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Bronson Feldman, Ph. D, _
Chairman, Research Committee, Shakespeare Oxford Society

The French title Comte ie equivalent to the
English Earl, The following excerpt is
from the Memoirs of Comte Alexandre ds Til-
1y (1761-T81%) Where he reporta how in
youth he wished to become a dramatist:

"I had scribbled three acts of a play in
verse from one of Marmontel's tsles,.., The
Prince d'Hénin, 2 man not entirely devoid
of wit though on one side rather stupid,
was present at the reading arnd found my
prlay 'dslightful,' the character sketchee
fin the best of taste,' srd predicted that
- 1 was a young men of 'great promiss,!?

"We have shaken off," he sdded, "those
absurd and barbarous prejudicse against a
taste for fine literature; only blockhesds
without talent defame it in their helplees—
nees snd believs that to be of noble biyth
one ehould be downright ignorant and a
fool, Peresvere, monsieur, persevere; en-
ter freely upon the carser to which you
are distinetly called. Francie I wrote
verses..." {Page 72 of Franccise de Lisdle's
transiation; London, 1933)

"The Queen {Marie Antoinette) heard of
my vlay; ehs expreeeed the wish to read it
vee I went up to the palace (afterward).
She honoured me by ssying: 'M, de Tilly,
here is what belongs to you. I beg of you,
I even snjoin you, if such means are nec-
eesary, not to have this comedy put on the
stage,!? :

fArd as I was eeekﬂxg a reply ehe added:

'How can anyone with your taste for poetry, .

and your facility in expressing virtuous
sentiments, be guilty of such 11l behav-
iour?'...

"Halted in my first steps toward s
dramatist's csreer, I quickly found conw
solstion; impressions sre seldom lasting
at that age, However, I made bold to
aek the Queen, eome time later, if she
persisted in the orders she had given me.

flertainly. Does that surprise yaﬁ?**

"Yes, madame, Is it sc bad to put a |
play on the stage?t

"Bad, no: but it is not bscoming, No
man of birth, ard at your age, should exe
poee himself to public view.” (Page 74.)

The Count wae nesrly 18 when he wrote
Iaurette or Virtue Crowned by love at Ver-
sailles, 1779; four yesrs later a valet
burnt his play by mistaks. "I eaw her
sshes and did not give them s tear." Live
ing on the eve of the French Revolution,
"young Tilly'e wild life was so notorious
that soms people at le Mane thought him
capsble of anything,” Havelock Ellis de-
clared. 'They were not surprised when

the nobleman publiehed at Paris amd Ame
sterdam a collection of triflee in verss
and vrose, the Oeuvres m8lées du Comte
Alexardre de Tilly., After his desth, the
far more important Memoirs avnpeared,
praised by Stendhal for its truth: *“Une
fortunatsly so handsome a man did rot
know how to writs and yet he pridsd hime
eell on belrg a man of letters,”

In view of the revelation of aristocracy
striving towsrd glory by way of ink-
etsins which is given here, we can imag~
ine how the nobility of Britsin would
have felt two hundred years before, if
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the young and barely tamed Earl of Oxford
had dered to publish the comeiise he had
created by 1579, with the blazon of his
resl name,

A TROJAN HORSE AT THE
5.0.8,. NATIONAL CONFERENCE

The Oxfordian cause was dealt ancther blow
by the Fourth Estate at our Cetober natioel
conference, Mr, William Ryan, a freewlancse
reporter, wrote en article subasquently
published by The Rosslyn Review, e weekly
newspaper which cfcm'g%es principally in
the Arlington, Virginis eres where our con-
fersnce was held, Mr, Ryan's erticle,
which purported to cover our proceedings,
was 50 full of incompreheneion, misleading
statements, end errors of inference that
cur Society members cen only be grateful
thet The Rcsslyn Feview's significance in
either the world of journalism or of scholw
arship is best compared with, in Fleanor
Roomevelt 's worda, "a gnet on the horizon,®

Fyan assumed that the conference wasg being
held to prove the (Oxfordlan theory of
Shakespeareta authershin to an ovtsider.
like himself, He edmits in his article
that he was unfamiliar with the literaturs
on the authorship issue~=in other words,
that he rdn't done his homewnrk, The
aignificance of the wvast amount of new find=
ings presented at the conference by our
guesat lecturer, the forensic exnert Joseph
English, and others utterly eacaped him,
aithough its importance was readily gppare
ent to the attenmlirg members.

It is ironie that Eyan criticized thoae
nresentations at cur conference that empha-
gived the scientific bases in our assault
on orthodoxy (he suggests in his article
that he had little taste for such an ap-
proach), inasmueh as an alleged '"lack of
objectivity® die the charge most leveled
against art i-Stratfordians in general!
fiyan also seems to feel that our conferw
ence presentations should have heen geared
to the level of dull-witted students, who

in order to lesarm must be "turned on" by
pedagogic gimmickry.

Of course, individual members may vary in
their opinions of Mr. Ryan's value, per-
haps feeling that at least publicity was
at laat being eccorded our cause, BRut
this is the vervy type of rublicity we do
net need and ahould awveid at all costs in
ocur future mublic meetings,

THE BARD NOW ACCESSIBLE
TG SHAKESPEARYX CXFORD SCCIETY MEMBEFS

It is hoped that our Society's members
who have wanted to join the Shakespesresn
Authorship Society, the English organizaw
tion, have been successful in their ef-
forts by this time, As noted in the
Newaletter, Surmer 1977, complainta re.
ceived at the Shakespeare Oxford Soelety -
Office led to communication between the
two societies, which in turn resulted in
clarification of the required dues for
American rembers ($8.50) ard the prover
address: c¢/o Mr, John Silberrad, 11 Old
Square, Lineolnts Inn, London WCZ ENGLATD,
(For English members of our Scciety the
dues would bhe 13,)

From time to time we will repeat this in-

formation in subsequent newsletters for
the benefit of new readers,

1

1

ARE YOU A MEMEER
OF THE SHAXFSPEARE OXFOFD SOCTIETY? !

Student member/$2,00 per amum

Regular member/$10,00 per annum

Donat ing member/$25,00 per annum
or more

Write to:

SHAKESFFARE OXFORD SOCIETY
110 Glen Argvle Road
Faltimore, Marylamd 21212
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THE BORN DESCENDANT

: Hareld W, Patience
Sacretary, English Chapter, Shakespeare Oxford Society

Writing around seventy years ago, Walt Whitman commented on Shakespeare'e history plays
as follows:

#The English historical plays are to me not only most eminent ae dramatic perfore
mances,.,.but form, as we get it all, the chief in a complexity of puzzlee, Con=
ceivid out of the fullest heat and pulse of European feudaliem, personifying in
unparallelfd ways the mediaevel aristocracy, its towering epirit of ruthlese and
gigantic caste, ita ownpeculiar air and arrogance (no mere imitation) = only
one of the 'wolfieh earla' eo plentecus in the plays themselves or some boIN daw
ecendant and knower might seem to be the true author of those amazing works."”

In order to write his extreordinary sequencs of history plays Shakespeare must have stud-
ied Hall'e and Holinshed'e Chronicles, Would the commoner from Stratfordeoneivon, bure
dened with family responaibilities at the early age of twenty, have found the time for
such taxing mreparatory studies? We must remember that even hie primsry education is
still 2 matter of conjecture.

- A further point never explained by orthodox scholars is why Shakespeare obvicuely sine
glen out the 13th Barl of Oxford for special praise in Henry VI, Part 3. These examw
ples speak for themselves:

"And thou, brave Oxford, wondrous well belovtd,.." (IV, viii, 17)
"Where is the post that came from valisnt Oxford?* (V, i, 1)

"0 cheerful colours! See where Oxford comes,.." (¥,1,58)

"0, welcome, Oxford! for we want thy help,.." (V,1i,66)

Shakeepeare was obviocusly Impressed by the part played by Oxford in support of ths Lane
castrian cauae in the Wars of the Rosee; indsed, the lineal descent of the great family
of de Vere seems to have been indelibly engraved on the mind of .the playwright:

Warwicks: "Can Oxford, that did ever fence the right,
Now buckler faleehood with a pedigree?
For ahame! ILeave Henry, and call Fdward king?
Oxfords  "Call him my king by whoee injurious doom
¥y elder brother, the Lord Aubrey Vers,
Was done 1o death; and more than so, my father,
Even in the downfall of his melliow'd yeare,
When nature brought him to the door of death?
No, Warwick, no; while 1ife upholds this amm,
This arm upholds the houss of Iancaster® (III,iii,98-107)

Following the battle of Bernet, Fdward IV ard the Yorkist dynasty were firmmly in power:
a gtatue quo that was to last until ths batile of Bosworth, fourteen yesre later, The
13th Earl of Oxford played an important part in both battles, Barnet, however, was a
dieaeter for the lsncastrians., In & thick mist, part of ths lsncastrian army confuaed
the cognizance of the eilver etar (borne by Oxford'e man) with the 'sun in splendour?
symbol of Edward IV, Chaos and demoraslization of the Iancaetrian forces followed: Oxw
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ford and hie men fled the field and Warwick ('the Kingmeker!) was killed,

Oxford made hie way to Scotland and from there o Frence where he asesembled ships for
privateering egainst the followers of the White Rose of York. On 30 September 1473

he seized St. Michael's Mount in Cornwall and withstood a long siege, Forced sven-
tually to surrender, on promise of hie life, he was imprisoned in the fortress of Hammes,
near Calais, Shakeepeare, in Heney VI, Part 3, obviously feecinated by the adventuroue
1ife of the 13th Farl of Oxford, decided that even thie deteil must be fully documented:

King Bdward: "Away with Oxford to Hemmes Castle straight...” (V,v,2)

In 1485 the eerl wae named with other "™trejtors™ in the proclemation of King Richard

III against the Welsh "usurper®, Henry Tudor-—the future King Henry VII, Incredibly,
however, Oxford managed to pereusde the governor of Hammee Castle to g0 over to the Lan-
cestrian side and was thus able to effect an escepe end eventually join the inveding
ermy of the Tudor, Then came the battle of Bosworth, with the destruction of the Yorke
ists, These rewarde were well and truly earned!

The 13th Earl of Oxford died at Hedingham Cestle in March, 1513, at the ripe old age
{(for those daye) of 71 years snd was buried et Colne Priory.

The following pattern of lineal descent ehows that Fdward de Vere, the 17th Farl of Ox-
ford, was dertainly, es in Whitman's words, a "born descendant and knower®,

Ralph Nevills,
Barl of Westmoreland
m,

Joan Beauford

Richarfi Plantagenet, Eleanor Cthers

Duke of York : m.
M. Henry Percy, 2nd Farl of Northumberland
Cecily Neville T
' Richard Neville,

Earl of Salisbury 3rd Earl of Northumberlend

Ath Earl of Northumberlend

Marg!eret
H,

Richard Neville, John George Katherine JOHN DE VEKE ©Eleenor Alice
Earl of Warwick Neville, Neville, . 13th Earl of m. m,
("The Kingmaker") Marquees Arch. of William, Oxford Thomas, lord

Mortage York Lord Tord FitzHugh

Hastings Stanle

The direct de Vere male line ended with the death
of the 1ith Earl of Oxford. The 15th Harl suce George, Anne FitzHu
ceeded by right of descent from Richard de Vere, lord m,
11th Earl of Oxford, The alabaster tomb of the Strange  Francis,
15th Earl (Edward's grendfather) can be seen in Lord Lovell
Castle Hedingham church,

1B 48 XRRean



'WINTEK, 1978

5

THE HARVARD CASE: PART II

by Gordon Cyr

Members of the Shakespeare Oxford Society
of three or more yeard starding will re-
call the sxchange on the Oxfordian theory
eppearing in the Hervard Magazine {from
November 1974 with the sppearance of Hone-
orary President Cherlton Ogburn's article,
"The Man Who Shakespeare Wee Not,..," to
the summer of 1975), which included an et
tsmpted rebuttal by Profsesors Gwynne Eve-
ens erd Herry Levin of Harvard in the Feb-
ruary 1975 issue and a good deal of cor=-
reapordence pro and corn.

In my own reply to FProfs. Evans and Levin
{"An Oxfordisn Reply to Two Hervard Prow
fesaors,”" Newsletter, Summer 1975), I had
been unable to enswer fully three points
by which these two orthodox commentatore
set much store: 1) Their claim that Og-
burn had mieattributed "heresy" to histor-
ien Hugh Trevor-Roper {p. 40); 2) likewiee
to Henry Jemes {p, 40); and 33 en implica-
tion that echolars as a whole eccept a por-
tion of the msnuscript play Sir Thomas More
as "Shakespeare!'s" hologreph (p. &41).

At the time of my reply, I knew of cer-
tein information thet would have mde my
eurrebuttal more complete, but because of
deadline pressures for that issue, I was
unable to devote the time to nailing ny
sources down, Last fall, howsvsr, I had
acquired all the necessary information,

ard penned a letter to Profs, Evans and le-
vin, along with e copy of my original re-
ply. ‘

In my letter, as to 1) I cited Prof. Hugh
Trevor-Roper in his November 1962 article
published in Eéalités: "“Armies of scholw
ars, formidebly ecguipped, have examined
ell the documents which could possidly cone

tein at least a mention of his rShakespearelsy

name, One hundredth part of this labour
epplied to one of his insignificant cone
temporasries would be sufficient to produce
a substential biography. Amd yet the grest~
est of all Englishmen, after this tremenw

dous inguisition, still remaine so close

e mystery that even his identity cen stinl
be doubted,,,During his lifetime nobody
claimed to know him, Not a single tribute
was paid Yo him at hie death, As fer as
the records go, he was uneducated, had no
literery friends, pcssessed at his death
no booke, and could nat write, It is true,

eix of his signatures have been found, ell

spelt differently; but they are so illw
Pormed that some gravhologists suppose
the hand to have been guided, Except for
these eignatures, no syllable of writing
by Shakespears has been identified,..S5uch
is the beet ths historians cen do, (learly
it is not enough., It mey be the shell:
it is not the man. To find the man we
must look elsewhere, not at the histori-
csl fragmente but at the authentic deposw
it of his mind: at hie coniocus, undige
puted worke,™ Not much here to suggest
Prof, Trevor-Roperte "orthodoxy" on the
euthor's identity!?

On the second weint, T found that Henry
Jamee had furthsr corrssnonded with ¥rs,
Violet Hunt (letters of Henry Jemes,
Macmillan, 1920, vol. 1, p. 432), the
recipiert of his more famoue lines about
the Hivine Willism" as a "fraud" {which
Evane and Levin insist are not antie
Stretfordian!}. In his later letters to
Mrs, Humt, James says that The Shakespeare
Problem Restated by "e fsllow c¢alled
Greenwood” best exprsssed his views on

ths authorship question, going on to write:
"an extremely erudits, fair, and discrim-
inating piece of work," whiech he there~
upon lends Mrs, Hunt to read. Oxfordians
and othsr arti-Stratfordians do not need
to be reminded that the "fellow called
Greenwood" whose book James praises 80
highly made the most Jdevastating case a=
gainst the traditional view of Shake=
spearean authorship that haz been made
befors or since the 1908 treatise which

80 impressed the American author., Sursly
not much here to suggest Henry James'ts
orthodoxy!

Cn the final poimt, I had already cited
Samuel Tannenbaum in the original reply
to Fvans and Levin as one nrominernt or-
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thodox commentator who had demurred to Sip
Edward Maunde Thompeon's theory of Sir
Thomae More, To his well-¢conaidsred views
can be sdded 5ir Sidney Lee's in his Lifs
of Shaksspeare, 1922, Praface, p, xiii):
"One could wish that the old dream of diaw
covering some fragment of Shakespesarean
drama in his own autograph had at langth
coms true, Yet I fear 5ir Edward's infer-
ence cannot rank above stiractive conjec-
ture. The proofs are manifestly incomm
plete, The axtant authentic signatures of
Shakeapearean penmanehip consist solely of
six signatures,..This matsrisl is too
scamty to offer positive marks of identi-
fication...In the absence of trustworthy
external testimony, doubt attaches to any
purely palasogravhical deduction,®

As mentioned sbovs, all this new material
plus the original reply was dispatched to
the two Harvard professors (levin, it turns
out, is now apparantly ex-Harvard), with

& statement: %If you are of the opinion
that I have stated snything unfairly or
untruthfully thsrain,
hear from you, If 1 have done so, I would
correct it Iin the next isaua of our News-
letter, in addition to publishing any re-
marks you would eare to add,®

The reply from Frof, Gwynne Evans must set
eome kind of racord for tha shortest re-
Joinder in & acholarly dispute, After a
sentence thanking me for sending him tha
materiala, Prof. Evans saya, "I am afraid
that I find your argumenta no more cogent
or acceptable than those of Charlton Oge
burn, End of lettert

SHAKESPRAKE'S CARDENER

From 3.0.8, Trustee Morse Johnson of Cin-
cinnati we have received an extremely ine
teresting article from the November 1977
iszsue of Horticulture magazine., Entitled
"Stalking the Long Purple," the article is
written by Jules Janick, a professor of
horticulture at Purdue University and edw

I zhould be happy to

itor of the profssasional journal Hortw
Scienca, The article's aubhesding etstes:
"Two centurise of horticultural scholars
ship has rot ended the debate over a weed
in Opheliata garland,”

Prof, Janick is among tha many anecialists
who conelude that the author of Shakse
speare’s plays muat have been intimately
converaant with the technical langusga of
his or her particular trads: "Shakaspeare's
allusions to gardens, gardening, botany,
and plant lore are abundant and 3t scems
obvious that he was an expert gardaner,
His works contain references to almeost 200
different plants and inclule deacrintiona
of horticultural practices from grafting
to plant breeding, The roint is inescan-
able that Shakesneare knew his apples,

The long purple muat indeed exist.”

There are, of course, many Shake speare
acholars who try to account for the botan-
ical expertise found by Janick and others -
as a result of the author's rursl beck-
ground--indeed, putting the cart bvefors
the horse (as an appropriata metaphor),
these commentators sllege that auch knowe
ledge proves Shakespeare's rustic antscede
ents. But this view confuses agriculture
with horticulture {esach of whoas terminole
ogy has litile in common with the other)
and eapecially overlooke the faet ths.
many large gardena in Flizabeth's tims
existed within Lomdon (or within s short
distance, in estatea that are now part of
the mstrovolitan arsa),

When Janick comes to citing vrossibdle litw
erary sources for Shakespeare!a reference
to the long nurple, the name of John Cew
rayd should cause Oxfordisns to sit up
and take notice, For the article's author
himself notes that this ¥lizabethan horti-
culturalist {whose most famous volume is
Zhe Herball or Ceneral History of Plants,
miblished in 1597) was gardener to none
other than Burghley!

In one parenthetical veragravh, Prof.
Janick states: YAnd finally, those who
believe that Shakespesre was really Edw
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ward de Vere, Earl of Oxford, will quickly
point out. that Gerard wsa Gardsner to Wil-
liam Cee¢il Burghley, Chiaf Minjster to
Queen Xlizabeth and gusrdian and latery
father-in-law to Cxford, But this ie an.
other story."

Oxfordians would only add to thia candid
admission by one of the top horticultural-
ista in the United States that if Oxford
is indeed the author of Hamlet, he would
not have had to wsit until the 1597 pube-

formation before writing thet play in
1600—~which Janick infere sleewhere in
the article ae the date of Hamlet's comm
rosition, Members of our Soaiety meatly
balieve in a much earlier date for Hamlet
than that conceded by most Stratfordiane.
If such be the case, Shakespeare could
have got this horticultursl information
from Burghley's Gardaner firat hand-—well
in advance of its appasrance in a book!

bt

lication of Gerard'a book to find thia in-

IRS LETTER

Aftar nearly three-quarters of a year of travail that included correepondenca plue two
visite to the local Internal Revenue Sarvice office, tha long-sought-after revlacement
copy of the lost IRS letter recognizing the Shakespeare Oxford Society as taxwexempt

has at last been received, Apparently the reaeon for the delay was tha need to have -
the Soeiety'e IRS file transferred from the New York {Menhattan) office to tha Beltimore
office, at which the filing uystem wee currently undergoing reorganization,

it should be noted that, according to the IRS, refarral to the letter ie totally unneces—
eary for tax deduction purroeee, The appearance of the Society's name in the directory
of tax-exempt organizations, published bv the IKS, ia eufficient to verify claimed dew
ductions, However, we are duplicating the latter in the Nawsletter to satisfy some mem-
bers' requaete,

{typewritten duplicate
of original)
1,5, TREASURY DEPAPTMENT
JNTERNAL EEVENUE SERVICE

District Director
Ilower Menhattan - 245 West Houston Streat
New York 14, N, Y.
In Replying Pefer to:
AUsF: PEC: (blurred, illegible)
IN-EQ=55-56

Septamber 11, 1959

The Shakaspeare Oxford Society, Inc.
E1st Floor, 40 Wall Street
New York 5, New York

Gertlemen:

It is the opinion of this office, based uvron the evidence nresented, -
that you are axempt from Federal income tax under the vrovieions of section 501(0)(3)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as it is shown that you are organized ard

operated axelusively for literary and educational purnoses,
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. Accordingly, you are not required to file income tax returne unlese
you change the character of your organization, ths murposee for which you
were organized, or your method of operation, Any such chsngee should be
rsported immedistely to this office, Attention: PEO, in order that thsir
effect upon your exempt status may be determined,

You sre required, however, to file an informstion return, Form 990~A
annually, so long as this exsmption remains in effect, Thie form may be
obtained at this office and is required to be filed on or before the 15th
day of the fifth month following the close of your annual accounting period.

»

Contritutions made to you are deductible by the donors in computing
their taxzable net income in the manmer and to the axtent provided by section
170(b}{1) snd (2) of the Code,

Bequests, legacies, devises, or transfers, to or for your use are
deductible in computing the value of the net estate of s decedent for
estate tax purposes in the manner arnd to the extent provided by sections
2055(a) smd 2106{a)(2) of the Code. Gifts of property to you are de-
ductible in computing net gifts for gift tax rurnsses in the manner and
to the extent provided in section 2522(a) and (b) of the Code.

In the event you have not filed & waiver of exenption certi-
ficate in accordance with the provisions of ssction 3121(k) of the
Code, no liability is incurred by you for the taxes imvosed under the
Federal Insurance Contributions Act, Tax liability 1s not incurred
by you under the Federal Unmsmploymsrt Tax Act by virtue of the provisions
of section 3306{c)(8) of euch Act,

Tour attention is called to the provisions of section 501(c)(3)
of the Internal Revenus Code of 1954 urder which the exenmption hereby
granted will be revoked if any substartial psrt of your activities conw
slsts of carrying on propaganda, or otherwise attemrting to influence
legislation, or if you participate in, or intervene in {including the
publishing or distributing of statements), any nolitical camaim on
behalfl of any candidate for public office,

Very truly yours,

Ravhael Meisels,
District Director

FL 3«84
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IN MEMORIAM

It is with great sadnees that we report
the death of ICOUIS E, M. ALEXIS of Sevenw
vaks, Kent on November 20, 1977. Born
Alexis Dawson, he changed his name hy
tdeed poll™ in 1974, The cazuse of Mr,
Alexists death is unknown to us at the
time of this writing., He taught Greek

and Latin at the Bevencaks Schocol, his own

knowledge of those languages having been
demonstrated in two articles published in
the Neweletter {Winter-Spring 1975) amd
Summer ?9?55, in which he arpgued persus-
sively for Shakespeare's familiarity with
Greek, not only in the sense commonly unw
derstood {i.e,, a reading knowledge), but
in the many ways thowht constructions
pecuiiar to that language appeay in Eng-
lish equivalents in many of the plays.
Mr, Alexists scholarship was algo demoriw
gtrated in an Impressive bock he pube
lished, School of Nerc, comprising an
exegesis of sariy Christian poetry. Une
der his original name, Alexis wrote arw
ticles for the Shakespesrean Authorship
Feview, principally "Master Apie Lapis®
(No, 23, Summer 1070}, a commentary on
Thomas Nashts Fristle Dedlecatorie to
Strange News. Apparently, Alexis was
working on two volumes of critical com=
mentary on DeVerets "Hamlet", the firet
of which was listed on the back cover of
School of Nero as "ecomirg shortly." He
is survived b his brother, J. C. Dawson,
Headmaster of More House School in Sur-

rey, to whom we have sent a letter of syme

rathy, With the prassing of Louls Alexie
the Oxfordian cause sustaine z profourd
loss,

MCRE ON THE "ASHROURNE" FEDICREE

We are indebted to Miss Owynneth M, Bowen
of the Shakespearean Authorship Soclety
in England, who has corresponded with us
since the October national conferencs in
resvonse to our guegtions aboeut her por-
trait pedigree hypothesls, Miss Fowen
has also kindly forwasrded a facsimile of

Gerald H, Pendall's invsluable pamphlet,
"ashbourne® Portralt of Shakespeare, Csn*

on Rendslil was in his long lifetime one

of the most formidable scholars of the Ox-
fordian persuasion on either side of the
Atlantic to have graced the Shakespearean
authorghip debate, His book on the Son- -
nets impressed Sigmund Freud, who had inw
clined toward de Verels candidacy ever
since reading J. T. Looney's "Shakespeare®
Jdentified., Rendallts stody of the "Ashw
bourne’ rortrait, written as & resuit of
Charles Wisner Barrell's wublished findings,
is, as far as we have heen ahle to deter=
mine, unavailable in this courtry (at leaet,
it is not listed in the Library of Comgress
catalog).

Feaders of our Fall 1977 Newsletter will
rerrl]l Helen Cyrts rercort on Miss Bowents
"eonjectural medipree¥ for hoth the "ish-
bourne” and the "Janssen" paintings. Fen=
dalltg discussion f£ills in some of the gare
in the story. {Perhaps at this roint, an
erroy appearing in our last issue should
be corrected: Barrellls references to

old "eountry” family should read old
Peounty? family.)} Most immortantly, Pen
dall summarily dismisses Kineston's story
about the "London shop purchase,! noting
that "there is no record of any sale or
transfer.” Thus he assumes that the paint.
ing came into Kinpstonte rosgeesion in the
viginity of Ashbourne Hall, and Rerdall
attemrts on this assumrtion to accourt

for its prior nossession.

However, Canon Rendsll seemed to feel that
the paintine was raeeed to Flizabeth Tren-
thamts brother, Sir Francis, arguing that
the Courttees of Oxfordts will ehows that
she had parted with a lot of household
items o her eon, the 18th Farl of Oxford,
and that she had been indebted to Sin
Franeis for her maintenance after this
disnosition., Sin Francis Trentham ocouw
ried Rocester Abbey, only five miles from
Ashbourne Hall., PRendall traces the vaint-
ing's probatle descent through Sir Francids
dauphter Elizabeth, whe married Prian
Cockayne {the future Viseourt Cullen).

Then follows a combimation of circumstances,
too complex to be discussed here, which
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Rerdall believes sccounts for its transe
fer from Rocester Abbey to the Rav, C. u.
Kingston's stewardship st the Ashbourns
Grammar School, :

Miss Bowen's hypothesis corrects Hendallls
at some crucial points, and commends 4t-
self to us by virtus of its greater sime
plicity and ths fact that it harmonizss
with her other findings, particularly on
the "Janssen" rortrait. First of all,
she doee not assume, along with Canon Rene
dall, that the "Ashbourne® painting went
to Bir Francis's keening at Bocester Abe
bey. (Rendallts reasoning on this point
does seem a little flimey, especially
when he tries to hang on it a statement
such as "there can be little doubt®!)}
Miss Bowen contends, on the contrary, that
the vainting could wsll have gone to the
Countess of Oxford's sister Dorothy, wife
of Sir John Stanhope of Flvaston, Derby
ehire, Dorothy's daughter Arme {the
Countess's niece) married Thomas Cockayne
of Ashbourne Hall, whose son Sir Aston
Cockayne inherited the Ashtourne ProOper=
ty.

At this roint in the narrativs, we may
pause to© note the fact that ¥iss Bowen's
theory does not necsssitate the transfer
of 2 painting five miles from Rocester
Abbey in order to hang in ths improbable
location of a grammar school! (Tt is also
of interest that two nieces of the Counw
tess should end uv marrying Cockaynes.)

But. what ia of especial interest in Miss
Eowen's accounting is Sir Aetonte place,
not only in the disnosition of Ashbourne
Hall to the Boothby family, but in the
similar transfer of Pooley Hall (which
Sir Aston also ownsd) to the Jermens fam-
ily, whose descendant Charles Jenmens
(as mentioned in our previocus issue) re-
vroduced an engraving of the "Janssen®
portrait in his own edition of King Lear
~-thus presenting an imsge of "the Bard®
that had never been heard of before!

Charles Jennene went to his grave with
lips sealed against any questions as to
the origin of his "Shakespeare" portrait,
He resolutely refused to divulge any ine
formation on how or under what ¢ircum-
stances he had acquired it, Put in ths
light of the later "discovery” of the

“painting at Ashbourne Grammar School and

the commections of Sir Aston Cockayne

with the Boothd and Jennens families and
with the 17th Earl of Oxford (plus the
high degree of probability that both these
vortraits are cverpaintings of Edward ds
Vere), are we not justified in assuming,
as doas Cwynneth Bowen, that all thess
pieces may provide s good part of the sn-
swer L0 where these maintings come from?

Gerald Rendsll, in the pamphlet cited
above, gives the reader an intriguing now-
tion about the skull's vresence in the
"Ashbourne” rortrait. He notes that the
tustomary suit of solemn black” worn by
the subjeet cormotes not only Court dress
of an Elizabethan nobleman, but by stage
tradition has always been associsted with
that of Hamlet, Dr, Rendall says that the
skull eould be a reference to "Hamlet's
memorable avcstrorhe to the skull of *Poor
Yoriek, the King's Jester!" On any other
exnlanation, surely the skull is, as Ran-
dall says, "an unusual and macabre toksn
of identification,”

WELCOME TC THE AMPHLETTS

The Shakespeare Oxford Society wiehes to
welcome two new members into the ¥nglish
Chapter of our Society: WHilda Amphlett,
author of Who Was Shakespeare? (Heinemamn,
1955) and her gsister Moilie Amphlett,

I
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FAMOUS PEOPLE COMMENT...

‘Over the years many famous peopls have expressed tbeir doubts concerning tbs Shakespear-
ean antborship. Some of the most interesting of tbese statements have been puhlisbed re-
cently by tbe Shakespeare Oxford Society for the packete of literatwrs given to inquirsrs
and are repeated bere for the general membsrship.

YArmiee of scholars, formidahly squipped, have examined all tbs documents wbich
could poesibly contain at least a mention of bis ¢Shakespeare'sy; name., One hun-
dredtb part of this lsbowr applied to one of bis insignificant contemporaries
would be sufficient to producs s eubstantial hiography. And yet the grsstest of
all Englishmen, after this tremsndous inquisition, still remains so close a =mys~
tsry that sven his ideatity can still be douhted...During his lifetime nobody
¢laimed to know bim., Not a single tridbuts was paid to him at bis death. As far
as ths records go, he was unsducated, had no literary friends, possessed at bis
desth no books, and could not write. It is trus, six of bis signsturss have been
found, all spelt differeatly; but tbey are so ill-formed that eome graphologists
supposs the hand to have been guldsd. Excspt for these signatures, no syllable
of writing hy Shakespeare has heen identified...Sucb is tbe best tbe historians
can do. Clsarly it is not snough., It may be the sbell: it is not the man.”

-=Hugh Trevor-Roper
Notsd bietorian; professor, Oxford University
(Rsalités, Novsmher, 1962)

"I am ‘'a sort of' haunted by tbs conviction tbat tbe divine William is tbe bige
gest and most successful Iraud ever practiced on a patient world. The more I
turn bim round and round the more be so affects me.”

~=Henry James
American novelist
(Letter to Miss Violst Hunt, August 26, 1903)

"My ouly conviction...is that the man horm in Stratford on Avon in 1564 and who
disd tbers in 16716 bad nothing to do witb tbem rShakespeare’s plays] at all...”

==The Et., Hon. J. Inoch Powell
British Memher of Parliament

(Anglia TV Timss, Ssptemhsr 11, 1976

“Am I trying to convince anybody that Shakespeare did not write Shakespeare's Works?
Ah, now, wbat do you take ms for? Would I be so soft s8 that, after having known
the hupan racs familiarly for nearly seventy-four years? Noeno, I am aware that
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when even the hrightest mind in our world has heen trained up from cbildhood in
a superstition of any kind, it will never be possibls for tbat mind, in its satu-
rity, to examins eincerely, dispaseionately, and conscientiously any evidence or
any circusstance which will seem to cast a doudbt upon the validity of that euper-
stition..."

~Maxrk Twain (Samuel Langhorne Clemens)
American author and humorist

(1e Shakeepeare Dead? 1909)

¥l no longer believe that Willism Shakespeare tbe ector from Stratford was tbe an~
thor of tbe works that have been ascribved to him. 8Since reading Shakespsare Idenw
tified, by J. T, Loonsy, I am almoet convinced that the assumed name conceals the
pereonality of Edward de Vers, Zarl of Oxford."

: ~=3igmund Freud
Austrian neurologist and founder of psycboanalysis

(Autobiographical Study. 1927)

"The name 'William Shakespeare' ie moet probably a pseudonysm bebind which there
lies & great unknown." .

weSigmund Freud
(Outlins of Peychomnalysis. 1940)

"Whether Banon wrote the wondsrful playe or not, I am quite sure the man Shakspers
neitber did nor could."

wmdolin Greenleaf Whittier
American poet, 1807.1892

YAny san that believes that Willimm Sbakespeare of Stratford wrote Hamlet or Lear
ie ¢ fool.®

~wJjohin Bright
British statesmar; Nember of Parliament; 1811.1889

"I am one of tbe many wbo beve nevsr been sble to bring the life of William Sbakee
epeare and the plays of Shakeepsare within planetary space of esch otber. Are
there any two thinge in the worid sore incongruous?

w=lr, W. Bs Furness

Eminent American schbolar and father of tbe editor of the
Variorum Edition of Sbakespeare’'s Works
(Letter to Nsthanisl Bolmes, Octoher 29, 1866)

"The Egyptian verdict of tbe Shakespeare Societies comee to mind that be rShake
epeare; was a jovial antor and manager. I cannot marry this fact to his vsrse."

--Balph Waldo Emerson
American sasayist and poet

(Representative Men. 1850)
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"Conceiv'd out of the fullest heat and pulse of Enropean foudalism-~pereonifying
in unparallell'd waye the mediasval aristocracy, ite towering epirit of ruthlese
and gigantic cante, with its own peculisr air of arrogance (00 mesre imitation)w
only one of thes "wolfish earle’ so plenteous in the playe cShakeepeare'e hietorioal
plays; themselvee, or some born deecendant and knower, might séem to he the true
author of those amazing works-.works in some respecte grester than anything slee in

recorded literature.”

~=ialt Whitman
Aperican t

(Complete Proce. 1892)

"We are not quite csrtaio of the ideotity of Shakespeare's father; we are oo meane

certain of the identity of his wife.,.;

we 40 not know when he hegan hie dramatic

career,..Almost all the comsonly received stuff of hie life-etory is shrede and

patches of tradition, if not positive dream-worke.

¥e do not kuow whether he sver

went to school. The early journey to lLondon ie first heard of a hundred years

after date..."

~=George Ssintsbury
British literary critic and hietorian

- {The Camhridge Hietory of English Literature, Vol. V, p. 165, 1910)

THE CASE FOR EDWARD DE VERE
IN THE CLASSRCOM

hy Deborsh Kelly Kloepier

As & recent convert to Oxfordianiem
and s new memher of the Shakeepeare Ox-
ford Society, it was with both anticipa~
tion and trepidation that I accepted a
joh tesching British literature, a eize-
ahle unit of which would deal with Shake-
speares Although my focus ie primarily
textual and "literary," I felt nonethe-
less compelled to offer an historical
perspective on the authorship queetion,
To ths end of feeding intellectual curi-
osity and encouraging common eshee, I
invited John Ge Kloepfer, 'a local Ox-
fordian and a lay echolar in his own
right, to epeak to my ¢lass. Ae a con-
ceseion to department elkepticism and to
the principle of equal time, figuring if
giveo enough rope people in srror will
hang theaselves, I also invited a local
profsssor of Elizahethan literature, who
alec bappened to be the father of one of
my studente.

The Yoppoeition™ came first, hearing eix
dittoed pages of well-organized alheit sye-
cious arguments. The gist of hie preeenta.
tion was that there is no reason not to '
trust tradition and that if the Anti-Strate
fordians can't prove why William Shakeepeare
{sic) of Stratford must he rejected, theo the
world is'justifisd io rejscting their the-
ories no matisr how plausihle.” For eome reae
gson, Stratfordians eeem to he exempt from this
demand for proof and are psrmitted to rely oo
treditions The epeaker rssorted to refuting
Oxfordians hy shredding such eources as Mre,
Powden {ignoring dealing with all othere),
and citing such scholare as Woody Allen.

A few daye latsr, John Kloepfer (who hap~
pens to he gy fatherwinelaw) took the floor.
A committed man of complete integrity, he
was witty, informative and enlightening to
twsnty studente who sat intent on hie rev-'
elations. He operated not through refutation,
hut through eimple preeentation of historical
facte and parsdoxee and through an appeal to
what makss aence. W¥hile his predecessor
ceemed to have some kind of deeperste stake
in the promulgation of the man from Stratford
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as author, Kloepfer was refrsshingly rs-
laxed and exuded tbe epirit of an unquale
ified searcd for truth. He dietribntsd
Shakeepeare Oxford Society publicatinns,
some of whichb I had tbe kids read in ede
vance, such s8 the "History of Doubts Sur=
rounding tbe Stratfordian Attribution,®
"The Case for Edward De Vere, 17th Earl
of Oxfnrd as 'Shakespears’,” s comparison
betweea Looney'e characteristics of the
author of the works nf Shakespeare and
the article na De Vere in the Dictionary
of Natioual Bingraphy, a reading list,
and a fact sheet on the Shakeepsare Ox
ford Society. The clans took to him like
a divining rod to water, intuiting the
logic of what ha said.

My etudeate were, perhaps for the firat
time, intrigued and excited by schol-
arly debete and conviction, thinking s«
bout issuee and methods they never
thought of before. I don't know how
many of them were rendersd "born again
Cxfordians,” tut it was as incredible
and important sxperience for them to see
living scholarship and to have the plsas-
urs of meeting John Kloepfer, an out-
standing member of the Shakespeare Ox-
ford Society.

PREJUDICE AND SHAKESPEARE

by Warren Hope
Pennaylvania State Univereity
Delaware County Campus

Professors of English first reacted
to the theory that Shakespeare's works
were written by the 17td Earl of Oxford
with silence, tben witb ridicule {'"The
man who hatched that scheme was a Looney
b8, hs.") and, moet recently, with at-
tacks: they charge, for instance, that
to believe e nobleman wrote the plays
and poems is anti-democratic.

Professor J. Mitchell Morse, in the
firet chapter of hie enlightening and
entertaining book, Prejudice and Liter
ature (Philadelphis: Temple Univereity
Press, 1976, p. 7; originally published

as “Racs, Class, and Metaphor" in College
Eoglish, February 1974, p. 547) recklessly
cbargee that belief in tbe Oxford theory ie
an irreeponeibility based on the maliciously
mistaiten belief that literary culture ie lit-
erally a matter of “cultural beritage," a
satter of blood and genee, rather than a mat
of 'attainment.” :

I believe tbat Edward de Vere, the 17tb
Ear]l of Oxford, wrote the works of Sbake~
speare {(or Sbake-speare)--tbe playe and po-
exs for too long misattriduted to William
Shakspere of Stratford-upon-Avon, the man
Henry Jamee considered tn be "the biggest
and most successful freud ever practiced on
a patient world.,” I am also a democrat.
These poeitions are not contradictory.

No documentary svidence clearly showing
who wrote Shakespeare's works sxists, If
you accept any of the individuals proposed
as splutiona to the Shakespeare autborship
problsa, you muet do =0 on faitb. I choose
to accept the smolution tn tbe problem which
strains reason the least--the solution, in
fant, which ineieta on literary culture beins
e matter of "attainment,"” not a matter nf ;
teultural beritage"” or any other superstition.

All of the biographies nf Shakeepeare are
filled with conjecture. As Mark Twain long
ago pointed out, Shakespeare'e biogrspbera
ant the way Cuvier did when be imaginatively
reconstructed a prehistoric animal from a
bit of tail bone. Let's exsmine the flaking
vestiges of coccyx on which the Stratford
theory rests.

First, no contemporary document or ref-
erence identifies William Sbakspere of Strat-

- an an autbor.

Second, no contemporary document or ref-
arence describee tbe anthor of the Shake-
spearean works as a Stratford man.

Third, oo contsaporary document or refer-
ence deecribes Shakspere as an sctor: gos=-
sip spread after bis death states that be
played bit parte; accnrding to a family leg-
end, be beld the horses of gentlsmen outside
& London theater.
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Fourth, in an age of eulogies and ele-
 giee, none appeared when Shakspere died
in Stratford.

Fifth, though Willias Camdsn, tbe Eliz-
abethan and Jacobean chronicler, praises
the suthor Sbakespeare in his book, Re-

- mainee, he faile to mention the paaeing
of Shakspere in bie Annals for 1616 or
anywhere slee.

Sixtb, Shakepere's parente were iilite
eratee, There ie no evidence that be
sver croeeed the threshold of e echool.
Hie daughter, Juditb, was an illiterste.

Seventh, after bis "retirement" to
Stretford, bie main intereets were desl-
ing iz malt and real sstete and preseing
suite for petty debts,

Eighth, in a Last Will and Teetament
famoue for the specific bequest of e
seoond-beat bed (an afterthought), tbere
i® no mention of books or manuscripts.

- And finally, tbe only specimens we have
7 of Will Shakspere's writings are six baree
1y legible signaturae, all dating from

the last four yeare of his life, and all
on documente concerning real estate or
legal matters. The first syliable of the
last name in all six signatures ie epelled
28 it was pronounced, "Shack! or “Shalk,"
not “Shaike."

Woat facte are there to support ths Ox=-
ford theory? I will taks tbe space bere
to mention only some of the more ispors-
tant ones. Tha argument is fully devels
oped and documented in J. Thomas Looney'e
"Shakespsare' Identified, recently edited
and expanded to two volumes hy Rutb Loyéd
Miller and iesuad by ths Kannikat Press.

First, contemporary rsfersnces eetabw
1lish Edward de Vere, the 17th Earl of QOx=-
ford, as & dramatiet of outstanding a-
chisvement«~""the heste among us for Comm
edie.”" No play known to have Lheen write
ten hy him survives under his own nams.

: Second, hs was ¢ gifted Lyric poet.
' Some eperimens survive--but too few to
Justify the references to him as a pro-

lific writer of poetry, and the praise beaped
on him by Elieabethan writers,

Third, in his youth de Vere patronized and
took an active jnterest in the Euphuistic
movenent .

Fourth, two of tbe books with tbe greateet
influence on Shakespeare were Ovid's Meta.

porphoees and Chaucer's poems: de Vers was

tutored hy hie uncle, Artbur Golding, at the
time Golding was translating the Met (A LH
¢ contexporary document shows that de Vere
purchased a Chaucer,

Fiftb, de Vere studied in and received de-
greee from both Oxford and Cambridge Univerw
gitiea; he also studied law et Gray'e Ino.

8ixtb, de Vere traveled widely in Eurcpe
and felt a special attraction for Itsly--tbe
keanly portrayed scene of many Shakespearean
Plays.

Seventh, de Vere was a lease~holder of the
Bisckfriars Theater and financed st least two
theatricel companies of men and boye,

Eighth, de Vere patronized Thomss Nash,
Georgs Peel, Robext (rean, Anthony Munday,
John Daviee, Nicholas Hill, Willias Byrd, and
other Elizabethan writers, poets, playwrights,
musioisns, and scientists; John Lyly was for
B time his private secretaryi vsrses by hia
were hound witb those of Thomas Watson, the
poet, playwright, and friend of Chrietopher
Marlows. In short, he was associmted witb
every Elizsbethan writsr whom, according to
the believars in the Stratford theory, Shake-
gpeare lesarned from, rewrote, and plagiarized.

Ninth, ds Vere wrote an intraduction to,
and financsd the publication of, Thomas Bed-
ingfield's transiation of Cardanus Comfort-—-
a source for Hamlst which some Shakespaarean
echolars conaider to he “"Hamlet's book," the
book Hamlet carriee witb him on stage.

Tenth, Polonius has hean identified hy
scholars as e caricature of Wiilliam Cecil,
Lord Burghlsy--de Vere's fatber-in-law. (For
anyone familiar with de Vere's life, Hamlet
raade like autohiograpby., It was his etndy
of thie play which caused Freud to fevor ths
Oxford tbheory. For a recsnt and thorough
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snalyeie of Hamlet as a literary product
of de Vere'e life, aoe Bronson Feldman's
Hamlet Himself.)

Finally, Thomas Nash referred to de
Vere as "Gentle Master William'; de Vere
has heen recognized as the live model for
Willie in Edmund Speneer'e Shepherd's
Calendar., De Vere was known at court as
“Spear-shaker''; hie boyhood creet, as Vie-
count Bulbec, displays & lioo shaking a
SpRal's

But to sumsarize the case for Edward de
Vsre, thes 17th Earl of Oxford, ae the au-
thor of Shakeepeare's worke, I could not
do hetter than to quote from the firet
chapter of J. Mitchell Morse'e hook,
merely replacing Professor Moree's refer~
eoce to Nabokov with Shakespeare, and in=-
eerting the namee of some of Shakespeare's
playe where he lists titlee hy Nabokov:

Given Shakespeare'e ohvicualy super-
ior intelligeoce, it is quite possibhle
that he would have written something
eveo if he had not grown up under such
suparior conditiona; but it is incone
ceivahls that such complex Jewels as
Ant and Cleopstra, Hamlet, and King
Lear could have been made by 8 mono-
lingual san trained not in literature
hut in hookkeeping; and all the evi-
decce indicates that an illitersts man,
however great hie native intelligence,
could have written nothing. It is em~
harraseing to point cut sowething so
ohvious, but alas...it is nacessary.

EDITOR'S NOTE

The tardiness of this lesue of the Newe-
Letter is s result nf the ueual cnmpla;nt.
‘extrese preoccupaticn in ths careers of
both Executive Vice-Preeident (who also
douhles as editnr of 3.0.5.'s official ore
gan)} and the Secretary-Treasurer (who has
had to assume the hurdeo of editorship of
thie issue!). As we keep telling the
Board of Trustees at sach year'e annual
conference, S.0.5. memhers must taks their
chances if they insist on nur contiousnce
at the helm! OCur livelihoods depeod on

many other things which take priority over ans
swering corrsspondence promptly, mailing ont
materials to new mesmbers promptly, nr even ‘
getting out o Newsletter within the time frame
indicated on our amssthead. 35o don't be a-
iarmed, please, if we fail as ''pen pale." Bs
sssured we are nnt dead, Jjust overworked.

In the Newsletter of Fali-Winter 197576,
there appeare an article co pagee 2 and 3 at-
tributed to the Society's late preeident,
Richsxrd C. Horne, Jr. The article, entitled
James Wilmwot, ac Early Doubter, wae found in
typewritien form among Mr. Horns's reeearch
papers shortly hefore hie unfortunate passing
in March 1976. From certsio remarks Mr. Horne
mad at the time, the Newsletter editor was led
to helieve that thie typescript, like othere
in the same file folder, was of Mr. Horne's
aothoraship.

Quxr ever-alert Honorary Presideot Chalton
Oghurn, Jr. hrought to our attention earlier
this ysar that the resi author of thie are
ticle eppeare to have been Professor Samiel
Schoanhaum, who described Wilmot'e career
in his hook Shakespeare's Livss {Oxford, 197" .
We checked our copy amnd, to our dismay, fom
that Schoanbaun was indeed the author (pp. S4se
Sk7), & fact which nevsr would have occurred
fo us, so gentle was Frofessor Schoenhaum with
hie suhject~-io contrast with the character
istic snidery meted out to other doobtere of
the Stretford mythoe, living or dead.

The Editor of the Newsletter regrets this
inadverteot "cribhing' nf Tessor Schoene
heum's material, and offers thie helated apole
ogy to him and his puhlisher, Oxfords

Two errors appear io our Fall, 1977 Newee
letter. The first, oo page 2, eecond cnle
umz, linss 15-16, should resd “E. Jimmes
Steio, a recent Ph. D. in Theater," etc.

The secood, on page 10, line 71, ehould read
"esscannot he earlier than Harsnett's Dece

laratioo (160%)."
-~Gordon €. Cyr, Editor

The Society's thanks go to Vice~Presidents %
5. Colum Gilfillan and Dr. Francis Horoe for 5
their geoeroue contributions to aid rasenrch.
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.’I'HE QUEST FCR SHAKESPEARE'S MANUSCRIPTS

Charlton Ogburn
Honorsry Prealdent, Shakaspears Oxford Society

In June 1972 Harper's Magazine carried an
article of mine advancing tha theory that
the inscriprtion on the monument to "Shakew
apaare" in the Stratford church ssemed to ba
telling us that Shakespeare's manmiscripts
were concealed withinw-an interpretation with
which other circumstances aeemed to fit.
{The easance of the thaory had heen published
tan yeara before in a smali magazina put out
by Francia Carr in London.) Howevar, as I
reported in tha article, Levi Fax, director
of the Shakaspeare Birthplace Trust, was not
interested in seaing what I had to say since
ha would not in any avant agree to an exae
eination of tha monument.

Now, the proposition that a priceless lite
erary treasure was cached in the Stratford
monument seems fantaatic, sven absurd., I
should certainly hate to staka my life on
its proving correct, But equally I should
hata to ataka my 1ife on its proving wrong.
Many if not all of Shakespeare's plays were
printed without ths mamuseripts! baing availe
able to the publishsr, and it ia difficult
to believe that anyone would have discarded
these in the abssnce of accurate copies,

Ard if the inseription on the monument does .
not mean what I resd it to mean, no one in
three and a half centurias haa been able to
explain it,

The articls brought many lettera urging a
search of the monument, some with an offer
to contribute to the costs, and several were
printed in the August Ha rig, Since the
Engliah profesaors could evidently find no
eritical flaw inthe theory one might have
hoped that they would havs aupported such
a aearch on the grounds that nothing was
lost by looking into the monument and that

no possibility of uncovsring the manue
scripts, however slight, should be nee
glected. But apart from one vituperstive
profeasor at Temple University, who showed
how wrong my key assertions were by the
aimpla expediert of misguoting them, the
profesaoriate rsmained silent as Shake
epere's tomb.

Several months later I recaived a telew
rhone call from Byron Rogers of the Daily
Telegraph in lLomion, He told me that the -
Shakespeare Birthplsce Trust had nc au-
thority over the monument and that if 1
were interested in foliowing up my theory
I should aubmit a Petition for Faculity to
the Diocesan Raglistrar of Coventry asking
permiagion to open the putativa rapository;
then, if significant opposition to the ree-
quest were voiced, s consistory court would
be calied to dacide the matter, ¥ rom the
Ragistrar, 5, L. Pernn, who anticipated that
80 many persons would wish to be heard, ine

' cluding "highepowered® onss, that tha courts

usual quarters would be inadequate, T leamw
ed that the costs of the hsaring could be
assessed at the court'e discretion, With
the full weight of tha Shakespeare establish-
ment against me, I could see myeelf turned
down and stuck with the full costa, 1 could
not assums an open-ended obligation that
might run to thouaands of doliars,

Meanwhile, Byron Rogers had come out with
an article on my queet in the Daily Tels=-
graph Magazine of January 26, 1973, under
tha amusing titls of Bard Thou Never Wert?,
in which he reported the views he had 80~
licited from irterested peraons, A local
mason aaid there would bs no diffienlty in
opening the monument and Peter Quannell ard
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lvor Brown derided my theory, without having
troubled to read my sxpoeition of it, The
article was reprinted from Athene and Durban,
South Afriea, to Boeton, Chicego, and Cleve-
lard. Ths Englieh facultiese remsined mute,

Thers the mattsr rested until September 24,
1973, when ths prese reported z news confer-
enes st which John louther, & journalist
with the Mutual Broadcasting System, had o=
pounded his own theory, baeed on e "cipher
rhyme-schema," that the inseription on the
monument told of the manuecripte! preeence
within, A week later ths prses reported
that tha Stratford church had been broken
into by unknown pereone, who hed pried ths
bust locss from the monument ard "attecked
the etone plinth in which they thought doeuw
merte might be hidden." Ths superintendsnt
of polics eaid it had required thres large
detectivse to restore the bust to ita placs
--with difficulty.

So it appeered thst at least three hefty
men had invaded a church which ths vicar had
told Byron Rogere "we deren't lesave unoccu-
pied because of souvenir hunters® and busied
themselves with lowering e 300~ or AOQw
pound sculpture from its nichs, subeequently
chiseling into ths bass. In all this they
were undetected and had no fear of detscw
tion, for it seems that they swept up eftar
themselvee! No photograph showing the dam-
age wae published. Nc vow to apprehend the
miscreants wes heard, no help from Seotiard
Tard sought. But ths authoritiss were now
inthe happy position of baing able to rew
Jject eny plea for an examination of the
monument on tha grounds that one had beasn
made end, es Dr, Fox stressed, had shown
thst there was no cavity or hiding.plaes,

1t wge by nc means cleer to me, howsver,
thst the sxcavation-wa mattar of inches, it
was reported--had astabliehed any such thing,
1 expressed my misgivings to Louls Marder
of ths Univereity of Illincis at Chicago Cim
cls when he aeked me what information I
could eupply on the bresk«in, Tha result
wae that in an artiele in his Shakespes
Newsletier on ths eubject Profesecr Marder
took occasion to misrspresant my views on
ssvasral iesues for the purpose of subject-

ing we to ridiculs. My protest wee neith
printed nor acknowledged and my eppeal for
honesaty to the acting desn of his collsge,
Richard M, Johneon, was similarly unheeded,
But that was to have bean expected,

From ths start, it hae been repeatedly .
suggasted thet an slectronic device might
be available to identify e hollow within
ths monument, However, es 1 wyrote in tbe
August 1972 Harpspris, "on ths outside
chancs that ths mamiecrirte, if they were
once cached in the monument, have bean re-
moved and tha chamber f£illed, 1 should
rathsr hold out for a more thorough exam-
ination.* In any cses, efforte to locats
a devics equxl to ths lob proved futile,

This spring, howsver, 1 had s letter
from a member of a highly respected re-
ecarch organization who wrote that he and
his associatee were applying high-technol-
ogy methods to archaeclogy and felt that
tha Shakssposre manuseripte were worthy of
e substantiasl effort, By that time 1 wae
rsady to welcome even an electronic plumb
ing of the monumert and responded with ea
gsrnese, This was whatted by further cor-
respondence, But there srose the mattsr
of coste, To serd a technician to England
with %"one or twe foot-locksre® of equip-
ment and to meintain him there long enough
to do his work, $2500 saemed to me ampls,
The organizationts figure, however, wae
$10,000, "en srbigrary one to some extent
in that processing amaller proposale causes
intsrnal probleme," For me euch an smount
ie out of the question, Moreover, even if
& positive reading reeulted, permieeion to
open the monument would etill hevs to be
obtained--though eurely ths preospect would
be much improved if a cevity had bean de-
tseted, (I am assuming, perhaps unwarran-
tably, that ths church avthorities could
hardly object to pointing & sourding de-
vice et tha monument,) Accordingly I have
proposed that the project be put on ice un-
til the erd of next yeer, By then 1 hope
that pressrt undertakings by membsrs of
the Soclaty will have given the Stratford

~ man the coup de grace and that mary new

doors will have opened up for ue,



SUMMER, 1978

Meanwhile, those inclined fo an ironic
view of human affairs may be srmised hy the
double spectacle of the Englieh profeesors
afreid to 1ift a finger to encourage a fol-
lowsup of the Harperle erticle theory lest
it lead to ths discovery of the manuseripta
and the collapse of Shakespearesn orthodoxy
-and of ecciety etarding by aheep-like, so
benunbed by the convemtionslity of its
thought (so-called) that it will not brush
opposition eside ard direct.e mason to pere
form ¢ few hours' work to determine if 2
literary cache of michlese worth ie within
its graep,

NEW BOOKS OF INTEREST TO OXFORDIAHS

by H. W. Patience
Secretary, English Chapter,
Shakespeare Oxford Sceiety

SHAKESPEARE THE ELIZABETHAN - by A.L, Rowee,
Ususl torthodox' approach, profueely 11-
Justrated,

VAUX OF HARROWDEN - (Contains the poems of
Lord Vaux), J, Thomas Loonsy, in Shaks-
epeare Identified, claims that Lord Ox-
ford, in his earliest poetic efforts,
”built upon the foundations that Jord
Vaux had laid® and points out that "Sheke-
epeere’ sdepted one of the Vaux poems for
the use of the gravedigger in Hanlet,

SHADOWS ON A THRONE - A novel by Julist

Dymoke, This ia Macbeth in the form of
a novel, (Recormended),

PROUD NCRTHERN LADY - The lives of the Clif-
ford family of Northumbsrland., (See King
Henry VI, Part 2, for lord ¢lifford and
"Young Clifford“s.

LIVES OF THE TUDOR AGE, 14B85+1607 by Amn

Hoffman (1977).

This handeome volume contains 308 short
biogravhiea of men and womsn who were promi-
nerd In the Tudor age. The book ie 1llusw
trated with 8¢ contemporanecus pertraites and
‘contains accounts of individuals who were

sctive during the yeare between the accem-
sion of Xing Henry VII and the dsath of
Queen Elizabeth I, In ite papse we find

" agecounts of auch statssmen as Thomss More,

Thomae Cromwell, Francis Bacon and William
and Robert Cecil, There ara livee of church-
men and martyrs like Thomas Cranmer, Fdmund

. Campion, Nicholas Ridley and Thomas Woleey;

seamen ard adventurere like Drake, Cebot,
Frobisher and Raleigh; poets and dramstiete
euch as 'Shaksepeara?, Sidnsy, Spenser, Mar-
lowe and Drayton,

Bdward de Vsre, Ssventeenth Earl of Ox-
ford, is allocasted a complete short chapter,
Although it is interesting to find him ds~
scribed as e dramatist, the usuel orthodox
epithets are conjured up for an appraisement
of his character - "neurctic", "wayward",
unsteble but talented", etc,

"The sarl was best known to his contem-
poraries &8s & courtisr and for his patrone
age of men of letiere such as Lyly. Only
in the twentieth century has he emerged as
e strong {sic) contender for the authorehip,
or part-guthorship, of Shakespears's plays”,

We are also informed that nong of Oxford's
drama has survived, but some iwenty-three
lyrica heve been ldertified as his,

There follows a short list of '"Oxfordiant
literaturs, including Shakespeare Idsnti-
fied by J. Thomas Looney and Who Was Shake-
spears? by Society membsr Hilda Amphlett,

There is alec an account of ths 1ifs of
Sir Francis Vere, but, curicualy, no men-
tion of lord Oxford's other famous cousin
- Sir Horatio Vere,

PRESUDICE AND SHAKFESPEARE--(CONT INUED
by Gorden £. Cyr

We have had ¢considsrable resder response
to Warren Hope's articls published in our
last Newsletter. Mr., Hopa's helpful little
digest of the arguments against Shaksperef’s
(of Stratford) and in favor of Edward de
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Verete authorehip of Shakeepeare'a works was
originally intended ae a contribution to
Lellepe Englieh, officially dascribed in ite
letterhead as "an Officisl Journal of the
National Council of Teachers of English,"

Cur readere ehould find the following corw
resrondence of interest in that it shows how
much work remains to be done to achieve even

those beginninge of "detente” with the ortho-

dox academicians, aoc hopefully broached by
Helen Cyr at our last annual eonference, We
print below both Collepe Enplish editor Rich-
ard Ohmannta letter of rejection {complete
with revealing footnote ard Warren Hope's
response, which, in our opinion, ia unan.
swerabls,

Dear Contributor:
We are eorry that we ecannot uee

your manuacript in COLLEGE ENGLISH, and
we are returning it herewith,

Thank you for letting ue consideyr
it, Please try us again when you have
gsomething that might be suitable for COLm
LEGE ENGLISH,

Sincerely yours,
Richard Ohmann
Dear Professor Hope:

Ws ese this note not primerily as
8 reaponse to what waa after all a kimd
of an aaide in Morsele article (snd
that article ia now almoat four years
old), but as an ettampt to reopen the
Shakespears authorship controversy, afe
ter it has been virtually dead within
the ecadamy for meny decades. Itte pose
aible that the controversy should be
raopenad, but if ao, it will need to be
reopened with new evidence, or with a
fullwscale argument showing why the ee-
tablishment has erred in dismiseing the
existing evidence,

R' O.
Dear Profesaor Ohmann:

Thank you for considering for pub-
lication and commenting on my note, Pred-

wice and Shakeapeare,

I'd lika to respon*
to the objections to it which you raise, :
Of couree I intended to open the Shakeperew
Oxford debate "within the academy." (We
really can't epeak of reopening a debats
which hae never been held. If you oan di-
rect me to the writings of any academician
which show the facts of the Oxford caas to
be Talse, or the reaeoning applied to thome
facta faulty, I'd appreciate that informaw
tion. So far ae I've been able to deter.
mina, the Oxford argument has been ignored,
ridiculed, end attacked, but naver answered.)
But, I would argue that airing the debate,

in brief, was the only fair way to respond
to Profeaeor Morea,

1 eleo reelize that Professor Morsels
falee descrirtion of the motives of Oxw
fordiana represents little nmore than an g
side, But that eside is of importance for
his entire theme: because of his profepw
eional prejudice he falsely aesigns class
prejudice to cthere-~including me, This
brings us to your sugpestion that there is
a need for a "fullwscale argument showing
why the establiehment has erred in diamis-
sing the existing evidence.” Suraly Profe. .-
eor Morse's book provides the anewer: pred.-
udics, as defined by Skeat, "a prejudgement,
an i1l opinion formed beforehand." Frofes-
sor Morse elaborates:

In attitude and balief it is not necesw
sarily e matter of being wrong about mat.
tere of fact-~i,e., of being uninformed
or mieinformed or aimply fallible; it is
rether a matter of being infellibls: of
being unable to concaive that any othar
attitude or belief is poesible excspt as
an eberration or a perversity,.

The eetabliahment has not so much erred
in dlsmiesing the existing evidence aa it
has, by ard large, pretended that the evie
dence doee not exist., If you would be inw
terested in an article--a full-scale arguw
ment-~examining the trestment of the (xford
argument by acedemicians and the academic
prese, plezse let me know, I'd ba happy to
prepare one for you,

I see no need for new evidence until i
academy™ deals with the evidence which has
been gathered over tha pest aixty years,
Nonstheless, 1 mention two recent works
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which contain such evidencs in my note,

I recognize end in my note atats that Pro-
fsssor Moraels srticle appeered in Collegzs
English almcet four years ago, But the
falas chargs hs made then was recently re-
iseued in book form. That is what I wished
to enswer, I turned tc your pagea for the
opportunity to enswer becauees the statement
first appeared in them, But la timelinese
to the point? What was timely about Pro-
fassor Moras's unsupported accuesation four
yeara ago? What compelled him to beat a
theoretical horss which "has been virtually
dead within the academy for decedea™ with
the stick of claass prejudice?

Yours,

Warren Hope

OXFORDIANA FROM MENSA

. We were pleased to receive from E, Jimmee
Stain of New York a copy of her recent erti-
¢le in the March 1978 lesue of Mphasis "the
newslstter of Creater New York Mensa, Inc.J
which feetured her story with a cover illus-
tration of what the incomperable Sir George
Greenwood deseribed as the Mhydrocevhalous
Droeshout eignboard,®

Dr, Stein's four-page eesay, entitled "To
Believe or Not to Believe," represents a
compendium of the argumente, familier to
5.0.5. members, which support the case for
Edward de Vereta candidacy ae "Shakeepeare,”

In dealing with the contention of many
that the authorehip does rot matier (since
"we have the playe"}, Dr, Stein delivers a
telling blow to such orthodox complacency
by quoting Samuel Terrient's critique of Job.
"But etructure is not ths only coneidera~
tion to which the would~be student must
give himself if he would dig at ell below
ita surfece. He muet familiarize himself
eleo with the historical eituation out of
thich the poem sprang. All of the greet
~lassics,..speak in the name of the agee...
that speaks best to ell epges which best

speaks to its own egs, Of what it speaks
is one thing: to what it speaks is of
acarcely lesa importance, Lift it out of
its moment in the marech of the years, and
its voice grows prelatively muffled and in-
distinct,”

"Thus," Dr, Stein concludes, "with Shalke-
speare’s plays, to have them intheilr sn-
tirety, we must know of what they epeak,
to whom they wsre apoken, and, above all,
by whom they were apoken,"

We regret that we must enter a small
quibble over cone of Dr. Steinta inferences
in en otherwise impeccable presentetion,
The incluelon of Ralph Waldo Emerson,
Charles Dickens, snd Nathaniel Hswthorne
in a list of "those who doubted that the
man from Stratford wrote thes Shakespeare
canon” cannot be maintained on the strength

of these men's publiehed stetements, el-
though scme of theae do inmdicate {in Emer-
son's cage pertlculerly) some degree of
doubt about the Stratfordien mytholegy,

100K NOT ON HIS PICTURE

Ws do not provose to enter the frey crs-
eted by one of Dr, leslie Hotaon'a letest
marets nests, Sgkeag%g re by Hilliardi
Portrait Deciphered, {(Chatto & Windus, 1o ),
Dr, Hotason has always seemed to us a bell-
wether only to the more desperate Strat-
fordians—wanxious for any poesidle holy rel-
ic, no matter how ephemeral, thet would _
leap the unbridgeeble chasm seperating the
Stratford malteter from cur Immortel Poet,
{Shakespearean scholers who have been eo
quick to ridicule the Baconian and other
ent i-Stratfordian cryptogrem eeekers must
heve cringed at Hotson's 1964 opus, Mr,

W, H,, in which the author finds an elab-
orete cods in the Sonnets, proving to his
own satiefaction that his perticuler can-
dideta)is the one and cnly poasible Mr,
W, H,!

leslle Hotson'a most recent wild gocee
chase ls expended on yet anvther ambig-
uouely titled Hilliard miniature, "Portrait
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of a man claeping s hand from & cloud,”
which Hoteon fondly hopee ie a hitherto
unacknowledged prseentation of "Shakew
epearete’ visags, This sort of wishful
thinking has been going on at least ss lorg
as James Friswell ‘e hopeleasly muddled ine
vestigation of another Hilliardew"Portrait
of 8 young man leaning against a trestm.
and contains as 1little avidenca to sustain
it.

Mr, Harcld Patience, ths Secretary of our
Englieh chaptsr, hae sent ue his thoughte
from tims to time sbout the poseibility of
Lord Oxford bsing the subject of Hilliardts
painting, But our sdvice to Oxfordiane--on
both eides of the Atlanticewis to forget it,
Juet conaldsr ths acurcs, as well as Dy,
Hot.eonts previous track record!

Maanwhile, it is interesting to nots that
Stratfordians eeeking portraite of the
great playwright seem inevitably drawn ¢o
subjacts wearing the lace ruffs of the
Elizabethan aristocracy. As Charlesz W. Bar-
rell reminded us long ago, laws regulating
the drese of various eocial claseee ware
enforeed in Tudor timee, 8 fact which rulee
out Hotson's hypothesie that Shakspere of
Stratford could be Hilliard'a aubjiset in
this instance,

COMMON SENSE ABOUT "SHAKE-SPEAREW
by Louis E, M, Alexis

fAs members will reeall, the death of
Louis E. M, Alexia, an English member
of 5.0.5., cccasional eontributor to
our Newaletter, and teachsr at Seven-
oaks School in Kent, was noted in the
Winter, 1972 issue of the Nswslettar,
The following article-.written by Mr,
Alexis for student readsra of Seven-
caka Schoolts publieation, Cry, A
Magazins of Thoupght~~was discovered
recantiy by the S.0.5, editorial staff.]

There are many pathe the atudent not cone
tent to be a sheep can follow, to find out
the truth about the authorehip of the
Shakespesrean works, One ie to go to the

“town library and get ot "Who Was Shake-
speare?" by Hilda Amphlett, the bock which

at approximately 3 p.m, on Saturday 12th
August 1967 in the reading room of the =
British Mueeum gave me my Damascus Road
experience, altering my entire perspective,
Another way is to look at the name "Shake-
speare” iteelf, The word was so spelt in
most of its appearancss from 1593 onward,
and the hyphen is of the utmost importance, .
Among the Elizabsthane it was the recognized
way of aignalliing a pssudonym, The Puritan
pamphletesr "Martin Mar-prelste” was ueing
the same davice at abowt the same period,

and everybody knew it meant "The monkey
(Mertin was the regular appellstion of such
creatures) who iz roughing up ths biehope?.
Nobody eupposed that the man's baptismel

nams was Marprelate, or anything like it,

In fact wa atill don't know for certain who
hs wes, Similarly "Shake-apeare™ mesnt the
Jouster or the wislder of the spesr, ami

the mants real name cannot have reasembled
this in any way, ctherwlee there wae no

point in using a pseudorym and the hyphena-
tion then becomee imexplicsble, This rulee
out William Shaksper of Stretford straight
away: hie real name is far too close to
the pssudonym, Vi

"But" eay some people "even if we accept
the argument eo far, how does Fdward de Vere
come into it? Could not the awthor have
been goms Elizabethan nobleman, not otherw
wise k»'wn to history, indifferent to fame,
conten: merely to pour out of the cornucopia
of his genius those marvellous intellectusal
trsasures?” No, he could not, The author
ie very anxious that we ehould know his nanme.
He was svidently FORCED, by the queen pre-
sumably or by lord Burghley, to publish un-
der a pseudonym, but he took a mischievoua
delight in beating the censorehip by cipherw
ing in his name snd title wherever he saw
a chsnce. Our suapicions should have been
aroused by eonnet 76, line 3:

Every word doth almost asl) my nanme,

Why was it necessary for his name to bs
"sold" or "betrayed"? Was it being hiddsn?
The name "William Shakespeare" appeare bold-
ly on the tHle pags., THAT was not being
hidden, ERGO, it was & falee name and thy
real one was differert. How then does "ew.;”
word® ALMOST betray it? N is an anagram
of "Eyword Ver" which is ALMCST "Edward Ver!,
a2 spelling often used by the esrl., A mere
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?

coincidence, you say, But if we look at
the words "evar®” and "avery" as thsy are
uaed in the works it igs remarkabla how of-
ten such coincidences occur, Take Hamlet
1 5 189 -

O cursed epite, That ever I was born
to set it right.

This could mean "hat I, E Ver, was born,,,"
and ths interjection "O" in the near vicin-
ity helpa out the suggeetion, Or take
Hamlet 1 2 BO, where ths prince {the sarl's
fullest autobiogravhical portrait) says it
is not his actorts trappings

That can denote me truly,

But "truly" in lLstin is VERE, 50 the sarl
is telling the quesn {for whom, ultimatsly,
all his piays were written) that there is
much more in him, the ecion of ths "fight-
ing Veres", than a mere player,

Thers are scoree and ecores of such -
~blguities, all playing on tha name or titles
of the Harl of Oxford and of nobody elas,
leaet of all Shaxper of Stratford, Ard the
argument about Yeoincidencs” gets wesker md
weaker with every discovery.

Just as Edward de Vere is seen peeping out
all over the place in the Shaksspearean text,
%0 hs pseps out from beneath ancther kind
of Shaksspearean overlay in that pretentious
shrine of Stratfordian ideolatry, the Folger
library in Washington., In 1597 a portrait
of the earl was painted holding a book
*bound richly up and strung with crimson
etrings?, It now appeare in the Folger li-
brary -~ but as a portrait of William Shak-
sper of Stratford! How was this achieved?
Very simply: by overpainting, that is, by
forgery, Thia plecs of impudence waa un-
masked in 19L0O by C. W, Barrell, a photog=
rapher using x-ray and other techniguee,
who proved that the forehead had been raised
to produce an impression of beldness, the
nobleman's ruff painted over to loock like
a commenerts neckplecs, the coat-ofwarms of
Oxford's wife blanked out, the Vere boar on
the signet ring clumsily obscured, amd the
date altered to fit Shaxper's age at 47, i.e,
1597 altered to 1617, Barrell's masterly

. to the naive by the foolish,

research, bring the cold, dispsasiomats
eye of sciencs to bear on thie emotivs
question, proved three things: that ons
man had been allowed to steal ths identity
of another, that ths thisf was Shaxper of
Stratford, and that ths vietim was the

-~ 17%th Earl of Oxford,

Giles Dawson of the Folger library sug-
gested that Barrall had *doctored™ the
photographs tut when Barrell sued him for-
libel, hs apologized and withdrew his gl
legation, The Stratford attribution is
therefore a lle, buttreseed by crime, taught
Vere had pre-~
dicted this:

But I, once gone, to all the world must
dis,

S0 he eigh;e.d in a sonnet, Perhaps # will
be tha glory of our generation {much in nsed
of glory) to have reaurrscted him,

Tin the 1609 Quarto, the word appears as
"sel," in which the "s" has the same f-like
character (common in older English typog-
raphy) as_in the preceding word "almost,®
{Edn notd

EDITOR'S NOTE

This is the last iesue of the Shakespeare
Oxford Society Neweletter of which I (or,
on occaaion, Mrs, Cyr) will be editor. The
Societyts Honorary Preaident, Charlton
Ogburn, Jr., has kindly consented to as-
sume the editorshin. A4s our members know,
My, Ogburn's quslifications for this burden
are of the highsst order, inasmich as he
has enjoyed a long career aa a profeasional
writer, 1 will retain the poet of Fxecutive
Vice~Presidsnt, and material submitted for
the Newsletter may either be sent to me or
to Mr. Ogburn at hia home address,

Ths weekend of COctober 13 = 15 is scheduled
for our third annual conference, to be hsld
in Philadelphia, Further details will folw
low in early September,

Gordon C, Cyr, Editor
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FHILIP PLATT'S LIBRARY

A while ago, we received a communication
from 5.0.3. mamber Philip Platt of Mystie,
Connecticut inquiring about college or uni-
vergity librariee to whom he could donate
hie ample collection of books, c¢circulars,
pamphlets, and 5,0.5, Newslettiers dealing
with the Shakespeare~Oxford question. Bew
fore we could effectively anewer him, we
were pleased to receive a second card from
Mr. Platt, informing us that his collection
had gone to the Elizabeth Club of Yale thiw
veraity, whose nembers (over 3000} will now
have easy acceas to valuable Oxfordiana,

MILLERTANA

In the procass of filing some recent cor-
reepondance, we came acrose a letier — al-
most two yeare old -~ that ia typleal of
some of the interesting tidbits we receive
from time to time from Ruth loyd Miller.
Since this letter containa materisl Mrs,
Miller discovered after publiehing J,T.
loonay'e eeeay on "The Sidney~CecilmOxford
Triangle® in her 1975 edition of JShakespeare
Identified =« and since this material has
not, ae far ae we know, been published —w
members will be interested, we are certain,
in some of Mre, Millerte conments,

She writes, "1 have focuszed some asttention
on the most interesting exchange of lettars
between Lord Wentworth and Lord Burghley
when they were negotlating the marriage of
Wentworth'e aon Wiliiam and Burghley's daughe-
tar Elizabeth, circa 158%1." Mras. Miller
then finds many parallels to the 71569 Sid=-
ney=Burghley negotiationa for the hand of
the older daughter, Arnme Cecil, Notingtht
Anne's snd Oxford'e marriage contraet has
not yet come to light, Mre, Miller adopts
Locney'e supposition that (xford probably
negotlated it himself, to his own disadvane
tage., She infere, from tha comparisons of
Burghley's correspondence with Sidney and
Wentworth, that Burghley most probably strude
some hard bargaing wlth his noble ward.

"It was Anne's unwaverihg obedlence to her
parents,” Mrs, Miller writes, "which seemed

to be at the root of the Oxfords! marital
troubles, an obedience masde eaeler and re-
enforced by Burghlay keeping the young
couple under constant aurveillsnce in his
own residences. Both the Sidney and Wentw
worth documenta contain the provise: the '
young couple shall for a period of time
make their home with the Burghleyts, Not
a condition partiecularly conducive to mare
ital happiness in that day or thie." In
this connection, Mre. Miller recalls the
lines of Rosalind in As You Like It (1IV,
1, 54 - 59):

Ay, of a snail; for though he comes
slowly, he carrias his houss on his

head:; a better lointure, I think, than
you make a woman; besidee, he brings

hia destiny with him,

Mrs, Miller concludee wiih & auggeation
for reeearch: not only further exploration
of the Wentworth and Sidnay papera, but
documents relating to the marriage of Eliz-
abeth ds Vere (Oxford'a daughter) to the
Earl of Derhy, "ae Burghley apparently nee
gotiated the tarme of thie alliance,,.™!

A marital husybody wae this Burghley! Ia
it really any wonder, pace Conyere Read

and othera, that Oxford'e exseperation with
this upstart intruder ehould find ite ultiw
mata expression in Shakeapeare's Polonius?
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CRAIG HUSTON: A TRIBUTE

hy Warren Hope
Trustee, Shakeepeare Oxford Society

Craig Huston, & long-standing and active memher of the Shakeepeare Oxford Society, au-
thor of The Shakeepeare Authorehip Question: ZEvidence for Edward de Vere, 17th Farl of
Oxford and, more recently, a pamphlei bearing the same title, aied on Novemher 15, 19?5,
in Philadeliphisa.

I met Craig Huston in 1972. <Charles Wiener Barrell first told me of a Philadelphia law-
yer named Huston who was an Oxfordian and suggested that I look him up. When I telephoned
Mr. Hueton to introduce myself he responded with unahashed dishelief, eaying repeatedly,
"Let me get this straight. You mean you helieve the EBarl of Oxford was Shakeapeare?" Af-
ter I insisted for the third time that that wae exactly what I meant, he said, "Well, let'e
get together." This phrase was characterietic of him, displaying a sense of eoczahzlzty
and hospitality which ran deep.

Soon after this convereation we met at the Union League in Philadelphia, of which Craig
wae a memher. He approached me, through the ornate gloom of that building's lohhy, dressed
in & derk, veeted, pin-striped suit, offeet hy & colorful tie, howing slightly, and shaking
Aands, and stammering my name, punctuated with a gueetion mark. We lunched in the Sherman
Room on Scotch, talk, and eventnally. scramhled eggs with sausage~-a choice reached followw
ing what I was to learn was Craig's perennial gqueetion when faced with a menu, '"Can you find
something edihle?"

He attended German Town Academy and Princeton, studied law, and hecame s member of the har.
. Except for his time in the Navy, he epent hie life practicing law. When I met him he prac-
ticed on his own, epecializing in eetate work. The filee of hie spartanly furnished office
office hulged with Oxfordiana. But he had started ocut with a large Philadelphis law firm.
He told me that he had tried only one caee. His innate reticence, his reserve, hie dislike
-~almost. loathingw~of theatrical hehavior, were his undoing. Craig withdrew from the courte
room to use his faetidioue intelligence, his honesty, and bis legal knowledge in leee pubw
lic waye.

He had been raised in the social style of FPhiladelphis Society at the turn of tbe century.
Born in 1904, he was active, in his retiring way, in the so-called roaring twenties. He'd
talk of Princeton foothall games followed hy dances with debutantes, of train trips to
lodgee in the Poconce, of parties at tbe Jersey shore, with a sense of joy, not nostalgia.
He did not romanticize the paet hut spoke of it with realism and humor. He once recalled
the result of a convivial evening sponsored hy his father, e distinguished architect, in
their Germantown home. A leading and tipsy Philadelphie politician stumbled in the dark as
ne walked down the path to the street. Deepite the fact that the Huston home wes situated
on a private road, a crew of City of Philadelphia workers was out the next day erecting
street lights, Craig maintained this convivial and social way of life, but without the pol~
itical connectimsand sbenangigans. (He despised politicane and spoke of them with a fierce-
jese which sprang from an unselfconscious sense of right.; When he learned I was to be giar-
ried, he invited my wife-to-be and me for a hang-up dinner at the Philadelpbia Cricket Club,
where he frequently ate. Later, when we invited him to dinner at our spartmant, he appeared
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at the door with a hottle in ome hand and
flowers in the othsr. During and after din-
ner he talked ahout evarything from the EZarl
of Oxford's ewer to Boise Penrose and from
the equal rights amendment to the eccentricw
ities of his former clients. He made every
occaelon & kKind of celebration.

When he began to grow ill and physically
weak, what seemed to concern him most was s
half-joking fear that people would think
him drunk rather than ill. He expressed the
concern with e siy grin and eyes which for
Yeare had smiled et the antics of their own-
er and the human race. '

I notice I've seid little here ahout Craig
as an Oxfordian. I think that's all right,
His book and pamphlet, his discovery of the
Barl of Oxford's ewer in a Philedelphie muw
seums, hie almoet constant stream of letters,
phone conversations, and researches on be-
half of the case for Ldward de Vere, can
speak for themselves, What I wanted to do
hers was suggest the character of the man
and the life which produced those works.

The last time I saw Craig Huston, in All
Saints Hospital, it ssemed to me that he
wished to retire to scrutinize his coming
death in private, much as he had early in
lifs rstired from the courtroom to privately
apply his mind to legal questions and proh-
lems. He was, on the verge of his retire-
ment, as always, extremely polite., "Please
sxcuse me,' he said, "I'm afraid I'm not
vary entertaining.'" That statement seems
to ms now a kind of key to Craig Huston.

He thought the world should he entertsining.
Ee did his best, always, to make it so. It
will he less so without him,

A BOOK QF INTEREST TO OXFORDIANS

by Harold Patience
Secretary, 5. 0. S., English Chapter

ELIZABETHAN LIFE: WILLS OF ESSEX GENTRY AND
MERCHANTS by F. G, Emmison {(Published by
the Essex Record Cffice, 1978),

br, bmmison's interesting volume contains
the wills of 339 16th-century peers, knights,
esquires, gentlemen and merchants, who were

residents of Edward de Vere's native county.

De Vere's own will would have heen included

among them and would surely have made intar-

sating rasding had he not, it would appear,
unfortunataly died intsstate. Several of ths
willis mention the Earl of Oxford, however, of
which the following are examplse:

fenry Golding ''of Little Birch, esquire, 20
March 1576" '
"esoto my executor to pay my debts and leg-
acies the profits of my lease of Campes which
I hold of the right honoursble the Earl of
Oxford for 10 years..."

John Harhottell "of Bradfield, esguire, 2k
September 1575M

".eo.To Elizaheth,..my part of Flatford Mill
in (Bast) Bergholt which I hold (hy copy of
court roll) of the Earl of Oxford..."

Vincant Harrys "of Maldon, esguire, 271 April
575"

"eeothe reat of my inheritance to dsscend to
my heir and to remain in accordance with my
father's will, and I most humhly desire the
Earl of Oxford to hs a patron and an especial
protector, chisfly for payment of my dehts
and legacies and then for the prsservation
of my leaees, to which my very good lord I
give for his peina my hest gslding or horss
of his choice”,

John Turnor "of Crepping Hall in Wakes Colne,
ssquire, 6 Octoher 1578"

"To my wife my lease of the manor of Crspping
Hall in Wakes Colne, Great Tey, Fordham, Mount
Bures, Wormingford and White Colne, which I
hold of the right honourahle the Earl of Ox-
ford; if she die hefore ths lease he expired,
with like remainders. To Thomae Smyth of
Blacimore, gentleman, and Margaret his wife,
uy deughter, my lease of the Ceetle of Campes
{(Camha.) and the demesnes and late parke hs-
longing, late holden of the Earl of Oxford,
in Castls Cempa, Shudy Cemps, Barton and Aeh~
don, on condition thet they ehall discharge
my exscutors as well against the Queen'e Maj-
esty as aginst the Earl of all covenants and
payments to which I stapnd hound hy the laase
eee'' '"To the Earl of Oxford in that he shall
he good to my wife and such poor friends ae

I leave hehind me %40, and, if he die hefore,

the 40 to my Lady his wife...”

2% October 1583%"

o
o

Thomas Armyger 'of Leyer Marney, gentleman,
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Messtnd the lease dr'ghe pareonage improw
" priate of Wickhas {St. Paul?) which I hold
hy indenture of the Earl of Oxford..."

STRATFORDIAN THEATRES 70 HAVE
AN OXFORDIAN RIVAL

The Society has received the exciting news
that an Oxford Theatre is to he estahlished
at Tanglewood, Massachusetts, adjoining the
site of the famous Music Festivais. This
has been made possihle hy the genercsity
and conviction of Dr. Sol Feinstone, Wash=
ington Crosaing, Pennsylvania.

The Performing Artists Cultural Endeswors,

Richard Kapp, Chairman, will rencvate an ex-

isting huilding for the theatre and put on

playe during the seasonw~Shakespeare's and

othere, Lest there he any gquestion as to

the significance of the name Oxford Theatre,

the huilding will fly the de Vere flag.

Moresover, on every program the following
statement will appear:

! With many others 1 am convinced that
" only Edward de Vere, the 17th Earl of
Oxford, could have written, and did
write the '"Shakespeare! plays and Son-
ets.
~~Dr. Sol Feinstone

in reaponse to the appeal of Performing
Artists Cultural Endeavors, Sol contrih-
uted 812,000, enahliing the organization to
complete the acquisition of an estate of
286 sores, including & house that once was
home to the novelist Edith Wharton. One
of the most gratifying featuree of thie
rost welcome and encouraging development is
the plen to create an Oxford Library in the
house. Such a repoeitory for private col-
lectione of hooks and papers on Shakespeare
and Edward de Vere, which up to now have
alwaye heen in danger of dispersal or loss
on the owner's death, has heen a pressing
need from the time when American converts
o the theory of authorship put forth hy &
Thomas looney came together to organize,

. Among the first of those in the United
States to recognize the force of the case
put forward in lLooney's Shekespeare lden-
tified was Sol Feinstone himself, in the
19%0's, Sol, who came %o the Hqited Ststes

as a boy seventy-six years agc, became acw
quainted with Shakeepeare'e piays on the
etage as they were performed hy the Yidw
dieh Theatre in New York.

Memhera of the Society will recall that
in 1977 Sol gave the Society $10,000 to
aseiat Judge Minos D. and Ruth Loyd Miller
in their search of Britiah manuacript cole
lections for items relating to de Vere, to
which they had devoted so much of their
own resources. The gretitude of the Socie
ety, and assurances of its long memory, po
out to Sol a second time.

Tanglewscd is the scene of summer conw
certs hy the Boston Symphony Orchestra and
of the Berkshire Mueic Feetival. It ie
said to attract two million visitors
year. :

As further newa of the Oxford Theater
and Lihrary is received, memhers of the
Society will he informed through the News-
letter. '

5.0.8. THIRD ANNUAL CONFERENCE

A hrief cold snap amidst an otherwise
haimy fall in the middle Atlantic states
ushered in the third conference of the
Shakeepeare Oxford Society, held in ths
Holiday Inn in downtown Philadelphim Ocw
toher 13 ~ 14, Attending the conference
were Gordon Cyr, Executive Vics-Frssident,
who presided over the meeting; Chariton
Oghurn, Jr., Honorary President, who was
accompanied hy hisg wife Verai Mr. and Mrs.
Vern Messner, Mr. and Mra. David Hopkins,
Dr. and Mrs, Bronson Feldman and their
son, Morse Johnscon, Warren Hope, Morris
Kaplan, Margaret Sterhutzel, Richard Levy,
Emmett Salzhurg, and William Hopkins.
{Three prominent memhere wers unahle to
attend, deapite previons plans: Ruth Mil-
ler, Rose {Mrs, So}) Feinstone, and Helen
Cyr, Secretary-Tressurer.)

The conference hegan Friday evening with

- Dr. Cyr announcing several items of husi-

ness: the sad news of Craig Huston's ill
health (see Warren Hope's trihute ahove)
and the death of Philip Platt, learned of
just a few days prior to the conferenceg
a progress report on the forensic study of
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Sbakspere'a six "signatures” by a prominent
Britieb documente exaginer (more details on
this item in a future Newsletter); and ac-
knowledgenents to VicewPresidents S. Colum
Gilfillan and Dr, Francis Horne, and to
members Morse Johnson and Philip Weld, for
their generosity in making this bandwriting
study possible. Not strictly business, but
news of interest, included the announcement
of Gordon Cyr's recent award of the Mary-
land Arts Council Fellowship in musical
composition, Ruth Loyd Miller's absence due
to unexpected business of the Louisisna
State University Board of Trustees, and
Helen Cyr's absence due to her previous ine
vitation to the Governor's Conference on
Libraries (a pre-conference to the forth-
coming White House conference in 1979).
Charlton Ogburn announced the establishment
of the Oxford Theater at Tanglewood, Mas-
sachusetts, by Sol Feinstone (see preced-
ing article). The evening meeting was then
adjourned. '

Saturday morning's events included a read
ing by Rhoda Messner of her recent tele-
vision seript in twelve scenes and epilogue
Ihe Spear~Shaker -- which Mrs. Messper dew
livered in an animated style ~-- followed by
a group discussion of the screenplay. Mrs.
Miller's unfortunate absence was consider-
ably alleviated by her pre-taped presentaw
tion, which discussed both the need and the
conditions for research into Elizabethan
manuscripts by . Socliety members, her own re-
cent findings with respect to the Earl of
Oxford's correspondence, and her anncunce-
ment of a television script competition for
the best TV series on the 17th Earl of Oxw
ford or the Oxfordian theory of authorship.
In tbe first part of ber talk, Mrs. Miller
streseed the need for more research con-
ducted by Oxfordians because of the greater
anount of materiale coming to repositories
in this country (particularly the Univerei-
ty of Texas) which could contain materials
about Oxford that others might well overw
lock, She mentioned also that such Oxford-
ians who might have the time to undertake
such research should become familiar witb
various handwriting styles o the period and
with the 17th Earl's in particular, since
many important documents may be extant in
bhis hand but which are unsigned.

For her own research discussion, Mrs.

Miller bad submitted facsimile exhibits of -
letters in Burleigh's hand, in the Earl o.
Oxford's band, and documents in otber hands,

‘but signed by the Earl. The exhibits con-

tained a sample letter of de Vere!s "Corn-
wall tin-mining" correspondence, the body
of which Mrs. Miller is tranecribing in
collaboration witbh 5.0.5. member William
Fowler. Mrs. Miller concluded her presen~
tation by anncuncing the ™ competition
sponsored by the Deep South Writers' Copn-
ference, detaile of wbicb she said would
scon be forthcoming.

The afterncon's events began witb a book
review by Dr. Bronson Feldman of A.L.
Rowse's The Annotated Shekespeare. In Dr.
Feldman's usual scholarly but breezy style,
the autbor was impeached, not only for
shoddy scholarship, but of a flippant unw
concern for simple accuracy. Pointing out
tbat Rowse'e lavish illuetratione seldom
support hie text, Dr. Feldmsn demonstrated
his central points with a few examples,
such as Rowse's unsbached assertion that
"there is no problem whatever with tbe dat-
ing of Macbeth," placing its composition :
1606, immediately following that of Otbello
-w ""ag if," Dr. Feldman reminded us, Yany-
one could be certain about either play,"
much lese their relative chronological orw
dering! Dr. Rowee apparently etill has no
shame about his badly-demolished hypotbesie
that Emilia Lanier ie the only posaible
Dark Lady of tbe Sonnets, and hia evermore
strident maintenance of thie absurd posie
tion in the absence of any evidence is charw
acteristic, Feldman stated. Discussion fol-
lowing Bronson Feldman'e presentation ale
lowed most of the members present to conw
tribute his or her own particular '"Rowse
horror story." Dr. Feldman advised mem=
bere to alert their local librarians and
school textbook purchaeing agents to be
wary of A.L. Rowse's latest screed.

Following this was a round table discusw
sion, chaired by Warren Hope, entitled “Why
Are We Oxfordians?'" Mr, Hope had circulatw
ed to conference participants an outline
with three main categories, "Reasons for
the Question,""Motives assigned by Critw
ics," and "Motives Assigned by Oxfordi-
ans," Mr, Hope said that he wanted to con-
centrate on the question of motives, since
this seemed to be an area that interested
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thoee unacquainted with or hoetile to the
Mxfordian theory. Diecueeion centered on
two questione, “are we chronic heretics"and
"are we spobs?® Dr. Cyr mentioned that,
for his own part, be wae quite orthodox on
moet matters of anthorsbip and sc«called
“conepiracy theories."” He cited the exam-
ple of J, S, Bach's Concerto in d minor for
clavier and orchestrs, of wbich many prom~
inent scbolars have douhted Bach's suthor-
ship. DBut he pointed out that the problem
here was quite different from that of Shake
speare, inaemuch ae anti-Stratfordians are
not concerned with the assignment of one,
two, or even a dozen works to this particw
ular person, but of the whole body of Shake
speare's works, since contempt for tbe "com
mon man" seeme to abound therein., Other
members mentioned that Tolstoy’s and Charlea
Chaplin's anti-Shakespearean sentimenta ap-
peared to etem from some euch realization.
Morse Johnson capped off the discuseion
with a bon mot: 'Well, I happen to believe
that s man who writes educsted works needs
to have been educsted, and if that makes me
srobhisb, I plead guilty!"

'~ The conference ended with a discussion by
Honorary President Charlton Cgburen about
hie trip to Englaend, where he had visited
witb such doughty Oxfordians of both the
Shakeepearean Authorship Society and the
British chspter of the Shakespeare Oxford
Society ge Nan and Betty Loceely, Harold
Patience, Col. and Mrs. Probert, Lt.~Col.
Jan Kielan (Vice-~President of the S5.0.5.
British chapter), Vice~Admiral Ian McKeogh,
and Verily Anderson {with whom Mr, Ogburn
lunched st london’'s impreeeive Athenaeum
61‘3‘)}.

The gist of President Ogburn's remarke
dealt with tbe stark contrast between tbe
almost “frozen Elizabethan'' environment of
Caetle Hedingham and the "Barnum and Bailey
aspects of Stratford-on-Avon., He felt that
the Sotiety should take steps to improve

the “"P,R." aspects of Oxford as Shakespeare, .

e.Zs Earl of Oxford memorabilia at Castle
Hedingham {sdmittedly a problem with the
preeent ownership), a plague placed on the
site of the now run-down Biltor Manor, sime
"lar plagues at such Hsckney sites ss the
Sts Augustine's Church {now St. John’s)
where Oxford was first buried, Brooke House

{now a school}, etc. {(Dr. Cyr mentioned
that on hie and Mre. Cyr'‘s 1971 viait to
london, a wall from Brooke House was on
display at a museum in Keneington Park.)

Mr. Oghurn's viait to Stratford consisted
in the main of a visit with Dr. Peter
Barnes, the vicar at Holy Tririty Church,
and their diecussion of botb the alleged
“hurglary” of the Shakespeare Monument and
Mr. Oghurn'e desire to inveetigate this
site &5 the poseihle repository for Shake
epeare manuscripta. Moree Johneon aeked Me,
Cgburn how be hoped to proceed and what he
expected to find in sucbhb an investigation.
Mr. Ogburn replied that he thought tbs in
scription plate could be removed and then
two things determined: whether there was
room for concealment and whether, if this
were 80, papers had once been plsced there.
Discussion followed, witbout resolution, on
the possible embarrassment to tbe Society
if the investigation were fruitless, and on
whether tbe Elizabethan and Jacobean mind
would have entertained the deception Mr. Ca
burn infers from the peculiar wording on
the inscription plate.

Aleo without resolution was Mr., Cgburn's
request to write Dr. O, B. Hardison, Jr.,
Director of the Folger Sbakespeare Library,
concerning a new examination technigue for
paintings mentioned in a recent iesue of
the Smitheonian Magazine., Dr. Cyr and others
felt more information would be needed about
the technique, its cost, and its local availw
ahility.

The conference c¢éncluded with s motion
put forward by Jeanette Feldman, proposing
s 82,00 conference fee for students, The
motion wae carried. After conference at-
tendees had signed a message to the sbsent
Craig Huston, the meeting was adjourned,

NOTE
Volume 14, Number & is the initial issue

under Hon. Fres. Chariton Ogburn‘'s editorw
ship. '
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