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- XN MEMORIAM RICHARD C. HORNE, JR,

‘It is with great eadness that I report the passing on March 28 of the .. |. -
Society's Presidant of longstanding, RICHARD C. HORNE, JR. in Washington, = . L
D.C. Mr. Horne had entared the Marsalle Convaleecent Center in that ety 0
the previous week aftor intermittont illneee from the beginning of the . |.
year, He has been President of the Shakespsare Oxford Society eince the -
deeth in 1965 of the previous President, Francie Carmody. Mr. Hornets . . °
contritution to the Oxfordian cause, during a dietinguished and mamifold - |
career as attorney, acholar, and quondam eenior warden of the Faile Chureh '}
in Virginia, ie incalculable., A man of encrmous zeet and enargy, upto ' |
his final ilineases, Mr. Horne had acquired a prodigioue knowledge of tha - - |
Shakespearean authorship question, made frequent trips to England to pure" |~
sue research ahd to recruit interested parties into hie cheriehed belief |
that the true Shakeapeare was to be found in the person of Bdward de Vere, -
17th Earl of Oxford. Has aleo acted as a humorous and good-natured gadfly - ..of -
to bie many friende in the orthodox camp, particularly at the Folgar o1 o
Shakespeare Library in Washington, whare Mr. Horne was a frequent viasi
and where he was allowsd the freedom of ite vaet resourcee, Hie many tals®

« ents in these dirsctione will be eorely mieesd, o s E

AT SR n

7 Mp, Horne's etewardehip of the Shakespears Oxford Society could best be - |~ »%
described ae single-handed. I doubt thet any one person in our organiza= - 1
tion could combine the legel, financial, administrative, and inveetigative S S
functions he could fulfill so ably during his term of office, and, for the . | g
Society to eurvive, tha principle of “division of labor® muet now be applied | -
in generous helpings. It haa fallen upon me, by request of Mr, Horne'a son,.| ..
Richard C. Horne, III, to gathar up the Society'e records and library, of -~ .
which 1 have baen custodian in part for the laet year and e half. Mrs, Cyr' . =
and myeelf would welcome any suggeetions from membere about the future goals | -

- and directions of our organization. The next ieeuye of the Newsletier will St
carry, among other thinge, a call for some kind of convocation of the memw- . |'-
berehip t0 decide some of thaee vital matters, as well as to elect new ofw ..}
ficers. Any euggeetione or voluntary offere along thsee linee will be more 3 R
then gratefully received. ‘I realize that we are all in the same boat as to.” 1 .,
time we can wrench from our busy echedulee and careers to devots to euch . [.

. an avocation, but if the iesue of the euthorship of the world's greatest -

 litorature means anything to us at all, now ie the time to etand up and be -

Sincerely Yours for n.-“r? RS
Gonton ¢, Grr

Prﬂliﬂﬂ)t Pro Tem
Kitor, Newsletter
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EDITOR*'S NOTE

Since the unfortunate death of Mr, Richard (. Horne, Jr. laet Mareh {an-
nounced in the Specisl Issue of the Newsletter in April, *In Meworiam
Richard C. Horne, Jr.*), Mre. Cyr and I have been oecupied principally
in the necsssary legal and financial steps to ineurs continulty of our
Society's administration. To that end, we made a trip in April to M,
Horne's Washington D.C. apartment (now occupied by his sietsr Dorothy
Horne, who had lived with him thers for many years), packsd up #ll ths
files and papers we could find and earted them baek to Baltimore, where
we are engaged in the extremely slow procees of eifting through, weeding
out, and organizing ths (approximately) ten cartonme’ worth of matsrial,

The immediate goals of the Shakespeare Oxford Soclety, as I see them,
include a National Conference to determine our long-range objectivee and
to elect new officers (see article immediately following), a cooperet ive
approach to the Shakeepearean Authorship Soeisty of Englawi (a very wal.
uable source of Oxfordian and anti~Stretfordian researeh) and other enti-
Stratfordian organizations, and e concerted media aesault om the ecitadels
of orthodoxy.

Mrs, Cyr and I are planning on a Furopean trip this summer, of which the
Britieh leg will consist of meeting with British membars of our own St
clety ae well ae with members of the Shakespesrean Authorehip Society to
pursus both the eecond goal outlined above and any investigative leeds de-
veloped by our former President. Other sepects and activities of the Sow
ciety are described in varioue articlee below. :

Gordon C. Cyr, Preeident pro tem,

|
S.0.8. FIRST NATIONAI, CONFERENCE 1976

Since the death of former President R.C, and the firet (appointed by Mr, Horne as
Horne, Jr., the Society is being run on- Tditor of the Newsletter) held the pres-
a temporary basis with the following of« ent title for a few monthe in 1974 during
ficere: Cordon C. Cyr, President pro one of Mr, Horne's illneases,
tsm; Helen W, Cyr, Seerstary and Treas-
ure;; Dr. Francis,G. Horne, Vice Pregi. As mentioned in our Special Issue, most

dent; S, Colum Gilfillan, Vice President; of cur organization's funetions were han-
H.W. Patience, Secretary, English branch, dled by Mr, Horne himself, so that the

The last four of those named held ths roster previonaly Ilisted was largsly pro
sams titles while Mr, Horne was alive, forma, To insure the Society's survival,
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& mesting of all (or of ss many as possie
ble) members is needed to 1) elect new
officers, 2) decide on future gosls of
the Society, 3) determine priorities for
research into further evidence on the aue
thorship of Shakespeare's poems and plays,
and 4) develop recruitment tactics for
nsw members snd combai stategy on obscure
antist orthodoxy., The overall policy of
the Shaksspeare Oxford Society needs s rew
agsessment, and input from members is exw
tremely necessary at this c¢riticsl time,
All this is beet achieved, we believe,
through a face-to-fsce convocation of our
membership,

A gquestionnaire is enclosed for your re-
turn in which you should indicate your
preferences for: 1) the time of the conm
ference, 2) its location, 3) the number
of days duration, The fourth question
asks of your intentions to stiend the con-
ference, The preferencee offered in the
first three questions are necessarily lime
ited, and the remainder of this article is
devoted to our rationale for such limits,

For legal reasgons, the conference must be
held before December of this year, and the
summsr months are not recommended —- at
least in any sastern or Midwestern envie
ropment., This leaves the three autumn
months of {late) September, October, and
Novenmber, The desirability of 2n eastemn
site is to be found in the geographical
distribution of 5,0,S. membership: West

« 14 members; Midwest - 12: North East -
313 South < 21, As to the last category,
the heaviest concentration of members is
to be found in Maryland (3), the Distriet
of Columbia (5), and Virginia (5) — all
on the Atlantic Seaboard -— with other
Southern states having one or twoe members
at most. For a location, then, midway be-
tween the North Fast and South East, the
three prineipal cities of the Washington
-~ New York corridor {excluding New York
City itself because of its high conference
costs) have been proposed for your prefer-
ence,

Without attempting unduly teo Ypush" our
owWn location, we might recommend Baltimore
for its relatively less sxpensive hotels,

its wealth of historiesl associations,
and its charming restaurants -- some of
which are second to none in more highly-
publicized “restaurant towns," such as
New York or Washington, D.C. Mrs. Cyr
would slso be able to offer meeting room
facilities at the Enoch Pratt Free Li-
brary, where she iz head of the Audiow
Visual Department, Wsshington is not &
great distance from Baltimore (about s
one~hour drive) and contains, of course,
the Folger Shakespeare Library only s
stone's throw from the great Librsry of
Congrees,

The number of days such a confersnce
should last is listed for your prefer-
ence in Question #3., We are aware that
3.0.5., members are people with busy ca-
reers and probably cannot afford to spend
as much as a week., If the maximum of
three days were the majority option, the
conference would most likely take place
Friday through Saturday, unless s great
number of gpecifications for another ar-
rangement were sxpressed,

Plesse return your completed questionnaire
st your earliest convenlence,

SHAKESPEARE CONFERENCE IN WASHINCTON, D.C,

Fditor's note: S,0,5, member Russell des
Cognets attended three days of the Sec~
ond International Shskespesre Associs-
tion Congress  held at the Statler-Hilton
in Washington April 19-25, 'The following
is Mr, des Cognets' report in part.

Though final decisions would come in the
list three-day section of the six-day meet,
during my attendance at the first three—

day section the rumor was heard that the
Third Congress might be stepped up to &
three-year interval (from five) and likely
would be held in England or Cermany, de-
pending perhaps on where the necesssry
$50,000 could be found... At this first sec-
tion I learned that registrstion of 800 had
exceeded all expectations, at s charge of

$25 for three days, or $40 for the full ;
week, plus more for certain extras as plsye,
films, etec, Several lovely receptions for
the delegates were given. T talked with
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Shakespeare scholars amd buffs from South
Africa, Australia, Cermany, Canada, snd
most numerous from Great Britain, plue
our own U,5,A, Additionally, there were
considerable students from everywhere,
along with hobbyist davotess such as my-
self, A noted layman was Barry Bingham,
owner of the Louisville Courier-Journal,

During the first thres-day section, the
most sensitive and perceptive {to ms) of
the various speskers werst

Monday -~ Alistair Cooke
Tuesday - Dame Helen Gardner, University
of Oxford
Robsrt Arnstein, Case Westemrn
Reserve University
Alvin B.Kernan, Princeton Uni-
versity
L.C, Knights, University of
Cambridge
The Honorabie Lord Hailsham,
Former lord Chancellor of
Englsnd
Joel Hurstfield, historian

Wednesday — This day's program left me
cold, Ons of my objectives in attsnd-
ing, besides the sheer pleaeure of soak=-
ing up more about the works of the great
Ctenius, was to ses in person and get a
word in with some of the great names snd
scholsrs in the Shakespeare fisld, This
I did, Bub perhsps my main parpose in
going was to see whether I could gsin sny
converts or disciples to our Cxfordian
caiise in this very dense Shakespearean
scholarship. Indsed I found considarable
open minds among many with whom I spoke
.and found a great desl more fsllow ground
ready to be eeeded with eome seneible cim
cumstantial and proven evidence ss sgsnst
tha the weak and incredible evidence now
propped up by the hierarchy at the Sum-
mit.
Magazinee containing the famous article
on Shakeepears by Chariton Ogburn, Jr. to
top scholars and leaders, or sspecially
interested persons, who seemed receptiva
in prior conversations. They now have a
collectorts item -~- if they knew it! It
is my hope especially that we can stay in

I pave out some dozen of our Hsrven

touch with the many fine scholars such

g8 these, who are flexible, inquiring,

and dissatisfied with the dogma ss long
as there are still stones unturned, and
that in months to come, perhaps we can

gsin their support for our Shakespeare

Oxford Society and Cause,

QUIPS AND QUIDDITIES

Just received from 5,0,5, member RHODA
MESSNER of Cleveland, Chio: a copy of
her 1975 biographical novel of the 17th
Farl of Oxford, entitled Absent Thee
from Felicity, On our initial perusal,
the book looks like a fine Job, Ox-
fordiane will eurely wish to purchase
this novel, which ie published by Corin-
thian Press, Shakar Heights, Ohio.,,,
The President pro tem met with Lwo mem-
bers of the Shakespears Oxford Society
in May: MICHAEL STEINBACH, M,D, of Falo
plto, Californis and CRAIG HUSTON (su~
thor of The Shakespeara Authorship
Questjon, Dorrance, rhiladelphia, 1971)
in Philadelphlate Cricket Club, whare
Mr, Huston is a member..,An article on
los Angeles member S, COLUM CILFILIAN
ard his support of the Oxfordian hypo-
theaie hss been published in the Uni-
veraity of California st los Angsles!
student newspaper, the Dsé%x Bruin, in
the issue of April 4, 1976. Thia re-
ceived prominent space as a pages one
feature and should prove valuable in
acquainting students with some of our
csuse’'s more important evidence., Un=
fortunstely the effect was somewhat vi~-
tisted by a "rebuttal” from the Univer-
sity's reeident Shakespeare "authority,”
Prof, David Rhodes, whom the paper par-
aphrases to the effect that Shakeepeare
was "known to havs had a fine education
at the Strstford Grammar School® and is
guoted as saying, "though he left there
at sge 16, he received ths modern equiw-
alent today of a masters in claasics
from Harvard"{!). This last elicited
from our Society's President pro tem a
letter to the Bruints editor, which wae
publiahed in its entirety in ths May 10
issue! This will be discussed in de-
tail In our next issue.




OXFORDIANS AS SCHOLARS
by Helen Cyr

The forthcoming national meeting of $.0.5.
and ths need for reaesessment of work and
goals that necessarily follows an organim
zation's loss of leadsr prompt some rew
flections on the status of Oxfordian achol=
arship., At such a conference I would iike
to suggeet that promotion of ths author-
ship question and the rscruitment of new
membsrs (hopefully young and from the acw
ademic world) be considered ss primary
matters for effort, but, unfortunately,
there is a major difficulty that has to

be ovsrcome before we can proceed.

A recent rereading of a sizsable quaniity
of anti-Stratfordian literature reminds me
that zealous Oxfordians, often swept away
with enthusiasm, are abandoning the care-
ful languags of scholarship in fsvor of
the "is's," "was's," and other manifssta-
tions of fact in umwarranted cazes. We
csrtainly think Oxford was in soms way ine
volved in the writing of Shakeepeare's
works. We know that the svidence ons
would expect to find in support of ths
Stratford Shakspere as author is oddly
missing. We evsn feel we know why there
is a Shakespeare problem. However, we
still have to provs all these things poe-
itivsly. At pressnt thees are all hypoth-
eses--elrong ones at that--but the use of
languags that declares Oxford as proven
author merely draws laugha from Shakew
spearean scholars, Granted, the latter
frequsntly make silly, unfourded state-
ments, but becauee they are of "ths Zs-
tablishment™ they can get away with it,
We csn't, In order to win even thsir
grudging respect and perhaps entice a few
professors with open, guestioning minda
to Join with us in our search for new
facte, we must have a performance stand-
ard that is not just as good as that of
our antagonists, but better,

If we ourselves demonstrate impeccable
methods, we will be in a superior argu-
ing position to point out their faulty
statements which abound, despits the many
"presumed to have beents,""undoubtedly’s®
and other expressions of conjecture that
must rightly pass for fact in the many
pages produced by the Shakespeare indus—
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try. In fset, there are 5o many exam-
plss of carelese investigation among the
profssaors of Shaksspearean orthodoxy
that one wondsre if their training ever
involved the basic priniciples of eviw
dsnce and ressarch methodolopy. Haa ths
competition for prestigs and career builde
ing been 8o great and the facte so few
that we're now in a state of Manything
goeam? If not, why do auch professors cone
tinue to form premature conclusions, mise
takehypothsais for fact, dgnore svidsnce
contrary to their opinions, contain their
thinking within a limited framework smd
without the cpen- mindedneae required for
scilentific analysis, fail to seek all the
pertinent facts and mistakss coincidence
for causewand-effsct?

It would be wonderful if the intslligence
of readers no longer had to be imposed wpon
by inaccurats declarations such as "he
{Shakespeare) went to the excellent school
at Stratford~onw~Avon,"™ although Shaksspeare
did not seek the publication of his plays,
publication came anyway,'""before the year
was out, Chettle makes his famous spology
to Shakeapesre,""yat the Groats-worth of
Witte contains~-no qusstionw-a desperats
shaft directed at Shakeapeare,”"™ths new
fact to bs rsckoned with is that ths Son~
nets are concsntrated within a period of
little mors than three years." (Sourecsa
mercifully are withheld to spare smbarrssse
ment to their originators but are available

upon requeet, )

I hope we will take care not to utter sime
ilar misjudgments, even if we've oCcasioriw
ally "slipped" in the past. I would even
suggest that the time has coms for bhoth
sides of the authorship qusstion to de=
clare a truce-—even an uneasy one-=huilt
on a common acceptgsnce of reasonable ree-
ssarch standards and criteria for acientife
ic reporting sc that topether we can hunt
for new information or take a fresh look
at old facts, Perhaps this can become ons
of the immediate objectivss of S.0.5,

In the next issue I plan to discuss theds
tails of spscific research proposals sube
mitted by members, If you have any to be
considered, please mail them right away,

L
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BOOK REVIEW

"Shakespeare" Idantified in Edward de Vere
deventeenth Farl of Oxford srnd The Poems
of Fdward de Vers. By J., Thomas Loonay.
3rd edition (2 volumes), Ruth Loyd Miller,
editor, Ksnnikat Prass, 1975. $35.

As Oxfordians doubtless know, it was a
Gateshead schoolmaster, J, Thomas Looney,
who originated the idea that the poetical
Earl of Oxford was the author of Shakew
speare's worke, Mr, Looney's theory was
first mpde public in 1920 with the first
edition of Shakes * Jdentified pube
lished by Cecil Palmer, a London anthusi-
aet for the Shakespearean authorship con
troverey. Tha author had been impressed
by the agnostic views of Sir George Grane
ville Gresnwood, distinguished lawyer and
Member of Parliament, who in The Shake
speare Problem Restated (John lans, 1902)
and several subsequent works delivered a
devaetating critique to Stratfordisnism,
In Greenwood's day, the reigning candi-
date for ekeptics of the orthodox attrie
bution was Francis Bacon {whom Sir George
wissly refrained from espousing), whose
credentials have been pretiy well dsmol-
ished by the faithful, although thsy have
left untouched the numercus objections to
Stratfordianism. From the Shakespeare
works themselves, Graenwood developed a
picture of ths suthor as a cultured aris-
tocrat, one with probable close connec-
tions to the throne.

Looney proceeded from Greenwood's assump-
tions with no initial idea who the obw
jeet of his search might be. Looney pro-
posed a list of characteristics of per-
sonality to whieh "Shakespeare' through
his writings sppeared to conform, and he
made a separate eearch for lyric poetry
reeembling the veree patterne of Shake-
speare's earliest opublished poetry, Mr,
lLooney then planned to investigate the
biographies of sny suthors he could find
which might conform to his list of per
gonality characteristics,

The result was the book presently under
review in which the details of Looney's
search are laid out in one of the most
fascinating true adventure stories of the
mind to have taken place in this century.

Newsletter,

Looney's logic ie so compelling that
most anti«Stratfordians have adhered

to his Oxfordian theory since hie book's
publicstion, But once having arnmounced
his candidate, Looney did litile to ad-
vance the csuse other than a subseguent
publication of all of the known poetry
of Fdward de Vsre, in which are includ-
ed cartain poems of unknown authorship
for which he gives pereussive ressons
for sssigning them to Oxford, Looney
was also one of the foundere of the
original Shakespeare Fellowship in Enge
lard (with Gresmwood as first, honorary,
president) which at first accspted all
cardidatea for Shakespesrean authorship,
but becams in the 1930%s devoted almost
exclusively to the Onford {or Oxford-
Derby} cause, (The Shakespeare Fellow-
ship is really the parent of our own
Society as well as of the English Shalew
spearean Authorship Society which has
gone back to the Fellowship's original
objects and admitted anti-Stratfordians
of sll persuasions,)

Ths late Gharles Wisner Barrsll (see
Newsletter, Fall/Winter 1975-76), an
officer in ths American Shakespeare Fel-
lowship, was responsible for a secord
edition of "Shaksspeare" Identified by
Duell, Sloan & Pearce, 1949. That edi~
tion contained some of Barrell's own in-
valuable research which further strength-
ened the case for de Vere. Both of the
editiona are now out of print,

Ruth Miller's new third edition in two
volumes has been in the planning stagee
for half a decade, along with her new
editlions of three other Oxfordian clae-
gics mentioned in the lsst {regular)

The importance of Mrs, Mil-
ler's own contribution to thie indispen~
sable work extende far beyond that of a
mere re-iesue, Even if you are among
those few lucky Oxfordians who own a
first or second edition of looney's mas—

_ terwork, you'll want to own a copy of

this third edition, even at ths other-
wise dsterrent price tag of thirty-five
dollars, snd members are hereby advised
to donate this book to their local or
¢ollege libraries (and count this as a
deduction on their Income Tax), or to
persuade libraries to buy a copy with
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their standard discount.

For thia new edition includas — in one
handy place — most of the reaearch done
in Oxford's cause since Mr. lLocney's
- first book. In fsct, Volume I comprises
both looney works: “Chakespeare' Identi-
fied and Ths Poems of Fdward de Vere, ss
well as valuabls sppendicss on ths chro-
nology of Oxford's lifs and en sources
for The Tempest. In his own appendix,
ioonsy, sccapbing ths orthodox late dats
for that play's authorship, arguss against
Shakaspeare having had a hand in its comm
position. Mrs, Miller gives excellent
reasons for believing the play was write
ten much sarlisr than the orthodox bew
lieve, snd that Shakespesre need not have
relied on ths famous 1609 Strachey letter
in order to have had first-hend knowledge
of Bermuda storms (a point slso wsll made
by Dorothy snd Chsrlton Cgburn, dJr, in

Shsksepears: The Man Bshind the Name, More

TOW, 1962- )

I{ would stretch permissibls space to da=
tail tha comtents of Volums II, subtitled
“Oxfordian Vistas.”

only te be found in generally unavailable
Shaksapesre Fsllowship Newslettere (Amerw
icany,

Ons of the more faacinating stories relatw

ed in the second volums is the portrait

evidsnes devsloped by C.W. Barrell in 1939,

In the Jamary 1940 Scientific Ameriesn
magazina, Barrsil's infra-red and X-ray
photography of the "Ashbourna" portreit

was given excellent covsrage, but for rea-

sons of space hisz parallsl avidsnce for
the "Janssen" and "Hampton Court® por-
traits was bersly mentioned, Here thure
is a summary of his findings on all three
putative "Shakespeare’ portraits, accome
panied by gorgeocus color reproductions,
(This edition's manifold color illustra-
tions of extremely high quality are slons
worth the aaking price!) Following the
portrait evidance is "Ths Ashbourne Goes
to Court® (p. 419), s dsecription of the
suit for libel and slandar Barrell initi-
ated in 1948 sgainst Dr, Giles Dawson,
then sn official of the Folgsr Library,
who in a letter accused Barrell of doe-

Ths editor has pulled
together vast areas of resssrch hsretofore

toring the "Aanbourns™ negatives, Bapr~
rell retsined Charlton Ogburn, Sr,, ls-
gal counsal for the Shakespeare Follow-
ship (and father of the well-known su~
thor Charlton Ogburn, Jr.), who success-
fully dafied asversl dsfensa sttempta
to get the caas dismissed, (Ogburnts
name ig strangsly omitted in the editors
description of his rols.)

It ia a fair heartbreak for Oxfordians
that this case never came to court, For .
the terme in whieh Barrell ssttled ths
csse have sllowed Dr, Dawson snd later
Folger officiala saveral loopholes in
their pereietent contsntion svan now
that ths original sitter for the "Ash-
bourne" portrait "eannot be identified®
{1} In addition to other Rarrell re-
searsh in this new edition, there ia an
gsaay Mr, Barrell wrote before his daath
ilaat summer on tha pregnant silance of
Dr, John Hgll, Shakapere's aon-in-law,
whoae only comment on his famous rela-
tivs wae that the lattar “"died last
Thursday."®

It would be lssa than csndid to imply
that this publicstion is without flaws,
Far from it, Thare are several annoy-
ing and confusing typographical errors,
it is also clear that some of the lat-
eat {and best) evidence in orthodox
scholsrship hse been ignored, e.g., the
editorts statement on p. 344 (V.II) da-
seribing the play, Ths True Tragedis...,
"..sstaunch Strstfordians maintdin ia
not s Shakespearean play at all," HMost
Shskespesrs scholars todsy rsgsrd both
Contention plays as "bed quartos" of
the Henry VI trilogy.

But sll such errors addsd together do
not dstract from the ovsrwhalming vire
tues of thia new edition, snd the News-
letter editor unhssitatingly recommsnds
that all Oxfordians purchase it immediw-
ately.

¢.C.C.

GOOD NEWS!
"An Oxfordian Reply to Twoe Harvard Pro-
fessors," whose svalilability as s re=
print was advertised in the Msy Hsrvsrd
Magazina, is receiving many rsqussis.
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EDITOR'S NOTE

The most Important item of the Shakeepeare Oxford Society'e businese
is the Natlonal Conference this fall), details of which ses below, We
ere swaiting shipment from Kennikat Prese of Xva Turner Clark'e Hidden
Allusions in Shakeepeare's Plns, the sscond in Ruth Loyt Miller'y
valuable seriee of re-issmed ordian classics, and our review of
this will appear in our next issus, Neamhile, we have substituted 2

raview of Rhoda Mesaner's novel, Absent Thee fm Pelicity, and an ore
der blank is fncluded with this 1am

In order to devcie more epace in this lesus to conference plans and
projects, the promised discuseion (in our last issue) of the ICIA Daily
Bruin article on 5,0.5. member 8, Coluam Cilfillan and u.ttandmt corro—
epondence hae been deferred until cur Fall Nowslet ter,

In our last issue y the nams of our English branch'e vicewpresident was
inadvertently omitted, He ie Col, JTan Xeelan, and his position was
mentioned by Mr. Horne in the Newsletter of Wintar.Spring 1975, page 3.
The Newslstter regrete the error,

Gorden €, Cyr,
Precldent pro tem.

CONFERENCE 1976

In the last lesue of the Newsletter, the plan $o hold the S5.0.S5.'s first natiomal
conference was anncunced, and subsequently s gqueeticrnaire wae suppiied to 1.5,
members for purposee of specifying their preference ae to time, length, and loca-
tion of the conference, Here are the resultsof the survey: 18 menbere plan to
attend; 8 membere indicate “maybe” they can attend; 7 membere reeponded but do
not plan to sttend,

Seversl pecple indiceted more than one praference for the city loestion., Balitie
more won out over cther locetions whether we courted all responses or only thoss
by persons definitely planning to sttend the meeting, There were at lsast two
write«ine -« Norfolk, Vi and San Francisco, Ci, W¥Washington, D.C. came in second,
and Philadelphia {the mucl-publicised eite of 3 recent "mystery iliness") was
third, A two~day time period wae the top preference of respordente with the one~
dey and three-day cholces in eecond and third placee, respectively.

After o cereful review of ell poeeibilities suggeetod and o raw coupromises, we
are announcing the following conference plans,
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THE FIRST NATIONAL OONFERENCE
SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY

Saturday, September 25 - Sunday, September 26, 1976
With Pre-Conferencs Seesion, Friday, September 24, 1976

IORD BALTIMORE HOTEL
Baltimore and Hamover Ste,
Baltimore, M4, 21202

(301) 539-8L00

(The Lord Baltimors Hotel is an old but mcdntzy renovated, superior hotsl, conven-
lently located in downtown Baltimore across the etreet from ths Hiiton Hotel and two

ﬁocks)tm s large branch of the Holiday Inn for thoss who prefer other sccomsoda-
ons,

Special Conference Room R&ta:*'
$22 singls
$28 twin or double

*Please mention the Shakespeare Oxford Society Conferencs in your lstter of requsst
for room reeervation in order io gst specisl rate.

& etnd Agenda

(Deaile)nbject to change according to the wishee of the majority attending the
meeting,

All Maetinge in Maryland Room
September 24  7:30 P. M.,  PRE~CONFERENCE/MEMBERS FORUM

An open eession for getting acquainted in which
position papere eybmitied by absent members
along with the pointe of view, concerns and sug.
gestions of membere pressnt will be shared,

September 25 3100 AM, CALL IC ORDER; Greetinge by Gordon Cyr, Presidsnt
Pro Tem; Election of Preeiding Confsrencs Chai
pereon _

9130 AJM, - THE FRAMBIGRK OF 35.0.5.

12:00 HOON
A working seesion in which propoeed goals for
5.0.5, sre matched with suggsetione for new by.
laws to support the work of S.0.5. Includes
selection of by~laws committee to write ravision
of 5.0.5. constitution after the confersnce,

12:00 NOON - Lunch
2100 PM,

2:00 P.M. =~ PROGRAM SESSI(N
5130 P.M.



SMOER, 1976

" Brief addressses and discussion of
*The Amhisret Cass™
*The Shakespeare IV Ssries: What To Do?
*Our English Prisnds: Ths 5.0.3. Branch
and ths Shaksopsarean Authorship Soclety*
"New Technigues for Analysis of Over-Paint.

ing®, Special Gusst Speaker

Septembsr 25 5:30 F.M, -~ Dinnsr
{Continued) 7:30 P.M,

7330 P.M, ~ BUSINESS MR TING

10400 P.M,
Nominations of officere {Ballots will be mailed
to all wmenbsre immediately following the meet-
ing.) Selsctions for othsr poste—direstors,
committee chairpersons, as needed, Othsr busi
ness,

September 26 9130 KM, ~ FOCUS OK RESEARCH, Part 1
12100 KOON
Talks and Dlascussion on
~3ho Is Doing What?
--Nhat Needs to Be Dona?
~-New Strategiss for Getting Ressarch Done

12200 BOON - Lunch
1130 PN,

1130 P.N. = POCUS ON RESEARCH, Part II
3:03 P,

Adjournment

Tramsvortation: (Air) Baltimore Washington International Adrport {INI)
Jimousins ssrvics to lord Baltimere Hotel

(Trasn) Via Astrak/Penn Station/10 minutes by city bus or
by eab to lord Baltimore Hotel

(Bus) Baltimore is ssrved by Grehaund and Continsntal
Trailways. (%he lattsr is ons block from the lord
Baltimore Hotel.)

Registration: An advanes registration form is snclossd,
Yeos:

$5.00 for total vonfersacs or
$3.00 per day

Desdliiner
Ssptesbsr 20
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BOOK REVIEW

Abaent Thee from P3licity, By Rhoda Hene
;y Meesner. Corinthian Press, 1975.
7!95. )

At the outeet of thie review, I should
perhaps confesas to 8 skepticiem toward
historical/biographical novels, The gen~
re bristles with difficulties, though
this exaxple is feirly successful in s~
voiding most possidle pitfalls,

The primary prohlam of thin kind of fic
tion is that the novelist is grevented
by the lmpingemsnt of historical facts
from creating the world hin or her perw
sonae iniahit, and in the bilographiscal
rovel an author is additionally unable
to create oven the charaztsre, Also,
the problem of dialogue engaged in by
historieal personagas from so long ago
must be compounded in this instance by
what, to this reviewer at least, mst de
the insurmountable task of imsgining
how such & one as "Shakespeare” talked!
¥re. Messner wisely svoide recourse to
stilted archaisos or stitempts at Thake~
spaarean~style dialogue ameng har charw
actere: tLhe ecourd and litersry figures
of Elisabeth I'e reign with imown conw
nections to the Earl of Oxford.

Irdeod, Absent Thee %m Felicity {the
title, of course, derived from Hamlet'e
dying request to Horatie) in an eminente
1y resdable example of this type of fic-
tion, gsnerally well-constructed and,
most important, successful in hringing
the period alive in an area in which so
much necessary data sre missing, Mrs,
Masener's ressarch into background facts
has also been very thorough, and reades
will £ind the book on the whole very ine
formative.

Perhaps the large lacuns of hard facts
sbout "Shakespeare® (reeponsible for
81l the horrendous speculatior indulged
in by orthodox cosmentstore) has baen &
Belp to the suthor here in allowing her

NOre room to creaats the "novelist?s unt.
verse™ that is nsuslily denied the hioe
torical fictioneer. But £f, for this
rosson, one is allowed to speculate in
more regions than normaliy, why not go
"whols hog" and give Shakspere of Strat-
ford more of & rols in this vhole api-
scde? That Shakepere had hing to
40 with the produstion of * spsars's
Worke® is svident from Jonson's patemt
referancsas to the Stratford man in
¥an Out of His Humour, Postastar R
wore than possibly, On Poet-Ane. In har
interprotation of tha so-cxiled "War of
ths Theatres,* Mrs, Messner opts to as~
cribd Jonson'e "Crinpiaws® (in Pm;m:?
sxtlaeively 1o Marston when there is m
evidenco that Jonson alec aims o fow
barks in this character at Shakespoare
(see Gresnwood, The Shake Prohlam
stated, lLondon, 1908, pp. k;a‘l’,' o
which, if tree would maks Oxford a less
complacent bystander than ha appears in
the novel, (4ilso, I do not agres that
the Parnassus plays attack or lawpoon
Jonsons, as Mre., Nessper soems to have in
forred,) But it is probably true that un~
til we inow more about ths Stmtford
Shakspare's connection with the loxd
Chamberlaints Men {or Oxford's own con=
nection for that mattar), we will be une
sble to fathom what the "Miar of the The-
etree” was really all about,

However, Oxfordians should enjoy this
novel, and for the resscns mentioned ear-
lisr, are urged to buy themselves s copy
and have themselves ¢ "good read.,® Mrs,
Masenor has gpracicusly agreed to¢ donate
$3.00 to 3.0.5. for svery purchass mads
through our organisation. e

GOCO L]

IN MEMORTAM

ANTHORY WILLIAM DELLYR passed sway March
18 in Port Jervis, NY., ¥r. Deller was a
retired patent sttorney, enginser, suthor
and lscturer, so well as & meaber of inw
nunershls law and fratarnal organisations.
Mr. Deller was an enthusiastic Oxfordian,
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THE WORK OF THE SOCIETY: RRSEARCH OR SPECTATOR SPORT?

by Helen Cyr

As promised in the Spring 1976 iesue of
the Newslsttar, thie article providss an
outline of research propossls, not negw
esssari.y in ths order of importance, sug-
gestod by membere, Tt is hoped that with
the epproach of the nstional conference
of 8.0.5. exposition of thees idsas will
stimlate thought and diecuesion sbout
the Socclety's goals and pricritiea. Re-
actions to the following should be eont
to the 5,0.,8. Office prior to Sepbolb#l“
24 to permit their consideration in the
conference proceedinge,

FROJECT/ OVER~PAINTING: There are st
leest thres mnidentified peintings, forme
erly and srronecusly cited by Shakeepeare
ian echoiars as repreeentations of "Shiew
spears,” that are risibly overpainted in
cortain places sven undsr the scrutiny
of the naked eys, In the 19,0's Charlee
Wiener Barrell analyxzed thess art works
with X.ray end infra-red photography. His
findings indicated the likelihood that
the original works undarneath In each
casa ware peintings of the 1'7th Esrl of
Oxford. ¥When were thass canvaess overw
peinted? Were they overpainted by the
same hand in the same period? wWhat traces
sre thare In each that can definitely be
ascribed to Xdward de Vere? Would the
uss of the latast techniques under con-
trolied conditions bring out more visikle
evidsnce than that available in Barrell's
day? Shouldn’t we try once end for all
10 establish the trus significance of
thees peintinge?

PROJVECT/ PEDIGREE: At preeent there is
study being done in England to itrsce tha
pedigres of the peintinge descridbed aow,
As srticles in the Shake rean Authore
ship Heviaw will ettest, there ie at pree-
ent esufficlenmt evidence to suggest that
thaas ert worka were in privats hands
throughout the seventeenth century and
were in sach case ssecciated with peopls
who had eome connection with the 17th

Barl of Oxford or his family, Can't we
Join forcee with ¢ur English friemds to
gather tha additional evidence to estad
1ish the final necessary link? The sue~
ecoseful resolution of this and the afore-
mentionad projects would have such ime
pact that perhape even a few of the ore
thodox community aight be sufficiently
intrigued tc mske further independent ine
vestigatione of thelr own,

FROJECT/ ARCHIVES: Many hypotheses abeurd
- s3rtainly to0 many to cite here -
that are concernsd with the possible ex-
intence of heretofores undiscovered papars
that might shed light on tha Stratford
Shakeapeare or the suthorehip question in
general or even on tha role of the 17th
Ear) of Oxford, Who did what and why i»
otill the biggest wmanswered gueestiom in
this mystery, And there are mmny col-
lections of archives in "monisents rocms®
in some of the great English houses that
have not beon adequately studied, 4f =t
211, Can't we select a fow of the moet
prowising hypotheees, foklow cur lemds,
obtain permiseion to search through the
most 1ikely collections and hire s schol~
ar with sppropriate background to do the
Job? In England esveral of our collsagw
are squipped with the necessary skills,
including the shility to read the Elisa~
bethan handwriting styles, ilatin, Creek,
and the 1ike. Also, thers are ¢
researchere svailetle (for hire) to do

' _ such work undsr our direction,

FROVECT/ COMPUTER: The science of estabe -
lishing authorship by statistical armlysis
of word ¢ ney, word usage, aentents
longth and distinetive language pattemns
has been greatly improved thanke to the
svailahility of computer programming.
Courts of law sre nox using experts who
bave daveloped tschnigues to sacertaidn
quite convincingly who did or did not com- -
pose apecific writinge, The same tech-
alqusa have besn spplied by scholare ro-
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contly to resolvs guestions of authorship
of past ages, e.g,, Chettle's of Groatew
worth of Wit to nama one recent cese. We
must marehall cur resources to sponsor s
conparative anzlvsis of the proass and po-
stry of Fdward ds Vere with equivalent
work of Shakeepeare. Psrhaps among our
nesbers there are some who have special
expertiss or who know people in this fiald
who could sponsor such research withowt
recourss to grants-in-aid?

PROJECT/ LORD CHAMBERIAIN: Charles Wise
ner Barrell, A, Bronson Feldman, and Ridie
ard €, Horne, among othere, hid in recert
yoars been actively teeking documentary
proof that the 17th Farl of Oxford waa
thes lord Chamberlain who was the patron
of the acting coampeny who bere that name,
The significance of this resesarct is that
it would sstablish & link betwesn Lord Oc~
ford and that group of playere (often
ealled "Shaksapeare's Compeny”) most ine
timately cornectad with the produstion of
Shaksspeare'a dramms in Elizabeth's reign
Sarely this important work should not go
to waste. Who will continue these ef-
forta? Showldn't 8,0,5. lend endores—
ment and becking to any further efforts
in this vein? )

At our "constitutional convention™ we can
sstablish the legal machinery to promots
ths realization of euch projects sfficlient~
1y and sffectively. For whatever we do,
we can't comtinue on ocur present course,
We must organize cursslves to uee the in~
dividual ““mh' of 5,0.5, mexbere wise~
ly, Some of our people are snthusisstic
but inordinatsly busy with their careere;
they may cheoes to help by comtributing
funds to¢ the support of specific projecta
Cthara are doing research, but alone amt
without support make very siow progresa,.
The majority, on the other hant, have nsie
ther the resources nor inclinstion to do
resssrch but through their real can help
in promoting public interest and bringing
in nev menbership ~ activitiss which di.
rectly support S5.0,.8.'s vital work, If
we are to reaclve aome of thase mattars

L%
in cur respective lifelimes, no longer
can the Society ait on ite hande waite
ing for a few overworked stalwarts to
make etabs at our mommental task,

Aimost A decads ago Richard €, Horme
susened up the sitoation with his usual
homor and bigh etyle: *With ¢ few hon~
orstls eaxceptions, from all cutward eigms,
moet of our mexbers are Micavbere, walt.
ing 'for something to tuwn up' to hasten
the acceptance of Oxford as Shaksapeare,
and the rout of the orthodox Stratford.
jans. This is, of ecourse, a piocus wish,
put 'wishing won't make it so,' If you
are locking for the masa conversiom of
tha English Profeascrs and Literary Crit-
ics, or their remunciation of Willian 6f
Stratford, forget it! They wuld have to
be born sgain, By ‘semsthing' moet mean,
or hops for, documentary proof. It isa
fair azemxption that documenta do exiat
which might bs persuasive, but wishfnl
thinking that, like the elod in the poem,
cach docueent is feeling a stir of wmight,
an instinct that reachsa and towers, axd
groping biindly before it for light, is
going to climb t0 a acul In grass and
fNowers, is 3 bit unrealistic after near~
ly three hundred years of inartnesa, Some
of us believe that they will have to be
dug up, by intelligent, persistent, and
reaourcaful research., What can yvm do to
help? Deon't let your mesbership perticl-
pation turn into a mere spectator aport,”

QUIPS AND QUIDDITIES

In the settloment of the lata RICHARD C.
HORNE, JR.'s sstats, his sister DOROTHY
HORNE has informad us that a large bequest
had been earmarked Yy Mr. Horne for ths
Shakespears Oxford Socisty ... The 8,0.5.
Qffica has besu occupled this sumaer with
updating memberehip forms and litsrsture,
and in ottaining a ~tamp — for all future
msilings of cur reprint of Enoch Powell'a
Address to the Shakeapeare Club =- which

. properly eredits the sourca of the reprint

a3 tha

Shakeepearsan kuthoghig Review Mo,
25, ae requeetad by Miss h Bowen,
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110 Glsn Argyls Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21212

EDITOR'S NCIE

Chrriton Oghurn, Jr. was elscted 5.0.5, President at the Society'o September con- -
ference., Oxfordisns who know Ogburn only threugh his tireless afforta on behalf
of the suthorship cese should be saware that he ia tha wimmer of the Jjohn Purrows
Medal for best writing in natural history and that he is widely estosmed in thst
field through his Ths Winter Bessh and othsr booka., Just isaued 1s Ths Adven-
ture b Biwds (Morrow), currerkly snjoying eritieal aeclaim, wost notably in the
Saturday Review's Nowember 13 iasue, Preaident Ogburn's reparks follow,

Gordon €. Cyr, Bditor

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE

It had been my hope ami expectation that direction of the Socisty’a affalirs eculd re-
main in the hands of tha Cyrsw.Cordon ard Helen, the imperial jointress of this war-
1ike stetew.on whom the burdan had devolved upon Richerd C, Horna, Jr.'s dssth, They
inaisted, however, not unreasonsbly, thet they could not continue carrying the whole
load, Others who better then I could serve the imterests of $,0.5. in the presidency
werm not available. I am thinking espseially of Ruth ard Mincs Millar, sho have been,
end eontinue to be, abserbed in the exhausting and invaluabla labor of aditing, en-
lerging upon and republishing the eclassie Oxford texts in mapgnificert form. What re-
conciled me to accerting this honor was the Cyre! egresment to continue as editor of
tha Newslstter and ascretary/tresaurer of the Society.

For the present, certainly, the Newslstter’s publication must remain the most impor—
tant of the Society's functions, What can be done in the Newsletter necsssarily de
perds in large part on the size of cur membership, A growing membership must. son-
tinue to be a primary S.0.5. objective, In solieiting new menmbers, what can we offer?
They will be kept abreast through ths Nawslstter of discoveries and developmerts bear-
ing upon the Shakespeare authorshipn and they will have the opportunity tirough the
same agency of making known to othera any significanmt discoveries or activities of
their own, They will have the astisfaction of enlisting in, amd giving encouragement
to, a fellowship disinterestedly coneerned to help throw aa mech light as posaible on
the origin of our eivilization'a greatsst litsrsry works-e-nct alone on tho suthor'a
fdentity but on all that could i.ave accounted for ami entered into ihelr ereation,

Helen Cyr set forth in the Summer 1976 Newaletter the mmin directions she fslt that
research should teke, snd she was strongly aeconded in theee by the Board in its
September conference. Certsinly I hsartily coneur in them., T wmight add one cther
subiect: Ben Jonson. Referencss by Shakespearefs contemyorariss to ths Shakeapesars
authorship that suggest e human being behind the name~—ard there sre nit manyw-in-
volva Ben Jonaon in almost avery case, ¥Where the question of the sut horship is con-
cerned, nesrly sll roads seem £o lead to Ben Jonson, armd I judgs that he wes the man
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. . -
most intimately involved in the dissembling, ALL his known writings and sctivitiss &
would oeem to me to warrarmt close acrutiny.

It 1 may offer s visw of whera we stsrd it ds this: the evidence spsinst the Strate
ford man's suthorship is overwhelming snd dseisive, that for Oxford's strong srd re~
sumpt.ive; Oxford of sll kmown figures is the only poseitle Shakeepesrs, The wesknsss
of the orthodax case is attested not only by the fscts but by the very behavior of
its proponents. I am apeaking of the refusal of the Stratfordians in scadamia, in
sny circumstsncea, to dsbste the issue with the dissentere erd their consistert re-
sort, in urging their csse snd maligning the dissentere, to mlarepresentstion ard dis-
regard of evidence, to fraud srd mendscity, and to srpumentum 2d hominem earried to
the point of slsnder and purposed eharscter essaasination—all this with ths aim of

so discrediting the dissenters that they will be dsnied e hearing, To succeed in this
is the basis of all their hopes, We may reflect thst reputable men such ss our antage
onists ara--though I should not give a great desl for thelir profssaional reputations
when the comtrorersy has been played out—do not descerd to dishonesty and libel withe
out compelling resson. It may be rsoalled that when in the letters oolumn of the Hap-
yard Mapazinets April 1975 issue, in which ths Shskeepeare authorship cortroversy wae
raging, Failip 5. Weld {publisher of four Massachuestts newspapers) offered o pay the
eosts of & trial of Stratford vs, Oxford, not one of Stretfordts pertissns was will-
ing to risk it snd none came forward to make the trial possibla,

This brings me to what I ecnsider to be the Sceiety'e second purposa, Our concarn is
not only with the suthorship of Shakespesrs but with fresdom of thought ard expression.
As the wmelefactors of Watergate snowed how free political institutions my be eubm
verted by those in power, sc the English fsculties, ebetted by a generally subsarvient - )
prese, show how fsr emtrenched authority can outlaw and silence dissert in a suppoe-
edly frae socisty. There is an important leason here for s republic. Ve are dealing
with an intellectual Wstergate, snd it grestly behcoves us to expoee it, How long tha
exposure will tske depernds on circumstances, bet it is approaching and it will come.
With thst in mind, I think it importent that we kesp a strict secount of how a shoddy,
tecit eonspirascy like this one works-—-of the comtributions mede to it by ths Wrighta,
the Dawsons, the Murphys, the Marders, the Schoenbaums, the Evanses ard Lavine and the
vest, "Storm Tyoopers® was the term applied by President Kimgman Erewster of Ysle to
those profesaors who refused to haer & spesker whose views they opposed and hooted him
from the nlatform; and that ia the mentality we ere dealing with, Academis, to which
we ertrust the educstion of our youth, will have some answering to do, snd that In-
cludes the scsdemicians who domiriate the grest philanthropic feundstions—Cuggenhelm,
Ford, Rockefeller, Andrew W. Mellon, the Nationel Pourdstion for the Humanitise..where
the purse etrings are out for the Shakespesre establishment and ite wotar fes but naver
for a dissenter, howevsr his credentials may recommend him,

But se well se its roll of ehame, the Shakespeare cortruversy has its roll of honor.
T4 numbers those who have not been irtimidsted by the "blind, hysterical fury,* ss
Day Thorpe, Book Fditor of the Washington Stsr, has celled ¥, with which the Stret.
fordisn professors sttack their sdversariss, arnd who, in the face of s very real ddn~
ger to theraelves, have spoken up on the side of dissent or interceded to pive dis-
sent a chance o be heard, Among those in acsdemia iteelf sre louis P, Bensret of
Dartmouth Colleps, William Yandell Eliot of Harvard Law School, Crane Printon of the
Society of Fellows of Harvard University, Pater Sammartino of FPairleigh Dickinsen
University, S. Colum Cilf{llan of the University of California, Hugh R. Trevor-foper
af Oxford Univeraity, Abel Lefranc of the University of France, srd ¥W. Parton leach,
one of the founders of ths Shakespesre Authorehip Socisty, Among puklicists

A



FALL, 1976 3

thers are Henry Seidel Canby, who, as editor of ths Saturday Review ¢f Litsrature,
gavs the American public its first introduction to the Oxford cass; Fred D, ¥cHugh,
who, ss executive editor of ths Scisntific Amsrican published Charliss W, Barrellts
revesl ing photographe of the Ashbourne portrait; Richard C. Bentley, whoe opened the
pages of the Amépican Bar Assoeiation Journal to spokssmen of cortending points of
view on the Shaksspeare auvthorship; John K. Jsasup, who stood up for disssnt as
chisf editorialist of Life; William McFherson, Book Editor of the Washington Post,
who in nis paper has given dissent a chancs to meke its case against curremt books
by Stratfordians; Day Thorpe, whe has done as much in the Washington Star snd has
himself taken up ths cudgels agairst s ruthlsss orthodoxy; Robert Schnayerson aml
Tony Jones of Harper's who published "The Mystery of the Shakespears Manuscripts”™;
John T, Bethell and Christopher Keed of Harvard Magssine who ran s particularly
grave risk in giving dissent the first fuil opportunity to make its case in an Amerw
 esn periodieals and Howard Simons, Managing Editor of ths ¥ashington Post, to whom
I am sure credit should go for the Harvard Magasine article reprint, aamswhat abe
breviated, as the leading srticle inthe Post's Sunday editorisl section,

Gecrge Orwell in his essay on "The Freedom of the Press" wrots that self-censorship
sould be expected from the British dally press and thet "the same kind of velled
censorship alsooperates in books ard periodicals® and added that “anyone who chale .
lenges the prevailing orthodexy finds himself silenced with surprising effactive~
ness, A genuirely unfashionable opinion is almost never given a fair hearing.”

We can surely tsstify to that, But our cass is a scurd and impartant cne, Proe
gress has already besn meda in bringing it before the publie, We ara warranted in
belisving that with persistence on our psrt the door braca ahut against it, already
more than a ereck, will give way altogsther, Ths day will come when the reading pube
lie will have an opportunity o juige for itself the relative merita of the cass far
Stratford and the csse for (xfard undsr conditions that make the trial s full snd
fair one., It will require drsgging our sdvsrsaries, resisting and maneuvering ae :
gainst it svery inch of the way, into the mateh, But it will come, Amd when it dows,
we can snticipate that the controversy's history will be examined as virtually a labw
orstory demonstretion of the kind of ds facto censorship Orwell recognized., The
wmore thoroughly this is understood, the better akla society will be to protect itw
self against similar snd more dangsrous censorahipe, Let us make sura, then, that
the record will speak informtively toth of those in the public eys who have courw
sgeously stood out ageinst Lhs censorship and of thoss who betrayed morslity and
fairness to maintain 3¢,

Chalton Ogburn, Jr.

w
{ REPORT OM 8,0,8, NATIONAL work and good fallowship reigned tihrough-
CONFERENCE, SEFTEMBER 24 - 26, 1976 out the confsrsneca and could be obssrved
also in the informl, nmwscheduled mO=
by Halen Cyr ments with members eontinuing snthnsiaa-
: 4ic discussions in the hotsl lobby and in
Twerty poople (wembers and viaitora) at- coffes shops and rastaumnta,
tsnded Lhe national confsrence at the lord
Balt imore Hotel in Baltimora, Maryland, At ths first session on Fridsy night, par-
Fortunately, there was s healthy geogra- ticipants were introduced to one armothsr,

phic rspresentation from the Scuth, West, idsas were shared, position papers read,
Northeast, and Midwest, A spirit of team-  and a letter of best wishes, asnt by Zag-
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lish 8.0.5. member, Mrs, Verily Anderson,
was preserted, Discussion brouyhnt forth
many jdese: S5,0.8, ehould eerve se s
¢learing houee—p commnication center.
for on-going researeh prejscts end rs-
lated activitiee; debating events should

- be encouraged ard sponsored, snd & manual

provided for debaters; 5,0,.8, ought to
sneoursge members to develop chapters
8.0.5. should play an active role in the
dleseminntion of litersture on the suthor.
ship question; 5,0.S5. can make greater of-
forts to recrit members and sach member
should be provided with help in this work,

At the Ssturday morning meeting President
pro tem, GCordon Cyr was elected Presiding
Conferercs Chairman. Subsequent discus-
sion centered on legal matters, Mesbers
in attendancs wers unanimously declared
to bs the new Board of Trustees (includ-
ing ebeent officers), The new Boerd a-
groed to continve in operstion with the
present, incompleta by-laws, no ocompiets
copry ever heving been found among former
President Horne's papers,) A By-Laws Com-
mittes would be assigned Lo investigate
the matter ard mske recommendations for
neoded changes, For tax exemption infor-
mtion, a copy of a letter from the In-
ternal Revanus Service confirming S.0.8.™
tax exempt ctatus would eppesr in a fu-
ture nawslstter,

A spscisl program session was held on Sat~
urday afterncen in which special addresess
were given. Cuest speaker, Peter Michaels,
who is professor of Fine Arts at Goucher
Coliege, Conservator Emeritus of Waltere
Attt Gallery, ard Coneervaior for the Mary.
land Historical Sceiety, the Capitol of
the U.8., the Cummer Callery of Art in
Florids, and other institwtions, talked
about "New 7 ves for Analysis of
Over-Painting®, {(Ths details of this in-
format ive talk will be givem in full in
the Winter issus of the Newsletter,)
Chariton Ogburn spoke adout *The Shake-
spears TV Serise: What to Do?" in which
he noted the kinds of things he hes been
doing to inform key people involved with
the production of a new TV eeries, portly

sponsored by the Kational Geographic So- )
cisty, about the anti-Stratfordian case.
Gordon Cyr geve a report or "The Amherst
Case®, originally to have been given by
Creig Huston who was absent;, (As readers
will recall, the trustees of Amherst Col-
lege also function .as trustees of the Fol-
ger Shakeepeare Library.) Mr, Cyr re-
ported how My, Huston in ecorrespondence
with ths Amherst trsstees guestioned wheth-
or the intent of Henry Clay Feolger's will
was bsing properly served in the Library's
displaying of the Ashbroune portrait with-
out sccurete identification of its subject
ard without noting the fact of its over-

painting,

Saturday night 'a session opened with a
presentation by Helen Cyr, "Our English
Prisnds: The S,0.8. Branch and the
Shakeapearean Auvthorship Socisty® in which
she described the mature, officers, amd
present work of the two Bnglish groups,
§.,0.5. conferencs participants vowed that
they will make an affort te promcte ine
terest in tha London-based 5,A.S, organi:
sation and will sncoursgze a closer work. -
ing relationship wih both 5.4,.5, and owr
owm English bramech, Gordon Cyr gave now
tice that he must decline to run for ef-
fice st this time because of the press of
cther duties, Ths folowing officers wers
slected or re-elscted, (A reading of ex~
tant by-laws indicated to the Trsstees
that elections eould be mada by the Board
ard did not have to be ratified by 2 gen-
oral vote of the membership,)

President: Ch;i'lm Ogbarn,

| :

1st Vice-President: PFrincis Horne

2rd Vice-Presidemt: S, Colum Gilfillan

Secretary-Tressurer: Helsn Cyr

Chairperson, By-laws Committee!
John Kloepfer
Chairperson, Research Committee:
Michael Stainbach
Chairperson, Puhlis Relations Committee
Varren Hope
Cha irperson, Membership Committse:
Rusgell des Cognet~
Chajirperson, Pablications Committes f‘-
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{Editor, Newsletter):
Gordon Cyr

Craig Huston amd Mores Johnson were ap-
pointed to the By-Laws Committee.

The English officers would contime as
before,

Vice-President:
Secretery~Traasurer: Harold Patience
It was decided that the 5,0.5, English
branceh ought to have an auvtoncamous status
~gloecting their omn officere, and the
like, The By-Iaws Committee will consid-
er this among other details when they
make recommendations for revision,

The emphasis in the Sunday session wee op
research and future work of the organisa-
tion, The form used for dues renewal and
membership applieation was revised Lo prow
vide 8 special fee for studerts ($2) and
to eliminate the Crispin Crispianship est-
egory. Several projects were outlined as
top priorities for the Socisty's atten-
tions (1) develop e bibliography of the
important books on the Shakespesrean
Authorehip queetion end the Oxford theory;
(2) produce a concordance to Oxford's
writings to facilitate research; (3) pro-
duce & reprint of locney's "Merry Wives
of Windeor® artidle ard a revision of Og-
burn's "Shakespeare and the Man from Stmt-
tord®; (i) organise dsbatee with prise
money offered; (5) et stat istically
{with computer ammlysis) the word use of
Oxford se compared with the Shakespeare
text; (Mr, and Mrs. Minos Miller prepere
ing such a study now); {6) develop a New
Member?s Kit, which would include a brief
hidtory of the anti-Stretford position,
the Oxford case, the history of the Ox~
fordian and cther movements to date, a
brief bibliography of anti-Stratfordian
worke end Oxfordian books; reprints, com-
plete mewbership list, sample important
ieeues of paet Newslstters, brisf state-
ment. about work in progreee. A partic-
ularly interesting ides was discussed en-
thusiastically by ell--sponsering tripe
to England to sotivate and encoursge

It. Col, Ian Keslan

ressarch and other work on the Oxfordian
cause, The conference was adjourned after
the decieion to meet again in ore year, if
poesible in Washirgton, D.C,

SONNET CXL
EDWARD DE VERE, 17¢h BARL OF OXFORD
(1550 - 1604)

®A REVER WRITER TC AN EVER READIR®

Edward ds Vere - "E,VER®,
SNEVER® -

Great Earl of Oxford, with your silent
name!

Your star illumines "Shalmspesare’s® works
forEVER,

Though wmm Shakaper robs ;rau of itl
flame,

Ned Vere, or

Skilled in the hunt, in faleconry, and
daneing,
In jouste and feneing, languages, and
artss
LoVER of litereturs, of horses prancing,
Of history, amd ell that moves mnts
hearta: -
You sing to us in sany a goldsn somnets
Yowr men and womer: sarch scross our stage
In dateless drama with your seal upon it
Of words that shake their spears from
EVIRY page,
To tell that you, if we would TRULY imow,
Are Hamlet, Amtony, amam (*2,0,* -
®e,0.%),

um Plumer Fowler
(Trastee, S.0,8,)

Copyright, 1976
Willixs Plumer Powler

ADIRESS OF SHAKECPEAREAN
AUTHOBSHIP SOCIETY

The addrees of the English organisstion is
¢/oMr, John Silberrsd
f1 01d Square
Lincoln's Imn
Lordon WC2A 315
ENGLAND

Duss for oversess membere: £1,50 or $5,00

(includss subscrirtion to THE BARD),
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RHCDA MESSNER ANSWERS DR. NARDER

In April 1963, Louis Marder, editor of Ths
Shaksspeare Nswsletter, publiehed in his
Journal a partial list of his answers to s
challsngs he had issusd tha previous Novem
bar to anti-Stratfordians. Various doubte
ers of ths orthodox mythos snswered, and
Dr. Mardsr ultimately respondsd to sevene
tesn questions put forward by G.M. Pares
and Prancis Carr of Thes Francis Bacon So-
clety in England, BRhoda Meesnsr, author
of Absent Thas from Pslicity, had corre-
sponded with Dr. Mardsr, ssking his per-
mission to publish in our Newslstter hie
own responses along with her own reduttal.
Below appears ths firet installment of thde
exchangs, along with ths Shakespeare (Oxford
Soclety Newsletterts copments, given in
footnotes. The editor wishss to thank Dr.
Mardsr for the permission he has given to

republish his materisl from The Shakespeare
Newsletiar, '

1. Q. Is it positively known that ths ector
Will Shekspere swer wrots & letier to any-

ons about anything?

Mardsr: No. None exist. If this were ths
cass with Shakespeare alone, it might mean
something, but considaring ths state of af-
fairs st the time, and ths abssnes of simi~
lar evidence for many other known dramatista,
the qusstion is not admiesible as svidsncs,
and the negative answer doss not prove or
disprove anything.

Hessnsr: Ws don't ask for an exieling lete
ter from Will Shakspere of Stratford, ouly
for an indication that any letisr of his
ever existed., We know that Spenssr wrote -
letters, Drayton wrote lsttsrs, Ben Jonson
and many others. Shakespesre was not only
the greatest poet and dramatist of his day,
respected by his contemporaries snd share.
holder in his own thester. He left London
as his permanent residsnce by 1412 or earw
lier. He was st the height of his fame, in
good health and prosperous, and his plays
were being produced continually im london
whils he livsd and carried on a quantity of
pusiness in Stratford., This plan of living
would seen 1o call for much correspendence
and yst there is not the fainteet trscs of

& letter from his pen; or even ons sent
to him, with ths sxception of ons from &
fellow Stratfordisn which has no connscw
tion whatsoever with literery mattere,

2. Q. Is there any euthentic record ary-
where of Will Shaksper'e education st axy
achool or university or by any private
teacher?

LeM.: No. Nor is thsre any contempovary
record for any other Stratford person.

Ths mghr&a have ni.tl'_diuppearod.‘ But

during the period of Shakespears's youth
Walter Roche, Simon Hunt and Thodas Jen-
kins, all Oxford gradustes, were eaploysd
as mastere in Stratford! and received s
salary of 20 pounds s year at s time shen
Eton .33 paying 10 pounds,
mind John Shaksspeare had no sducstion,
it would be ali ths more reeson to think

that he would bave assured ons to his son.

R.M.: The moet genercus pusssee give on-
1y & few years of schooling
spere before his father's bad luck fuarced
him to lesve school; ad he was married
at eighteen with & growing family to sup-
port. Even if Schoolsaster Rochs, oy
Hunt, or Jenkins, failed to sse or recog-
nizs his precocicusness, how does it hape
pon that later they did not brag of thsir
famous pupll who had distinguished him-
self in Lendon? There is not s single
record, or even a tradition, of hie early

TBut Roche quit the school in 1572, and
Jenkins did not succeed Nunt until 1577,
30 1f "tradition” ie to be believed, the
young Will couid not have seen much of
eithsr Roche or Jankins, .

21t is charecteristic of Stratfordians
to sqgueszé “civic-mindednsss” out of Jan
Shakspere's fulfiliment of s torm as bail
iff, when it was the law of ths towm to
do so,under penalty of s stiff fine for
failure ts esrve (HrlliwellwPhillippe.
Council Book of StratfcrdwoneAvon, Book
Ay p. 2, Sept, 1557). Dr. Marder's "c¢ive
ic-minded” citizsn was sarlisr fined for
«ssping a muck<heap in front of his Hen-
ley Strest houss {Halliwell-Phillipps:

Outlinee of the Lifs of Shakes . ond
sdition, London, 1832, pp. 16 = 1%.).

If the elvic-

to Wil Shak~

-
¥
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life suggestive of the student, or of &

youth intellectuslly spert from those about
him.

3. Q. Is there any poiitiva evidence that
John Shekspere, father of William, could
read or urite?

L:Me: No positive evidence. Although there
is evidence that other "marksmen" could
write, I believe that John would have writ-
ten his nate 42 he could have.

R.M,: We seem to pretiy well agree on both
sides that John Shakspare could not resd or
write, Jt's beside the queestion anyhow,

Le @, Is there any evidsnce that Judith,
daughter of William, was literate? Is it
not true that shs simply made her mark, as
she could not write her name?

L.H.: There is no evidence that Judith could
write, but Susanna could, and 1f Susanns
went to school, shs probably tock Hamnat
toc. If Judith'e illitarecy proves anything,
then Susanna'e litaracy cancels it 3

R.M. Since Susanna was married {o an edu~
cated man and & doctor, iI'll concede that
she could write. What interests me, how-
ever, is why neither Susanna nor her husband
seens to have scquired any of her famoue (?)
father's books (if they axisted, as they
miet have if he were Shakespeare). Dr.
Hellte librery is mentioned, but he doss
not ciaim to have in it any of his fathere
in law's books.

5, Gs Is employment ss a butcher's boy, as
s youth, & likely training for the world's

greatset dramatist?

L.M.: If it were his eole training, no.
I muet gratuitouely add here that the
same account that calls him & butcher
(John Aubrey in Chsmbers, II, 252+3) al~
so says that S. was ™naturally inclined
to poetry and acting," thst™his Playes
tooke well,” that he came from Stratford,
and that "he had been in his younger days
s Schoolmaster in the Country.*™ Nore
over, Aubrey documents his information as
coming from Mr, William Beeston, son of
Christophsr Beeston, one of the principal
comedians with Shakespesre's company an
eariy as 1598, If the butcher trsdition
mist be accepted, so must ths schoolmester

RM.: This is & ridiculous question, Of
course even a "butcher boy" might poseibly
become the world's greatast dramatiet 4if
he had evidenced axtraordinary sabition
for resding, studying and improving hime
self. If Shakspere had, there would be
traditions around Stratford mariing him
off from his fellows, other than the sto—
ries of kitling s calf with a witty flour-
ish, or writing doggersl verse after bo-
ing caught poaching. Where are the tra-
ditions of the diligent young man asmbi.
tious for s batter life? John Aubrey was
untrustwo & notable goesip, and, in
any case, his dbrief biographical informa-
tion was writtan sixty~four years after
Will Shakspere's death. :

6, Q. Is thers extant s single euthentic
suthor's manuscrint of any one of the
Shakespears Follio plays?

L.M.: No, but this proves nothing, because,

Jbr. M.e howling nen sequitur seide, the
existence of Susanna Hail®a signature proves
nothing aboutone's literacy, any more than do
william's cancnical six. Indeed, Halliwell.
Phillips (Qutlines, 1st ed. 1848, Vol. I,
p. 252) records a conversation with one Dr.
Gooke in 1642, which, ss Halliwell saye,
*would appear to show that Mrs, Hall's edu-
cation had not been of an enlarged charac-
ter. "

40p, Marder fails to mention that the
*butecher boy" tradition has one other
souree: Dowdall (1693) writee of it be-
fore Aubrey's was published and is, pre—
sunably, independent of it, Aubrey, how
ever, ie the sole scurce for the school~
zaster story, and his rellebility has
been impeached by the orthodax t.hm:én.
(Cf. Halliwell~Phillipps Qutlines, 2nd.
ed., op. Cit., Dpe 14iw2, 124, 203.}
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except for a faw by Beaumont and Fletcher,
there are none for any major dramatist® ine
cluding 1yly, Kyd, Marlowe, Pesle, Dekker,
Chapman, Jonson, Maraton, Middlston, Tour.
neur and Webeter; nor for Thomas Heywood
who claimed to have had either an entire

hand o.* at least a main finger in about 220
playsa.

R.H.:  Yes, but for none of these major
dramatists was e de luxe sdition of hie con-
plete works published, including e large
mmber of previously unpublished plays. Ths
authop Shakespears, whoever he was, was
dead and svidently eomeone had carefully
guarded the manuscripte until the time of
the 1623 Folio, What became of them after
that? Sidney Lee saye thit the actore Heme
ings and Condell "made pretensions to a
larger responsibility for the enterpriee
than they probably incurred,” There ie rno
record of Will Shakspere ever having been
peid for e single play, sc why should the
sctor or the playing company own the manu.
ecripte rether than the author or hie Maim:
(who no one claims had any part in this
publicetion)}? The only comparabls projeet,
1ec saye, ie Ben Joneont's: the 1616 Folio
of nine of Jonson'e previcuely published
pleces, The Shakespeare Polio was an ex~
pensive edition eelling for one pound a
copy, very sxpensive for astors or mere
frisnds to undsrwrite. Ineidentally, one
of the "noble and incomparsble brethren®

to whom the 1623 Follo wae dedicsted wae
the Earl of Oxford's eoneinelaw Phillip
Herbert, Esrli of Monigomery.

7. &« Is it not s fact that from time to
time sn eminent author has adopted a pseu«

donym or pen-name for use on the title page
of his booke?

LK.t Yes, frequently.

?This answer does not, of course, account
for the dilsappearance of the entire Shake
speare literary holography, for which abune
dant materiais exist in the caes of cme
of the authors Mardsr mentione, notadbly
Chapoan and Jonson, Kyd, Marlowe, and
Peele wrote in an esrlier psrisd (preaum-
ably before Shakeepearete) in which much

. ~»
8. Q. Hae this ecmetines become an opsn o
socret, in other words, e convention?

L.M.: Yas, frequently. But this ie not
analogous® to the Shakespeare eituation,
R.M.: OFf course peaudonyms have oftean

hesn adoplted and sometimes have become
“opan secrete™, We all agres that fsr,
but it may or may not be "analogous to
the Shakespeare situation”. It is too
complicated o go into until we egree on
& prexise: that the orthodox Stratford
theory ie improbabls and the Plays are,
to a1l intents and purpoeee, anonymous,

{to be continued)

FUNDS NEEDED FOR SUPPORT
OF MAJOR FROJECTS

Sows menbers have expresesd Interest in
econtributing extra funds for erecific
projects, Are you one of thase people?
If e0, won't you read through the eng-
gortione givenn incclumn ! of pags § srd
give S.0.5. the necassary emount 40 &Ce
complish one of them? Your own suggee~
tions for projects are welcomed too, For
sxample, encther idea: someone hae suge
gented fuming an Oxfordisan eheir at a
college or univereity, Eestimstee of eocsts
given upon regqunest,

Note: Mr, Rueesl) des {ognets hae just
sgreed to support a yearte run of ede in
two natioml mageginee,

has been lost.,

6Any lack of analogy to more familiar rseu-
donymous practices must be viewed in term
of the social conventions of the time, The /
noblility were discouraged from pudblishing
verse and virtually proscribed {rom pub-
lishing plays.
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STUDENT NEWSPAPER FEATURES S.0.5.
MEMBER AND OXFORD THEORY
vy Gordon Cyr

Under a page one headline, “"Avthor denies
Shakespears wrote plays,® the student
newspuper for the Imiversity of Califor-
nia st los Angelea, the UCLA Daily Bruin,
in fta April th jesus carrisd a fasture
story by Carcl Starr on 5.0.S. member and
Vice~Preaident S, Colum Cilfillan, This
lesd story tock up most of tha front page
and was continved for two short columne
on tha insida. A brisf biography of DIr,
Gilfillan was preaanted, along vith the
fset that ha ia working on a book called
Lead Poieoning Ruined Rome,

But the major portion of the interview is
devoted to the Oxford theory and to Dr,
Ciifillan's salty commente on the Stret-
ford maltster and the improbability of his
avthorship of Shakespears'a Worke, Unfar-
tunataly, the Bruinta staff writer viti-
atae the effact of Dr. Gilfillan'a remks
by some final commentary wttered by CLAts
reident Shakespearean *authority,” Prof,
David Rhodes: %I think Shaksspesre‘'a
1ifs was extreordinarily well-documented,*
and added that Shakeapeare wia Jmown ¢0
have had a fine sducation at the Stratfond
Cremmar School., “Though he left there ot
sxe 16, hs received the modern equivalent
todsy of a mastere in claeeics from Hare
vard. {Pmphasie minsj. Lying behind
tnts desire to oust Shakespeare from hie
authorehip is an scademic snobbery. (Fao=
ple think) if you don't have 2 university
education, you can't accomplish what Shake-
speare wrote,* '

Ancthar attempt to play down the effect of
G117411an'e views was publiah~i in the
Pruinta April 20 *Opinion* aection under
the by-line of one Howard Poener, an aa-
sociate editor of ths peper, Mr, Poener,
with characteristicslly heavy pro«Stret.
fordian humor, wrote 8 "rebuttel” ent i=
tled "Nobody reslly did anything,” in
which he sttempted to show that varioua
nistoricsl events did not really happen

the way they've been depicted.

he 5.0,5. Newslatter editor fired off s
1sttar both to Mr, Poener peinting out
ths ayrrors in his suggested “"rarallele,*
snd inviting him to correspord with our
Society furthar if ha were interested in
the mtter, and to the editore of the
Daily Bruin, The latter, we ave delighte=
od t0 report, was poblished in ita entire-

" 4y 4in the May 10 "Opinion® ssction. The

challangea both to M, Posner and to Prof,
Rhodea (aee below) have, as usual, met
with s silenca that is palpsble, We re-~
print the lettar to the Bruin below,

10 BE OR NOT TO EE™
b}'GordonG.Cyr

Thank you very much for your courage in
publishing Carol Starrte articla on S,
Colum Gilfillan and the Shakespears Au-
Lhorehip ... One need not sccept the
farl of Oxford as author of Shaksapeare's
works ¢o resaliszs that Prof, Rhodes' abe
surdly weak rebuttal is riddled with facs
tual arrors, unsupported ststements and
elipshod logic,

How cen it be Wknown* that Shakeepeare of
Stretford ... had & "fine sdueation” at
the Stratford Crammar School when nelther
avidence of hia attendance nor of the
school'a curriculom sxists? There s o
reason t0 believe that a provineisl school
would aven be in the rumning with ths dest
of such schoole in Elizabeth'a time, nor
to wuppose, in the absence of all evidencs,
that euch sn institution could supply its
graduatea with the squivalant of a “Eos-~
ters in clasaica from Harvard,” ae Prof.
Rhodes clsims, (Readars should note that
the Stretford Shakespears's “extreordi-
narily well-documented” life doea not ex-
tend to his putative education,)

And aince it ia only tredition that puta
him in scheol in the first placa, the same
tredition haa him leaving school st age
13, owing to hia fathar'e financial 4if-
fisultias == long before the young countyy
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genius could have got down the necesaary thia ia ne mare reprint, but a sompils. “*

Ovid, Plautua, ste. which wonld provide
the minimum qualificationa for writing the
Shakeapesre canon. Prof. Rhodes, like
wost Stratfordians, eelscts only thoae
parta of the myth that bolstar his argu-
ment! Contrast all this with what the
distinguniahed Oxford historian Hugh Trev-
or-Roper says about the Stratford Shake~
speare: "Aa far as the recorda go, he
wae uneducsted, had no literery friemda,
poassased at hia death no booka, and eould
not write,® .,

I challenges Frof, Fhodea and all who ahsre
hie belief in the Stratford candidete to
find en affirmative answer to both of
these questiona, which form two halves of
the Shakespearean authorship sroblem: (1)
Can Prof, Rhodea {or anyom? find a aingle
contemporary reference to Shakeapeara sa
author which proves that he came fyom
Stretford? (2) Can Prof. Rhodes {or any~
one} find in the "extraordinarily wlle
docunented® 1ife of the Stratford Shake-
apeare a alngle cortemporery document timt
provee he waa an author?

Seholara of English literature, such ae

Prof. Rhodea, sre not treined to exanmine

historical evidence. S0, rather than tre-
ing to argue from e lack of such svidenes,
thoy ahouid stick to mattere within their
purview (e.g, textual analysis) and leave
biographical determinationa to historiana,
cultural enthropologiste, or even lawyera,

BOOX REVIEW

Hidden Alluaiona in Shakea
By Eva Turner Clark,
Ruth loyd Miller, ed.
197, $22,50,

This book 1a, of course, sncther in the
invslusble serica of Oxfordisn classics
reissues which Ruth Loyd Miller haa under.

rofa Playa,
Ard Heviaed Edition
Kennikat Preea,

teken in connection with Xermikat Freaa of

Port Waahinpton, NY, Like tha Looney 3rd
eodition of Shaksanears Identified {re-
viewed in the Spring 1976 Newsistter),

tion of furthar reaesarch, not only by the
original author but by Mrs, Miller, the
Jate C.W. Barrell, and many others,

Eva Turner Clark published her original
book in 1931 (laeued later in Ungland un-
der the title, Shakespeare'a Plays in tle
Order of Thely ﬂri’omg when J,T, Looney's
Oxfordian theory wae barely mown in this
country, As a reault, her redically re-
viaionist findings as to ths chronclogy
of ths Shakespeare canon have been either
ridievled or red in tha orthedox camp,
although some {e.g. Cairnecreaa) have con-
cloded that certain Shakespesrean worke
ware written sarlisr than had been sup-
poaed «= and that the conjectures of that
impregrable fortreas of Stratfordian scivl-
arahip, XK. Chambers, might not be pure
pold after all,

Mrs, Clark st the outsst plungsa right ine
to B.M, Ward'a hypothaeis (in s 1928 Re-
view of Fnglish Studiea article) that the
early play The Fawous Victoriea of H

Y was composed by Edward, Parl of Uxford,
in 1574, Row, 41t is difficult for thia
reviewer, as it sust be for Oxtfordiana,

to concelve how Elisabethan scholars can
fail to see the melf.avident truth of thia
proposition —~ even after his long sxperi.
ence of the fact that, where Stretford is
concerned, any obtusenese ia poesiblel (1)
It 1e known that the earl wea a playwright)
{2) the play comtaines (as doea Shakearsare$

I Henry I¥) e clear reference to the Cada

Hill prank which Oxford's men had perpe-
trated on Burleighta aervanta in 1573; axd
{3) the euthor of Tha Famoua Vietories
distorta the historical comt>‘bution of m
sarlisr Earl of Oxford out of all propore
tion to that seaigned him dy the pley's
cbrious source: Hallts Chroniclea, 15.L8
edition,

The ;eason for the Jtretfordiasn blindera
in thia instance beccmes clsar, howewsr,
when one reada Mrs, Clark’a expanaion on
Ward'a unexceptionable premise., She folw
lows step by step the metamorphoais by
which this crude youthful effort is con-
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verted into Shaksspearete great irilogy
and shows convincingly why this tranefor-
mation could only have been undertsken by
ths suthor of ths original piay. In tde
firet place, if the Stretford man (or my-
ons cther than Oxi'ord) had been the Great
Reviar, why ratsin the Gads Hill sscs«
pads, even untc the dsts snc placs, when
this had no hietoric parallel in Henry
IVte time {8nd, of courses, no place in oi-
ther Hsll'e or Holinshed'e accounts)? Why
not also retain the distortion of the
Rouse of Oxford'e rols charseteristic of
the earlier play? I one posite Oxford
ss avuthor alsc of the trilogy, there are
two reasons hes would wish to downgrads
his sncestorts share: (1) Hs had matured
as & writsr aince The ¥ s Victories,
and such a grose family blurd would now

“offerd his eethetic sense; (2) ths earl

was by this time more coneclous of the
social proscriptions sgainst noble play-
wrights, snd his hand in the trilogyle
suthorship mizht bve tipped,

S0, Stratford was early on forced to turn
s blind ‘eye to any light cast on The Fa-
mous Victories, sspecially if the beam
were to f:% on that poet-earl whe rep-
resents to the orthodox ths only reslly
etrious challsnge to thelr eandidste!

One thing had decome clear sven to Strate
fordians by this time: that Shaksspesre
had based his incompsrsbly grestsr tril-
ogy on this cruds drama, and any further
concession sbout the authorship of the
sourcs play would let in a foot in the
door by the dread heretics, One iano-
cent Strstfordisn etunbled into this
trep. Seymour Pitcher in his The Cess
Tor Shakespeare's Authorship of *The Fga
mous Vietoriss® {London, 13&5 argues
that this titular drama 1is ths work of
the Stretford man about ths ysar 1586, st
¢ time, presumably, when he’d barely shake
en the Warwickshire mud off his bocts!
Oxfordians can sgree with Dr, Pitchsr
that indeed "Shakespesre™ ia ths suthor,
but Pitcharts theory cannet sceount for
whers his writer got ths Cads Hiil sple
sode nor for the Oxford fsmily propagan=
da, Such sre the conundrums faced by such

prosCopernicen thinking in the Shakespeare
ruho

I have dwelt on this one instsnce o Mrs,
Clark's (cum Ward's) cogent ressoning bew
canss it represents one of the etrongeet
challengss to Stretfordians, which, like
othere offered by Oxfordians, they sre ro-
luctant or unabls to meet, Mrs, Clark?e
reasoning on the cther plays® chronology
is no leas scuts, anc plenty of ammrni.
tion iz availabls that can do more than
demelish thes orthodex concspts if members
of our Society will buy this book and die
gest its contemts well, And if the mem-
bere will eee to it that their local snd
university libraries scquire this impore
tant tome, MHrs, Miller has contriduted &
major ehare this present edition'es effec-
tivenses, both in updating many of hre,
Clsrkte findinge and in correlating re- .
search of others, principalily Charles Wis-
ner Barvell, hsretofore svailabls only in
out-of-print journals.

One soch particularly valuable eppendix
is that dealing with Barrell’s findings
on Thomas Nashis Epistle Dedicatory to
his paxphlet Stra News, Addresesd to
“Gentle Mastor Willism,* Barrell master—
fully shows — through sopious examples
of Nashian word<play on the c¢ircumstancee
of Oxfoydis 1ife == that ths dedicates
can Ye none othsr than the planaighting
Earl of Oxford, thus providing an impor-
tsmt link to the earl's probebls use of
this praencmen as s "pen name,"

*wo minor ¢riticisms of thie edition re-
main, however. Though ths "typoes™ are
f3r less aburdant than in ths looney edi-
tion, in the repagination made necsssary
by ths additional matsrial, origimal foot~
notss heve remained unsltered, making
some of thsss nonsensical when the refer—
ence is to s pags number in the origimal
edition. Also, sowme of ths type-sise re-
duction is at the cornea-splitting level,
’ G.C.C.



12 SHAXESPEARE CXFORD SOCIETY NEWSLETTER
MONUMENT V5. MONIMENT IN QUR NEXT ISSUE ‘g

When you are trying to locate someone who Book reviews of A Hundreth Sundrde

hae been missing for & long time, many ex- Piowres, ed, by Ruth Loyd Miller
perienced searchers overlook the obvious and Secrete of Shakeepesre by

clact to start: the telephons directory. Bronson Fsldman,

Similarly, the dictionary provides a start- Part II of "Rhoda Msesner Answere Dr.,
ing point for all sorts of infermation. Mardepy, " .

Take, for axample, ths word "moniment.® :

This is tsken toc be, and is, a variation Activitiss of the Engliish branch of the
of "monument.® But there is more to thie Shakespears (xford Soclety. -

than meets the eya, if I my be permitted
a pretty poor pun.

A REQUEST
moniment” ie used twice in the parerga
{that word ought to esnd folks ecampering
for thelr Webstera') of the First Follo, Mre. Ruth Miller requests that if any
viz., Jonson, "Thou art a moniment with. readers have bibliographiee of eubjects
out e tomb,” and Dipgee, "And tims dis. pertaining to the Earl of Oxford or o
eolves thy Stratford moniment.” related research, to please mail a copy

: to her at the following addrese:

Onie day while browsing through & 1934 ediw
tion of Webeter'e International Unabridged Mrs. Ruth loyd Miller
Dictionary I heppened upon the word *monu. F.Q. Drawer 1309 7
went®, Of the eevsral definitions, one Jenninge, 1A 70546

reeds as follows:

8. Cniefly in the form moniment. @

ridiculous thing or pereon; ¢ epectacle; ARE YOU A MEMBER
fool. Scob. . OF THE SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY?
Thie is repeated in the 1950 end 1959 edi- Join ue in our resesrch
tions, where it is listed as defindition #9. and reiated activitiee.
The 1966 and subsequent editione give"moni-
ment® its own listing as follows: MHenbership Dues
MOWIMENT (Alter. of monument) Scot: & Student member/$2,G0 per annum
person whose behavior and actions pro- Regular member/$10.00 per annum
voke ridicule, . Ponating member/$25.00 per anmm
or BOrs
It would be interesting to krow if the
word wae used in thie eense in the early Your Shakeepeare Oxford Soclety
eeventeenth century, If we speculate that duee are tax-deductible.
it wae used thus, we realize that in that
one word Jonson was telling everyone that Write tot
the First Folio amd particularly its al-
leged author is a colossal hoax, and is SHAXESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY
meant o be recornived as such. 110 Glen Argyle Road
John G, Xloepfer Baltimore, Maryland 21212 -

(mue; 5.0.5. }
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p. 2, next-to-last line.

typographical error.

EDITOR'S NOUE

There is a correciion to be made in the Fall 1976 issue of the Newsletter,
W. Barton Leach was one of the founders of the
Shakespesre Oxford Society not the Shakespearean Authorship Soclety. 4

Alsc, p. 1, line 3 should be Burroughs not Burrows.

Gordon Cyr, Editor

RUSSELL DES CCGNETS
PROVOTIES MEMEERSEIP

Russell des Cognelts, newly appointed chain
perscn of the Hembership Committee, at his
own expente has placed notices which will
run for an indefinite time in The Shake-
speare Newsletter, Harvard Magazine arnd
Saturday Heview coricerning the Sceiety's
offer to sernd infomative literature sbout
the Shakespearean suthorship question,

the 17th Earl of (Orford, and membership

in the Shakespeare Oxford Society. Ini-
tialiy, & number of inguiries has been re-~
ceived and, according to des Cognets, more
continue to arrive in the mail. Requests
for information are forwarded to the So-
clety's office in Baltimore for attention.,
Interested porsons receive a mailing that
includes a brief historyv of the anti-
Stratfordian movemsnt to date, an outline
of the case for (xford, a begirnner's read-
ing list on reiated subjects, a short hise
tory of the Shakespzare Oxford Society and
the status of its current ressarch, a copy
of a recent Newsletter, plus the newly re-
vigsed membership form and addressed return
envelope.,

Russell des Cogneis's plan and the specif-
ic pieces of literature itemized above are
several of the high priority activities

endorsed by the Sccliety's Board of Trustees

at the rational conference in september
1976, And, by the way, this is nct ¥r,
des Qognets's first act of gernerosity for
this Society. Ye is also responsible for
the purchase of hurdreds cof extra copies

»*
of Harvard Magazine, November 1974, for
the Society'’s use.

Credit is also due to Betiy Taylor,
Trustee, who proposed that a packet of
such literature be developed for digs-
tribution {0 new members and others
seeking information. New members, of
course, would upon Joining also receive
copies of leaflets on the 17th Zarl of
Ouaford, back issues of the Newsletter,
a conplete membership list, and other
literature on hand, e.g., a cogy of
Harvard Magazine, November 1974,

The new materials have been prepared by
Secretary~Treasurer, Helen (yr and News-
letter Editor, Gordorn Cyr according o
the guidelines established by the Trus-
tees,

Do you know someone who ought to receive
this mailing?

TIHE TOVERUEYT 1974 issue cortains Charle
ton Ogburns article, "The Man Who Shake~
speare VWas “ct."

A "HUST" FOR ZVZRY GXFORDIAN'S
LIRRARY

A wvaluable compendium of discussion on
the authorship question 1s SHAKESPEARE
CHCES-EXAHIFATION published by the Ameri~
can Bar Association Journal, 1155 B, 60th
Street, Chicage, Illincis 60637, The
price is 34.25 and well worth ite
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Back in 1959, when an article by Richard
Bentley, "Ellzabethan Whodunit: Who Was
'William Shake-3peare!?", appeared in

the Journal, subseguent articles amd let-
ters that poured in were so interesting
that the best of the lot were published
in book form, The slim green volume that
resulted has been "in print" ever since
and is now being sold in its third print-
ing.

Lawyers, of course, realize that the iden-
tity of the Shakesneare canon is not only

a literary problem but one of evidence as

well, (Perhaps that's why our Society has
s0 many lawyer members, )

The authorship question, pro and cen, is
examined by able legal minds and Oxfordian,
Baconian, and Marlovian theories are con-
sidered in individual articles,

Readers will find this volume refreshing
for its logic and elarity, particularly
by contrast with the writings of certain
Shakespearean scholars who seem to have
difficulty in dealing with evidence.

NEWS FROM TEY EWGLISE BRANCE
Agaln, thanks to Assistant Secretary,
Harold Patience {Braintree, Fssex) the
Society's chief correspondent from Eng-
land, the American Branch has been in-
formed of activities across the Atlantic,

The English group has welcomed a new mem-
ber, Mr, A, Lyell of Chiddingfoid, “ure
rey. We welcome him too,

Alsc, American Oxfordians will be nleased
to knew that Bhoda Henry Messner's new
book, Absent Thee from Telicity, was rew
viewed by English member, Stanley Hayes
for the Hraintree and Witham Times in
late Cctober 1976, Nr. Haves seems to
have been particularly pleased with Mrs.
Messnert's faniliarity with, and under-
standing of, places in Zast Anglia, such
as (astie Hedingham, Belchamp St. Pauls,
Colchenter, Zarls Cclne and YWivenhoe.

He says, "!Mrs. Messner has parformed for

Essex people a service in her long and
painstaking ressarcn and for leading us
into a deeper understanding of a loocal
family of which all too little is known,
except for the ancient keep at Castle
Hedingham,t

¥r. Patlence reports that a comy of the
book has been presented by him to the pub-
lic library in Brainiree. Unfortunately,
3 bad fire recently destroyed all books
in that library, but the good news ig.
that Mrs. Messner's book escaped damage
--it had been loaned out in the interim.
Meanwhile a second cony is being eireu-
lated privately among English members,

Mr. Patience also has mentioned that Daph
ne du Maurier, the famous English writer
who 1s a Baconian, has just produced z
new book, The Winding Stair, a life of
Francis Bacorn. By the way, advance puUb-
licty aboul the American printing of the
book indicates that the work is a straight-
forward treatment of Bacon's life, not a
tract on the authorship question.

In the past year, as usual, Harold Paw
tience has been busy on behzlf of the
Society in a variety of promotional acw
tivities, such as giving speeches to 1low
‘cal groups and writing letters of informa-
tion or concern to newspapers and organie
zations, as needed.

Tha short commentary that follows was gub-
mitted by Mr. Patience.

HELSLONE'S BIARY
by Earold Patience

in his excellent, painstakingly prepared,
shronologsieal Pecord of Flizabethan Era,
Captain J. P, Kirton {a menmber of the
Britisi: Chapter of sur Scciety) mentions
a performance of a play, on 26 May 1592,
entitled Tanner of Denmark., Drawing your
atteation to ths Graveyard Scene in Ham-~
let, I venture to suggest that this was
either an early varsion of Shakespeare's
masterpiece or thas play as we know it,

7
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{5.1.163). First Clown: A tanner will
last you nine year.

Henslowe himself had been involved in the
trade of tamner and dyer earlier in his
career, When writing up hils receipts,
the Ciown's remark about a "tanner® would
have naturally lodged in his mind?

Ags regards the performance of Harry of
Cornwall six days earlier, I belisve it
has already bﬂen surmised that this is
Snakespeare’'s Henry V. Attention has
been drawn to the meeting with Pistel,

(4.1.50). Pistol: Le Roy! a Cornish
name; art thou of Cornish crew?
King: No, Ll ama “Welshmar.

[ A——

HHODA MEZSHZR ANSUERS DH. MARDEH
{PART 11}

In Anril 1963, Lods Marder, editor of
The Shakespeare Newsletter, published in
his Jjournal a partial list of his answers
to a2 challenge he had issued the previous
Movember to anti-Stratfordians. Various
doubters of the orthodox nmythos answered,
and Dr. Marder ultimately resporded te
seventeen questions put forward by G. M.
Pares and Francis Carr of the Francis
Bacon Sceiety in England. 3heoda Messner,
author of Absent Thee from Felicity, had
corresponded with Dr. Marder, asking his
permission to publish in cur Hewslstter
his own responses along with her own re-
buttal. In the Fall 1676 Tssue of the
Newsletter, Dr. Marder's answers amd

Mras, Messner's comments for quastions

#1 through #8 were published., Similar
material for questions #9 through #12

is published in the Winter Issue. {The
remainder will be presented In sprirg

1577.)

Ga @e Why did Qubthbert Burbage and his
sister-in-law ¥irifred {widow of the ac-
torts friend Zichard Burbage) make no
mention of William as a playwright or
aubhor when they addressed their peti-

tion in 1635 to the Tarl of Pembroke to
whon the first Folio had been dedicated?
The fame of the Shakespearean drama was
by then well established., Is it not
strange therefore that Will Shakspere
should be referred to in this petition
ginply as a "deserving man® and a "man-
player’, not as a dramatist or poet? Does
this not suggest that the Yarl of Pemw
broke knew very well that William was
nothing more than one of the actors?

Marder: Tt suggests nothing of the kind,
It might rather prove that he was so well-
known a playwright that it had no need to
be mentioned. Cuthbert and Winifred are
goving a history of their rights in the
Blackfriars theatre and Shakespeare (spell-
ed Shakspere, Shakespeare and Shakspeare
in thes Globe documents) is mentioned as
part of the history and an imrortant mem-
ber of the convany. This is a business
not & literary document and Shakespeare
is mentioned as one of the "partners in
the profittes”. This and similar docu-
nments showing Shakespeare's share in the
Globe theatre prove that Shakespeare was
& so-fully-integrated member of the com~
pany that it is utterly fantastic %o think
that he c¢ould have been at the same time
an unknown or permanently concsaled front
for some other author,

Messner: If Will Shakspere had been such
an "imrortant® and "fully integrated mem—
ber of the company" as well as the well~
known poet-playwright, why should the Bur-~
bage petition have to identify him at all?
Wny not just mention him as william Shake-
speare?
since the haudsome folio edition of Shake-
speare’s works had been dedicated to him
and his brother just twelve years before,
No doubt will Shakspere of Stratford was
an actor {(miner)} and a partner in the Globe
theatre, but is there aay (recorded) evi-
dence ihat any play written by wWill Shak-
spere of Jtratford was ever produced in
the (lohe theatre or anywhere else?

0« Go Does not the hyphen inserted thus
"Shake-speare™ on the title pages of the
early quartos and the first three editions

Fembroke knew the name well enough,
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of the Somnets, 1609, 1640, and 1766) and
as the running title on every leaf of the
1609 Sonnets, almost proclaim the use of

a pseudonym?

i.M.: Absolutely not! The recorded evie
dence is directly opposite., The hyphenam
tion means, once and for all, absolutely
nothing., And the reason that it means
nothing is that it is not constant! MHore-
over analysis of this problem gives ab=
solute and irrevocable evidence that
Shakspeare was Shakespeare., If Shakew
speare is a pseudonym, it should be cofne
stant

—— s

The intermixture of all spellings, in-
cluding the Shak {short a) and Shake
{long 4) forms, with hyphenated and une
hypenated forms for the same works come-
pletely disproves any theory based on
it, To cite no other examples of care=
lessness wiil names Ben Jonson signed
Jonson or Johnson and was addressed in
either manner.

R.¥.: The hyphen argument for the pseu-
donym Shake~speare ig t0 me suggestive
but not very imrvortant. There are other
arguments for the pseudonym that I would
like to go into with you: Vthe first
heir of my invention" liem, for one; and
all the various reasons and probabilities
for the Earl of Oxford assuming this name
for his pseudonyn,

11, G. According to Shakespesare's bioge
rapher Halliwell-Phillipps the name Shake-
speare or Shakspere was a fairly common
one in Tngland in Elizabethan times., Is
it not likely therefore that there was
more than one Will Shakspere living at
that time who bore no relation to "Wilw
liam 3hake-spearen?

L.M.r Yes, it is extrermely possible, But
the Shakespeare of Stratferd in his will
pays special homage to and leave gifis for
members of his acting comnany in London
which proves that both the London and
Stratford Shakespasres were one and the
same man. The bequests are interlineated,

but borne out as it is by their refep.
ences tc him, and similar bequests to
him Ly other actors, and other refep-
ences Lo Shakespeare of Stratiford-on-

- Avan in the First Folio, the relatione

ship is seen to be mutual and recipro-
cal.

Re.: Your answer about Shakspere!s

will only suggests that his {interlin-
eated) bequest to his fellow asctors was
used tc belster up Heminge's and Con—
dell’'s part in the publication of the
First Folio. There is a strong theory
that the references to Shakspere of
Stratfcord-on«Avon in the First Folio are

a fully~cooked up and fishy affair, Up
to then (1623) the William Shakespeare

of the literary works seems to have been
simply a pame. No one spoke of talking

to him, of eating or drinking with him
(except in Ward’s apocryphal story of
Jensonts and Drayton's fatal dinner with
him), or seeing him act in a play. Now,
suddenly, seven years after his death (the
year his wife died and also richard Field
the London printer from Stratfcrd who
printed the VENUS and the LUCBECE) all
kinds of interesting things come to light:
Shakespeare is listed first with Richard
Burbage among the principal actors in the
plays he wrote, a claim quite unjustified
by the reccrd or even by tradition; it
-states that the plays are printed "accord-
ing to the true original copies" and that
"what Shakespeare thought, he uttered with
that easiness that we have scarce received
from him a blot in his papers" {from the
twe actors! letter to the Reader prefacing
the First Felie} « a claim that even the
orthocex Stratfordians ridicule; and Ben
Jonsor:, whe later wrete that he "lewved

the mar, on this side idolatry as ruck as
any" preclaims his love and idolatry in the
coldest, most ambiguous verse ever writ-
ten {the ona under the Droeshcut engrav-
ing} whieh, even so, was the first trib-
ute from his pen since his ‘'idolts’ death
seven years befcre, Everyone must admit
that there are inaccuracies and mysteries
conrected with the nublicatiocn of the
First Fsolio. '
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12. Q. Dr. Johnson wrote as follows: "Naw
ture gives no man knowledge.,.Shakespeare,
however favoured by Nature, could only ime
part what he had learned." 7o what are we
to attribute the wide rarnge of kncwledge
exhibited in the Shakesneare drsma: his-
torical, philosphical, classical and even
technical krowledge of nmany kinds? Was
this due to learning? If so, is it not
strange that there is no record whatsoe
ever of where, or fromn whom, he acquired
$his knowledge?

LuMes It has been proved time and again
thet there is nothing so specialized in
Shakespeare that it could not have been
learned through reading, observation, and
conversations with friends. Impartial
lawyers have shown that Jonscn and half

a dozen other dramgtists used more law
than Shakespezre did and a lot of it more
complex, Classic lore he got from his
own Stratford education and Zlizabethan
handbooks. Music he could have learned
in a barber shop where a chest of viols
rather than the Police Gazette was stand-
ard equipment., Historical and miscellaw
necus information he took directly from
his sources, ever as Bacon, a notorious
borrower ¢id. I we remembsr that Shake-
speare did not live in a vacuum, that .
the plays reveal evidence of acute powers
of observation and understanding, then
all things are pousible and probable -
and so, as the plays reveal.

.M.t VWhat rezding? Whal conversation?
what friends? Abova all, when did he
have time for all this resding, observa-
tien and conversation, of which there is
not the glightest indicaticn or record?

Yes, Shaksspears was a genius but even a
genius il he begins as an ignporant ob~
scure country boy must l2zave some {races
ef the process by wh:ich he becomes the
greatest poat and dramatist who ever
lived.

1 am amazed that you should minimize his
legal knowledpe and the extent of legal
imagery in his Works, "“Three eminent Eng-
ilieh lawyers", I am told on good author-
ity, "tell us that the plays of Shake-

speare display an expert knowledge of law
such as Will Shakspere could hardly be ex—
pecled to possess", Lven counting this

as possibly an exagreratior, or at least
arguable, could ¥Will Shakspere have ae-
quired tnis wealth of legal imagery from
his own simple and sordid lawsuits? {Com
pare Oxford's months spent at Gray's Inn
and the legal terms and references in his
letters, which are full of all manner of
Shakespezrean imagery. )

I am amazed that you think Will Shake- -
speare got his classieal knowledge from
his Stratford schooling and from hande
books. His schooling at Stratford was
doubtful and brief at best. The leading
feature of Shakespeeret!s learning seens
to have been 1in the direction of classic
poelry; especially, as nmost agree, was he
steeped in Ovid's Metamorphosis, both in
the original and in Arthur Gelding!'s trans-
lation. {Arthur Colding was Oxnfordts un-
cle and tuter and he was working on his
Ovid translation at the very time he was
teaching Latin to young Oxford) The
scholars disagree on everyihing except
this intimacy with Ovid; they range from
B.l. Churchill's statement that in clas-
sical allusiong Shakesprare uses only ones
that were "household words in the 16th
century? to Churten Collins who says that
"Shakaspeare!s knowledge of the classics
of Ureece and Rome was remarkably exten-—
sive',

Shakegpeare learned nis music in a barber
shop? And you call us heretics! I can
only guote to you from Edward J,. Dent,
page 152 in the Granville-Barker and Hare
rison Cempanion to Shakospeare Studies:
"There zan be no doubt whatever that
Shakespeare himself had a very consider-
able knowledge of musie. His poems and
plays are full of allusions to the art;
not only does he speak of music plaimly
and directly but he very often mentions
technical musical terms in a metaphorial
sense. But whereas writers of the 19th
century seldom mention music without com~
ritiing some ridiculous error, Shakespeare
never mskes a mistzke, even when he &l
ludes to theoretical details of a diffi-
cult and obscure kind." Does this sound
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like casual barber shop knowledge of muw
sic?

I agree that historical and miscellaneous
information might be taken directly from
its sources but there is no indication of
how Will Shakspere had access to Lhese
sources. {Compare Oxford's purchase of a
Geneva Bible, a Chaucer, Plutarch's works
in French, Tully and Plato, 'with other
books, paper, nibs!', all these in his 20th
Year alone.)

{to be continued)

BOCK REVIEWS

A& Hundreth Sundrie Flowres: From the Orige
inal Edition of 1573, Wiih an introduce
tion by Captain Bernard Mordaunt Ward, and
Additional Notes by the Fditor and Others,
Znd edition, Ruth Loyd ¥iller, ed., Kene
nikat Press, 1975. $15.00

A putlication that attracted little row
tice in 1926 was the edition of a pseudo-
nymous anthology of Elizabethan verse pre
pared by the indefatigable literary ine
vestigator and biographer of the 17th Earl
of Oxford, Captain Bernard M, Ward. A
brief review of the long-forgotien circun.
stances surrounding the original publica-
tion of this antheology may be in order for
our readers, especially those more recent
converts to the Oxfordian cause who are
tesg familiar with the more tangential
evidence in the cause's favor.

In 1573 a book of poetry and prose called
A hundreth Jundrie Flowres was issued with
A pseudonym Meritum petere, grave, and
containing "the Devises of sundry Gentle-
men." ZXach poem is signed by one of a
namber of different pseudonyms, or "posies!
to use the Elizabethan term., These dif-
ferent "posies" presumably reflect the
"sundry gentlamen” alleged on the title
page Lo be the authors of the various po-
ems within.

Adding to the puzzle is the fact that two

years later, this anthology was repub-
lished with significant chanpes (in-
cluding both omissions and new material)
as The Posies of Georpe Gascoigne, and
the title page céontained the heavy hint
that the entire collection was really the
work of one author--George Gascoigne, to
wit,

Also compounding the mystery is the clear
evidence that the later publication is a
corrupt text of the greatly superior read-
ing afforded by the 1573 anthology. With
his characteristic mastery of facts and
legie (amply acknowledged in earlier Newse
letters), Captain Ward marshalled imprese
sive evidence to the effect that: 1) the
pseudonymous Meritum petere, grave is the
“posie" of Edward de Vere, the poetical
@ari who was demonstrably addicted to not
making his Ydoings...public with the rest,"
for a number of good reasons., Inded, as
Ward ably shows, the embarrassment that
many othar courtier-versifiers must have
felt in having their own more intimate
lyrical effusions so boldly set forth to
the public without their permission--even
though a semblance of anonymity was pre-
served--formed the apparent cause of the
later publication, with its attendant alw
terations and its spurious claims of have
ing been "corrected, perfected, and aug-
mented by the authour,” all in aid of fur-
thar dlsguislng the highly-placed orlglns
of the esariier issue,

This intriguing literary mystery is well-
develozed in ward's 1926 edition of Flow-
res, which is substantially intact in
this new edition by Buth Miller, and, as
in the other Kennikei Oxfordian classics
raviewed in previous Newsletters, much
valuable supplementary material is in-
cluded., Cne aspect of the evidence Ward
had developed that is of special interest
to Oxfordians is the discovery of Sir
Christopher Fatton®s "posie" in the 1573
edition: 5i fortunatus infoelixw—*fortuw
nate unhaQO},* whiich is the signature

usaed in Twelfth Night on the forged letw
ter used Lo embarrass Malvolic. Fut 3.0.5
members must really read this book to
Judpe for themselves the cogency of Ward's
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rather involved chain of reasoning.

It only remains to be said that the typo-
grapnical problems appear to be less than
those of the other two volumes in the Ken-
nikat series and the index Mrs. Miller has
provided is only one of the many improve-
ments over the 1926 edition which grace
this invaluable contribution to the avail-~
able literature on the 17th EBarl of Oxford.

G‘C .Ce
Secrets of Shakespeare; Four Chapters from

a Subversive History, Dy Bronson Feidman.
Lovelore Press, Pnliadelnhia, 1972,

The Shakespeare Oxford Society was re-
cently graced by the re-—enrolimeni to its
ranks of A, Bronson Feldman, a veteran of
the Oxfordian cause from the days of the
Stakespeare Fellowship {(American branch),
to whose newsletter he was a freguent and
knowledgeable contributor. Feldman's caw
reer as a professor of English literature
at a prominent university in Philadelphia
was shamefully aborted many years ago when
it was discovered that he was an adherent
to an anti-3tratfordian cause, and he thus
became an early casualty of the academic
Mafia described by Shakesprare Cxford So=-
ciety President Charlton Ogburn in our
preceding issue,

A measure of Lr. Feldnan's stature is
tha% he has resained undaunted by any
justifiable bitterness acquired from this
disgraceful erisode, and has contirued to
write and publishk the results of his ine
valuable scholarshin on Stakespesrean
subjects. iHe now holds a professorship
in history at a more nodest collegs in
Permsylvania, where he doubtless keeps
nis Oxfordian persuasion to himself, and
remalns guite active on the side as au-
thor and publisher of articles and books
of informed and informative wisdom. In-
terested readers should obtain the book
under raview as well as his other numers
ous writings from: Br. A. Bronson leld-
man, 784L ontgomery Avenue, Zlkins Park,
PA 19117,

- characters in Shakespeare's plays,
Py

It is a rare pleasure to find a book of
interest to Cxfordians that is both as
readable and as scholarly as is the pres-
ent volume. Feldman's inferences, argue
able though they may be, are reasonable
as well as fascinating, and he presents
solid documentation for many of hls novel
suppositions,

As the subtitle indicates, the book com-
prises four "chapterst—-really essaysew
on as many aspects of the peculiar rela-
tionship that Edward de Yere held to the
The
first of these chapiers, called 'The Woman
Tamery' describes the part that both Ox-
ford*'s halfwsister Kathryn and his own une
happy marriage to Anne Cecil must have had
in the creation of Xate in The Taming of
the Shrew, "Helen of Aose=Ilion* adds

further information to that of Looney and

Eva Turner Ciark and shows conclusively,
in this reviewer's opinion, that the
changes I{rom Boccaccio that Shakespeare
made in All's Well that Ends Well can on=
iy be made to fit the Harl's own ¢ircum-
stances,

In "Kit 51y and the Unknown Lord," Felde
man contends, again with an abundance of
evidence, that the Induction to The Taming

of the Shrew was later added to this very

eariy play at a time when Willian Shakspere
of Stratford-on-ivon must have first be-
come. associated with the Lorndon theater
and when, provably concurrently the poet-
garli had adopted the name of #W¥illian
Shakespeare” as his firal nom de plume,
The last chapter, "The Nakirng of VWilliam
Shakespeare," continues ibe thread from
the previocus essay and construets the most
reasonable nypethesis I have read so far
of trie probable origins of the connection
between Sdward de Vere and the Stratford
horse~holider.

There is hare, of course, plenty of materw
ial to enrage the Stratfordizns and to call
down ornt Er. Feldman's and our own heads
all the snide epithets and ridiende of
which the orthodox are past and present
masters. But the sciclists of Stratford
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will have a hard time refuting this au-
thor!s facte, and his controversial de-
ductions have the further authority of
deriving from another of this polymath's
quondam specialties: psychology.

It remain only to be said that each chap-
ter is followed by copious footnotes,
from a variety of both primary and sece
endary sources, The only sour note in
this review is occasioned through no
fault of Dr, Feldman's: it is a pity
that this book could not be available in
a printed format, instead of the mimeow
graphed issue in which it presently ap-
pears, disfigured by typos and rumercus
strike-overs,

G.C.C.

Note:r This malling of the Winter
1976-77 Newsletter is accompanied
vy a copy of the membership form
and an addressed return envelope,
Send us a new member today!

ACTIVITIES OF SHAKESPEARE CYFORD
SCCIBTY MEMBERS 1IN LOS ANGELES

Vice~President S, Colum Gilfillan and Mrs,
Constance E, Charles have reported on the
many activities of our Society's members
in the los Angeles Crapter. Although ade
ditional space will be devoted to matters
in Los Angeles in the next issue of the
Newsletier, the need to reprint details

of &4 recen? ambiticus program is irresiste
ible for its usefulness as a model to in-
spire the rest »f us;

THE SRAKZSPEARE XFPCRD SCCIETY
in lLos Angeles

DINNER MEETING ,TUES., NCVIMBRR 30, 1976

PROGRAM: Zichard P, Roe, Ssg, will dis-
cuss and illustrate Fdward de Vere's
(Cxford's, the real Shakespeare's) Ad-
veptures with Italiarn Art and Law.

with commissioned photopraph slides,

Just received, of fresco in the
Trojan Apartments, Mantua, ¥. Italy,

Te refresh your memory, you may want

to read first:

The Rape of Lucrece, lines 1366-1464,
alsoc gt seqg.

Winter's Tale, Act V, Scene 2 {refer-
ences to the artist, Giulio Homano)
As You Like It, Act II, Seene 7, lines

139166 (re "Seven Ages of Mart)

Inspired by the possible correlation,

in the Rape of Lucrece, of a narrative

description of an Italian painting,
with art works reported to be in the

Trojan Apartments in the Ducal Palace

in Mantua, Mr, and Mrs. Roe commissioned

special pictures by a professioral pho-
tographer there. Just received from

Italy, these photographs will form a

part of Mr. Roels presentation, in the

UCLA Faculty Club at the entrance iteo

the UCLA campus, at Hiirard Averue at

the hill~top...

BDinner at 6:30 p.m., $4 per person,
payable to Dr. Gilfillan, followed
by a

Meetineg with illustrated lecture by Mr.

- Hoe, open free to all pecple, at
8 p.m. in the Piaysz Room of the Club,

AHE YOU A4 HMEMBER
OF THE SHAXETPRAHE OXFCHD SCCIETY?

Join us in our researeh
and relsted activities,

Membershig Dues

Studert member/$2.CC per annum

Regular member/$16,00 per annum

Denating member/$25.00 per annum
or more

Your Shakespeare Oxford Society
dues are tax-deductible,

Write to:
SHAKZSPRARE CYPORD SCLIETY

110 Glen Argyle Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21212




