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EDITOR'S NOTE

There ‘s a typographical correction to be made in the Winter 1576-77 issue
of the Newsletter, page 5, colusm 2, line 20, The title of Ovid's famous
work ehould read Metamorphoses,

Responaes comtinue to come in to the ads that 5.0.5. Trustee Rusaell des
Cognets placed in The Shakeepears Nswsletter Harvard Magazine, and Sstut-
day Review (described in cur last jesus). Mr, des Cognets states that the
Saturday Review ad, in his opinion, accounte for the m jority of rsaponsee,
The compumicatione to the Society requeet the free information about our
Seciety and the Oxfordian thaory which the ad offers. (We have recently
sdded a fifth flyer to the matsrial described in our previous jssue: a list
of arguments against tha Stratford man's authorial credentials, Previous
respondenta will receiva this addition in s separate mailing, :

Some of the respordents to theee advertisements have already become membars
of the Shakespeare Oxford Scciety, and, although epece forbida a listing of
them, we offer theee new adherents a hearty welcome, :

Gordon Cyr, Editor

"SHAKESFEARE": A MISSING AUTHOR
by J. Thomas Looney

The Neweletter is plessad to present to ite reacare a cordeneed version of
this article, written by the Founding Father of the Oxtordian theory of
Shakeepearean suthorship and first published in the News«iettesr of Ths
Shakespesre Fellowsnip (American Branch), Vol. II, No. 2 (Fsbruary 19L1),
The origina]l easay was published in two paris {the secornd appeared in the
following April issue). Mr, Looney's arguments here deal only with the
nagative evidence, and his presentatiocn should hive an appeal to ail doubt-
ers of the Stratford myth, especially since the author's logic is impece
ceble and his arguments perevasiva, (We reprint hare only the first of ths
two installmerts,)

Although mankind has certainly to face in ly, politically and rsligiously, the
these days graver and more pressing prob-  worka will be read with wonder, and
lems than that of the authorehip of the the personality bvehind them command
Shakeevesre plays, this question has & the admiration and even ths affectiona
claim, if only a secondary one amongst the of readers,

eerious intereste of life, and deals with

watters that are destined to endure when Truly great dramatic litarature can on=
the special problems of today will have ly come from ,,. writars who are eccue~
passed out of mind, Centuries hence, whan toed to lock closely into thelr owvn
the entire world will have changsd, social- soula and make free use of thair sesret
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sxpariences: and it may be doubted whsth-
ar & single line of living literature ewr
came from pure imagination or more dramste
ie poss, .,

As, thsn, the Shak=apeare plays hold first
place ‘n the wovrldta dramatic llteraturs,
an acquaintancs with the personality be-
hind i% « s prime facter in its rightun-
derstanding — must be s matter of some
concern to thoss who regard these great
ereations of the human spirit seriously.
Works so rich in thought and knowledpge,
and so varied in passion, ecowld only come
from an intensa and manysided genfus: and
all the slaborete devalopments of Strate
fordwoneAvon are s sufficient answer to

ths contention that tha pereon of tha write

er matiers nothing...

The consciousneas that there was a distine.
tive perecnal element running threugh the
dramas, one quite out of harmony with the
records and traditions of Williem Shakepere
of Stratford, was one of the principal re=
«uits of the disceriminating admiration with
which, in the ninsteanth cantury, the works
came o be studled, With penctrating sa~
acity Emerson remarked "I cannot marry

?hi:a) to his verse," ...

Howewar decisive such s sansa of discord
may be to the person who feels it instinew
tivaly, it does not supply the kind of maw
terial that can be mamily pressed into
service as evidence in an srgument. Onthe
c¢they hand, experience has proved thet
acholars, equally equipped, can wrangla
erdilensly reapecting the classical Jnoww
ledge shown in the plays; whilst lawysre
and psewdo-lawyers argus inconclusivaly
respecting their legal contents, Something
mors palpable and measurable ia needed to
settle the issues raised by thase psycho-
logical, classicsl and legal difficulties;
and It is to evidence of this concrets
praetical nature, such as can be weighed
without special scholastic preparation,
that I shall try to confine mysel!f,

AL the outset T shall state ..., what it is
the special oblect of thia easay to provs,

namely: that the Willisw Shaksapere of
Stratfordwonwhvon, who died in that

town in 1616, cannot have writtan the
poams and plays attrituted to him, tut
was used aa a cover for some great poet-
drasatist whe did not wish hie own name
to appear on thas published works; and
that, therefore, the author of the plays
is misaing,

It is genarally known that there arve
many convarging lines of evidsnca poimte
ing in this direction, To rest a case,
however, on the cumilative effect of
soparats and veried lines of proof de-
mards a weighing of complex probabili.
tias, and bdecomes, Lo some extant, a
matbar for the experts, We shall, there-
fore, not sttempt such a task of genersl
survey and coordinstion, but shall eonw
fine ocursalves within very restricted
limits, and shall find, I helluve, a case
as cogent as it is simple,

Ws shall, moreover, discard altogshter
that vast mass of Shakespeare lore shich
passes currert as aythenticated fact,dut
which is in reality mere inferenca bassd
upor the assumption that William.,, of
Stratford wrota the plays; and we shall
narrow the argument down to tha bedrock
of facts, taking as a genaral tasis the
aristocretic comnections of the original
publications,

The name Shakespeare mads its flirst ape
pearance in English litarature as that,
not of & dramatist but of a poet, whsn .

Yenus and Adonis wss published in tha

year 1593. . Tha titlepaga gave no au-
thor's name — in itself a significart
begirning -~ but the dedication —-to Han-
ry Wriotbssley, the 3rd Earl of South-
anpton, was signed: "William Shakespeare,”
The tarms of this prefatory lettar prove
the poet to heve been slready on an in-
timata footing with the nobleman; and
the English both of the dedication and
the text of ths poem reveals s natural’
mastary of the culiured speech peculiar
to the highest social circlas, This, of
course, clearly sstablishes ths writsr's
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fres sesociation with the arietocrecy

some yeers prior to 1593,

Not £ill 1598 did the name "Shakespears®
become Inown as that of & dramatist ,when
it wae attached %0 an edition of Iove'e
lLabo'.rts lomt, Here, epain, aristocrat=
ic connections are stressed. The work
wse publiahed "ee it wae presented before
her Highnee®,,.end the drama iteelf le
exclueively one of court life, full of
interior portraiture and having ea ita
baeis the distinetive manners, etiquette
ard intercourse of people in familiar
touch with royalty,

After thia ceme a euccmesion of playe
with the same genersl stamp, 2 Henry IV:
"Ae it heth been,..acted by the rig!!t
honourable the lLord Chamberlaine hia ser«
uwants.® (That is, the Queen'e epecial
company of playere,)} The Merchemt of Ven-
ice: "Aa it hath been,,.acted by the
Lord Chamherlaine his eeruxnte,” etCases
Ard e0 with other publiahed plays from
1558 to 1605,

The yesr 1609 saw the publication of the
veoSOTIRNELe; ard, Wnatever perplexing probe
lems reepecting this work may have divide
ed seholsrs, upon one peint ell ars &~
greed: namely, that meny of the poems are
asddreesed to a young nobleman, with whom
the poct is here eeen on terms of cloae
intimacy and strong personal effectionm,

In the eame ycar an unauthorised sdition

of Troilus ard Creesida appesryed, with e

bold assertion that the "grard peseesmws”
of the manuscript had been defied in the

publication of the work, Who theae "grand
poaeeeacre” may have been we cannct tell,

The terms, however, clearly peint W erie-
tocrabs,

| In 1622 the authentie publication of the

Shakespeare plays culminated and closed
with the iaaue of the famoue First Folio,

‘This work is dedicated to the two broth-
cra William and Philip Herbert, the Earle
reepectively of Pembroke and Montgomery,

who are there stated to have followed
the author living with much fevours
end in the introductory poem contrituted
by Ben Jonson epecial emphasie ia laid
upon tha personal intarest both of Queen
Elizabeth ard Xing Jamea I.

From first to last, then, linka of a per.
fectly unique kind connect these plays
and the pereon of their author with roy=
alty amd the aristocracy; and sc surely
are such intimscias implied, that it is
usual to epeak of them ma eastabliehed
Tactfess For no leas than thirty yeers
(1593 = 1623) the published worka there-
fore declare him $o have been asquainted
with or honcursbly resembered by tha
greatest pecple in the Jard; end, if we
take into eccount the neceasary sntecets
enta of the 1593 debut, the period of
aristoeratic connection must be coneld=-
erebly extended beyond the thirty yeare,

We must now cee how these facte Lesr up-
on the person hitherto credited with the
authorehip,

When Venue ard Adonia was published Wile
1iam Shakspere of Stratford was a young
man of twenty-nine, To have worked hime
eelf by that age into euch e ecciety, amd
to have ecquired the literery and social
culture ehown by the poem and its dediecaw
tion - much of whieh could not have been
1serned fyom bocke «- 0 have produced eo
lengthy and elaborately finished & poem
and earried through ita publies.dion, he
must have had his feet firmly planted on
the social ladder in his early twenties,
at the latest, Ae, them, he lived to the
sge of fifty-two, and the ehief bueineee
of his life would be to produce this lite
erature ernd meet the social obligation
whdch it would entail, we may say that the
whols of that effective part of ¢ man'e
lifetime which fixee permanently hie place
epongst hia fellows would be pessed inthe
open light of royal end aristocretic favor,

If, morecver, one with such commonplace
beginnings es ars ehown by the eerly Strat~
ford recorda, had, merely by his acting



and playwriting, won for himeelfl access
to the foremost company of ectors, withe

. out & trace of youthful epprenticaship or
sxperionce in en infsrior troupe, and used
the poaition so rapidly gained to placs
himself immediately imto inmtimats rela-
ticnshi;s with the people round the throne,
he tust havs possessed, not only extraor-
dinary imtellectual powers, but wonderful
initistive, enterprise, ambition, personsl
address and social tact. His aims must
have besn settled sarly, end his sfforts
to realize them direct and resoclute, This
wae not. the kind of man to allow himself
to be pushed into ths background, and,
following a pubdblie wocation, he could net
eesily have been hidden., However repid
the ascent it could only have besn accom-
plished by stages and through the active
interest of sultabls intsrmediaries,

The question before us, then, is whethsr
these published pretensions end necessary
implications of his connection with ths
litereture can be subjected to an effec~
ti’?ﬁ tﬁ“ou.

The Shakespeare gquestion, on the sids frem
which we are now viewing it, is thsrefore
one which is specially open to the test of
historical researoh; and no workers have
besn more thorcugh in their investigatims,
Or more unsparing to themsslves, than those
who, during many years, have hunted for
particulars relating to Wililam Shakspere
of Strstford, Additicnal details may yet
come to light, but sufficient has already
been made out Lo pronounce quite definite.
ly upon the genaral result of all this re~
search work,

The first fact which stands out boldly is
the compiete absence of even the slightest
relevant link between William Shakapere's
sordid beginnings at Stratford, traceahle
right up to the time when he was 3 married
pan with three children, end the exalted
sceial and eultural intimacies of his eer.
1y twenties implied in the publication of
the first Shakespeare poesms, In those days
even scholars from the universities could,
s writers, only penetrate the outer frings
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of that uppermost cirele by means of aris- ¥

toerstic patronage, graciously bestowed,
and paid for by public literary compiie
ments, Shakespeara raeches Its csntre
without ecademic send-off and by ¢ single
stride, without lseving traces of an up-
werd struggle or of essistance from eny
aristocrat or othsr likely helper. Tha
suppoeed achievement, under eny cireim
stances, is highly isprobadble; without
record of stagee end means it may be con=
figently regarded as lmposeible,

What ia true of hie reaching thess heigha
is even rore eophatically true of his kmep~
ing thsm, The records for all the years
which 1is between Yenus and Adonis (1593)
end the latast dats ever sted for his
£inal retirement to Stretford {1612) ww
the most evertful years in the history of
the English drama «= have been ruthlessly
ssarched in the one supreme quest: t0 find
ocut more about Willlam Shakapere, With
what result?

¥We now know that he sold some malt t0 one
Philip Rogers, lert his customer two ahile
lings, and afterwards prosecuted him for
repayment: that when he disd hé left one
iy his "second best bed™ ... L0 the woman
whom he married under unsavoury compul-
sion; end that, through years of afflu-
encs, hs nsglected to pay ¢ shephsrd 3
debt of two pounds incurred by his wife
in days of poverty...

Theae, and other irrelevancies relating
to houses, lands, tithes and falss clains
rsepecting his coat-of-arms, have, with
infinite pains, been dug up, 1o tesch the
hurblsst of us how unfortunate it may
provs to excite the curlosity of posteri-
ty; but in no singls instance during the
many ysars of his supposed fame do we fird
in his private records tracee of ¢ Dersone
al friendship with an eristocrat.,

This is extraordinary from every polmt of
view; for, even in the capmcity of mask
for another man, marks of such contects
might be looked for, since ths Dperson sn=
geged [or one purpose might very well have

-
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bean employed on other business, This is
not an uniikely explanation of the faet
that after the time of his final retire
ment Lo Stratford the Esrl of Rutland's
secretary coupled the name of *Shakespsare®
with that of Burbage in respect toa quie
irreleniy cssh payment ,., bul not even
8 trifle like this has, directly or in-
directly, connected him with an sristocrat
during all the years of his reputed lmmerw
sion in literature and high elsss frierd«
shipe, If sver he lived in touch with
such people the mestings must have been
Jealously guarded and their traces care-
fully covered,

During these years he was evidently kept
generelly out of sight, in as yet undise
covered quarters, Brief glimpses of send-
clandestine lodgment is all that we can
cateh of him in Iondon; for there, even
tbe tax gatherers, who wanted him, went
wrong by & matter of years as to where he
could be fournd = the very yeare during
which, on orthodox assumptions, he was
living in s blaze of royal faver, On the
other hand, Thomas CGreene, a lawyer, re-
sided in his Stratfoyd house, and along
with Shaksperse's brother Gilbert, eeenms
to have attended to any important busie
ness thers: so that no one, either in
Stratford or slsewhere, ever received a
note from his hand, and no business of
his in town has left a specimer of his
signsture, PEven his Stretford domicilisw
tioen, so much more tracsable than any«
thing found in lLondon, is not without its
strangely elusive phases.

As might have bsen forsseen, the lesson

of the special researches dirscted towards
him peracnally has been amply borne out by
more recent enquiries directed from the
cther side: thst is imto the lives and
correspondence of the aristocrats themw
selves, particularly those who, by name,
were implicated in Shakespeare publicfe
tions. Up to the present nohe of these
labcurs has yielded the slightest fruil,
Not & single document has shown any sris-
tocret st all interested in the person of
William Shakspere. None wrote to him, rew
ceived a letier from him, or s¢ much as

ment ioned him in private correspondsnce,
It is blank negation everywhere,

Ths distinctive way in which "Shakespaare”
hes selected the third Earl of Southampton
for immortality, in connection with his
great posms -~ and also, it is believed,
in the Sonnsta « has naturally focussed
attention upen that nobleman; and what 1is
probably an exhaystive investigstion has
beent made into his life and correspondw
snce, In Mrs., Stopes bilography of him
the materials collected £i11 two very sub~
stantial volumes; but, at the close of a
long task ... the biographer has to sdmit
failure so far as her main objset was onw
ecerned, She has not discovered those
tyraces of Shakspere that she hoped to find:
which she undoubtedly would have found had
Shakspere been the writer of all the *Shae-
speare” poetry dedicated and addressed Lo
Southampton.

A similar unrelieved failure has attsnded
such enguiries as have been made imto the
affairs of the brother Earls of Pembroke
ard Montgomery ... Indications of a vamm
practical interest in other men of letiers,
1ike Ben Jonson, exist: but not 8 Lrece
of lifetime contact with Shakspere has
been fourd,

Tt eannot, of eourae, be claimed that sll
possible sourees of information have now
besn exhaustsd; but the presumption sgafest
anything turning up to show us William
Shakspere in the presence of an sristocrst
amourts to 8 practical certainty, One de-
lusion that modern resesreh has positive.
ly shattered for sll time 3s that he sne
joyed frequent and essy sczess to the now
bility and the undisguised favour of roj-
alty, whilst living, as a popular journale
ist has claimed, "as well imown in londen
as the Globe Theatre,® Such a life snd
such publicity are however the necessary
implications of the litereture.

We have therefore an irrecomecilable conw
fliet betwesn the suthorship pretensions
and the findings of modern research: s
proof that this man was the personal can-
tre of s cunning acheme for deceiring peo~

-
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ple reepecting the source of these great
works, We speak of deception, of course,
without implication of censure; for one
way of concealing authorship seems as le-
gitimate as another, The methed In thie
case has proved more affective than an
avowad anonymity would have been; and,if
the writer had decided definitely upon
his own selif-effacement, it ie certainly
preferable that the works should hawe been
preserved in thie way than lost to menkind
forever. As, however, Shakepere wae not
the author he must have been used aa a
covar for someons else; and until that
man is discovered and acknowledged, the
works are snonymous, and the writer of
tham ie stil] miesxing,

THE SHAKESPEAREAN AUTHORSHIP SOGIETY

Many S.0.5. menbere have directed inguir-
fee to us concerning their inability to
get a response from the English Shakew
spearean Authorship Society. There haa
been apparently B considerabla change of
offices in that organization {ae well aa
a change in both name and stylie of thelr
house orgsn -—— now called The Bard), and
our attempts to establish rapport last
suwemer during our trip to England yieldw
ed the name of one officer whoee sddress
we published in our Fall 1976 Newsletier,

it eeems that some membere of our Socisty
have even sent money {in the form of
cheeke) to that addreee, and that evidence
of receipt has appeared in the formof

cancellations, but neither correspondence

nor any issue of The Bard has been forthw
Cﬁﬁingt

The Shakespeare Oxford Society regrets
the inconvenience its members have sufw=
fered due to this problem., The Newslet
rer editor is making every effort to folw
L1ow through and Lo try te get Lo the Wt-
om of the diffisuity, Any progress (or
lack theresf) will be reported in future
issuee,

C.L.C.

WAS V"SHAK-SPEARE® A TYPO?

Our series of Rhoda Meesnerte rebuttal to
Dy, Loule Marder has drawn the grestest
amount of comment {rom members to date,
moat of it favorsble, The individualism
of Oxfordians is, in our opinion, one of
the Socisty's snd the Oxfordian causele
greatest atrengtha, and the purpoee of
the Newnletter ie to air a varisty of
approachee to the authorship problem ~=
a variety which existe even within Lthe
unity and eclentific eimplicity of the
Oxfordian awthorship theory, 35S0, there
are bound to be disagreewenta with this
or thet argument oy with ita partieular
importanca, and the Nawsletter staff in
publishing the views of any member imw
pliee nothing beyord a broad general a-
greement, In other worda, we have our
own opinions aa well, ae resders of our
Fall 1976 issue can pauge by the eopious
footnotes we appended to the firet ine
stallment of tha Meeener-Marder sxchange,

Due to the deadiine pressure in getting
out the Wirter 1976-77 Newsletter (many
members will remember it arrived just in
time for the Vernal Bquinox), we dis~
pensed with the footnotee and decided to
eateh up on eny furthar comment in this
isaue, eo here goea!

We eannot coneur with Mrs, Messner's con=
ceseion on page 4 that "“the hyphen argu-
ment for tbe pseudonym Shake-epeare le.,.
suggestive but not very important.® In-
deed, we fael that Dr, Marder'e anewer on
this point ie not oenly weak, but insccu-
rate and mieleading ee well, He corrects
ly states thet the hyphen is not constant
in the published use of tha name "Shakee
speare® on title pegee of the playe and
poeme, but he neglecte to inform the read-
er that a hyphen was then ae now only used
in a peraonte name to combine two or more
proper namee, each of which was capitsl.
ized, The fact that "speare”™ 1s never
capitalized in the printed form of "Shake~
speare” constitutea a prime facie srgument
for a pseudonymous connotation, Marder's
eitation = in suprort. of his sygument «
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of the various spellings of Elizabethan
surnames 1s monumentally beside the
point, unless he can produce sore exsme
ples of "Ben Jonw-son" or *John-son" or
"Mapelow" or "Heyewood," ete., ate. in
use at that period,

But it is when Marder statas categoricale
1y that "the intermixture of all spelle
ings, including the Shak {short a) and
Shaks {long a) forms, with hyphenated and
unhyphenated forms for the same works,
completely disproves any theory based on
it,” that ocur breath is simply taken
away! '

It has long struck many anti-Stratforde
ians o3 extremely curiocus that Shaksperwis
six parelytic eignatures without excep~
tion omit the "s* gfiar the "k,* and

- that the published plays and poems with

only one excaption - to be discussed bee
10W == show "Shaks" as the first syllable,
whether the name is hyphenated or not, If
the Stratford citizen were really tha aue
thor of "Shakespeare!s" works, wouldntt
ths form he consistently eigns himself

meke at least sowe appearance in the pubw
licationa? .

As a matter of fact, the spelling "Shak."
¢does make one published appearance on a
play during Shakapere's lifstime: on the
First (or "Pied Bull") Quarto of King
Lear, 1608, JuT, Imnﬂy was the first
to note the irregularities of publication
attendant upoen the four "new" Shakespear-
ean publications of 1608.1600 after a
peculiar histus of three years foll

the death of Edward de Vere {"Shakespeare"
Identified, pp. 351357}, But the one

aspect under discussion seems generally
10 have escaped notica, or at Jeast ex-
terded comment.,

The Litle page of Lear's First Quarto
reads: VM, Willlam Shak-speare: HIS
True Chroniele Miatorie of the 1ifs and
death of King Lear and hia three Daughw
Lers, With the unfortunate lifs of fde
gar, somne ard heldre to the Esrle of
Gloster, and hie sullen and assumed hu~
mor of Tom of Bedlam: As it wae played

vsually at the Gloabe on the Banckseside,"
Under a printez’s inaignia is the further
information that the edition has been
printed for Nathaniel Butter, to be acld
at his shop in Paul's Churche.ysrd at ths
sign of tha "Pide Bull," etc,

Thia solitary appearance of the name
"Shakespeare® {which beare no resemblanca
to either the other published fomms of
the author's name or to Shakspersts own
signed form) appears to have been "coxw
rected" by the Second Quartc title mage,
backdated to 1608 in an apparent effort to
circumvant an order of arownd 1615 forbid-
ding the publication of any of the plays
of the King's Men "without their consent,.®
This Second Quarto, actually printed in
1619 by one of the Jaggards, reests ths
type on all of the information quoted a=
bove, but, unlike othar aimilarly becke
dated guartos of Shaksspeare plays print-
ed in that year, preserves the information
intset, sven untc the spellinp ~- eéxcs
for the author's name, which has been al«
tered to "M, VVilliam Shake-apeare." This
suggests that in the publishing worid, at
least, the "Pied Bull® spelling of "Shake
apeare’ was regaxded as an aberration,

On this interpretation, Louis Mardar's
fancied "inmtermixture™ of the spellings
on Shakaspeara's published works disap-
pears altogether,

ANY VOLUNTEERS?

The Shakaspeare Oxford Soclsty needs you,
Are you willing to halp in the work of
the organization? Would you perhapa stand
as candidate for offica in ths coming
year?

As ususl with a volunteer orgenization
such as oure, the same few must besr the
burden of work, That is why we sra make
ing this apreal for new facas tc share
ths reaponsibility. Llet us hear from
you soon.
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RHODA MESSNEHR ANSWERS DR. MARDER
(Part III)

In April 1963, Louis Marder, editor of
The Shakespeare Newsletter, published in
his Joumal a partial list of his answers
to 2 chellenge he had issusd the previous
November to anti«Stratfordians, Various
doubtsrs of the orthodex mythos answered,
ani DBr, Hardsr ultimately respondsd to
seventeen queations put forward by G.M,.
Pares and Francis Carr of the Francis Bae
con Socisty in England. Rhoda Messner,
suthor of Absent Thee from Fellcity, had
corresporded with Dr, Marder, ssking his
permission to publish in our Newsletter
his own responses along with her rebute
tal, In the Fall 1976 and Winter 1976
77 issues of the Newsletter, Dr, Marder's
answers and Mra, Messner's comments for
Guestions #1 = 12 have bean pubiished,
The series concludes in this lesue with
Questions #13, 16, and 17 (#14 and 15 are
omitted becsuse they apply only to the
Baconian candidacy). As in Questions #!
= &, the Newsletter editor's comments are
given in footnotes. The Shakespeare Oxe
ford Soclety wishes to thank Dr, iouls
Marder for his consent to republlsh his
material,

$3. Q. How do you aceount for the fact

that we have not a single line of pralse
written by Shakespeare's contemporarias

as an obituary netice? There iz no eyvie
dence that anyone thought that his death
was worth commenting on,

L.H, That there is noc culogy may be an-
counted for by ths fact that Shakespesre
died suddenly w ths stats of his will
indicates this — and was buried before
any "literary” ceremonies could he srw
rangsd, When news resched London nothing
more was done for him than for any cther
poet except Jonson, Johnm Tayior men-
tioned Shakespeare among other ets as
dead in 1620, Hugh Holland's lines pre-
fixsd to F! with their talk of tears,
coffin and grave may have be?n eomposed
closer to 1616 than to 1623,7 As with
Jonson and Bacor, s book of ealogles is

frequently organized by one minor figure.
Would that Shakespeare had had such e
frierd?!?

H.M. Even if he died swidenly and was
buried in Stratford, why would that pre-
vert eulogies being written when the
news reached London that the famous amd
beloved writer had died (assuming that
Shakspere wae that writer)? And when he
left london to retire to Stratford, ~hy
were thare no regrets volced then? Nrs,
Charlotte Stopes,the Shakespearean schoi-
er ard biographer of Southampton, blamea
this neglset of his desth on hie retire-
ment , which brings us to the puzsling
question of why hs retired, a fact never
satiafactorily answered, Thsre is mych
ovidance of his business ensrgy and ace
tivity during his last years, but none
of any dramatic or bLookish interests,
¥Why? People do act in inexplicsble ways,
I granmt you, but surely someons would
have some clue to his styznge behavior,

I ean only add that which J.T. Looney has
remarked: that Spenser, a lesser poet,
wis still writing to the bittsr end, snd
Jonson, & lesser playwright, was writing
and publishiig until his deeth, Or, it
is conjectured that he was bitter and
disiliysioned with the city and the life
arournd him. Again, why? From s poor,
obscura provineisl he had become unbew
lievably successful, famous and affluent,
eccording to the orthodox sssumptions,

It he irsieed did have private reasens for

TiMay have been...," therefcre, it "was"?
Beaidea, Holland!s only significance in
Jacobean lettsrs seems to derive {rom
this effusion., John Taylor could well
speak of "Shakespeara” as dsad in 1620,
since the Earl of Oxford had died in
1604,

210 is curious that Willlam Cawden, the
foremost chronicler of Elizabethan and
Jacobean times, in deseribing importsnt
events of the year 1616 (in Anmala),doee
not. sse it to mention ths passing of one
Ye had previoualy praised ss ons of many
"oregnant witts" {Remainsa of s Greater
Worke Concerning Britsin, 1605).

£.8

o



ot

(r"

P
H

SPRING, 1977

disfllusionment with London, would he
not have continued his writing (if he
was the post Shakeapeare) in peacsful
1ittle Stratford and hesve strived to
make a cultural haven there?

t6e Q. With regard to the Stratford-
ian's claim that the Dugdale sketch of
the Shakespesrean monument ia insceuw
rate, we find that in 1730 Dr. Thomas,
8 Warwickshire man residing nsar Strate
ford, brought out & sscond edition of
Dugdale's work which was revised, core
rected and expanded, Yeb we find that
the representation of the originnl monw
ument is from the same unaltered block
which Dugdale himsell used, The plate
in Dugdale's Antiguitiee of Warwick-
ehire {1656) is the first ustration
we have of the original monument.. The
next is the ons that appears in Rowe's
biography of Shakespeare {(1709) and
this engraving very closely resembles
Dugdale's, Both artists portray the
figure as clasping a sack or bag, Cb-
eerving that Sir William Dugdale was 2
noted artiquary and Gartsr-King-at-
Arms, and that his own careful sketch
(fyrom which the sngraving was made) iz
still extant, how do you account for
this?

L.M, This argument too ought to be sm-
balmed as a curiosity of criticism,
Thare iz superabundant evidence that
Dugdals worked too quickly, misrepre-
serted grossly, amd sccepted shoddy work
from his engravers constantly., The Clopw
ton monument and the Carew monument,
both in Holy Trinity at Stratford, sre
nopelsssly gisrepresented and out of
proportion.~ ...The only conclusion is

Or, Marder's citation of the Cloptone
Carew morumernts is not analagous, sinea
the drawings were submitied by the {ame
jlies, thus the "misrepresentations™are
not Dugdale's. To compare the differ—
ences in "sany details and entire con-
figuration” {¥, Spielmann, letter pub-
lished in The Pall Msll Cazette, Feb,

21, 1912; of the Clopton«larew monuments.

that for the engravings - t0 say nothing
¢f the numercus srrors poeinted out by
Thomes and other writers « Dugdale is

in this case n¢ relisble authority what-
everlh

R,M, Dugdals may have been quita careless
ard unreliable in his drawing of the
Shakespeare monurent and tust in 1656
(although the Thomas you cite does not
seem to have caught this particularar-
ror," inasmuch as he did not reviss Dug-
dals's representation in his own edition!)
but what possesased the man to portray tha
farous poet-playwright as s seedywlooking
individual reaching out to cluteh a welle
filled grainwssck, if tha dust really
then ahowed him, smug and chubby, with
his arms relaxed on s smooth cushion and
holding a pen polsed in his right hard?
Was it malice, Or a perverted sense of
huwor, or for some good reason of his own?

17. Q. Since Lhs Shaksspesrsa controversy
began Lo receive a considerabls airing in
the prees, not one peraon has come forward
o damonstrats that tha anti-Stratfordians
are wrong, The attitude of complete sie.
lance from the authoritias at Stratford-
on-Avon is mow making people in England
think trat tha skeptics may be right afw
ter all., Me, Fox, the Directer of tha

with the truly substantial differences in
the Shakespeare momument as 1t appears
today with Dugdale'e sketch is surely the
language of exaggeration, The reader
should go to Stratford and judga for him-
or herselif.

Ly Dy, Wnitaker, cited by Sir Ceorge '
Cyreerwocd (Is Thers a Shakeaveire Probw
lem? London, 1918, pPp. ass-?g. is cie an~
tiquarian who states that Dupdale's
7scrupulous accuracy, united with stubdorn

integrity,” has elevated hie Antiquities

of Warwickshire "Lo tire rank of lesgal ev~

fdence,* Creemwood in a footnote (loc,
e$t,laleo quotes Anthony Wood: "what Duge
dale hath cone is prodigious, BEis memory
vught to be varerated and had in evsrlast-
ing remembrarnce.”
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Birthplace Truat, haa refueed Lo see in-
terviewers {rom the BBEC and the prese,
Is this, in your opinion, the conduct of
e man who ie conlident in the claime
made by his own organization?

L.M. Mr opinion of Mr, Foax is that he ia
eure of his position and nowe eo well
that proper evidence is available that
he does not trouble himself to answer,
Tt ja to teachere like myself to whom 1o
relegated the taak of enlightening the
uninformed and making the known truth
more widely available,

R.M. I don't blame Mr, Fox for refusing
to aes the irterviewers from the BIC and
the prees, I am sure that he hae con-

fidence and ie secure in his poaition.
He would not want to get involved in the

‘fray, It would be troublesome, undigni-

fied and unprofitable., I do detect in

Mr, Fox, ae well aa in a great many other
learned gentlemen a faint resembiance to
the ostrich, {Query: When doea a fox re-
asmble an ostrich?)> '

;*ﬁiﬁﬂ fox, amd all after.” w, Act
IV, Scene 1i, 1ime 30,

IN OUR NEXT ISSUE

A report on the Cyr'e trip to Englard in
June, 1976, including a visit to Tile
bury Manor, ancestral home of Sir Hore
ace Yere,

Sir Morace Yere'e will, procured for us
by Mr, Harold Patience, Sec¢retary of
the S,0.5, English Branch,

Preasentation by Peter Michaels, Coneerw
vator for the Maryland Historieal Sow
ciaty and the Capitol of the 1.5,
at the Shakeapeare Oxford Society na«

tional conference in Baltimore Sep~
tembar 25, 1976,

ARE T0U A MEMEER

OF THE SHAKESFEARE QOXFORD SOCIETY?

Join ue in our ressarch

and related activities,

Menbership Duea

Student member $2.00 per anmm

Regular member $10,00 per anmm

Donating member $25,00 per annum
{or more}

Tour Shakespeare Oxford Society
dues are taxedeductible.

Write to:
SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY
110 Glsn Argyle Road
Baltimore, Marylamd 21212
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3.G.5, SECOND NATIONAL CONFERENCE 1977

The Jecond National Conferencs of ths Shakeapeare Oxford Society will be
held October 14 =~ 16 st the Ramada Inn, Hosslyn, Virginia (suburban Wash-
ington, D.C.}. A eeparste mailing will ineluds further details as to lo-

cation, travel directions, room ratss, and agenda.

For those who plan to

arrive sarlier {or to stay beyond the Sunday edjournment), the new D,C,
Metro subway line has recsntly opened its routs to Rosslyn, which opsrw
¢tes on weekdsys and ls a great convenience for tourists to the capital,
Rosslyn is aleo only ten minutea from the National Airport,

A PCST MORTEM ON THE MESSNER.MARDER EXCHANCE

Cur publication in the lsgt three iassusa
of Rheda Henry Measnerts rebuttsl to Lou~
is Mardsr's answers to anti-Stratfordisnat
quest ions has revived interest among our
members in ths quality of argumsnt dise
piayed by the orthodox when facing skapw
tics, Dr. Mardsr shows himsslf to be one
of our more courtsous adversariss, inthd
hs solicited ths qusstions himself, made
8 game try at snswering them, and refruined
from the usual sd hominem stiscks on hia
opponents. Dr, Marder dessrves the grst-
itude of all anti-Styatfordisns for his
ssrious and dignified approach to an is~
sus which ought to bs, after all, ons in
which reasonabls men can "disagrss withe
out becoming dissgreeable,®

Also, in fsirness to Dr, Marder, we should
inform our resders that thars were two
points which Mrs, Meesner had truncated,
as her reply did not dspend on Marder's
complets statement: Question 10 (ths hy-
phenation of "Shaks-gpeare®) and Qusstion
16 (the Dugdale drawing of tha Stratford
Shakespeare Monument). Dr. Marder docu~
ments hie anawers mors fully in each case
hut with one exception {which will forma
separate articls in e future Newsletisr),
ths omiselons do not meterially sffect
the gist, nor Mrs. Meesnert's snd our own
rebuttal, {(Dr. Marder's complete answers,
plus the rebuttal of Mr, Francis Csrr of

ths Francis Bacon Soclety of England, ap~
pear in ths Shakespearean Authorship Re-
view #10, Autumn 19%3, PP. 2 ~ 9.)

But with ell dus defsrsncs to Louls Mare
derts poaltion in Shakespeerean studles,
and allowing that certain of the questions
are loaded ones, we find that the level

of dshate in which hs engages, sside from
hia grsater courtssy, doss not rise above
that of his profsssional colleagues on

sny of the lseues ralsed, Dr, Mardsr had
the snormous advantege of having chosen
his own ground snd thus had svery oppor—
tunity to make ths strongest cass poaeibls,
That he hae not dons so is prssumptivs
evidencs that ths cause is a weak one, It
ie rsvsaling that in hla introduction in
ths original srticle (The Shskaspesrs News—
letter, April 1963), Dr, Mardsr, liks many
othsr Shskespesrsan scholars, csnnot re=
sist referring to his opponsnts ae "hars-
tics," conceding to the world that ths *orw
thodoxy" of Stratfordianism is & revaaled
religion, impervious to ressoned dieesnt!

Oxfordians and other dishelievers in ths
Stratford dogms may sdopt Dr, Mardar's fi-
nal statement in this introduction as their
own, One of the purposes of his snswsars,
he ssys, is to "provide ths teechsr with
aoms avidsnce to warn othsrs of speclous
argument.s,”



2

SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY NEWSLETTER

Below we proposs to list some of the come
mon logical fallaciss and dubious debatw
ing technigues that Mardsr seems to share
with many Stratfordians, over and above
thosa addressed by Mrs, Messner or oure
selvas in the footnotss. Our concern here
is not to answer tha points Dr. Mardar
raisas in his replies, =inca Mrs. Masaw
ner has performed a very able demolition
Job on thase herssif, but to criticizs his
argurentative methods and a freguent fajle
ure to obssrve a modicum of scholarly rige
or. Nor do we intend to 2ingls out Marw
dsr in this connection and thus give the
imprassion that we are repaying his coure
tesy with ingratituds, He has, aftar all,
orily adopted Acadsme's standard tactics,
arxi Oxfordians hava already ssen most of
thasas used = though lesa civilly to be
sure, ard with many more factual srrors to
their debit «= in the various scrseds of
Evans, Levin, and Schoanbaum,

Cur presantation does not necsssarily folw-
Jlow tha order in the exchanga, but rather
attempts to classify the various logieal
lacunae by type. Sincs ths exchangs was
serialized ovsr thras consecutive is=sues,
all citations will appear with tha mmber
of the guestion first, followed by a letm
ter indicating the Newslstter iasue (F =
Fall 19763 W = Wintar 1976/77; S = Spring
1977), and finally the page number in thet
f=sue {e.z. 176 = Quastion 1, Fall 1976
Newslstter, page 6),

Tha non gequitur,
in many of the exchange's anawers, one of

which wetve already pointed out (LF7).
Some othera: MIf the civic-minded John
Shakespeare [‘=ic] had no education, it
would ba all the more reason to think that
hs would hava assured one to his son (2F8)4
This might be true in our own age of ¢omw
pulaory univarsal education, but John Shake
epers, by Marder's own admiasion ({3P7) was
illiterate, and one of the preconditions
of admittance to schaol in thoge days was
tha learning of onsts"accidence” w. i.a,,
the ability ¢o read and write., Dr. Mardar
does not anawer tha implied quasstion of
how Williamts fsther could have imparted

This is a frequent lap=e

such a skill.

"If the butchsr tradition must be accapte
od, =o must the schoolmaster [i.e,, Aub=
rey's statement that young Shakspere had
bsen a ‘Schoolmaster in tha Countryt) (5
F7)." As Sir George Greemwood truly said,
"This schoolmaster story is caught at by
tha Stratfordians as drowning men catch

at & straw." (Ths Shakespeare Problem He-
stated, London, 1§5§, p. 105n,) We are
more interested in ths type of thinking
which tries to aseert tha mtusl dependw
sncs and equal veracity {or falsity) of
gach and every itam in s demonstrebly une
reliabla source, A good historian is sl
ways faced with decisione in the sifting
out of improbabilitiss within any source.
In this instanca, in addition to our orige
inal arguments for believing the butcher
portion of Aubrey's blography {(with its
irdepardent confirmation), we can only re-
peat ocur reply to Evans ard Lavin on this
same subject (Nswsletter, Summer 1975, p.
15), *...the schoolmsstsr story must be
dismisaed a= improbable ~-espscizlly in
the face of the deadly faet that no school
has coma forward to boast of Stratford
Will's tenure as ‘country pedagogus!.

"This and aimilar documents showing Shaka-
speare’s share in tha Clobe theatre prove
that Shakeapsare wss & so.fully integrated
membar of the company that it ia utterly
fantastic to think that he could have besn
at ths eame time an unknown or permsnent.
1y concealed front for ecme other suthor
(oW3)." The dsarth of svidenca for Shake
spere'e acting "career' belias the assay.
tion that Shakapere was e "fully integra~
ted mamber”" of tha Kingts Men, On the
contrary, this lack of avidenca i= not at
all inconsistsnt with tha hypothesis that
Shakspere's thsatrical cornections provid-
ed 2 perfsct "ecover? es front man for &
concesled author.

Abusa of hyperbcle, "literly fantastie
(=ce aboveg," "analysis of this problem
gives absolute and irrevocagble avidance,,,

(10W4)," "supersbundant evidence that Dug-
dals worked too quickly, misrepresanted
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grosely, and accepted shoddy work from his
engravere constantly (1639),* Noteworthy
in all these examples is the degree of ad-
Jectival overkill, as if the respondent
wanted Lo shore up a weak cass with heavy
words,

The ignoratio elenchi, or the fallacy of
irrelevance, conaista of drawing a conclue
sion which doea not contradict the propo-
sition the debater aeeks to refute. In an
attempt to deny that the author of Shakew
speare'a worke needed the specialized know-
ledge so many commentators have attributed
to him, Dr. Marder concludes, "If we ree
nember that Shakeapeare did not live in a
vecuum, that the playa reveal evidence of
ecute powers of observation and understante
ing, then all things are poasible and probe
eble == and so, aa the playe revaal (12w5),"
Powers of observation and urderstanding are
not inconsistent with laarning, and in fact
are more often found among the educated
than otherwise, The educated Renaissance
man trained his ability to obeerve with hie
wide reading in the anclent philosophers,
many of whose treatisea had nol been transe
lated into Bnglish. The argument here ie
also a form of

The vicious circle, in which a premise age
sumas the point et issue, Many Stratforde

iane hoil down the propesition stated above

to thia syllogism: "Shakespeare did not
need Lo be educated, because to a genius
all things ere poaszibls, And the.proof
that all thinga ere possible to en unedu-
cated genius is to be found in the plays of
Shakeapeare, !

Another example of this type of fallacy
can be fourd in Dr. Marder's attempta to
explain away tha interlineated bequests to
1fallow actors” in Shaksper's will (11Wa)},
The question in effect asked whether the
occasional references to a "Shakeapeare?
(however spelled) z3 a "shareholder” or a
"partner® in various theatrical entarprisss
could have raferred to someone other than
the Stretford man, One doas not have to
defernd an affirmative enswar to see that
the negative one Marder employs resta on

very shaky ground, The first step in the
argument is to cite the bequeste to Hem
inges, Condsll, and Burbage in Shaksperts
will. But coneiderable suepicion attaches
to these because they ere interlinsated,
suggesting thet they could have besn sdded
any time after the drafting of the willee -
could even be forgsries., Dr. Marder tage-
itly concedes this weakness, but then says
that the entries are "borne out ...by their
reference to him, and similar bequssta to
him by other actors.® But this last ine
stance, refarring presumsbly to Augustine
Fhillips's 1605 will (vwhich should mske
Marder!s reference read "ancther actor")
does not clearly indicate that William of
Stratford is meant, Ae for Heminges's

and Condellt's remarks, along with “obher
references .o Shakespeare of Stratfordwonw
Avon in the First Folie," the First Foliofs
avidentiary valua haa baan in guestion by
the skeptics for more than a century! And
one of the more guestionable aspects lies
in the sowcalled "testimony of Heminges
and Condell,” Ceorga Steevens, the welle
known 18th Certury Shakeapearean commarne
tator, proved that Ben Jonson composed the
prefaces to which these two gentlemen
signed their namee, and the sincerity (not
to mention the reliability) of Jonsents
First Folio utterances is suspect on a
number of pointa, Two types of contrae
dictory evidence are hers juxtaposed: 1)
where the reference to William of Strate
ford is not in doubt, but its reliability
ia, and 2) where the evidence (or witneas,
such as Augustine Fhillips) is reliable,
but the reference to Stratford is in doubt.
The disingenuous statement that the "relaw
tionship" between all these dubious props
is "mutual and reciprocal" cannot conceal
the argumentte circularity,

The selfwcontradiction. "Mereovar analyw
sig of thie problem [the hyphenated form
of Shake-speere] givas absclute and ire
revocable evidencs that Shakspere was
Shakespeare {10WL)," In almost the next
breath we find "the intermixture of all
spellings, including the Shak (ehort a)
and Shake (long a) forms, with hyphenated
and unhyphenated forme for the same works
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L an insccurats etatement ss it turne out]}
completely disproves any theory based on
3t." “Any theory" must include ths one
previously put forward: that "Shakapere
was Shakespeare,™ '

- The non~reeponse. In enswer to the qussw
tion whether peeudonyms have ever beeome
an open secret or a convention, readers
are left hanging with ths brief eentence
"eas thie 18 not enalagous to the Shakew
spears situation (8F8)." How is it not
enalagoue? Why not? Details, pleaee!

The ex gathedra pronouncement. "It is to
teachers like mysalf to whom ie relegated
the task of enlightening the uninformed
and making the known truth more widely sw
vailable (10510)." At the very lsast,
thls conveys the perhaps unintsnded tone
of the priesthood concept eurrcurding the
Stratfordian commentatore, who gene

(as we'lve seen above) adopt thaological
terms of debats in the authorship issue,

In the introduction to The Shakespesrs
Neweletter's original exchangs, Dr. Mar-
der states, "I do not see how exception
can be taksn to the snswers unlees opin.
ion be offered by the heretics instead of
facte..." The same facts (or rather pau-
city of fscta) are aveilable to both the
believer and the doubter, What is at ig.
sue is the interprstation of those facta,
For this, reason not opinion is needed,
snd the Stratfordians hsve ehown that they
enjoy no monopoly on such a deeirable oot
modity,

NOTED STRATFORDIAN OBJECYS TO
SHAKESPEARE'S "IMAGINARY LIFE

Louis Marder, in The Shakeapssre Newslst-
Lsr of May 1977, is rightly oritical of
those responsible for the sixepart "life
of Shakespeare® soon 10 be vieited on BAvitew
ish and American telsvision audiences, Dr,
Marder, whose refreshingly untypical good
will toward anti-Stratfordiana we havs had

occaeion to praise in the preceding aptie.
cls, complains with coneiderable justifi.
cation of the Associated TV (of london)
ecript that "fscts are changed,” relation-
shipa sre "invented" and "conceived," and
he demurs from eeriptwriter John Mortimer's
statement in ths Sunday Times last year:
"Tou csn write the life of Shekespears on
& post card and have room for the stamp,"
Marder concludss *,,.from what I have read
of thie esriea, the audiencs can only come
away with & distorted view of Shaksspears's
1ife, 1In hie writing about the ssries
Mortimer makes it claar that hie plays are
aimost pure fiction rather than documsntsw
riee. I hope it will be mads as eufficisnt-
ly clear befora eech ssgment is preasnted
to the public,"

While we have no hesitetion in associating
cureelves with Louis Marder'e views in this
instsnce and deplors along with him such »
esvaller trsatment of facts — especially
when it is considared that this topsy-ture
vy enow job will be diaseminated before a
large public —— a part of our sympathies
mist go to the perpetratore of this out-
rage. The blographical evidsnce for Shak-
spera of Strstford is, ae Mortimsr points
out, pretty mesgre, Although the metaphor-
ic post card may be en exsggerstion, if we
are Lo spesk of those few references that
poimt clearly to ths Stratford man, rathsr
than of that cormueopia of two centuries?
worth of constructions that currently pass-
es for “Shakeepearesn echolarship,” thses
could cartainly be contained on a eingle
side of one 84 X 11" sheet of paper.

More to ths polnt is ths gquality of thass
referencea, Stratfordians of evsry ehape,
size and gerder havs come to grief trying
to bring the personality revesled in the
plays and sonnets and thie paltry Strat-
fordlan gurrisulum vitae, in the words of
W.H. Furneas, "within planetary space of
each other,” In this vain ettempt, many
scholare have mada themselves ridiculous
by miereeding of evidencs and uwarvanted
inferences, which are then elevated to the
rank of premisss, which form the baais for
sver further unwarranted inferencse, and
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s¢ on, in exponentlal fashion. Why should
not a scriptwriter for TV ~= charged with
ths job of coming up with a ehow that will
not turn viewsrs off w be allowed tc have
a crack at 1t, eapeclally after five min-
utes! acquaintance with such a mare'snest?
It is mersly one step further from the
Stratfordian loose interpretation of facts
to the attitude that if these facta don't
square with the popular notion of what is
approprlate to s writert's life, well then,
a Iilg for ths facts!

Pr. Marder mentions that one of the "conw
csived" relationships in the series is that
of the Dark lady, who ls made inteo the
*wife of a juige, too busy to noteths li=-
aisons with Shakespeare and the Har]l of
Southampton.” Marder compares this with
William Gibson'a Mmilarly ficticnalized
drama, A Cry of Plavers, in which Amne
Shaksspesre is imagined as the Dark lLady,
*who has an affalr with Hamnet Sadler w=
the latter being a reai=life fellow townaw
man of Shakeper,

But are these fancies any more absurd than
the numerous oiher Dark Ladies put forth,
perfectly seriously, by many Stratfordian
echolars, with no more evidencs in their
favor? Who can possibly justify tha ahope
worn candidacy of Mary Fitton, for whom
any data supporting a connectlion with Shake
spers of Stratford (or aven a cosmetologe
ical basis for the nickname) ars conspic-
uously lacking? Or A,L, Rowse's even more
far-fetched Emilla ILanier, whose scle gqusim
ifieations for the "heonort seem to lis in
& monumental misreading of the adjective
"hrave' for "brewn® (i.e., "brown"!)? The
Asaociated TV gseries, atrocious as it no
doubt will be {both in Dr, Marderts view
and our ewn}, is but a foreseeable conse-
quence of the frustration the average per~
scn feels when he or sha confronts the
disme]l facts of "Shakespearets biography":
the bequest of the "second-bsst bed," the
hookleas last testamsnt, the petty malt-
ster who sued his fellow townspeopls for
amall suma, hoarded ecorn in times of fam-
ine, and moved to have the common lands
snclosed,

Could this, by eny stretch of the imagi-
nation, be ths same man who gave us Hamw
let, The Tempest, end tha Scnnets? Small
worder, then, that John Mortimer {and be
fores him, Frank Harrle in The Man Shakew
speare) would wieh to change these facta
~ Teeling, perhaps, that fiction in this
case is more in accord with reslity (at
least paychological reality) than the

" ruth" as Stratford eess it,

IN MEMCRIAM

It 1s with great regret that we announce
the dsath of RALPH TWHEEDALE, author of
Wagntt Shakesteprs Somecne Hlse?, in an
automobile accident on July 13 {Detroit
Free Press). Twsedale, 73, was an Ox=
fordien of long stending, having been one
of the Shakespenre Oxford Sccietytls many
distinguished lawyerwmembera. In addition
to a law degrae from George Waahington Uniw
versity, he held an engineering dsgree
from Cornell, These L{wo areas of exper~
tise converged in his book (published by
Verity Prese in 1971), in which hs put forw
ward an ingenious but controveralsl cryp~
togram theory for the 1605 edition of
Shake-gpearata Sornete, The Shakespears
Oxford Soclety extends ite profound symw
pathy to Mr, Tweedalels family,

OVERPAINT ING ON THE “ASHBOURNE®
PCRTRAIT: A CONSERVATORIS VIEW

Advice ae to what reaesarchers could or
couid not do to detect evidence of over~
painting and discover details of the o~
rigine] painted surfacs undernesth wae
given at the Shakespeare Cxford Socletytls
annual meeting in Baltimore, Maryland on
September 25 laast year., Peter Michaels,
Departmant of Fine Arts at Coucher Colw
lege, Maryland, who ie also conservator
for the Maryland Historical Society, The
Capitol of the U.S,, the Cummer Gallery
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of Art, Florida, dnd other institutions,
aa well as Conservator Emeritus of the
Waltera Art Gallery, Baltimors, was the
expert on hand - to talik about currant
techniques and answer questione from memw
bars,

Mr. Michaels opened his remarke with a
eunnary of Charles Wisner Barrell'e work
in the 1930's « work which, incidental-
i1y led to a court suit involving a staff
member of the Folger Shakeepeare Library
in Washington, D.C., We were rewmindad of
Mr, Barrell's photographs, x-rays, and in-
frared photography of the much-dieputed
¥Ashbourne" portrait, now hanging in the
Folger Library, which was once reputed to
be an authentic representation of "Shake~
epeare,” DBarrell, as many will recall,
was a photographic expert who worked for
Western Electric and whe waa invited by
tha "Ashbourne" portrait's ownar - at
that time (1929) Buetace Conway - to
study and appraise the painting, Of
course, BHarrell's later photographic find-
ings are generally well-known to Oxfordi-
ans, for he establiahed that there was
indeed overpainting on certain areas of
the portrait, that the forehead and ruff
had been changed, that the data had been
altered -— the original having been scmped
or gouged out of the canvas eurface——and
that in various parte of the original palnt-
ing, thsre ware obscured figures, one at
least euggesting the allianca of the de
Vers and Trentham familiee (Oxford's secw
ond wife waa Elizabeth Trentham)., By tha
way, Barrell had alsc made photographic
examinations of the Hampton Court and the
*Janssen” portraite with aimilar provoca=
tive findings,

Before proceeding with his remarks, Peter
Michaels reviewed the definitions of tech=
niques, euch as x~ray photography (photo
made on a thoteosensitive negative by tranew
mission of x-ray radistion through an obm
Ject) and infrared photography (employing
longer wave lengths of the spectrum that
can penstrate dark varnish and certain
colors effectivaly),

From a conservator's viewpoint, Michaels

felt that if the most eignificant changes
on the palntling, such ae tha forehead and
ruff, could eaaily be saen on x~ray, then
cne could proceed with other examination
tools that could be used to study the orige
inal paint underneath the surface. Aa far
as establishing tha data of overpainting
le concerned, the only way is to find a
plgment which waa not known at the time
the original work was dona., For example,
if any of the following painte ehowed up
on the portrait?s overpainted arese, es-
Limatee of dates could be made: artificial
ultramarine {not invented until 1824),

" cobalt blue {also 1826), cobalt blue with

alumina (1802), or Prueaian blue (1704),

and e0 on. There are numercus methods to
determine what the pigmente are within a

layer of a paint etructure, :

Michaela than outlined the investigative
msthoda available today which £all into
twe major categoriee - nonwdesetructive
tasting and "destructive" testing. The
former includes x~ray, ultraviolst illu=-
mination, infrared photography, x-rey flue
creecent spectroscopy, neutron activation,
and electron microprobe, Ultraviolet rays
are at the other end of the spectrum (short
wave} from infrared, and like infrared are
not visible to the naked eya, Ultraviolet
shows which area of a painting ia not part
of tha original paint surface because the
media which bind the pigmerta togsther are
not, entical and do not age in tha aame
way and therefora fluoresce diffarantly
whan viewsd under ultraviolet light, An
experienced sye can aagily aee the differe
encaa. Michaels wae frankly eurprised
that this technigua had not bean uneed by
Barrell., Its only disadvantage is that it
doesn't penetrate old, dark reainent vare
nish well, But this problem, of course,
does not apply to the "Ashhourne” portrait
because it was newly cleaned and varnished
in 1936 after purchaee, and Barrell's study
was made in 1937 and thereafter.

Infrared, on the other hand, cuts through
varniah, FProbably the most vital and so=-
phisticated method for the Shakespaare Oxe
ford Society'e resegrchers would be xwray
fluorescent. spectroscopy. The objsct to
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be studied is placed in a stream of x=rays
and a spectographic plate is mada from the
rays emitted from the x~radiographed, exw
cited aurface, Uaing this method, en exm
pert can determine through his or her know-
. ledge of the structure of cartain pigments
what is on the portrait’s surface. Neutron
activation, on the cther hand, ie not ap-
licable to our case becavae the painting
would be radicactive for ssvsral momnths,
snd most museum directors or curators waild
be nervous about letting euch a method be
spplied to an important work, evan though
it is not a destructive procedure. The last
techniqus named, elactron microprobe, is
s0 complicated and svailability of equip-
mant, so unliksly, that we should not serim
ously consider it,

The so=-called "deetructive" methode ara
not really damsging to the oblects studied
but. are given this name becauee miniacule
samples of the painted surface, sometimes
the size of 8 grain of sslt, are involved.

Thsse include tha eetting-reein/crose-ssce=
t tion method, tha laser bsam microprobe,
and mierochamical analysis. In ths firate
mentioned procedura, the tiny sample of
paint {from the forehead or ruff area of
the "Ashbourne" portrait, for example)
would be embedded in a setting of resin,
When the resin becomes hard with the paint
fragment deeply embedded within, the hard
reein can be shaved down until a cross secw
tion is visible. The different atrata of
paints csn sagily be seen ~ where ons bam
gins and ancther ends, whsre varnish was
applied, where grime sccumulated, and so
on. ‘This method alao permits possible mim
croecopice xmrsy floursscent epectogravhie
analyaie,

In the laser beam microproba {only Boston
might have the nseded equipmsnt), s laser
is focueed through a microscope on s paint-
ed surfece and the energy projected through
the microscope to a particular depth., This
procedure is highly specialized and may not
even be availabls at this time., The third
method of Mdeatructive! testing is most
resdily available «w microchemieal analy=
sis of the paint itself, A little serap-
ing is put under an ordinary microsecope,

and a skilled chemist, using acids and al-
kalies, i.s., wet chemical means, can de-
termine what chemicals were actually in-
volved in the painting.

Michaels summed up with ths thought that in
our caee it ise highly unlikaly that we would
run into any plgmente that were not imown
from antiguity. GComsequently, it is une
likely that we will be able to dete ths over.
painting with any degree of accuracy unless
it were done sfter 1911, which is, of course,
not tha casa with the "Ashbourne" portreit.
There ie an orenge-colored inacription in
the upper laft, however, end thsse reddish
pigments might provide some information. The
cross-section technique would be important
in any inveatigstion of thie type.

Michaele concluded with some spacific rec—
ormendations for the Shakeepeare Oxford S50
ciety. 1) Hs felt that all xerays, infra.
red photos and panchromatic photoe thet have
been mads should be gotten together in ths -
prasenca of ths painting end with the eid
of a trained conservator should ba examined
in good illumination side by side with the
painting to saa what corrsapondencss there
are. A small rsproduction ie not adeqguate
for this purposs. 2} The report probably
mada by the Fogp Musaum when that institu-
tion etudied, claaned, snd restored the por-
trait for the Folgsr Library should be availe
sble and should be considered along with the
other svidsnce. The Fogg Mueeum would be
likely to have a copy, snd certainly the
Folger Library would hava received one along
with the newly restored painting. 3) Becsuse
nsw, improved xmray film ard x-ray techniques
have been daveloped, it may be desirabla to
redo the x=ray and infrsred photographs,
particularly i1f tha old onee hava not bsan
etored properly over tha years or prove not
to have sufficisntly high contrast for study.
4) Once it is eetablished thst changes have
been made, it would be desireble 1o use x«
ray fluorescent spectrogcopy to determine
ths nature of the pigmente in thoee amctions
ard through crogs-eection analysis exactly
what they sra, 5) Anothsr report exiets w=
that whieh took placa under the auspices of
the Folger Librsry in the 1540's = sl
ehould be stiuiied st cne time along with sny
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of the other photographic or written doc-
uments available, as indicated above,

After Mr, Michaels's address, membsrs
asked mumerocus gqusstions which elicited
addit lonal information. 1t is difficuls
at this time to give a cost estimate of
tha various methode described, However,
it can be said that x-rsy photogrephy is
vary reasonable. Probably $25 per plate
would be a good estimats., Of course, one
must add the time of the technician, and
of ths conservator who would study ths
completed work. The standard techniques
are ganarally available at several good
laboratories in the Haetern United Statss,
Michaela highly recommended ths Smithson-
ian Conaervation Technical Analytical De-
partment as having the most sophisticated
analytical equipment in the country. The
new conaervation dapsrtment at the Wintsr-
thur Muaeum in Delawaras haa good equipment
and outstanding sciantists on the staff.
Dr. Robert Fsller at the Mellon Institute
in Pittsburgh haa just established his own
private lab at the Institute, Tha Natione
al Gallery of Art in Washington, D.C. would
be the most desirable agency for our work,
but might not want to becoms involved in
an historical controveray euch as thia,
The Inatitute of Fine Arts Conaervation
Csnter (Profesasor Lawrence Majeaki) at Naw
York Univsrsity, on the other hand, has a
fine technical est~up and is interested in
gontroversial problems. Of courae, costs
would be higher with this lab because of
the diatance involved.

Pet.sr Michaels himself admitted he would
be happy to eerva in his capacity aa con-
servator to help in the anzlysis of the
laboratory work performed by one of ths
institutions cited above. He also answered
an inguiry concsrning a method for deterw
minat ion whether a portreit was cut or torn
(avidance shows that the “Ashbourna" pore
trait was torn or cut at the bottom). Such
evidance would be easy to obtain, whara a
canvas painting has baan pulled over the
original stretcher and tacks hammered in,
thsra will be pull marks in the fibers of
tha canvas (scallops)., An x-rey would egs-
ily show such ewvidence.

Cley.

In & gubsequent ssssion at the Shakespeare
Oxford Society's 1976 Confsrence, members
agreed that the Society should puraus a eco-
operetive project with the Folgsr Librery
of the sort described by Pster Michasls in
ths next year or two,

5.0.3. CHAPTERS TAKE HOLD

For many yeara Los Angeles, California has
been one region of tha U.S, where Shakespeare
Oxford Sociaty members get togethsr regular-
1y to share viaws and enjoy programs, Now
there are stirrings alsewhere,

On Saturday August 20 in San Francisco, a
few membsrs of ths northern California rew
gion met urndar the laaderehip of Society
trustss Michael Stsinbach at ths instigaw
tion of officars Helsn and Gordon Cyr who
were on vacation in that area, This first
sassion was dsvoted to getting acquainted,
considering what wag fassible for a chapte
to do, discusaing mattars that tha group
felt shonld recaive further ressarch effort
and listening to a2 report on computsr tech-
niguas for detsmining avthorship as present-
ed by tha Cyrs,

Discusasion was enhanced by the thoughtful
contributions made by the highly gquslified
group pressnt, which included & psychiatrist,
a2 retired librarian from Stanford University,
and two staff members from tha Fhysics Depsyt~
mant at tha University of California, Berkaw
Tha Society was urged to inveatigata
the naw collocstion approach to statistiesl
analysis of authorship, Apparently, it is
less timewconsuming than othar methods, but
is remarkably sffective for the study of au-
thaship. Tha group was adamant in its cone
cern that tha Shakespeare Oxford Socisty
move faster and dsvotz much mora time to re-
search than in the past, particularly along
lines that can be supported with scientific
means.

On the other side of the continent, trustae
E. Jimmea Stein of New York City raperts & |
Ruth Loyd Millar, Shakespeare Oxford Sociaty
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trustee and author/editor of various re-
issues in the Shakeepearean suthorship
field, will ba guest speaksr at the 3Zept,
15 meeting of MENSA INTERNATIONAL in New
York City at ths Williams Club on E. 3%th
St. Our Soclety!s office has furniehed
Me., Stsin with appropriate literature for
distribution, and it ie hoped that some
prospective members may be found in the
awdience, Thsere are now enough membere
in the Nsw York area and adjacent New Jer-
sey to form a working chapter,

Meanwhile, plans are going ahead for the
firet get-togsther of those members who
reside in Maryland, Washington, D.C., or
northern Virginia, Ths meeting place will
be ths Chsvy Chase Public Library; the
dete and tims: Saturday, Sept. 17, 10 AM.
tc 12 noon., President Charlton Ogburn,
noted author, will be on hand to discues
a recent controversy over the Washington
Post'a article concerning a local eocial
event given by an official of the Folger
Shakespeare Library at which Samuel Schoene
baum made some derogetory remarks about
anti-Stretfordians, Also, Futh Loyd Mil-
ler, fresh from her New York lecture prome
iees to make an appearance to discuse her
lateet reaearch,

And now full circle back to Los Angeles
erxd the news that the lively southern Salw
ifornia membere had another dinner meet=
ing on last April 19 at ths U.C,L.A., Face
ulty Club at which the ubiquitoue Ruth Miiw
Jer and her huseband Judge Minoe Miller met
with members and Buth gave & slide lecture
on her researches in Fngland. The ios An-
geles group is inspired to action by 5.0.5,
Vice~President 5. Colum Gilfilian.

Interested in a chapter in your area? Write
ths Shaksapeare (Oxford Society office a0
that the Society trustee closeat to you
can be alerted into action on your behalf,

ACTIVITIES TN ENGLAND

Fngland seems to be bristling with active
itiee that reiate to cur cause these days.
For example, the aminsnt PBritish politicisn,
Encch Powsll, M.F., a long=-time student of

the Oxfordian theory, not only appearsd on
a television broadeast {fall 1974) about
ths tombs of the de Vere family at Farls
Colne, but gave tha case for Edward de Vere
a boost when he concluded his remarke by
eaying, "There are those who believe ——ard
there are grounda for thsir belief we iMe -
prassivs grounds == that Edward, seven
teenth Earl of COxford, was the man behind
the worka of William Shakeapeare. Psrhaps
I shouldn’t have said that.™

In ¥ay of this yeer, a play about Edward

. de Vere, Nothing Truer than Truth, opened

at the Cvsrground Theetre, Kingstoneupon-
Themse. Author Darrol Blake sssembled tha
evidencs about Edward's 1ifs to supporthis
thsais thet the Earl was the man behind the
Shakeepeare authorship. Tha opening re-
celved good publicity in London papers, ine
clwiing The Times, .

Then our English chapter's sscretary, Hape
oid Patience, reports about his own racent-
sppeerance on BBC Televieion., "I managed
to get myeslf on televiaion recently (BBC
Eaat Norwich)., I was interviewed at Casw
tle Hedingham, Ths whole thing lasted one
ly about four minutss, but was good publicw
ity. They ehowed old housas in the villsge
and asksd only three gqusstione. Then wa
saw the portrait of Lord Oxford at ags 25
erd {with appropriste commenta from ths ine
terviewer) the 'Ashbourna'! {Thay borrowed
my copies of the Looney re~igeued booke. )
Thres further questions were eeked (tape-
recorded) for BBC Radio, but I didn't hear
this myself, Am famous locally!"

Mr. Patience also dsscribes his entertain-
ing of American visitors tc Fngland this
ysar: Dr. amd Mrs, Bronson Feldman of Pern-—
sylvania (American members) and Mr. and Mw,
leland Cooper of North Carolina, new mam—
bers as of this week. It appears that Pa=-
tience has taken so many pecple over 1o Cam
tle Hedingham and environs by now that he
cught t0 be in the tour business. After
all, if Stratford can do it, Castle Heding=-
ham can too! :
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SIR HORACE VERE'S WILL

While on the subJect of our English chap-
tar's secretary, Harold Patience also has
forwarded to ocur office a copy of the will
of Sir Horace Vere, cousin to the 17¢h
Earl of Oxford, obtained from the willcale
lection of Esaex Testatore 1558 . 1603
now maintained by ths Friends of Historie
Essex. Becausa of dslays in transcribing
this document, the article about it prom—
ised in the Spring 1977 Newslstier will
be postponed to a future iasue,

SHAKESFEARE COUNTRY:
REAL AND IMAGINED

by
Gordon €. Cyr

Cur trip to England last summer formed
principally a Shakeepeare odyssey — a vis-
it to the aites frequented either by the
true Shaksapeare, in our view, the 174h
Earl of Oxford, or by his more famoye
front, William of Stratford,

Mra, Cyr and I began in London {which all
arg agreed was Shakespearels primary lo-
cus), whare we had tes with Guynneth Bowen
ard Ruth Wainewright (the two mainatays of
the Shakespearean Authorship Society up
through the earlier years of this decade),
We hoped to re-cement relatione with our
parent organization and to catch up onthe
news of what had been happening in our re-
spective aocieties eince we had lost con-
tact with each other about three years ago,
(For recent news about membership in the
English socisty, aee the srticle immediate-
1y following.)

Two days later we were off to the "book-
leea neighborhood" of Stratford (to borrow
Halliwell~Phillippe's term) to visit the
bogue monument and "Birthplace.” In the
house adjoining the eite of New Flace —
Shaksperets fine rseidence of his later
years - we found many artifscte exhib-

ited which had nothing to do with "Shake-
speare,” ard, of courss, no books - ths
only samplss of this latter "luwrury” thet
We ran across were some of the medical
Journals of Dr. Hall at his house, Hallt's
Croft, (Dr. Hall, you will remenmber,treat-
ed Michasl Drayton —— whom he describes as
an "excellent poet,” but could only say of
the "immortal Bard,"'My father-in-law died
last Thursday"!)

Aside from tha rampent commercialism in
Stratford (as exemplified not only in the
misrepresantation of "Ths Birthplaca," but
in the vending of post cards with a photo
of "Ths Birth Room"!), we were struck by
the physical placement of the "Shakespesre?
monumant in Holy Trinity Church in relstion
to Shaksper's grave., Commentators often
describe the monument as being placed above
ths gravs., It is only "above" in the senase
of being at a higher levsli. Tha grave ie
removed from the wall by several feet, ane
othar grave lying to the left of Shaksperts
and adjoining the wmill, sand other of Shake
sper's family interred to the right, The
inference we drew from ell this wae that
the monument was an aftsrthought, end that
the wall eome distancs awsy was tha closest
the monument could be placed to the remairs,
Commerciaiism wes rife in this hallowed
place a8 well, alas, However, the fins
performance of Romeo and Juliet by the Roy-
al Shakespeare Company that we saw that eve-
ning helped to dispel these initial nega-
tive impressions,

The next day we were off to Braintree to
meet with Englieh $,0.5, members, That sve-
ning we were intyoduced by our British chape
terte secretary, Mr, Harold W. Patiencs,

to two mambers of the local press, Stanley
Hayes, now rstired from the Braintree and
Witham Times and a great frisnd of the Ox-
fordlan cause, and a Mr, Edge, a young re-
porter for the Fast Anglia Times (daily),
to whom Mr, Hayea had introduced the eub-
Ject, An interview of Mre, Cyr and nmyeelf
took place in which our views were cited in
each of the two papere the following week,

The next morning Mr, Patience was to inmtre !
duce ue t0 a new 5.0.5. member, Mra, Paget, -
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whe had & ear to teke us on a tour of the
Essex courtryside. We were et My, Fa-
tience!s house on what must have been the
hottest dey of the year, when the sbulli-
ent Mre, Peget errived, full of good spir-
its and snthusiasm for tha dey's egenda!
We took off first for Cestle Hedingham
(the town that ie, not the cestle itaelf,
which was closad on Frideye), where we
were 31l snapped by a newepaper photoge
repher for the Fast Anglis Timss (1like
typicel Amaricsns we wers drasesd for the
heat, whereas ocur English friende were
more formal)., During lunch ws discovered
that *Mrs, Peget™ was, in reelity, the au-
thor Verily Anderson, one of whose many
books had been made into a muvie for Brit.
ish television, After lunech, she had ar-
renged for ue to vieit Tilbury Manor, the
encestral home of Sir Horace Vere, cousin
to the 17Ah Earl of Oxford., Tilbury Man-
or is now oceupied by Ms, Andersonte cous-
in, Mrs, Weller, The two ladies' hoapi-
tality included ¢ tour of the manor and of
the library, (No, we did not find there
the manuseript of Hamlet in cousin Edward's
hologreph!) '

Aftar dinner, Mra, Cyr end I were invited
to the home of Col, Ian Keelan, the Vice~
President of ths English chepter, He and
hia fine family live in e handsome §7th
Century houee in Little Dunmow — ebout
twenty-five milee outaide of Braintree,

Beck to London the next day where we mst
louis E.M, Alexis, e member best known to
our readers for his brilliant end scholare
ly eclution of the "dram of eale! problem
in Hamlet (Newsletter, Summer, 1975}, Mr,
Alexis met us et our hotel {(appropriately,
the De Vere) and we went to dinner, eecep~
ing the blistering heet in an eir-condi-
tioned restsurant. Alexia is soon to re-
tire from hie teaching position at the
Sevenocake School in Kent end will devoite
his time to Oxfordian research. Judging
by the gquality of his work on Nero which
he had recently published, the Society may
expect great things on its behelf from Mr,
Alexis,

A whirlwind week of meetings with our Brit-

ish friends had to come to an end with our
return home the next dsy, But it was all

very stimulating, and, despite our travele

weariness, we were eorry to leave the Scepe
tered Jsle!

MEMBERSHIP IN
THE SHAKESFEAREAN AUTHORSHIP SOCIETY

Dr. DeW.T. Vessey, Hon, Secrstary of the
Shakespesrean Authorship Society, has write
ten te our own Shaksspeere Oxford Socisty's
Secretary, English cheptsr, Herold Fetience,
concerning problems with new memberehips
from the U.S, Apperently Americen members
will pay the"current equivalent to the eubw
seription” (te The Bard)™in sterling (at
present I3) plus a eurcherge of 104 to cove
er bank chargee 1f 1,5, currency cheques
;ge used, This worke out et epproximately
a50-" )

If any 5.0.3. members are among thoae who
sent checks to England without ever receive
ing The Bard subscription, pleeee commmrnie
cate with John Silberred, 11 Cld Square,
Lincoln'e Inn, London WC2, ENGLAND,

Ba sure to pay the difference if your check
was below the amourt indicated by Dr. Ves-
sey. Also, notify Helen Cyr, Secreteryw
Treasurer, et cur Beltimore, Marylend ad-
dress eo that she may eend to Dr, Vessey a
liet of names of those who heve thue far
had difficulties with memberships.,

MORE ON RUTH MILIER

An interview with Edwerd H. Clark (son of

Eve Turner Clark) in the June 29 San Fran-
¢lsco Examiner gives good publicity to the
Oxfordian theory and to Ruth Miller'e edi-
tions of Mr. Clark'a mother'e booke, Mrs,
Miller alsoc eppeared July 10 on e Louisi-

ena televielon progrem, "Convareetione,”

in which ehe cdiecuseed her Oxfordian work,
S
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ARE YOU A MEMBER OF THE SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY?

Join us in our research and relsted activities,

Hambershig Duen

Stwlent member  $2.00 per annum
Regular menmber $10,00 per anmum
Donating member $25,00 psr annum

{or more)

Your Shakespeare Oxford Socisty dues are tax-dedustibils,

Write to:
SHAKESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY
110 Glen Argyle Read

Baltimore, Maryland 21212
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EDITCR'S NOTE k

The delay in getting out this issue of the Newsletter wae caused by prep-
arations for our October national conference
of semester duties, a virulent flu, and negotistions for performence of

new musical works in 1978, The Winter 1977/78 iassue will follow shortly, -

see story on page 2}, erd-

Gordon C, Cyr, Editor |

DETENTE WITH THE ORTHCDOX STRATFORD TANS
POSSIBILITY OR IMPOSSIBILITY?

by Helen Cyr

Since the Newsletter will be mailed from
now on to a selected list of college pro-
fessors of English literature with a spe-
cialization in the writing of the late
sixteenth and esarly seventesrnth centue
ries, the front page seems a fitting place
to extend greetings, avow the Societyts
good will and best intentions for detente
with Academe, as well ss diseuss the
problems of working in harmony with es~
tablished scholars, also the subject of a
scheduled session with the same title as
this article at the recent amnmual confer-
ence in Rossliyn, Virginia,

Cf course, gloom setiles over our members
whenever Shakespearean scholars! lack of
intellectual interest in reexamining the
"faets! of Shakespeare's life and work
comes up for discussion. However, that
dark mood can be dispelled somewhat with
a closer-than-usual look st the reslities
of the situation. What many of us do not
recognize is that few professors present-
1y teaching Shakespeare courses in col-
lages are Shakespearesan scholars in the
strict sense. More likely their exper-
tise is in related subjects of the same
period, e.g., Marlowe, Jonson, Greene, et
al. It is possible, then, that our com-
plaints about the "Shakespeare industry"

-~the fiscal and career investments that
block the academic community involved in
Shakespearean studies from the kind of
open-mindedness and scientific zeal so
common to other disciplines ~= might be
more jJustifiably directed to the few overe
committed Shakespearean spe~izlists and
to the Stratford tourist business in gene
eral, Perhaps the remainder of English
literature pedagogues are more amenable
te a fresh look at the authorshin case
than we actually give them credit for,
Recent expreriences of the Shakespesre Ox=
ford Society staff with a few urofessors
during the Rosslyn conference attest at
least to the outwardly friendly attitudes
of those whe arperently have no "ax to
grind,” (Perhaps they even have doubts
about A.L, Bowse and leslie Fotson?)

Lately, the Folger Library has also pro=
vided welcome surprises, For example,
the Exhibition Hall, the one that dis-
plays a number of "Shakespeare® portraits
of extremely dubiocus pedigrees -= one of
which having been shown by our own late
Charles Wisner PBarrell to be probably an
overpainting of the 17th Earl of Oxford
-~ now contains a small printed sien ac-
knowledeing his work, Alsc, in the same
hall are displayed the heralzic banners
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of several prominant Elizabethsns, includ-
ing thosa of the Earl of Oxford and Sir
Francis Bscon,

What 2]l this meens for us s that the fu-
ture efforts of the Shakespeare Cxford So-
¢lety should be based on a realistic apw
praisal of the true nsture of Stratfordi-
anism, that we ought to engage in dislogue
with those scholars who are willing to
talk to us, and that we must demand high
standards of scholarehip from the other
9ide as well as from ourselvee. Accord-
ingly, we should attempt to involve scholw
ars comnected with major eeats of learn~
ing in some of our activities. The planned
distribution of tha Society'a Nswaletter
is a worthwhila experiment along that line,
Even the proposed computer-assisted study
of Shakeepeare's and Oxford's lexical patw
terne, described in an accournt of tha cone
ference proceedings elsewhere, will need
to have an advisory panel of experts repm
resenting both sidea if it is to have any
aignificance for the academic world and
the general publie.

SHAKESFEARE QXFORD SOCIETY
SECOND NATIONAL CONFERENCE

The Shakespeare Oxford Society Second Na=
tional Conference was held October 1i4=16
at tha Pamada Inn in Rosslyn, Virginiawe
a suburb of Washington, D.C. Prasiding
over the conferenca were Gordon Cyr, ediw
tor of tha Neweletter and acting president
at the request last may of Preeident Charl-
ton Ogburn, Jr., and Helen Cyr, Secretary
and Treasurer. Aleo atterding the conferw
ance were Fresident Ogburn, Craig Huston,
Warren Hope, Dr. A. Bronson Feldman (the
last three from the Fhiladalphia srea),
Dr. Michaal Steinbach, Palo Alto, Cali-
fornia; Ruasell dee Cognets, Lexington,
Kentucky; Morse Johnaon, CineinnatisRhoda
Henry Messner, Cleveland; John Kloepfey,
Buffalo; Betty Taylor, Distriet of Colume
bia; new members: Morris Kaplan, New York

City; and Mrs, Leland Cooper, Roone, No,
Carclina, In addition, the conference
wes visited by husbands and wivee of Dr,
Feldman, Mrs. Meeener, Mrs. Cooper, and
President Ogburn, Cther vieitore inelud-
Mr. Carl Pfuntner and a Mr, and Mrs, Wm.
Ryan of the Rosslyn Advertiser, a local
weekly. Unfortunately, some of thoee who
attanded the Firat Nationsl Conference in
Baltimora last year were unabla to attend
thia year: Judge Minoa and Ruth Miller of
Jenninge, loulaiana, who had raeervations
for a carrel at the Huntinpgton Library in
California, where they planned to do ex-
tenaive research; E, Jimmee Stein, a re-
cant Ph.D, in Englieh literatura who is
currently revising for futura publication
har doctoral dieeertation on Shakespeare.
an connections in the New World: Walter
Grotyohan of New York City; W.P, Fowler
of North Hampton, New Hampshire who graced
our last conference with a sonnet he had
compoaed to Bdward de Vers,

Tha Second National Conference began Fri.
day evening, but waa dalayed in coming to
ordar by very bad rains, which slowed down
the normally precarious-at-beat traffic
cond it ions of the Distriet. A brief prog-
resa report and agenda announcemente were
made by Gordon Cyr, who also read portions
of a statement of graetinga by Dr. O.B.
Hardison, Jr,, Director of the Folger
Shakaapeare Library {(the complete state-
ment waa read Sunday morning).

Saturday morning, Helen Cyr presided over
the beginning of the business mesting,
whieh dealt mostly with the election of
officers and ratification of the draft of
By-lawe proposed by John Kloepfer {appaint-
ed chairman of a committee for that pur-
pose at the Plrst Nationa)l Conference),
Some amendments to Mr, Kloepfer's draft
were propoeed and adopted: the creation
of an Honorary Prsaident and an Executive
Vica-President, the latter to have the
management of the Socliety'a busineas; the
creation of local chaptere to be formed in
coneultation with and the approval of the
Board of Trusteea, (The ceremonial office
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of First end Secord Vice~Presidents were
retained.) Aftsr approval of the By-laws
ee amended, Chariton Ogburn wae slscted
Ronorary Prssidsnt; Gordon Cyr, Executive
Vice-Prasident (also retaining the chair
of the Publications Committee end contin-
uing es Editor of the S,0.5. Newslettar);
and Helen Cyr wae rstained as Secretary/
Treaeurer. First and Second Vice-Presi-
dencies were retained by Dr. S. ColumGilw
fillan of lLeos Angeles, California and Dr.
Francis G. Horne of Hempton, Virginia re-
epectively. There were two offers of
resignation: Dr. Michael Steinbach from
the Research Committee and Warren Hope
from the Public Reletions Committee., Dr.
Cyr accepted theee reeignations and, in
his newly empowered office, appointed Dr.
A. Bronson Faldman and Morse Johnson re-
spectively ae replacaments. The Bywlawe
Committee was dissolved automaticelly with
the Board's ratification of the amended
draft.

At 11 A.M,., Society members wers treated
to e report by our guest speakar, Joseph
Engliah, head of the Forensic Science Labw
oratory of Waehington, D.C. arnd lecturer
in law at Georgetown University. Mr. Eng-
iish is one of the top forensic speciale
ists in the Baltimore~Washington area and
is often ueed es en expert witnese in court
casea. He waa commiesioned by the Shakew
speare Oxford Society in September to an-
elyza the five most legdble of the six
canonical signaturea of William Shakspere
end to report on theee &t our conference.
Although restricted to halfetone reprow
ductions of thess handwriting specimene
{all that is available on this side of the
Atlantic) and told nothing of ths author-
ship controversy baforshand, ¥Mr, Englishls
conclusions were ao etartling as to obligs
us to dalay a detailed amnnouncement of them
until a futura Newsletter., Honorary Pree-
ident Ogburn thanked Mr. English for his
report and filled him in on some of the im=
portant implications of his findings, Ad-
Journment for luncheon followed,

At the afternoon session, Helen Cyr made

twe presentations, the first of which was
a "collocstion study” of pross samplee of
the writings of Edward ds Vsre and of
Shakespeare {sevsrel lettsrs of the forme
er and ths dedicatione of Venue and Adonia
and Ths Rape of Iucrece, plus speeches in

‘As You Like Tt and Hemist). This was pri-

marily a demonstration of Andrew Morton's
method of “"word collocation® ~— i.e., oone
Junctiona of two~or-more word patterns,
ae oppoaed to the more familiar {but cone
siderably lesa reliable) method of study-
ing single word ueege between two authore
-= which he had recently epplied to the
worka of Bacon and Marlowe, tharaby elim-
inating thsee two writere ae candidates
for Shakeepeerean authorship honore, Mrs,
Cyr streesed ths fact thet her atudy was
for damonstration purpoees only, and that
with euch a amall sampling no eignificant
concluaiona could be drawn, But ehe did
say that har limitsd sxamination waa en-
couraging to Oxfordians., For example, aa
a "eontrol” Mrs, Cyr ueed also a ehort '
dedication by Thomas Naah. A comparieon
of collecation patterns of the three auw
thors showed a greater resemblance, sup-
erficially et least, bstween the styles
of de Vere and Shakeepeare than between
the style of either end that of Nash, Pe-
cause ths procesa is so laborious and
time~consuming, a much larger sampling
from both principal authore being needed,
time on a computer will be neceesary in
order to epply the collocation method ef-
fectively. Dr. Cyr then interiected with
the good newe that as e faculty member in
a Maryland stete university {Towson Stete)
he could get access to a computer with no
cherge (unlese the project were funded
from outelde and with the proviso that
ell publiehed research results give credit
to the Maryland Center for Institutional
Research), Since the confersnce, Dr. Cyr's
application hae been approved, end he plans
to enlist tha aid of Dr. James Hill of the
English Department at Toweon Stete Uniw
versity to assist in the input to the com~
puter, '

The second of Mrs. Cyr's revorts was en-
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titled "Ths Stetus of the 'Ashbourne’
Project: The Fogg Museum Report and the
latest Pindings Re the 'Ashbourne! Pedi-
gree," Reeders will recall that Mr, Pe-
ter Michaels, the expert curetor who was
guest spesker at last year's conferencs
and revorted on ths latest techniquea of
investigating overvainting, had mentioned
e statemernt of C, W, Barrslits that the
"Ashbourne! had gone to the Fogg Mussum
in Cambridge, Meseachussetts to be c¢leaned
and restored when the Folger Library had
acquired it, Mr, Michaels had noted that
no mention was made in the ¥iller edition
of Looney's "Shakespeare" Idsntifiedw
where Barrellt's statement appears--of a
Treatment Report the Fogg Museum must have
mads of ths painting and of their work on
it. Mr. Michaels said that this report
would be of inestimable value should any
new investigetive work be done on this
painting, When Dr., Cyr contacted Dr, O.
B, Herdison, Jr. of the Folger Library to
request e copy of thie renrort, the latter
could find no record of it, A voluminous
triangular correspondence betwesn Mrs,
Cyr, Dr. Hardison, and the Fogg Museum
could located no such report, nor evidence
that the "Ashbourne” portralt had even
been to the Fogg Museum! It is a pity
that Mr, Barrell didn't live to tie up
this end a few other loose snde surroundw
ing his valuable x-ray anmd infrared sx-
aminations of the YAshbowrne® and other
"Shakespeare! rortraits, Mrs, Cyr suge
gested that for these reasons and because
of the nswer techniques of overpainting
analyeis described by Mr, Michaels, &
fresh investigation of these portraits was
Justified, under modern eontrolled condi-
tions,

The remairder of Mrs, Cyrts revort dealt
with the work Gwynneth M, Bowen of the
Shakespearean Authorehip Society in Eng-
land had besn doing constructing & "cone
Jectural pedigree! for the "Ashbourne"
and "Janssen” portraits. Mrs, Cyr was re-
stricted to synthesizing the already pub~
lished views of Miss Bowenin various le~
gues of the Shakespearean Authorship Pe~

view (#7 Spring 1962 and #17 Spring 1967)
Miss Bowen's "conjectural pedigree® poses
the intsresting coincidence thet assogie
ations of thsse two portraite with two
large estates in England is parglleled
by the eerly pceseesion of these two egw.
tates by the Cockayne family, related to
the Earl of Cxford through his eecond
marriage to Elizabeth Trentham. Mrs,

Cyr eaid that Miss Bowen's csse for the
association of the "Janssen' portrait
with Pooley Hall was a very good one,
since the reproduction of this mainting
made its first mublic appearance es en
$1lustration in an edition of Xing lear
by Charles Jennens {the welleknown liw
brettist of Handel's Thas Messianh and
other of that comnoeerts worky, Sir
Aston Cockeyne had sold Pocley Hall to
Sir Humphrey Jennens, and Mies Bowen
opined thet the "Janseen" portrait may
have gone elong with the sale of the propw
erty. This same Cockayne also =old Ashe
bourne Hell to the Boothhy family at
about the same time (late 17th century)
as the Pooley Hall transfer. However,
Mrs, Cyr pointed out that the "Ashbourmen
portrait cannot be traced to Ashbourne
Grammar School (nart of the Aehbourne
property) before its eale to the Rev,

C, U, Kingstoneewho was Second Master at
that schoolewin 1847, According to
Kingston, he had acquired the nainting
*in e London ehop,* had it appraised and
restored, after which he hung it at the
Ashbourne Grammar School, whence the
painting derives its name., Mra, Cyr note-
ed that C, W. Barrell in his Janwry 1040
Sgientific American article hrd stated a
rumor that the nainting had once belonged
10 an old "country" family, Miss Bowen
had said that the lsst of the Boothby
family {certeinly a “"ecounty" family) had
died out with the Bth Baronet's passing
in 1846, the year before Kingston's al=
leged London nurchase! tnfortunately,
the source for Barrellts statement camnot
be traced (except rossibly in James Frise
wellls hopelessly unreliable 1864 book),
despite Mrs, Cyr's combing through all a=
vailable npublished material on the DOr=
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traits of "Shakeepeare," Therefore, if
Mise Bowen'a hypothesia is correct, ei-
ther Kingston wae not quite truthful about
his so-called lomion purchase, or we are
presented with a puzzling coincidence:
that Kingston found "in a2 lordon shop" a
portrailt of Shakespezre that had formerw
1y bssn in the poasession of the owners
of the vsry school where hs happened to
work! Mrs, Cyr left ths matter atanding
there as an intriguing sidelight on ths
whole vexed question of "Shakespearean"
portraiture,

Aftver a dinner adjournment, the confer-
ence resumed with a presentation by Dr,
A. Bronaon Fsldman on the Induction to
Ihs Taming of the Shrew, in which he am
plified on his essay "Kit S5ly and the Une
known Lord" in Secrets of Shakespeare
{see revisw in Wintsr 197677 Nswsletter,
pp. 7-8). Dr, Feldman in his conferencs
talk argued that various characters and
place names in the Induction did indeed
refer, as Stratfordisne have maintained,
to persons and placss familiar to ths
Warwickshire citigen, William Shaksper,
But far from arguing this as evidencs of
Shakaper's authorship of The Taming of
the Shrsw {to which, Feldman ably dsmone
“strates, this Induction was later addsd)},
Feldman infers thst the mocking refer-~
ences 10 Mary Ardsn as "the fai glswwifs
of Wincot,” as hs supposes the "Marian
Hackett" character to be {(Shaksperts mothe
er was from Wilmecote), could never have
been compesed by a son, unless he wers
an undutiful monster of some kind,

Junday morning brought the final repert
of the conference by Gordon Cyr, which
concerned the possibility of "dstente!
with the orthedox Stratfordians (sse lsad
article on pags 1). Dr. Cyr began by
reading the complete statsment of 0.B,
Hsrdison, Jr., Director of ths Folgsr
Shakespeare Library, in which the latter
#laid out the welcoms mat," so to spesk,
to members of ths Shakespeare Oxford So-
clety, offering to meet with small groups
of us in ths Fourdere! Room at Folger-

sponsored "teas" or "coffee breaks." Dr,
Hardison regretted his inability to et-
tend our conference, but said he would
welcome invitationa to future chapter
msetings or confsrences in the area, Fven
bettsr news in Dr, Hardison's statemsnt
were his announcementa of the updating
the portrait dsacriptions in the Exhibi-~
tion Hall and the displsy of Oxford?s
heraldic banner deecribed on pags 1 of
thia issue. Dr, Hsrdison's statement al-~
80 rsiterated a point that yst csussse
some confusion to skeptics of ths Strat-
fordian faith: the Folger Library read-
ing facilities are indeed open to sll
serious studenta of Shakespesre, upon €
minimal showing of eligibility, and that
the library haa many holdings of anmti~
Stratfordian matarials.

After some further buainess iteme wers.
discussed and a unanimous decieion to
send a Resolution of Appreciation to Sol
Feinstone of Washington Crossing, Psmn-
sylvania for his recent generosity to

the Society (sss following two srticlea),
Honorary Preaidsnt Ogburn dslivered eome
closing remarks snd the Shakespeare Ox-
ford Society Second Netional Conference
concliuded,

A SEPTEMBER "MINI-CONFERENCE" OF
5.0.5., MEMBERS AT CHEVY CHASE LIBRARY

An sttempt to form s chapter of S5,0,8.
menbers in the Baltimore-Wsshington aree
on Septeitber 17 turned out to be some-~
thing quits diffsrsnt, but equally rs-
warding. An announcement of the meeting
was sent to arsa msmbera in August, to
be held on ths date msntioned at the
Chevy Chase Public Library in southsrn
Maryland, Msanwhile a phone convsrsstion
with Judge Minos Miller and his wife Ruth
(editor of eeveral invaluable re-issuss
of (xfordian "claesics! reviewed in pre-
vious issues of the Newsletter) about the
Cctober national confsrence revealed the
fact that they would be unable to attsnd,
but that thsy could attend the meeting at
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Chevy Chase, on their way home to louisi-
ana from New York City.

On tha day of the appointed "chapter®
meeting, a bare handful of local members
vut in sn appearance (somewhat like the
situation in San Francisco in Auguat -~
described in the Summer 1977 Newsletter):
Dr. and Mrs, Cyr, Preaident Charliton Og-
burn (accompanied by his wife Vers) new
menber Chalmers Sweeney, new membsr Mary
Brown and her husbsnd, and Robert Meyer,
However, this scanty showing of locals
was more than made up for by the attend-
ance of the Millers, along with that of
Dr, and Mrs, A, Broneson Feldman of Phila-
delphia, who roda down with the Millers,

Dr, Cyr opened the mesting with an an-
nouncament of the Ccetober national con-
ference {sea preceding articla). Presi-
dent Charlton Ogburn gava a progresa re-
port of hia correspondenca with various
staff members of The Washington Post, fol-
lowing their recent article about 2 party
given by a merbsr of the Folger Shakew
spears Library staff, Diane DeVers, at
which the guest of honor was Prof. Samu-
el Schoenbaum (author of Shakespeare's
Lives, Oxford, 1970}, The articls, writ=
ten by Henry Mitchell of the Post, drew
readera' attention to ths Cxfordian the~
ory by way of the similarity of surnames
between the Earl of Oxford and the Fol~
ger hoatess, only to make an ad hominem
attasck on doubters of the Stratford myth,
Mr, Ogburn and the Newsletter editor each
wrote letters of protest to the Post, nei-
ther of which was printed. Subaequantly,
Mr, Ogburn received a ten=page, triple~
spaced letter from Mr, Mitchell, which
only demonstrated once more the average
layman's invincible incomprehension about
the authorship isaue,

Mra,. Killer then gave a report on her
latest activitiea, the most important of
which included an award of $750 she had
eatablished through the Southern Writers
Conference for the best talevision docu=
mentary on the Earl of Oxford as Shake=-
speare, and a grant by S0l Feinstone of
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$10,000 to the Shakeapeare (xford Socie-
ty for the purpose of resesrch in Eng-
land on the Far] of Oxford and the Ox-
fordian theory of Shaksspearean authors
ship, This gsnerous gift, to be known
as the "Sol Peinstone Research Fund," in-
cluded in its apecifications that ths '
money was to be put in a savings account
to draw interest, and waa to be drawm
upon by Puth loyd Miller through the So-
ciety to pay for research in England,
None of the funds sre to be used by Sow-
ciety members for travel, nor to send
anyone %o England, but to pay actual
duplication costs of documents, manu-
scripte, etec, and fees for personal serve
ices in English libraries, archives, and
M3. collections. This instrument was
then initialedly Ruth lLoyd Miller, Craig
Huston, and Sol Feinstone. Mrs, Cyr thsn
at the meeting received the check from -
Mre, Miller and made arrangements for its
re~transfar in agcordance with Dr, Fein~
stone's wishas, 1% was also agreed at
the meeting that fubure Newsletiers would
carry a "Sol Feinstone column,” giving a
progress report on tha fumded ressarch
{see following article).

Mrs, Millar s2lso anmounced that in pur-
suing the theme of "the First Folio a2s &
family affair" == developed as the first
part of Oxfordian Vistas (the second vol-
ume of her edition of J.T. Looney's epw
ochal work) - she had discovered that
Henry de Vere, 18th Earl of Oxford, had
given Ben Jonson three wvolumes of
translstions of Plato's works. As tha
date of publication in these gifts is
1578, it is s ressonable sssumption that
these were part of the 17th earlts 1i-
brary., Mrs, Millsr said she wse also
working on finding evidenca for a hypoth-
esis she was tentatively developing {and
inferring from several letters already
found betwaen saveral members of the Cec~
i1, Vere, and Pembiroke families and King
James 1}, that the Firast Foliols publim
cation may have been speeded up s8 &
mesng of persuzading the King to releaae
the 18th earl from the Tower, whare he
was imprisoned upon the Farl of Bucking-
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ham's accusation of treaaon.

During the meeting, Mre. Millar also syg-
gosted that membars doing research on Ox~
ford contact her, in order to avoid dup-

lication of efforts, since she hag copies
of moet of the importamt documents in the
Public Record Cffice,

The meeting then adjourned a little after
the noon hour,

S0L FEINSTCNE MAKES GENERQUS GIFT
TO THE SHAKESPEARE COXFCRD SCCIETY

As announced in preceding articles in this
isaue, Dr, S0l Feinstone had in September
bestowed upon the Shakespeara Oxford Sociw
ety the magnificent sum of ten thouaand
dollars for research in England. Alsc
ment ioned earlier was the reaolution adopt-
ed at our national conferencs at Rosslyn
t0 express our appreciation collectively
for this gift, Accordingly, Dr. and Mrs.
Cyr arranged with Scol Feinatone to visit
him at his home, along with Honorary Pres-
ident Charlton Ogburn and Craig Huston, a
member of and legal conaultart to ocur So-
ciety {also author of The Shakespeare Au-
thorship Question, Dorrance, 1971? on Fri-
day, December 2 to present Dr. Feinstone
this reaclution.

S0l Feinstone, despite his wealth, lives

a rather Spartan existence with his wife
Rouae on a Pennaylvania farm close by the
Dalaware river whare Gecrgs Washington
crossed at Christmas tima in 1776 and
subsequantly defaated the Hessians. large
port.ions of the area have heen mada into

a national park. To 5.0.5. members, Sol
Feinstone may be best known for his endow=
ment of several libraries, including the
one at St. lLawrence University, where a
hogt of "Sol Feinstone Rooms" contain col=
lsctions of volumes devoted to the Oxfordw
ian theory. He has also created the David
Librsry of the American Revolution, located

on his farm, which housea historical
treatises, blographiss, and holographw
ic documents of important peraonagess in
the American Revolution. While enjoy-
ing the Feinstonas' hoapitality, we ware
alao treated to s fine luncheon in a '
historic imn nearby and to a viait after.
ward tc the Sol Feinstone Elementary
School whoae 1library is yet another of
thia faacinating man's humane endowments,

Near the end of our visit, we presented
Sol Feinstone the Rasolution of Appreci-
ation (text below) and recsived from him
in return several bocks of his author-
ship on topics of American history, of
which he is an eminent zuthority. We
then signed the resolution in his pres-
ence,

EESCLUTION OF APPRECIATION TO
305, FEINSTORE

On Cctober 15, 1977, the members of the

Eocard of Trustees 0f the Shakespeare Ox-
ford Society learned of Sol Feinstons's

genarous resaarch grant to the Socisty,

and,

Whereas, the Board hers aasembled in Ar-
lington, Virginia, for its arnual meeting
wishes to express formally its apprecis-
tion to Sol Fainstone for his cortribue
tion to the Shakespeare Oxford Society,
and,

Whoreas, the Board wishes to recogniza
501 Feinstone's gensrous support of re~
saarch to be conducted in England which
will aid the study of Edward de Vera,
17th Earl of Oxford, as the true author
of the Shakeepearean rlaya and poeme,.
and,

Whereas, the Beard wishss to salute Sol
Feinatona, not only for this recent evie
dance of his dedication to the Earl of
Oxfordts causa, but also for his yaars
of devotion to that cause, :

Now, therefore, be it peaclved, that this
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expression to Sol Feinstone of Washing-
ton'e Crossing, Pennsylvania, be spread

upon the minutes of this meeting and be ARE YOU A MEMBER

mads a permanent reacord of the Shakespsare CF THE SHAKESPEARE OXFCRD SGCIETY°
Oxford Scciety and that s copy of this

regsolution be sent. to Sol Feinstone with Join ue in our reeearch

the thanks and beet wishes of the Board and reliated sctivities,

of Trustess and the members of the Shake-
speare Oxford Society., (Date October 15,

1977 and Society's seal.) (Signed)}Charl- Membershic Dues
ton Ogburn, Jr,, Honorary President;
Gordon C, Cyr, Executive Vice-President. ' Student member/$2,00 per annum

Regular member/$10,00 per annum
Donat ing member/$25,00 per annum

e oo AND WHILE WE ARE AT IT! or more’
The Shakeepesre Oxford Society acknowlw
edges the genercsity of members Rhoda Henw Your Shakespesre Oxford Society
ry Mesener (who continues to forward $3.00 dues are tax-deductible.

gifts to the Society for each copy sold of
her novel Absent Thee From Felicity), Dr.
S. Colum Gilfillan of los Angeles, Cali-

fornia, and Morse Johnson of Cincinnati, Write to:

Ohio .

We express our gratitude to Vice-Presi=- SHAKESFEARE OXFORD SCCIRTY
dent Giifillan and to Trustees Messner 110 Gien Argyle Road

s Johnson for their conmtributions Lo ree Baitimore, Maryland 21212
search,

CHAKESPEARE AND COLCHESTER

by Harcid W. Patience
Secretary, English Chapter
Shakespeare Oxford Scoclety

Situated fifteen miles from my home town of EBraintree, Esaex, is Colchesterw--Britaint's
oldest recorded town~-where Homan earthworks arnd walla still exist ard where csn be
geen, of course, the famous Roman/Norman Castle, The town takes its name from "chese
ter" (Roman camp on the River Colne), It was besieged by General Fairfax during the
Civil War of Cromwell,

Strange coincidences link Colchester not only with Edward de Vere, ths i17th Earl of
Oxford, but with the Shakespeare works,

t. The modern by-pass is named "Cymbeline Way" after an ancient British king who
ruled from Colchester«-Cunobelinus, otherwise known as Cymbeline, This, of course,
is the title of a Shakespeare play, considered by some to be an early work of the
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great playwright,

2, In 1573 (when he had been married to Arme Cacil for two years) Lord Oxford's eoun—
try eeat was the manor of Wivenhoe, a village situated only four milee from Colchester
at the mouth of the River Colne. Confirmation comes from the ear] ‘e introductory let-
ter to Thomae Bedingfield with which he prefaces hie 1573 publication of Bedingfisldts
translation of Cardanus' Comforte, The letter bears a concluding sentence: "From my
nsw Country Mauees of Wivenhoe',

3. In Dr, Broneon Feldman's excellent monograph Hnmlet.Himself there is a refsrence
to Hamlet's reply when Queen Gertrude invitee him to eit by her: ™o, good mother,
here'a metal more attractive", Dr. Feldman writes:

"The Earl of Oxford etands out among Englieh thinkers by the glow of his cor-
dial interest in the advances ‘of ecience, in particular of the chemistry of
Paracelsue, Hamlet'e joke on the magnetiam of Ophelia plainly alluded to a
book that came cut in 1581, The New Attractive, containing a ehort diecourse
of the Magnes or lodestone...now first found out by Robert Norman, Hydrogm
rapher. De Vers'e interest in the eubjact endured to his daath, Four years -
befors that grievoue event Dr. William Cilbert of Colchester, Eesex, pube
lished his classic work De Magnete, where tha word 'electricity' first ape
peared,”

ks Also, in Hamlst Himself we read the following:

"In the same month (September 1583) Oxford sold to Roger Harlackerden, a for-
‘mer steward, the manor and park of Earle Colne, which embraced the burial
building of the Earle of Oxford. While executing thie break with tradition,
he aerved on a commiesion in Colchester to snrol reeruita in the sy ™,

One ie instantly reminded of Act 3, Scsne 2, of King Henry IV, Part 2, where Palstaff
recruite ecldiere in Gloucestershire. The word commission 1s actuaily used by Shake-
epeare:

Shallow: No. Sir John, it is my cousin Silence, in cormisaion with me...

Falstaff: Fie! thie is hot weather. Gentlsmen, have you provided me here
with half dozen aufficient men?

5. On the facade of Colchester'e Town Hall we ese a near-life-size statue of Samuel
Harsnstt, Archibiahop of York, Son of a Colchester baker, Harenett wes born in the
parieh of St. Botolph, Colchestsr, and baptized on 20th June 1561,

In 1586 Harenett was appointed Master of the Free Sehcol at Colchester, but finding
"the painful trade of teachying® little to hie taste, he reaigned the post in the
fail of 1588 and returned to Pembroke Hall, Cambridge, in order to amply himself more
cloeely to the study of divinity. 1In 1592 he wae slected Junior University Proctor
of Pembroke College, Five yeare later he received institution to the vicarage of
Chigwell, Eeecex,

In 1602 Harenett was collated to the Archdeaconry of Lesex, In 1605 he resigned hie
viearage of Chigwell to become, on May 1éth 1606, vicar of Hutton, Fesex, In 1609
we find him vicar of Stisted, a village near Braintree, situated only three milee from



10 SHAXESPEARE OXFORD SOCIETY NEWSLEPTER

whers I writs, In 1628 he reached the apex of his career when he was elacted Apch-
bishop of York. '

In 1603 Harsnett had published by order of the Privy Council a vi:gofous exposure of
Popish designes entitled A Deggmtion of Egrsgicus Popiah Imposturss, 4o withdrsw

ihs harts of her Majestiss Subjects from their Allsgeance, Many Shakespearean schol-
ars believe that it wae Trom the Declaration that tha playwright took the names of

ths spirita that Edgar mentione during his pretended madness in Xing lear, In

Hackney, nett, and tha Dsvils in King Lear Miss Gwynnsth Bowsn quotes Professor
Almnder en the dating of Lear ss follows:

"King Lear in the form found in tha Quarto of 1608 (the first edition of
Shakespeare's play) cannot be earlier than Harsnett's Deglaretion (1608)",

Miss Bowen goes on to say: "This, even if true, would not of course rule cut the pos~
sibility of Oxford'a authorship, for he had still ancther year to live. DBut is it
true? The answer to that guastion must depend upon the answers to certain other gues-

tions. In the first placa, can we be surs that Harsnett did not borrow from King Lear;
could he perhapa have read the play in manuacript? Secondly, is it possible thst both
writers borrowed from a common source? "It is no doubt assumed thst Harsnett could not
have borrowed from Shakeepeare becausa his book is not a work of fiction, On the other
hand, it is well known that from 1597 to 1604, as Chaplain to the Bishop of London,
Harsnett had the job of censoring playa for the preaa, so hs certainly could havs sssn
King lear in manuscript, if such a manuscript existed before hie own book was published
--which ie ths very point at issue®,

Miss Bowen then pointa out that Harsneit not only had a acures, "bubt named it; quoted
from it at some lsngth; and gave his page references. In his prsface he writes: fAnd
that this dsclaration might be frea from the carpe and cavill of {llwaffacted or dise
compoaed spirits, I hsve alledged nothing for materiall, or authenticall heerein, but
the expresse words aybther of some part of the Miracle booke, penned by the priasts,
and filed upon Record, whare it is publigue to be sssn,..' ",

Miaa Bowan concludes that "as a friend and neighbor of Lord amd Lady Vaux, the chancea
that Tord Oxford ssw the book of Mirecles long before it was 'filed upon Record! are
very high indeed, and he may well have seen it before April 1594, when Philip Henslowe,
owner of the Hose Theater, rscorded in his famous Diary two performances of a play
called King Leare. Was this, as generally believed, the sams play ae the anonymous
King Leir, published in 1605 and still extant; or waa it, ss Profsaaor Alexander suge
gests, sn early version of Shakespeare’s play; or was it, perhans, King lLear, as we
know it, devils and all?® _

Archbishop Harsnstt bequeathed his Library to the Corporation of Colcheeter, "in trust
for the clergy of the town and neighborhood" on condition of a euitable room being prom
vided for the reception of his books, The libraryie, to this day, still housed in a
ssparate room-—at the Colchester Public Library. The Catalogue of the books is dated
1888 and, not unexpectedly, we find that the majority of volumes comprise "heavy" latin
theological works, together with nearly a score of Bibles. There are, however, several
books snd authors, listed aa being in the collection, which Shakespeare must have stud-
jed: Sophocles, The Greek Poets, Plutarch, Polybiue, Vergilius {Polydorus), Sturmiue
{Oxford sctually visited him in Germany!), Homer, Hesiod, Cardano {Girclamo), Basle,

1599 {another coineidence), Most significant of all is the listing of Saxo Grammaticw
{"Danica Historia, Libris XVI..Frsnkfurt, 1576") T& is generally agreed that the author
of Hamlet took the basics of his nlot from Saxo, Perhaps Lord Oxford borrowed Harsnett's

copy of Saxo and made notes in the margin, I plan to pursue this point in the future,



