-
wright and actor, as Evans and Levin
would have us believe,

Two instances may serve: 1) The great
William Camden, in hls Hemaines of a
Creater Work Concerning Britaine, 1605,
ii, 8, writes of aeverazl authors, such
as Sidney, Spenser, etc,, and ends with
", .eiliiam Shakespeare, and other preg—
nant witts of these our times, whom suc~
ceeding ages may juatly admire.” Yet
Camden, who also was acquainted with
Shakspere in his owni position in the
Collepge of Heralds and passed on Shak-
spere pere's coat-cf-arms application,
makes no mention of & "Shakespeare"
among his "Worthlies of Stratford" in
Britannia (1805} - although William

was living there at the time, Nor does
Qamen sae fit to mention in his Annals
fer the year 1614 the death of this™most
pregnant witi®. A substantial inference
remzins that Camden never thought to
cornect the two. (QOther contemporaries
"macde it plain" by their similar silence
about "Shalkespeare's” passing, and this
in an age when poetic eulogies abound!
The first memorial verse dees not apw
pear until the First Fello, published
seven years later, and except for Ben
Jonsonts, the contributions are from
relatively obscure pens.) 2) Ancther
example is tc be found in John Marstonts
Pigmalion's Image {1598) and Bishop
Hall's Virgidemice, Books II and IV, of
the same year. In these two satires, in
which Marston and Hall are inveighing
against each other, references sare made
to a writer "Labeo", who is unidentified,
but is arguably the author of Venus and
Adonis, Judging by the style of Marston's
work, his paraphrases from Venus, and the
eriticisms leveled by Hall, which remind
us that Shakespesare's poem was regarded
in some circles as laseivious., Hall
says, in the first Satire of Book Il
1Fapr shame! write better, Labeo, or write
none." And in the first Satire of Book
IV, we have this suggestive passage:
“Labeo is whipp'd and laughs me in the
face:/ wWhy? for I smite and hide the galled
place... Long as the crafty Cutile lieth
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"Typical is the paraphrase of a line from
the Tauthor of Wit's Heereation.,' The
book is entitled Wit's Recreations: be-
ing an anthology, it has no author.”

(?c 23-2)

“Yet there remaine a substantial and more
interesting series of literary allusions
and testimonials, which My, Ogburn smatch-
es awgy {rom Shakespeare and bestows upon
Oxford, thereby making good the bare-faced
assertion: 'No word of commendation of him
has come down to us,™ (p. 42)

"The spelling in the marriage license is
'Shaxpere' — not, as Mr. Cgburn would
have it, 'Shaxper.' (The final e makes
a phonetic difference; the substitution
of x for Xz does not. ;" (p. 42)

HEPLY
sure/ In the black cloud of his thiek vom-
iture;/ Who list complain of wronged faith
or fame/ When he may shift it to another's
name?" I% seems likely that both Marsten
and Hall, since their satires are addressed
to esach other, mean the same person when
they refer to "labeo" —and, if the author
of Yenus and Adonis is mesnt (whieh also
geems quite likeiy), then Hall "made it
plain" he did not think the poem was write
ten by aryone with the real name of William
Shakespeare,

If the professors wish to nitpick over the
vmission of a letter, it should be pointed
out that there are two t's in the word
"with of the original title. Tvans and
Levin are really straining for a point in
stating that anthologles have "no augthorv,
Common usage recognizes the term, especialw
ly when the compller composes original ma-
terial, as is the case here, {gburn has
uninpeachable pracedent for this wording
from the dedication to Witte Recreations
itsgelf, headed "the Stationers to the
leader: ...and you will by your dislike,
censure the Author's skill." {(Editort's
emphasis,)

Mr, Ogburn means here that no word of com-
mendation of the man (as opposed to the
writings} has come down to us. The prow
fessors here beg the question of these
“literary allusions and testimonials', and
assume that they must apply to the Strate
ford man, forgetting that this is the point
at issue, Nolt one of these references
identifies its subject, which leads us to
restate the kernel of the Shakespearian
biographical problem: the only documentaw
tion that clearly points to the man from
Stratford is nonliterary,

A far greater phonetic difference is made
when the ¢ is omitted from the first syl-
lable, after the k. Such omission shortw
ens the & in that syllable. While no one
should draw, in the professorst words, any
#far-reaching implications® from such mate
ters, it remains curious that Shakespeare,
1if the author and the Stratford man are
the same person, would consistently

sign his name without this e,
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*Alleging that Jonson expressed con-
tempt for !Shaksper,! he shores up that
dublouy allegation with a satirieal
lins about a parvenu Jomsonian charac-
ter; Jonsonts editors do not acespt the
conjecture that the satire was aimed at
Shakespeare,” ({p. L2=-in referring to
a description Jonson gives of Sogliardo,
a character in Every Man Qut of His Huw
mour, cited by Ogbwrn in his article,
page 23.)

"Mr. Ogburn is unwilling to concede a
decent role to his 'Shaksper' even on

the stage. He has searched for him vainw
Ly in the records of Fhilip Henslowe and
the memoirs of Edward Alleyn '*—the manag-
ar and the leading actor of the rival com-

pany to the troupe at the Globe," {(p., 42)

REPLY
when the poems and plays glve the name, e~
qually consistently, as "Shake" in the
first ayllable.

This is perhaps to be explained by the res.
erence not properly belonging within the
purview of Jonaon acholars. Agaln, as
with the case of the Parnassus plays, we
invite unprejudiced readers to judge for
therisslves whether Bsn is referring to
Stratford Will (as twe Shaksspearesn schol-
ars==Prof. G. B. Harrison of the Universi-
ty of Michigan, and Phiiip Burtoen, former
president of the American Musical and Dra-
matic Academy——sesm %o think). In 1596,
William Dethick, garter king-of-arms, sub-
mitted & draft of a coat-ofwarms to the
College of Heraida in the name of John
Shakspere (William's father)}. On this
draft appear the words, "Non sans Drofeth |
(Not without right), It is far from cer
tain whether this grart was actually given,
In Jonson's Every Man Qut of His Humour,
II1, 1, there is a conversation between
Sogliarde (the one to deseribed by Jon-
son and quoted by Ogburn), Cario Buffone
(the jester), and 3ir Puntarvelos Sogli-~
ardot..By this parchment, gentlemen, I
have so toiled anong the harrots p Herw
alds; yonder, you will not believe; they
do speak 1! the strangest language amd
give & man the hardest terms for his mon-
ay, that ever you knew, Carlo: But ha!
you the ams? ha' you the arms,

Sog.r I' faith, I thank God, I can write
myselfl a gentleman now; herets my patent,
it cost me thirty pound, by this breath,
cAfter some dialogue in which Carlo, in

an aside to Puntarvolo, makea merry aboub
the crest, Sogliardo aska:y

Sogs: How you like ‘hem, «dgnior?
Punt.: Let the word mottc;be, "Not, with~

out mustards” Your crest is very rare, cir,
It is, indeed, one of the atrangest phenoe
mena in the Shakespeare blography that neds
ther of these two coplous record-keepers
from the Elirabethan an! Jacobean periods

seegs it to mention & Shakespeare, sither

as a dramatic writer or as an actor, when
the name of every other proeminent play=-

o
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"As for the Quartos, it is stated that
the fimt six of them ‘'all piratedeeape
peared with no author named.’ ...Due re-
course to the bibliographical facts, howe
ever, Informs ws that the first six would
inciude a good text of Titus Andronicus
and snother of Love's Laborls lost with
?haicss;)aeare's name on the titie page,"
P, 2

EEPLY
wright and actor appears! The explanaw
tion usually given for this fatal lacuna
is that Shakespeare did not write plays
for any of Henslowe'!s theaters. Bub wiy
did not Henslewe invite Shakespesre to
do 80, as he did Drayton, Chamman, Dele-
ker, Cheitle, Jonsen, Marston, Wilson,
Munday, Heywood, Middleton, Porter, Hathae
way, Day, Rowiey, Haughton, Rankins, ard
Watson? And why do we find Shakespearw
ean titdes making thelr frequent appeare
ance in Henslowe's Diary, but no mention
of a payment mde, at least not to “Shake-
speare”? Alleyn similarly refers in his
numersus memsranda to every mrominent ace
tor of nis day, rivals or no, but never
o Shakspera,

Of course, 1f “Shakespeare" was, as anti-
Stratfordians contend, a concealed weitaer
Who never wrole to anyone'!s order, and if
the "top" of the Stratford man's perfor-
mance was the "ghest in his own Hamlet” as
Rowe says, then the pregnant silences of
Henslowe and Alleyn cease to be strange at
all.

Aeally! We do wish these Shakespears
scholars would come to some sart of agree-
ment on the chronology. Here is The Head.

erfs Enevelopedia of Shakesnearalg version
ig_g, Ciles Do 668 +

1594 2 He VI, Q1 {bad; "The First Part
of the Contention...")
Shrew, @1 (bad)
Titus, Qf

$595: 3 Henry VI (bad; really in cetavo;
"The True Tragedis...v)

1506+ Shrew, 22 {bad)

1597¢ Hichard II, QI
Bichard ITI, Q1
Bomeo, Q1 {bad)

Now here are eight, five of which are ad-
mitted by E, K. Chambers tc be “bad quartos",
rnone of which have Shskespeare's name on

the title page. The L.L.L, Quarto, cited

by the professors, was not issued until the
following year (1598}, Ogburn's statemert
still stands,
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"As & matter of fact, o Shakespeares is
mentiored among the cast of Jonsonts
Sejanus in 1603, and there igs legal svi-
gence ior his presence in London on seve
eral occggions during his later yeara."
{p. 43--in contesting Ogburn's propssed
date for "bundling® Shuktsper bzek to
Stratford,)

*Yet Caroline Spurgeon's study of Shakew
spearets impagery has shown how such po-
etic sensibilities could have beern nour-
ished by the Warwickshire countryside,
matching the very eddies under Clopton
Bridge with those that swirl in The Rape
of Lucrece: and there are local tradi=-
tions, such as the deer-stealing ineiw~
dent, which may well have been reflecte
ed in the plays.," (p. 43)

"Mie cannot but express a certain admi-
retion when a writer in Mr, Ogburnts po-
sition is courageous encugh to echo such

phrases as these cWoodfs characterization

REPLY
Stratfordians rely heavily on Jonsonts
testimony for a number of things, dew
spite his numercus contradictions., But
since there 1s no one else who says so
much about his famous contemporary, the
epithet “"honest Ben' is applied literal-
1y. Carping criticism and fulaome praisas
alternate throughout Jonson's carser, and
for the orthodox to pray in aid any one
of his utierances, they must ignore othe-
ers {such as the rather nasty Sogliardo
scene ¢ited above), fThe appearance of
Shakespeare‘'s name in the 1603 cast of

Sejanus is suspect, on the grounds that

1t does not appear until Jonson's own
First Folio ia pubilished in 1616, the
year of Shaksperets death., (For the same
reason, tha posthumous listings of "Wil-
ilam Shakespeare" heading the 1623 First
Folio cast lists in Shakespearets plays
are equally unreliable,) The orthodox,
incidentally, are unshle to show a re-
cord of any part played by a "Shake-
speare, and his name is conapicuously
absent as actor in any CONtampPOrary mie
nicipal record.

As to the "several occasions" of Shak-
spere's legal presence in London after
Ogburnta date, Ogburn mentions soms of
these in his artiele. {p. 25}

The answer to Ms, Spurgeon is, "Yes, it

could have been, but by no mesns necessar-

ily has been.,® Myriad eddies under as
many bridges behave as the poet describes
them, That the professors accept the
“deer-gtealing® story only shows the des-

perate state of their case, gince two cen~

turies age, Malone, himself a lawyer, ar-
gued this fable's implausibility on legal
grounds.

dition" is a result of Mepry Wives, and
not the other way around. (See also

Greenwood, op. cit., pp. 24-30.)

Another snide ad hominem remark, which
¥vans and Levin shoulid have reconsidered
vefore publication.

It is quite clear that thig®tra-

3

SRR
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of John Aubrey as a Troving and maggoty-
pated man,..'7.* (p. &3}

AL all events, Wood, who relied on Au~ - The attempt to clsan up Aubrey's repuw
brey for biographical field work, has tation for unreliability rust have been
weathered less well than hls research born and bred among Shakespeare scholare
assistant. The notes on Shakespeare ~-for the sole purpose of conferring re-
have the relative authority of coming gpec tability on the schoolmaster stomy,
from the son of a fellow actor." {p.43) for which Aubrey is the sole source, The

reader need not rely on Anthony Wood!ls
derogatory statement, but need only see
for himself some of Aubrey's other biow
graphical efforts., Halliwell-Phillips,
the great nineteenth century biographer

of "Shakespesre®, calls him "one of thoss
foolish and detestable gossips who re~
cord everything that they hear and nigm
irkerpret,” and says that "he musti have
been In the habit of compiling from imper—
fect notes of conversations, or, no doubt
in many instances, from his own rocollec™-
tions of them.,® In Philiips! OQutlines

of the Life of Shakespesre {Longmans,
Green, 1882}, he documents some of Aubrey's
more gserious blunders (pp. 14T-142, 124,
263, inter alia),

Here is a recent description of Aubrey's
methodology, from the impeccably orthodex
The Reader's Enevelopedia of Shakespesre
{op. ¢it., p. 1‘&95: Aaubrey's method...
was to visii one of hig cronies at his
country seat, there to spend an evening in
gossip and conviviality., Early the next
morning he would get up..his head not come
pletely clear, would write down what he
hagily remembered of the last night's talk
«va He left blanks for dates and nany oth-
er facts and inserted fresh materinl at
rardom. -Thus while Aubrey's biographical
notes are alway s interesting and frequente
1y hilarious, thear sathority is somethirg
less than unimpeachable," With such s
track record, it miters not s whit about
the “relative authority" of the contem -
porary actorts son {dreadfully second-hard
at best), and the schooclmaster giory must
be dismissed as improbable-«pspeclially in
the face of the deadly fact that no school
has come forward 3o boast of Stratford
Willts tenure as "country pedagopue’,
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E. & 1.

¥Mr, Qgbumn cites Ward on the gquestion
of Shakespears's income, whish he there.
upon transfers to Oxford. But how ecdd
Ward, who has just previously Dorme wite
ness to Shakespeare's artlessness, have
become acquainied with the minutiae of
Oxfordts finances?® (p. 43}

¥¥Mr. Cgburnts arithmetical theory as to
how (xford was subsidized, play by play
urder the Privy Seal, hardly squsares
with his basic reason for (kford's ancow
- mymitys:s the political danger in ace
nowledging the authorship of so highly
placed a personage." (p. 43)

"1t is very wise of Mr. Ogburn not 1o

quote from QOxford's exiart poetry. The
little that we have gives no indication
of either an especially large vocabulary

REPLY

Whe says anything about financial minutiae?
All that Ward says is that Shakespeare
fspent at the rate of 1000 pounds a year,
as I have heard."™ No details here about
either the source or the expenditurss. {g-
burn has arplie warrant for transferring
this figure to Oxford: The Reader's Zne

clopedia of Shakespeare (Op. titss Do
936) states: "Ward's estimate of Shake-
speare's income must be greatly exaggerst—
ed. His entire cash estate was not zore
than 350 pounds.” And, as Ogburn points
cut, we know that Oxford in 1585 4id re-
ceive this amcunt for the remaindar of his
life. It is quite possible that Ward, who
was born over 30 years after the Stratford
man's death, mixed up facts about Shake
sper with those of the resl author.

The danger Ogburn speaks of is not whether
the Jueen would find out that Oxford was
the author, a fact she could essily dige
cever with very little truwble. After
Southampton had caused Richard IT o be
played, in sympathy with the Earl of Bssex’s
rebellion, Elizabeth made no move againsi
the author, as she well might have done

if he had been a commoner, like Shaksper
«~and especially i she suspected the zu-
thor was protected by the treasoncus Southe
ampton (as Stratfordians would have us bew
lieve), whom she did arrest. Undabtedly,
Elizabeth, who was a fine senolar heiseld,
fully realized the literary value of the
Shakespeare plays ("That so did take Eliza
+..%, as Ben Jonson says). The danger to
Oxford lay in any possible ite Knowe
ledge that these published plays were come
posed by a courtier, close to the Queen's
confidence, and could therefore be taken
as containing clues to couri gossip and
possibly even state secrets. If the public
perception were that the author was merely
& man in Stratford Willl!s sosial position,
such e¢lues would go unnoticed,

The professors negiect to state that all
of this verse dates from befors {578am
Oxford’'s twenty-eighth year—-some of it
having been written in the author's teens.
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or of any way with language above the con-
ventionsl range of court wit, His sonnet
in Shakespearean form is markedly inferi-
or to almost any of Shakespeare's,” {p. 43)

" Qxfordts association with the theater
has been misleadingly set forth., He waa
patron of the child actors at the First
Blackiriars between 1583 and $584.,.Fran-
cig Meres, in his eritical survey, did not
call Cxford 'the best author of comedy in
his time,’" {p. 43)

"Even more damaging ie the date of Oxfordt
death, 1604. Given the general consensus
on dating, this would not account for a
dozen of Shakespeare's best plays, and
would leave out his late collaboration with
John Flebcher.” {p. 43)

REPLY
We are confronted by twec halves of a fam=
cinating conundrum: a poet and playwright
of a high cualify acknowledged by his con-
temporaries, but whose mature verse and
all of his plays are apparently lost. And
another peet and playwright, known te suc~
ceeding ages as among the greatest, but
who seems to have sprung "full grown® with
no jJuvenilia,

-Other associations with the theater the

professors omit are the earl's known and
documented employment of playwrighta, such
as Lyly, Munday, and Watson, as mentioned
above; the citation in The Arte of English
Poesie {1589} of Oxford and Master Ldwards
as dezerving of the highest praise "for
Comedy and Enterlude.” And Francis Peck,
in his Desiderata Curjosa, describes a play
hie had seen: "a pleasant conceit of. Vere,
disappoinied at the rising of a mean gen—
tleman in the English court, circa 13580,%
Ogburn does not ¢laim in his article that
Francis Meres said Oxford was "the best amn-
thor of comedy in his time." This remark
is a translation from the French of Feuile
lerat, summarizing the views of Oxfordt!s
contemporaries,

if anything is less'given” in this entire
controversy, it is this so~called "gener-

al consensus" in the dating of Shakespeare's
works, In fact, it is challonged at almost
every point, and not only by Oxfordians,

The authority mozt Stratfordians cite in
this regard is EZ.K. Chanbers, who admitted
the dating process was conjectural at best.
Indesd, orthodox commentators arve forever
finding earlier dates for almest the entire
¢anch, thereby straining thes possibity the
Stratford man could have heen the suthor in
any pre~Londonian cultural envirorment, the
orthodox Dr. A.3. Cairncross (in The Frob-
lem of Hamlet; a Soluticn. 1930)gave pere
suasive reasons for a date of Hamiet in the
1580's, and for his pains his brethren in
Stratfordts camp have Ysent him to Loventry®,
as his name iz not mentioned in Shakespear-
jan refarence bhooks, .

As for the "gollaboration™ with Fletcher,
Cxford's death date does not rule out the
possibility that Fletcher and others fin-
ished off incomplete plays of Cxford,
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"It is sald that once a Harvard alumnus
(who was, like many anti-Stratfordians,
an unfulfilled man of letters)..." {p. 43)

"It is true that the Earl had a stepfa-
ther, Leicester ..." (p. 43)

"It would have to be taken for granted
that Jonson and other literary men, along
with Shakespeare's fellow actors and ed-
itors, and all who were aware of the glame
orous rystery, had to be bribed or brow
beaten into covering it up.® (p. 43)

FINAL THOUCKTS:

REPLY
However, anti.Stratfordians can clain &
rather distinguished roster of "fulfilled
men of letters™: Henry James, Walt Whit-
man, Mark Iwain, John Galsworthy, and
John Buchan!

This single blooper calls into guestion
the professors! qualifications to animad-
vert on either Oxford or the Oxfordian
theory. (Oxfordt's stepfather was Charles
Tyrrell.) This remark puis ue in mind of
A.L. Rowse's famous howler (London Times,
April 24, 1971}, in which he consistent—
1y styled Capt., Bernard M. Ward, Oxford’s
blographer, as "Miss Ward", using the
thirdé person singular feminine pronoun}

This would be true only if pseudonymous

or anonymous suthorship were a gpime,
which was no more the case in Elizabeth's
time than it is in ours {unless, of course,
it was a poliiical matter, such as the
Martin Mar-prelate tracts). As Qgburn
points out, it was a social obligation in
certain circles to conceal one's author-
ship of verse or drama, Moresover, it is
doubtful Ben Jonson would have considered
his own cooperation in keeping the secret
a "Jie", or even a venial sin., Nothing
iliustrates the Stratfordian's isolation
from that cultural climate they claim as
their specialty than their insistence that
we must swallow Jonson and the First Folie
tesiimony whole, or conviet both of hei-
nous perjury. Anti-Stratfordians stand
confident that "honest Ben" would have re.
gZarded any noblemants wish to conceal his
authorship as nobody's business but said
nobleman's own, That no one much cared,
one way or another, who wrote what is eviw
dent from the publication of so many works
{Shakespeare's included) with no author
named, and conversely, the publication of
severasl non-3hakespearean works attributed
to Shakeapeare.

The editor apologizes for the length of his reply to Professors Evans

and Levin -~ a length made necessary because almost every statement the professors

make demands a regponse,

And the editor hopes the Newsletiter's readers will find that

these replies have "subjected" the professors! arguments to vhe same "technical seruti-
A few remarks should be addressed to what

ny" they wished for Chariton Ogburnts (p. 43).
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Evans and Levin do not say in their article, For instance, they do not come to grips
with the portrait evidence Mr. Ogburn describes on p. 28, even to deny its relevance,
as do many Stratfordians. It has been the editor's experience that conversions to
Cxford's cause among the uncommitted become more frequent with the knowledge good ev~ .
idence exists that not gne, but three putative pertraits of "Shakespeare" can be shown

. to be overpalntings of the illustrious Poet-Earl -« a coincidence of staggering im-

plications -- and that thils evidence did not appear until other kinds of evidence for
Oxford had been accunmlating for twenty yvears,

PLATO AND CLOWN WILLIAM

Editor's Note: Ae a result of the interest expressed in Mr,
Louis Alexis's "Dram of Eale! arvicle in our last iasue, the
editor asked Mr. Alexis for z sequel developing his hypoth-
esis that Edward de Vere was acquainted with Plate's Sympogi~
um. It gives us great pleasure to publish his article below.
Readers will note that Mr. Alexis assumes an argument, first
put forward by Percy Allen and later developed by Dorothy and
Charlton Ogburn, Sr. in This Star of England, concerring the
possible parentage of the Third Earl of Southampion, Al-
though not all Oxfordians subseribe to this theory, the edi-
tor feels that Mr. Alexis's arguments are not dependent on
such acceptance, and are therefore of interest to all our
members,

Touchstone. To have is to have; for it is a figure in rhetoric that drink,
being poured out of & cup inte & glass, by filling the one
doth erpty the other; for all your writers do consent that
ipge is he;' now you are not ipse, for I am he,

William, Which he, sir?
Touchstone, He, sir, that must marry this woman rAudreys.

AS YOU LIKE IT, V, 1.
Socrates, then, sitting down, observed "It would be well, Agathon, if wis-
dom were a thing of such a kind as to flow {rom the party filled with it to
the one who is less so, when ther touch each othiary like water in yqsse},s
flowing along a thread of wool flit, "by threadlike wool" Auvéw epigy Crom
the fuller one to the emptier,”

Plato, SYMPOSIUM, 175 4,

Touchstone, the "noble fool that hath "Master Apis Lapis"? also means "touche
besn a courtlier," is Oxford, Elizabeth's stone” (Apis = sacred bull, and we re~
Tallowed fool” or jester, in exile fram member that Vere was “Oxe" to his ad-
her court, which dates this particular miring friends), Oxford was that against

stratum to 1582, The last word of Nashe's  whieh the "mebila® of other writers was
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tested,

Clown William is Shaxper of Stratford
whom Oxford discovered to be pirabing his
plays. Date: aboubt 1589, 4f Willlam's
age as giver by himseif is acouratew.
Shaxper wag born in 1564, It was 2 mil-~
ilon-towone chance against, but it came
off: the baptismml name of Shaxper close-
1y resembled Oxford’s theatreland pseudo-
myw "William Shake-speare” and, egged on
by fellow Stratfordian Richaid Field, the
printer, the mean and mercenary provin-
cial, ecompletely illiterate, could pose
as the author of the playe, memorized
texts by acrors, etc., could flow to the
printers, and the veritable author could
only fume: 91 cannob hold" says Touche
stone,

When the Glown names himselfl as "Wil~
liam", Touchstone comments "A fair namet,
i.2., 2 Yer mame (f and v were phonetiecal-
ly interchangeable), just am Oxford's sen
by his secret wife Queen Elizabeth, known
to the historians as the Third Barl of
Southampton, was called the Fair Youth
(youth, iuvenis = filius in Latin poetry)!
Compare The Winter’s Tale, IV, 3.

Autolycus: O, that ever I was born.

Clown: I, the name of New-

Autolycus {note Greek ivrés tin ipses)
means "Alas, that [ was born E, Vﬁ?g {xford
{this value of the interjection 8!,7 as also
of "nothing" and "naught", can eanily be par—
alleled in the Plays) and the (lown's exe
clamation, thus cunningly Juxtaposed, means,
to the cognoscenti, "Born in thealrsland in
my name, Wiliiam Shakespeared, the words nomn
and "ever® now resuming their ocrdinary mean-
ings.

Audrey = the Plays; her character as a
"foul slut" reminds us of Meres! deseription
of Oxford (for onee undismised) as among
the "bost for comedy". Touchstons, to whom
kudrey truly (Latin vere) belongs, is Vere
as author of these plays; whence Audrey's
remark about the Clown--'he hath no interest
in me in the world'--takes on a new signi-

s
wt

ficance, The very name Audrey exempliw
fies the Barl's "art within art unpar-
alleled as yet"; for not only is it a
rough anagram of Du Vray, Vere's name
when he was a hostage for Alencoen in
France, but also short for Etheldreda,
0l¢ Zrglish AEHELTHRITH, "noble powart,
a not inept description of the influw
ence wielded by the Great Chamberlain
through his popular plays.

The "heathen philesopher”, mentioned
Just before our passage, turms cur minds
towards Plato; for the emphasis is on
design in our bodies, and Plato's Ti-
maeus has much on this theme {e.g., "we
were next provided by those who formed
us with the organs of the mouth, teeth,
tongue and lips, arranged as they are
now,; for purposes both necessary and
the best": chap. 52), His learned read-
ers thus prepared, Vere-Touchstone goes
on to hint at the Symposium passage
where the seientific phenomenon of "cap-
illary attractionmw~i,e., if a woolen
thread is placed so that one end lies in
& glass full of water and the other end,
lower down, in an empty receptacle, then
the water will rise up along the wool
and distil into the container—is used
by Socrates to illustrate the nossibility
of wisdom being transferred from a "full
man to an "empty" man by physical contact
alone. But Socrates as ususl is being
irenical: he does not say that it actu~
ally happens, only that it would be a
fire thing for Shaxper if, by mere prox-
imity in London, the EBarl's braing--and
the mention of "writers" cunningly indi-
cates the type of brains meante-could
pass into the empiyheaded Stratford clown.
But such a thing cannot be: ail that is
happening is that the superabundant wis-
dom of Vere is being siphoned away, to
make an emnty fool seenm like an author.
An almost identical simile is used by
Nashe in the much-discussed "English Sen—
eca" passapge (Works, ed. McKerrow 11il,
315} referring to early pirating of Hanlet

v Enghish Seneca read by Candle-
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light yeelds many good sen-
tences...hee willi afford you
whole Hamiets, I should say
handfuls, of Tragieall speeches
But O griefe! Tempus sdax re~

- rum, whatts that will last alw
wayes? The Sea exhaled by
droppes will in continuance bee
drie, and Seneca, let blood
iine by line and page by page,
at length must needes die to
cur 3tage.

"English Seneca® is a marvelous deserip—
tion of Oxford when we know his mle in
Elizabeth's court, and ccaupare what Senw
aca did for Nero, bul amid the acres of
*respectable” comment the researched will
be lucky fo find the identification even
hinted at; proving how thoroughly the
author of Hamlef "died to our Stage®, as
he himself prophesgied:

But I, once dead, to all the world
must die.

Touchstone insultingly garbles these
philosophical allusions--his "figure of
rhetorie®, for example, has wandered
from a different educational aresw.but
to William it is all the same, he is not
educated” at all, and go Vere underlines
the absurdity of regarding him as a write
er.

‘The "thread of woel", which gives the
Platonie simile its whole point, is not
mentioned by Touchstone, but Vere meant
his intelligent readers to think of i%,
Wool in fact symbolized the Shaxpers,
father and son. Wool was & Jucrative by
product of the butcher's irade; and we
know that Shaxper's father John was a
butcher, Attached teo Shaxperés house in
Stratford way a wool-shop, Long ago
Perey Allen ferreted out an entry in Comw
mon Pleas proving that in 1599 one John
Halford was sued by Shaxperts father for

21 pounds, "the price of 21 tods of woolh,

At once our minds go Lo WT IV, 3¢

Clown, Let me spe: every Yleven

wather tods pi.e., 11 weth-

ers yield 28 pounds of
woolys every tod ylelds
pourds and odd shilling;
fifteen hundred shorn;
what comes the wool to?

The Clownis need of the "eounterst o
solve this problenm once more indicates
Shaxper's pathetic lack of education.

Perdita, the child® of Autolycus in
this play--Audrey whose "frue man™ {Vere)
Touchstone is in AYl--the dog of Sir Pun~
tarvole (notehow the £final four letters
suggest *will" = wyll = well = spring =
Ver; this resonance of Mwyll" guided Vere
to the first name of his ill~fated pseuw
donym} in Ben Jonson's Every Man Qut of
His Humour--all three stand for the
Shakespearean works, and those boorish
and mercenary characters, the {lown and
the Shepherd in WY, Clown William in AYL,
and the appaliing Sordido and Segliardo
of Jonson, these are the Shaxpers stealw
ing the works and using them to make mon-
ey. dJonson, Nashe, and Vere himself,
sent us many signals which, like light
from distant stars, left them in the 15501y
and are only now beginning to impinge on
our senses, It is up to us te interpret
them correctly, or poor Vere will die the
death more surely than Christopher Marlowe
at Deptford/; does not Touchstone himself
tell us se?

When a man's wverses cannot be under-
steod, nor a man's good wit seconded
with the forward child Understanding,
it strikes a man mere dead than a
great reckoning in & little room.

AYL, IIL, 3.

NOTES

1. Tre word ipse means "the master® as
in the Irish expressicn, "hinself's away!

for "the master is absent™. In accepting
fthe translation 'he’ William again rgvegis

his ipgnorance,

<. BSee my article in the Shakespearesan




¥s

SHAKESPEARE (XFORD SOCIETY NEWSLETTER

Authorship Review {no, 22) for summer
1970,

3. The word ipse is isopsephic zi.e.,
equal in numerical value; with Vere in

the three cormonest Elizabethan ciphers,

& Z2i-letter alphsbet was used, with IJ

and UV the same. The S system numbered
A<Z 1«24, the R system Z=A 1=24, the X
system A~IJ 27-35 and K~Z 10-24. Thus,
respectively, ipse and Vere number 47,

53, and 99, Whether this mattered much

to Vere I doubt; my Vere was more ine
terested in develeping names like "Audrey",
in wnick the kind of "wit” needed was far
above mere tinkering with ciphers. Neverw
theless his "ccusin® Francis Bacon may
have commmicated to him this particular
isopsephism and, perhaps as a compliment,
the Barl played around with the word ipse’.

4o Cf, Hamlet, III, 2 For O! for 0! the
hobby-horse is forgot {another bitier ref-
erence to Elizabeth's exiling of her jest-
erys ibid. I,5¢

The time is out of jJoint: O, cursed
spite,
That ever I was born to set it right...

where he likens his effoarts to restove
Catholie England to the (equally futile)
efforts of hia friend Dr. Dee to reform
the calendar on Gregorian lines,

5« After his first enraged reaction
Vere decided to use Shaxper as a mask
whereby his poliey (basically continu~
ance of the Catholie sueccession through
Elizabeth's son Seouthampton--Hamlet's
"eause”) could he recommended to the
puablic via the stage, as in the Rome of
180 B.C. Gaius Laelius and Seiplo Aemie
lisnus had used the negro slave "Ter-
ence”; hence the famous epmgram of John
Davies of Hereford “To our English Ter-
ence, Mr, Will. Shake~speare!, For this
purpose Shaxper had to be given some
¥ind of education., Tradition has it

that he was lodged at Castle Hedingham
to take lessons at Earl Colne Grammar
School of which the Earls of Oxford were
An amgaing glimpse of William
Wives,

trustees,
in the eclasasroom occurs at Me

I%, t. Sir Hugh Bvane was in real life
Henry Zvans, & Welshman who irained bhoy-
actors lor Vers, note the play made with
the words "fair" and "lapis". When it be-
came obviocus that Shaxper was uneducable,
Vere gave him £1000 (through Southampton)
and packed him off about 1596 to Strat-
ford where, as Rowe's witty informant was
iater to phrase it, he played the ghost
{phar;tom—-aumor) in his cwn hamlet (Strat-
ford .

6. When at WT, 111, 3 the Shepherd finds
Perdita he exclsims:

Marey on, 's, a barne: a very pretty
barne! A boy or a child, I wonder,

We expect "girl" of gourse; the word
“ehild" arrests us, and is meant to ar.
rest us, Perdita is something more than
a lost infant, she is a lost brainchild
{(there are mary parallels in the Elizaw
bethans for this use) and the close prox-
imity of the word very emables us to iden~
tify this particular creation: Perdita,
iike Andrey, is Vere's Plays,

Marlowe's death at the house of Eleanor
Bull at Deptford Strand was faked to
throw King Philip's counter~espionage
men off the scent. The body at the in-
quest was that of a plague-victim; Mar-
lowe probably landed in France hoping

to repeat his earlier suctess as a spy,
but tkis time he perished either by ac-
cident or at the hands of Philip's gquite
efficient agents. For patriotic reasons
Vere publicizes the official version but,
no friend of Walsingham, cannot resist
lifting a corner of the veil; for if X

it "more dead" than Y, then ¥ is not com~
pietely dead and, in the context of that
"little room", this points to something
very like the hoax ] postulate,

Louis E. M. Alexis
Ssvenoaks, Kent

Englang
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A DOCUMENTARY LIFE OF SHAKESPEARE
or
3. Schoenbaum Rides Again
b

¥
Richard €. Horne, Jra

Editor's Note: When Professor Samuel Schoenbaum's new book of docu-
ments allegedly pertaining to the "life of Shakespeare" was published
recently, the Editor of the Newsletter asked ocur principal "Schoen-
baum Watcher®, President Richard C. Horme, Jr., to write a review for
this issue, which we are pleased to publish below. Mr, Horne's quale
ifications for this task are impeccable, inasmuch as he reviewed Prof,
Schoenbaum's esrlier opus, Shakespeare's Lives, in the March 31, 197!
issue of the Newsletter,

William Shakespeare: A Decumentary Life. By Samuel Schoenbaum. Oxford Press,
1975.  $50.

Page 249. "There, in July 1643, the Queen kept her nourt at Stratford for three
days. It was presumably on this occasion that Susanna Hall presented a member
of the Queen's entourage, Golonel Richard Grace {he was chamberlain to the Duke
of York) with & copy of Henri Estienne's Mervaylous Discourse upon the lyfe of
Katherine de Medicis —— if one may accept the titie page inscription in a sev~
enteents century hand (not Susanna's): 'Liber R: Cracel ex dono amicae De Sue
sanne Hall.' Possibly the bock originally formed part of her fathert's library,?
Below this is a reproduction of the book's title pager "Mervaylous Discourse
upon the lyfe, deedes and behauiocurs of Katherine de Medicisg, Queene mother:
vvherein are displayed the meanes vvhich she hath practiced to atteyne unto the
usurping of the Kingdome of France, and to the bringing of the estate of the
same vrito viter ruine and destructicn. At Heydelberge 1575." At the bottom of
this title page is written in a fine clear script, "Gratia Dei sum quod sum.”
{By God's Grace I am what I am.) Note: the parenthesized matter is supplied
by the reviewer for the information of younger readers, who apparently no long-
er study Latin. In the "ex donc amicae D. Susanne Hall", the handwriting is
neat and unshaded, but no more to he identified with the seventeenth cantury
than with eighteenth, nineteenth, or even twentieth. This is at the top of the
title page. When and by whom this was written is a matter of conjecture. 4
good guess would be: by a vendor., The plate of page 249 is numbered 203. At
the bottom of the page, in smaller print, is a note, which reads: "SUSANNA HALL
AND THZ MERVAYLOUS DISCOURSE, 16432 (?). Shakespearc Birthplace Trust Library;
shelfmark: SR93.2 STCTO55C, This item, from the ccilection of Sir Thowas Phii~
lipps, was No., 2511 in the Sotheby catalogue for the sale held on 26 and 27 No-
vember 1973."

Members of our Sociefy and readers of our nothing, except for the publication

Newsletters may recall that we had occa-

sion to review Dr, 5. Schoenbaum's Shake-

speare’s Lives (1970} in the Newsletter
of March 31, 1971, in which we paid our
respect 4o the learned Dr., his disre-
gard of facts, his "scholarly style®,
etc., especially his snide slandering and
belittling of his betters., We alse dis-
cussed his snidery on Col, Joseph C, Hard
{cirea 1845), of whom he knew practically

of Hart's The Romance of Yachting,
the first book to devote a chapter
or 0 Lo skepticism and ridiculing
of the Aubrey-Siratford Attribution
of Authorship of "Shakespeare's
Werks.® That, however, was suffi-
¢ient grounds for $.3.'s attack on
Col. Hart and his memory. In a later

issue of the Newsletter (Jan, 1972),
Wwe gave 4 running account of Doctor
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Schoenbaum's lecture at the Folger Liw
brary on January 11 of that year, which
we shall have occasion to mention fur-
ther on.

In the prefece of S.5.'s A Documentary
Life of 5. (7}, the author teils us on
page xil, "...were I to claim any nove
elty for my narrative, that claim would
have to rest on its lack of novelty. Al-
though I can offer a recently discovered
titbit or twe (for example)} the little
book conceivably once in Shakespeare's
library, with an inscription naming his
daughter Susamna ...}" rSee quotation in
the introduction to this review., ILet's
take a look at this, which our author
with becoming modesty admibts is his onw
1y "new" contribution. He calls it a
TERLbitts I call it a "mare's nest" and
will tell you why.

1. The idea of Queen Henriettz Maria be-
ing "entertained" by Shakespeare's daughe
ter is a *vain thing fondly invented® by
professional Stratfordians —- a deliber-
ate suggestio falsi to implant in the
minds of credulous readers the inference
that Susanna and the Queen were on tarms
of intimacy, ete. and te furnish 3 spue
rious spegulation that Stratford Will was
recognized by royalty in 1643 as the au~
thor of Shakespeare's Works, S.5. uses
this fiction here to slip over on the un-
wary a conclusion that Shaxper had a 1i-
brary {no traces of which have turned up
in over LOO years), that Susanna had this
library and her father's books, that she

could read, and that she would give some~

thing away to a stranger instead of bar-
gaining for the best price she cculd get
{as she did with Dr. Cook, who was interw
ested in her husband’s MS3, which, inci-
dentally, were not hers, but left in Dr.
Hall's will to his son-in-law Nashe.)

2. There is absolutely no basis for tha
assertion that Col. Richard Grace was a
member of the Quesn's entourage abt Sirate
ford in July 1643. The least investigae
tion inte available history, such as I
have troubled to make, squarely negates
this false agsumption 5.5, states as fhet.

Col. Richard Crace {1620 - 1691} was a
brave and distinguished Irish soldier
and a galiant gentleman, a scion of the
oldest nobility, a lineal descendant of
Raymend le Grosse Fitzgerald, whose en-
tire career, whether in fortune or in
adversity, stands out like a beacon,
When Charles I had hig headquarters zat
Oxford enjoying, in late 1643 and eariy
1644, his army successes in the West,
Ormonde recommended Col, Grace, among
others, to Hizs Majesty. 7The Colonel
Joined the King at Oxford and was in the
besieged garrison there when it fell to
Parliamentary forces, The Royalists were
given good terms, and Col. Grace went
back to Ireland, raised a regiment of
lfollowers, and fought for the royal cause
against Cromwell's generals until, after
being surrcunded in a swamp and losing
over half his troops, he had to surren-
der, but sgain with honor. He then took
his seldiers {over a thousand men) to
France, where he served with and under
the Duke of York {later James II), At
the Restoration in 1660, he returned with
the Stuarts to England, had his estates
and titles in Ireland restored to him,
and lived the rest of his life there,
fighting gloriously and dying for his
King (16%91),

No record or book about Queen Henrietia
Maria available in the Library of Con-
gress mentions a Col. Richard Urace in
her retinue on her way from Oxford to
York, though all others about her in Ju-
1y 1643 are noted, A chamberlain to the
Duke of York (who at that time wag a
child of ten years residing with his -
brother - under 2 governesgs and tuters in
Oxfem¢) was certainly not in her entouw
rage, nor was the child Duke. Col, Grace
most likely met the tragic Queen when she
and her sons were living in exile at the
French Court, with her brother the King,
in the 1650's, but he was then a soldier
commanding 4 regiment in the French eme
ploy and, for a time, serving with the
Puke in the Spanish Army. There is a
bare possibility that fol. Grace, who ac-
companied the royal party at the time of
the "Restoration™, may have been on some

»
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1list as "chamberlain to the Duke of York®
when Charles and his brother left Breda
with no need for regiments, but thie man
{Grace} was a soldier, not a household
functlonary, But this "bare possibility'
in no way affects the argzument.

That the Mervaylous Discourse was ever

in Susanna's possession and given by her
to Col. Grace and so noted by him has so
many inherent improbabilities as to place
it almost in the realm of the imposaible:

a) Susanna was evicted from New Flace
when Royal soldiers took it over for the
Queen's accomedation in July 1643, Whether
this was done by the staff officer or by
Prince Rupert with whose troops she made
a2 rendezvous makes no difference, The
Couneil of Stratford paid for ithe Queents
entertainment.

b} From the description given us, the
book in guestion was an anti-Roman Cathe
olie, anti~Papist denunciation of Kath-
erine de Medicis, the Queen Mother and
real ruler of France in the latter part
of the 15007s until the accession of
Queen Henrietta's father, Henry IV. Her
mother was Queen Mary de Medicis., Queen
Henrietta Maria was a tragic figure, loy~
al to her husband and Holy Church, thagh
her political judgment was usually fault-
¥. She was regarded and feared by the
vast majority of Bnglish people an 2

- dangerous Papist: an evil influence on

their King.

¢) Without an army ab her back, Queen
Henrietta Maria could not have traveled
safely in eastern or midland England,
and would be under constant danger of
capture and assassination. Her staff
would not have allowed Protestants, or
al least Puritans, to come near her,
certainly not the widow of the Puritan
Dre John Hall, who later had — as we
are told -— an inscription on her fomb,
"iise to Salvation (a Puritan phrase)
was Mistregs Hali.® I think we can
gafely assume she waa not in the house

te give Col, Grace (who was not there

either) anything of value, or {o send

to anyone of the “occupying forces® a

Ugracicus gifi" in appreciation of her
expulsion.

d) If Susanna could not have given the
book to Col. (race, how then did he ac-
quire it {rom New Place? Pid he "libe
erate™ it [rom the mythical and apocry-
phal library (7}, as some of our sol-
diers are said to have done in Allied
territories is W.W, II? His character
as shown by history should preclude that
explanation. Col. Grace was a devout
Catholic all his life and highly respect-
ed sven by the Protestants he had gove
erned in Ireland.

e} Ruling out Susanna of Stratford, whid
has been child’s play, can we assume -(ol.
Grace acouired this book in France where
he spent about ten years? Perhaps, but
not likely! "Ex dono amicae D. Susanng
Hail" does suggest a French Commection.
Susanng is the French form of the fa=-
mous Biblical namesake, she of the Fi-
ders. The English form is Susanna or
Susan. Susanne is not an uncommon name
in France, nor is Hall so far as I know,
This entry {assuming it was made by the
Colonel) is in Latin. Ex dono is of
course easy, I. can stand for Dame or
Demoiselle, bhut amicae is another matbter.
The large Latin Dictionary tells us that
amica means "girl frlend® or "mistress",
quoting Cicere! Have we here an irndiea-
tion of a romance or zmour between a gal-
lznt Irish gentleman officer in his esrly
20ts and an illiterate 60mvear-old counte
ry woman conducted in three days or less,
in time of war, and under extremely dif-
ficult circumstances, and of such an in-
tensity that gifts were exchanged and the
young lover made z sentimental note in
the book to preserve forever the remem-
brance of that sweet parting and such
sweet pleasure? Qredat Judeus!

In a comparatively recent issue of Doctor
Louis M. Marder’s Shakespeare Newsletter
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{Vol. XXIV, No, 4), the front page head-
lines two {twowcolumn)} articles, "New
Discoveries in 16th Century Books and
Manuscripts, Shakespeare Trust Acquires
Rare Books —= One Possibly from Shakew
speare’s Library.™ The other -- taking
up the rest of the page -~ "New Docu-
mentary Biography of Shakespeare." Both
have the initials L.M. (Louis Marder)

at the end,

In "New Discoveries", eitc., Dr. Marder
describes the Mervaylous Discourse,
translates "Liber R: Gracei ex dono
amicie .sics D. Susanne Hall, i.a. The
book of R. Grace the gift of gracious
Dame Susanna Hall., The evidence {?)
indicated by the inscription is that
Col. Richard Grace {1620 ~ 1691) was in
the retinue of Queen Henrietts Maria
when she stayed at New Place for three
days beginning on June 23, 1643 psicy
+ee 3he may (?) have given the Colonel
this book, possibly from the bocoks pre-
sumably bequeathed to her by William
Shakespeare, (ol. Grace was Chamber—
lain to the Duke of York who became
Charles II pziey in 1685, Col. Grace
was important enough to have his porw
trait in armor engraved and sold in
London in 1652." (?'s and sics supe
plied by reviewer.)

"New Documentary Biography of Shake-
spesre™ starts off: ™A new kind of bi-
ography of Shakespeare destined to be a
standard work read and consulted farmany

years to come, haz been produced bty Pro.

{essor §. Schoenbaum of Northweatern
University., It will be published by the
Oxford Univerzity Press in association
with the Scolar Press on April 23, 1575%
eeet Further down in this rave review
or Yblurb®, L.M. says, "“Professor Schoen
baum traveled thousands of miles, to
Colgate University in Hamilton, New Yok,
for example, to compare a facsimile of a
reputed 'portrait! of Anne Hathaway on a
fiy-leal which had been inserted into
Colgate's copy of the third Folio ,,."
"Professor Schoenbaum scrupulously, ete,,
"Included are items discovered as receri-
1y as the presumed gift of Susanna Hall
to Richard Grace (see adjacent column) .

and documents concerning Shakespeare's
daughter 3usanna and sen-in-law Thomas
Quiney first reported by H.A, Hanley in
1964, .. *The Ireland and Collier for-
geries, the conjectured signature of
Shakespeare in William Lambarde’s Ar-
chajionomia, and other tangential matee
riai will be provided in a supplementa-
ry volume {?!)." {Reviewer's note: "3on
of William Shakespeare: A Documentary
Life"? S.S8. has published three "Iives",
ete,, and may be trying for nine, May
we express the hope he will make a 180-
degree turn when he gets to No, 9, and
break new ground with a true and factu-
al "Life of Shakespeare” from all availe
able evidence to date, which could be.
covered on one page and would have now
thing to suggest that he (Shaksper) had
the slighiest connection with poems and
plays or even literacy?)

Further down L.M. says, "with characier.
istic self-effacement gasic, sickly,
Prefessor Schoenbeum says in his Preface
that 'the principal appeal of this beok
will not reside in my prose but in the
facsimiles,’ but his past performance in
the recent Shakespeare’s Lives (Oxford,
1970} leads one to expact that the prose
will he very readsble.,” Thig reviewer
has read several of S. Schoenbaumt's bocks,
heard him lecture, but must confess that
in characterizing his style and M.Q., the
advert "serupulous™ has never come to his
mind, nor has he encountered the “charac-—
teristic selfweffacement?,

Not iong ago, I was glaneing over the Falu
ger Lihrary Newsletter for June 1975, The
headiine on the front page caught ny eye
and interest: YElizabethan Manuscript |
Presented by Friends," "Much of the mate-
rial in the manuscript relates to Queen
Elizabeth 1, here psic, marriage, and for-
eign affairs .,, Ancther long piece is an
accecurt by Edward Waterhouse of the death
of Elizabeth's last great favorite, Walter
Devereaux, Earl of Essex in 1576 paics.”
Having been under the impression for many.
years that "Elizabeth's last great favor-
itef was Robert Devereux who lost his head
{literally) in 1601, and that 1576 hardly
left room for ieicester, Hatton, Oxford,
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and Haleigh, I read it again carefully to
gee if that remarksble statement could be
the resuli of a Miypef, or printeris er
ror, as the here instead of her undoubt-
edly was, Even three or four "typoest
would not explain why whoever edited the
Newsletter and proof-read it had not
caught this startling statement. I was
templed to "kid" some of my friends there
about this, and ask if it was a case of
"But Knowledge to their eyes and ample
page/ Rich with the spoils of time did
neler unrell,”? Bub then I reflected it
was neither pood taste nor mammers to
look & gift horse in the mouth: the Folw
ger Newsletter is sent to me and others
as a couriesy., I wiped the anticipabtory
smirk off my mouth and turned the page
{FNL's, not "ample™), and my eyes poppeds:
"3hakespeare's Birthday Festivities,
Shakespeare's L11th birthday was celebra-
ted at the Folger on April 23 with & re-
ception honoring 3. Schoenbaum, a trustee
of the Library and the author of the news
ly-published biography William Shakespeare:
A Documentary Life, The birthday party
was sponsored by Oxford Undversity Press,
Earlier in the day, Dr. Schoenbaum pre-
sented a specially bound copy of his book
to Vice President Nelson A. Rockefeller
for the White House Library in g ceremony
at the Executlve Office Building. Copies
were presented at the Folger ceremony to
dames G, McManaway, Folger staff member
emeritus and scholar, to whom the book is
dedicated; to Jeorge Sanderson of the Brit-
ish Embassy lor prezentation to Her Maj-
esty Queen FElizabeth II; and to the Fol-
ger Library. William Shakespeare: A Doc-
umentary Life brings fogether over 200
highly accurate facsimiles of the records
and documents of the bard, together with
the narrative swmary. The originals of
many are in the Folger collection. Dr,
Schoenbaum, City University Distinguished
Professor, Queens College {New York), is
alsc the author of Shakespearsts Lives,"
{(End of excerpt from page 2.} AL the top
of the page is a good picture, "Vice Prese
ident Rockefeller (left) and author &,
Schoenbaum," The U.5.V,P, has precedeme
in the caption, but the picture itself is
about one«fourth "Hocky® and three-Hurths
3. Schoenbaun.

Some of the readers of ocur Jan. 1972 News-
setter may remember an account we gave of
a lecture by S5.3. at the Folger on "Shalow
speare and the Froblem of Blography™, in
which he ducked the customary hour of dis-
cussion with and questions from the audi-
ence. Some Owfordiams, ineluding cur So-
clety’s members, were in the auvdience
*rarintt to pose guestions to aim, I
felt they were more than adequate for the
occasion and had determined to keep my
mouth shut, If there had been a lag, how-
ever, I toyed with the idea of getting up
and saying that Dy, S.5. and I shared the
distinetion of being the only two people
in that room who had read every word in
his book. That Dr, Louis B, Wright had
been Director of the Folger lLibrary for
20 years, was the author of Shakesneare
for Eve 1 and & man with such g high
international reputation that National
Geopraphic had proclaimed the world's
greatest Shakespearean Authority, etc.,
ete, Why is it, sir, that in a book of
over BOO pages the name of Louis B,Weight
can not be found in the preface, the ac-
knowledgements, the hody of the book, or
in the index? Was this to be atiributed
to accident or to design? (Note: This
question was never asked, of course, owe
ing to the smart defensive measure of
begging of{ -~ pleading "travel fatigue"
-- that 5.8, had taken before his lec-
ture.) My motive, had I been sble to ask
this question, was to see if the Folger
stalf members who were present could keep
a straight face at the incongruity of the
President of the Shakespeare Oxford Soci-
ety —— a group of people who had been
called every name Dr, Wright could think
ups "ingane', Mignorant®, *unfit for po-
lite society", ete. = riging in public
to protest an apparent slight to Louls B.
Wright. My other motive was to puncture
S5.5.'s smugness and wilness his flounder—
ing on the platform, since he was hound
to be disconcerted, no maiter whal answer
he gave. In view of later developments,

I am not so sure Schoenbaum's omission was
not by design. One of our current Ameriw
can philosophers, the great Satchell Page,
has advised, "Never look back, fcause some-
body may be saining on you,® Unless he
chooses to ignore this gsage advize, I fear
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the good Doctor will not get a good view
at all of our here, for his form will be
obsecured by a cloud of dust disappearing
ahead. Could it be that, in years to
come, & reference made to Wright in the
Groves of Academe would be greeted with
& blank stare, or, "of whom are you talk-
ing, Orville or Wilbur?»

A book review that barely mentions the
book, does not describe or assess it,
but takes off on the alleged shortcomings
of 1ts auther is something of an ancmaly
and hardly worthy of the word "review®,
Let me make haste to remedy this. This
reviewer was not presented with a copy
by the publisher, as is customary, and
owes nothing to the publisher or publishe
ers but such as a sense of fair play and
objectivity would dictate. It is pos-
sible and probable that this book is a
Joint venture of the Scolar Press of
Yorkshire and Oxford University Press to
reproduce some 220 numbered facaimiles
related, more or less (plus some "padw
ding"), to "evidence" connecting th;

man from Stratflord with the authorship
of “Shakespeare's Works", and 3.5, was
enployed either on someone’s commenia-
tion or on his own solicitalion to whte

a running commentary explaining and/or
interpreting the maps, signatures, M3S,
parish and court entries, ete, They mw
dons a magnificent Job. It is a feliooef
300 pages on heavy expensive paper and
the reproductions and lebter press are a
eredit to the printer's art. It is what
is known in the trade as a "eoffee~table
book", to be sean and admired, browsed
th”ﬁlgh & little, and designed to radi.
ate a slight aura of culiure on ks cwn-
er, an amblencc of scholarship as i3
were, As such, it is well worth the

$50 plus tax C.P.M. {that is, of Other
People'!s Money, not mine) of thase who
have that kind of money to spend ondis
play, like buying a set of specialiy
struck medals commemorating each of the
bard's plays which the Shakoespeare Birthe
place Trust {with Louls Marder as the U.3
sales agent} has been pushing on the
faith{ul for the last few years, The
text by 5.5, is ol a pleasantly readable

style, for he does have a certain degree
of wit, largely expressed in depreciatory
remarks about others -- feline, rather
than feliclitous, cute bub catty. That
despite a facsimile of an entry may plain—
ly read Shagsper, Schacksper, Shaxpere,
or Shakspe, it always comes ouwi'William
Shakesreare" in Schoenbaum's text below -
gshould not surprise us, for it is an loow
ored custom in the scholarly world, long
before S.5. burst like a meteor upon sad
$.%W. Nine oul of ten readers, or leafw
ers, will never notice the discrepancy,
and the tenth will forget it by the time
he has turned the page., These are repro-
ductions of documents most researchers
have seen in the original, or reproduced
in separate books, This may well be, as
claimed, the Tirst time they can all be
seen L. one volume.

But 1{ you are locking for anything, new
or old, that furnishes the slightesi evi-
dence that any of Will of Stratford!s con-
temporaries that knew him considered him
a poel and playwright, forget it! Dr,
Marder says that a first large printing
of 12,700 copies has been ordered exeltt
sive of the additional Book of the Month
Club <dstribution. Considering the evie
denee ihat has surfaced so far of the
widesnread and diverse elements hehind
the baek's promotion, we can safely pre-
diet i1 will be a finaneial success, and
a second printing is possible. The only
thing wthat could militate against this is
for the recession to get worse, inflation
to spred up, resulting in the sori of peo-
ple wn: have that kiad of money to spend
on "show! getiing scarsd, battening down
the hatshes, and deciding to ride out the
sLoTm.

£.9

The Newsietter is punlished quarterly
to provide information about thought
ant aciiviunies in the Shakespearean
auinorahip. Dues do not constitute a
subnoription but further the Sccietyts
resenreh.  Material for publication is
aecapted from members only. The Sooiety
has no cIfficial cancn, so all peints of
view are welcome,
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EDITOR'S NOTE

This lesus of the Nowslettar, ths first since last susker's reply to the
Evans and Lavin articls in Harvard Magszloe, contains a miscollsny of
newe lioms, many of which fali welcome on Qxfordian sars., Ws are en-
closing sepnrately an order form for the long-awsited re-issues of three
Oxfordian oslassics (J. T. looney: Shakespeare Tdentifieds B. M. Ward:

A Hundreth Sundris Flowres; Tw Turnsr Clark: Hidden Allusions in
Shakespesrels ?l_a_qu} publighed by Ksnnikat Press in new sditions by

. Shakespesre Oxford Scelety member Ruth Loyd Millsr, An article in this
issue ie devoted to ths historioal signlificance of thess wvalushle woriks,
and reviews of them will appear In subssquant editions of the Newsletter.

A communication dated October 6, 1975 on the Folger Shakeepeare Library
ictterhssd, addressed to President Richard €. Horne, Jr. and slgned Bettiy
Avn Kane, Head of ths Public Programs Division, was received here shortly
after publication of ocur last Newsleiter, Members will recall thet Mr,
Horre, in his review of S, Schoenbaum's X Documentary Life of Shakespeers,
mentioned an error 1n the June 1975 lssue of the Folger Library Newsletter:
¥, ..Another long plecs is an aceount by Edward Waterkouss of the dsath of
Elisabeth's last great favorite, Waltsr Devsresux, Earl of Resex, in 1576
e Ma, Kane informs us in her leitsr that this error "is ths result of
a iypographical aerror in which the phrase 'the fether of' was inadvertently
ieft out, NWaltsr Devsreaux was the [lrst Earl of Zseex, and hle son,
Robert, Elizabeth's cospanion, was the second Earl of Essex, 1t is the
father’s death that ls reported in the manuscript preesnted to the Folger,”
Ths Shakeapeoars Oxford Soclety is happy to print the Folger iibrary's cor-
rection, as requeated, snd even more gretifisd of this evidsnce that the
siaff of that great insitution peruses our material = thoroughly.

Othsr nwws that ls not s0 welcome refsrs to the recent llinese and hospiw
talization of ths Soclety'’s president, Mr. Horme, It is & pleassure to
report that Hr, Horne was relsased lest month and 1s now at home and reste
ing comfortably. For this issue Mr. Horne hae submitted a very informa~

tive erticle on an eightesnth century doubter of the Stratford mythos,
James Wilmot,.

Gordon G. Cyr, Editor

NiniL <
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JAMES WILMDT, AN BARLY DOUBTER

by Richerd C. Morns, Jr.

Born at Wardek in 1726, Wilmot was a Fyle
low of Triniiy Colleme, Oxford, belore cut=
ting a figure in tha glittsring political
and literary socisty of lLondon. HNoted
Parliamentarians became his frisnds; ha
knew Johnson, Sterne, and Warton, Accord-
ing to his nlsce, Ollviz Sarres, he wvus
the Junius whose lettars then had Fng-
land satir. Wilmot retired sbout 1781 to
the Warwickahire of his origins, bscoming
Rector of Barton-on-ths Heetb, & little
village on the Avon about six miles north
of Stratfordi. There he amised himsslf
with nis friands and books, sspecially

ths writinge of his greet fevoritee, Shake-
spears and Bacoo., At the invitatlon of a
London booksellor, Wilmol undsriock e l1ife
¢f Shakespeare, and in ths Stretford en-
virons sct out in qusst of information re~
specting his subjsct, What hs found disw
concerted him, for hs learned that Shake
speare, the son of & butcher who could
neitier read nor write was "at hest a
Countyy elown at the tims he went to seek
his fortuns in London, that he could nev-
ar have had any school learning, and that
fact would have rendsyed it impossible
that he could he received as an equsl and
frisnd by thoss of culture and breeding
who alena by thalr intercourss mmiks up
for the dsficienciss of his youth.* {Jamee
Corton Cowsll, "Soms Heflections on the
1ife of William Shaksspeare™, & paper read
bafore ths Ipswich Philoaophical Sccisty,
W, 294 in University of London Library,
pp. 67-8.)

Yet 3hakeepeare's writings tesiify to the
training of a echiclar snd trsvelar ad to
an intinsate acguaintancs with ths great
and leaarned, It was all vsry puezilng.
¥ilmot sxamined many private collsctions
of letters and documenis, and déscoversd
that none of ths local gentry of Shakew
epaarets day seemed to have hsard of the
great man, Thus the good divine's con-
sternation grew, Wilmot also searched
diligently for Shakespeare's books; aurely

his next of kin, poor illiteratse that
they were, would heve sold them to the
naighborhood gentry who alone sssembled
Jlbrarise? In vain, howevsr, Wilsot
covered himself with the dust of every
privates bookease within a radius of
fifty milso, And why could not aven a
page or two of ths many sheate in the
poet's hande—over a quarter of e million,
he calculated«—be preduced? Had the
plays nerhaps been the work of aamecns
who wished, for good reason, to concsal
his connection with then? The pleces
began Lo fit together,

In the plays Wilmot trecked down addi-
tional clues, They revealed an ecute
knowledge of the law., Coriolanue con-
taine an Allusion to the circulation

of the blocd, though Harvey did not
publish his discovery until 1619; Wil
mot assumed that a scientist would be
more llksly to ineorporate euch & ref«~
arencs than a msre ecior. Furthermors,
ths dssignstions of three characters in
love's labour'e lost--Biron, Dumain,

and Longaville--coincide with the names
of three minlstars at thke Court of Na-
varre, where Anthony Bacon resided, and
whance hs ssnt hie famous brothar lstters.
Thess kints, no less than the zissed op-
portunitiss in ths works and tha dieapw
pearance withaut trace of ths dramatist's
vooks and papers {¥55), led Wilmot a~
yround the year 1785 to ths astonishing
conclueion that Bacoo wrote Shakespeare,
ha former had dsetroyad the manuscripts
in order to conceal the fact that 80 ex~
slted & personage had dascended to ths
base art of playwriting. Nor thie hypoth-
ssie, arrived at diffidently but firaly
held, Wilmot found additicoal confirma-
tion in ths mumerous extraordinary iike-
nessss of styls betwasn ths two Blisa-
hathsans.,

Pavered visitore snjoying ths bucolie
hospitality of Barton-on~the-Heath hsard

8.4
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the novel thecory, but Wilmot pubiishsd
nothing; he did not wlash to offsnd his
Stratfond neighbore, who prided themsalves
fiercaly on Shakespsare’s association with
the town. When he was almost ejghty, Wil-
mot auremoned befers him his bousakesper
and tha nchool master of Long Compton.
"Takes them, my keys" he companded, "and
burn on the platfore befors the house all
the bags and boxas of writings you can
discover in the cabinets in my bedroom.®
Thua ware Wilmoi's papere, with thair ree
cords of local traditions and the Baconlan
haresy, committed to ths flanes,

His slaim to notice might have gone up in
smoke with thew had not Jamas Corton Cowe
e1l, & Quaker af Ipawich, visited Warwick-
shirs in 1805 in qusst of data on Shake
spearcts life for a paper to be read be-
fore his local Philosophic Soeiasty. "Every-
whare,” he sadly recalls, "was ] met by a
strange and perplexing silencs.” His exe
pedition xight hsve anded in tetal frus-
tration had ha not been sntertained in
Wilmot?s house, whsre, after ths last of
the gussta-—lacal gentry—had dsparted
naar four otclock, ha was informed of tbe
Baconian theory, "Dr. Wilmot doss nat
vanture so far as to say dafinitely that
Silr Francis Bacon was the suthor,* Cowell
would afterwards report, *but through his
great knowledgs of the works of thet writer
he 12 abla Lo prepare s cap that fits him

- smaxingly.” On Februazy 7, 1805 Cowall ap~
peared before tha Ipswich Philosophic So-
claty and dsclsred himself "& pervert, nay
a ronsgsda to the faith I hava proclaimed
and svowsd befere you all.® Without naming
the Heetor of Burton«on-the Hsath, hs then
procasdsd to unfold hia “stranges and sur~
prising story.® Cownl]l axpected it to be
greated with shouts of disapprov-l and ex-
acretion, and ha was not disappointed, The
followling April be again faced ths Sociely
and this time sought to bolster his posiw
tion by idantifying hia informant, after
firet axtracting a sclemn vow of sacrecy
from the gathering, Ths secret was well
guarded, It did not come te light until
tha manuscript of Cowellls two addresses
before the Ipswich Philesophic Scelisty
passed inte tha possession of tha Univer.

sity #f London Library and wens thsre
discovered by Profassor Aliardyce Nicoll.
In *The Firet Baconisn™, an articla pubw
lished in 1932 in the Times Literary
Supplemant, bs gave Wilmot his due,

THREE CXFORDIAE CLASSICS
ARE HE.JSSUER

A communication, dated Dacember 14, 1975,
from 3haiaspeare Oxfard Socisty momber
Ruth Loyd ¥iller contains the vsry wel-
come news that Xennikat Press!s new odi~
tians of J, T, looney's Shakespeare
Idantified, B, M. Ward's & Mundreth -
Sundrie Flowres, and Eva Turner Clark's
Hidden Xllusions i Shakespesrs's Plays
ars now avelliabls, £ fourth seminal
publication of Oxfordisn lore is im prep-
aretion as welly Bearnard M, Ward's mas.
terly blogrsphy. vy Ssventaeath Eerl

of Oxford, Zar am::a who My alroady
possaas sariier editisns of any af thess
and who, consequently, may be tempted to
ignore this announcement, Kennikat's new
publications ars not mere reprints! Much
new materisl has been added, asx will ss
matarial from previcusly published sources
not generally svailable today, such as the
Shakssnerre Followship Newsletter and
Shaksapeare Fellowshi arterly, as wall
as from the Shakespearesan Authorshi
Review—-s British publicatisen «f anti-
Stratfordian scholarship,

Soclsty mombere owe & great debt of grati-
tuds to Mrs, Miller, viose herculean la~
bore in editing thsse Invaluabla volumes
have taken about five yoars in an extremsly
busy scheduls, Ruth Loyd Miller is an ate
tormey and is wife of Judge Nines D, Miller,
4r. of the louisiana Court #f Appesls, 8ha
has ssrved as & msmber #f the Louisiana

. Minaral Board, as & vics~chairman of the

Louinisns Conatitutional Convention, and
is & member of tbe Louisiana State Universi-

iy Srstem,
&, Thomss Looney, as Oxfordiana know, is
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the ®inventor™ of the Oxfordian hypoth-
epis of Shakespearcen authorship, The
staps which led this Gateshead achoolmas-
ter and scholar to his devasiating conclu-
wion that only Edward de Vere could have
besn Ltha true "Shaksspears™ ars laid out
in & fasvelnating and axciting narrative
in Looney's initial work on this subject,
Shakespsare Identifiedw-a book which pro
foundly influenced Sigmund Frewd and
couned hin to repudiste e carlier psy-
chosnalytic inferencse he had made about
tha charscter of Shakespesre's Hamlet,

A sacond adition {mow out of print) was
publishad in the U.S.A. in 1949 by Duell,
S5loan & Pearce. Konnikat's new third edi-
tion expands this masterpiece into two
volumea and includes J, 7. Looney's later
volums on the Foams of Zdward ds Vare,

In addition, discoveries about {xford and
his comection with bLhe works of "Shake-
spearo® which had appesred in sbundence
after looney's volume had besn published
are now brought together by Mras. Miller
into one handy place of referencs. "The
portralt svidence, as developsd by the
lste Charles Wisner Barrell, is laid out
here, handsoxely illustrated in color rew
procuctions of the Ashbourne, Janssen, and
Hampten Court portraits of "Shakespears.”
Many of the beautiful color portraite of
Oxford and members of his family appear
in the Kermikat Oxford books for the first
tivs in print.

In the fall of 1972, the Millers scquired
the rights to all the literary properties
of Colonel Bernard Howlings Warxi and his
scn, Captain Barnard Mordsaunt Worde-two
sarly converts to Looney's discovery,
Host of the printing platss of the Wards'
Oxfordian volumes wars lost or destroyed
in World War II. B. M. Ward's edition of
the anonymous 1573 poetic anthology, A
Hurdreth Sundrie Flowres, advanced his
own theory that the original anthologizer
{and principal contributor) was Bdward de
Yere, To this new adition, Ruth Millsrp
aas addod several later commentaries on
Plowras by Captain Ward himself and many
othars, as woll as further documsntation
on the mysierious figure of Georgs Gas~

coigne. Again, as in the case of the
loonay book, wany new illustrations grace
thiz latest issuance of an sxtremely val-
uable and scholarly work.

Eva Turner Clark's Hidden illusions ia
tine first work to maks an axtended analy-
sle of the possible relationship bstween
court playe of the 1570!s and 80's with
those later published as works of *Shakew
spears.” Mre., Clark, an important Oxfore
dian of ths two decades bsfore the Secornd
World War;, finde sevarl muggsstive titles
in these old court playe linking them with
Shakespearefs, BShe has also found msny
references in Shekeaspears's lmown plays to
events thet could only have taken place
in the decades before the Stratford mali-
ster could have reasonably been expected
to have penned these mastervorks, Several
later books by Mrs. Clark have bean incor-
porated inte ths Kannilcat edition as well,
such &8s The Satirieal 1 loye'as
jabourts Loat and Axi lus, New fllus-
trations inciude portrait reproductions of
important personages from the courts of
England and France whose pzreonalitiss
and lives, o8 Eva Turner Clark convinow
ingly shows, have laft their traces in
Shekeapeare's drisme,

The admittodly high prics of thase volumss
is an sffect of the lavishly produced cole
or plates snd considerably axpanded write
ten matarials mentioned above., If Sociaty
nembers know of local lidbraries interested
in purchesing thsss books, such libraries,
of course, enjoy a 10% disoount, Also,
sapbers can take & charitadle gifta' do-
ducstion on their income tax if they donate
copies to & library. PFor our British sem.
bere, the Kennikat editions are being dis-
tributed in England by Bailey Srothars at
Foiketone,

G. C.

L
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IN MEMORIAM

The foremost scholar of Oxfordian remsearch
in the Uaited Staites, CHARLES WISKER BAR-
RELL, disd laet July in New York, Por
margg yessrs an art snd photography cone
sultan’. for the Western Electric Company
and issociated Bell Telephone lLaboreto-
ries, as well ae a writer, documentary
film director snd produeer, and publie
relations expert for numarcus corporations,
Barrell cams into national prominense with
his January 1940 Scisntific American arti~
cle which conclusiveiy demonstrated +that
the "Aghbourns™ portrait of "Shakespeare,”
owned and displayed by the Folgsr Shake-
speare Library in Washington, D.C., was an
overpainting of the Seventesnth Farl of
Oxford, in his articls, Barrell sllsged
svidsnce of a similar nature for the “Jarns-
asn™ Shaksspeare portrait, also owned by
the Folger, and for the “Haspton Court"
portralt, once in ths posssssion of Eng-
land's Royal Family. Ths srticle crested
& sennition and wan given world.wids at-
tsntion in the press, evsn with the dig-
tractions of war news then occupying eve.
ryone’s sitention, A Folgerwbased attempt
to discredit Barrellt's findings was :
launched in 1947 and resulted in a lawsuit
Tor 1ibel and slandsr by Barrell against
Dr. Gilss Dawson, an official of the Li-
brary. Dr. Dawson issusd a public apoi-
oxy to Barrall, and ths suit never cams to
court. (In his deposition, Dr. Dawson ad-
mitted thst he had not ssen the avidence
Mr, Barrell had provided and that he could
not point to & singls fact in the walle
documented biography of the Siretford Shake
spere that showsd the latioer was sver an
author,} Mr. Barrell was responsible for
many other important findings in (xfordian
rssearch as well, many of which are brought
togethsr in Ruth Loyd Millerts third edi-
tion of Shaksspeare Tdsntified, described
slaswhere in this issue,

STANIEY P, LOVELL, an Oxfordian and $.0.S.
menber of long standing and author of ths
pamphilet A Mystery Heyond Words, disd on
January 4 in Cambridge, Masaschuseiis,

CAPTAIN EVELYN DROADWOOD, former Preei-
dent of the Shakespearesn Authorship So-
clety in England, disd last June at Wel-
lington Hospital, In addition to his
many activities in behal? of the Oxfor-
disn cause, Capt. Broadwood ig almsc f8.
mous for the “Broadwood planos,®

PILM SERIES ON "SHAKESPEARE®

The perennial Stratford Myth rears its
ugly head again in s proposed series of
ten helf-hour films, produced jointly by
ths National Geographic Soeisty and the
Shakespeare Birthplace Trust and proje-
scted for showing in eshools and on pub-
lic television (WQED in Pittsburg) on
both sides of the Atlantic. Stratford
scense which *might™ have infiuenced the
local maltster in his "works” will be
featured! BZoucisty members in ths United
States and iand are urged to &
pressure on their local schoois and pube
iie telovision stations to allow the
Iight of rebuttal to ths Oxford side i
these fiinms are shown! Ons of the Natiomal
Geogrephic Society's officisis, Dr. Louis
B, Wright, is among those behind this
mansuver, Could it be an effort to counw
terect the growing public diesatisfaction
with the Stratford candidate as s resuit
of Charlton Ogburn'e Harvard Msgssine
article in 19747 Dr, Wright has, on many
occanions, uesd his ponition as former
director of the Folger Library to cast
ridiculs and econtempt upon snti-Stretfor-
dians of all persuasions,

QUIPS AND QUIDDITIES

Speaking of the “Harvard Case,” the Newse
dettsyr Rditor's reply to Evans and levin,
published in the last imsue, her been mads
into & saparate reprint, and ite availa~
bility advertised in a forthcoming issue
of Harvard Magazine...The Assistant Sse-
retary of our Society's English branch,




SHAXESPEARE OXFPORD SOCIETY WEWSLETTER

Nr, H. W, PATIENCE, has published an ar-
ticle in the Halstead Advartiser, ¥ov, 16,
1975, sntitled *The Continuing Story of
Qur Great Bard...Is it Too Much of & Com
incidence?™ Mr. Patience has also for-
warded & letter to the editor of the axme
paper frox ons B, C, Jackson, sxprsasing
support of ¥e. Patiencats views and Kiving
furiher svidenes in the Cxfordian CAUDO, 40
Mr. LCUIS B. X. ALBXIS, amother of our
English mewbers, hag published an article
in 1378, Oxford University’s student Jouze
nal, sntitled ®Every Word Doth Amcat Sell
His Name,® & langthy srgument with mueh
alariling new evidence, Let us hope ocur
American mesbers will smilate all this
Tnglish activity!

A REVIEN OF

Spevack, Harwin, THE HARVARD CONCOR~
DANCE TO SHAKESPEARE. Cambridge, Mass.,
Baliknap Press of Harvard University
Press, 1973, 1,600 pp.

by
Helen Cyr

As ite book Jacket sttests, this book is
the *first complste and rsliable one-vol-
s concordanca Lo the works of thas great-
sal writer in the English languags,* It
is designed to halp senolars and othars
locate lines or phreses used in the Shake-
spesare canon, and 83 this revimesr can
verify, can be used evan if only one word
can be rescalled, Purthermore, this is one
of the better sxaxples of compuler techw
nology sapplied to schoiarehip, Cemman
computer experts woridng with an IBM 360/
30 computar helped the author and did the

programming,

By the way, the suthor, Marvin Spevack,

is not a faculty member of Hsrvaird Univep.
sily. He received his Ph, D. thare but,
although an American citizsn, reasides in
Germany whare he is & professor of English
at the Universily of Hsnater-mu stetua
that wight provide him some “psychological

T

distance® from Harvard arthodoxy. ‘3

Magnetic tapes used in the production of
the author's earlier six-volume work {k
Compiate and Systemsatio Concordance to
Lhe Novim of Shikes wors used in
the preparstion of his present volums.
All of Shakespearets diffsrent 29,066
werds~~excepting the firet 43 in order
of fraquency (“the®, mand», eI¥, et}
—are listed in alphabatical order. Fol-
lowing sach word entry (and before the
citation of esch wnown sxcamnlia in which
the word is ueed) is a line stating the
shaclute Lrequenvy of the word {bazed on
the grand total of 884,647 worde for all
Shakespeare's worke), the relativs frew
qusney of the word (with 1,0000 repre~
senting 1 percent, for example) end the
musber of occurrences in verse passsgos
and in prose.

Along with the many goed fsatures of this
vork--including three sppendices of (1} -
hyphensted words, (2} homographs, and {3)
& converelon table to Through Line Num~
bering (baeed on lineation of the Pirst
Folio jo-thare 1s the disturbing fact

that the author used the new Biverside
Shakespanrs edited by professor Gwynne
Evans of Harvard University, one of the
two professors who demonstrated rather
shaky acholarship in last year's contro-
vorsy, as the basis for the concordanea
sincs "1t exemplifise ths latest thinking

- on what may be called 'the true text' of

Shakespeare.* Portunately for Oxfordiana,
the concordance works equaliy well with
other Shakespeare editions in hand, dJust
take care when studying certain problem
phrssss such as the "iram of sale™ passage
in Hamlet {discussed by L.E.M. Alexias in
the ¥Winter-Spring 1975 Newzlettar) which

comes up “dram of ev'l® in Lvame' hands

and 1s secordingly picked up by Spevack's
programmers, Howsver, Alexis' hypothesis
about noble® and *hara® is ably supported
by numercus examples in the comcordancas,
and Oxfordisns engaged in word study should
find this work invalusble. Ales, imagine
how Speveck's computer tapes could be put
o use in Oxfordian resesrch!



