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Py Professor Charles Willinm Wal- E
¢+ lace is one of the most eminent
4 of Bhalkespearinn scholars, Fiw 9
$ researches inte anclent docu- ¥
: menis hava enabled him to throw :
1 new light on Eh apeare’'s life §
' ANd pursulta. | most recent
4 diacoveries eatabilsh distinetlions #
between the podt napd certain ¢
i other Willlam Shakespeares who T
have been aqonfused with him. :
1 Lt W long supposed that
Willlam Shakespoeare, the poet, i
combined mnmcting 1l playwrit-
ing with a snug little business in ¥
: malt, and that one Phillp Rogers, *
brewer, who omitted to pay hils I
: bills, had the honor of belng sued
for 068 104 by the poet.
: axaminatio of records
¢ and a careflul comparison of the
* dates D Wiallnce advances o
: welghty argumonts against the
pt identity of the r of “"Hame- :
¢ lat" with the W m Shexpore #
¢ wheo displayed 8o anly prac- 9
& tlonl & mind In the trafflec of this *
¢ world's busineas I
: Dr. Wallace g8 an American, M
belng professor cnglish dra- §
: matic Hterature In the Univeralty I
! of Nebraska, 3
I ‘OO“H-‘-O—“.—J
BY PHO¥F ESS0OR CHARLES WILLIAM

WALLACE

HE name of Willlam Shakespenre,
tha dramatist, & =0 Indisasolubly

ansociated with Stratford - on-
Avon, his place of birth and death and
burial, that the mention of one calls to
mind the other, and it In naturally
taken for granted that any William

Bhakespenre named in connection with
Biratford-on-Avon between the dates
of his birth and death, 1564-1616, was
the poat

We have a prima facie right to that
REsumplion. It is po well grounded
on long-known recorda that only an
absolute faoct to the contrary can be
entertained In any glven instance. It
i# with stuch facts that we hero
to do, and If some may rogret that the
Willlam Shakespeare who sold melt
&t Stratford and got Iinto litigation
with one of hils customers about It
was not the poob an squable and tem-
parate-minded world can but find qulet
satizfaction in the historical truth that
unfetters the life and ideals of the
poet from the sordld business of the
breawery and the ntill. While many a
poot has felt that he found the divine
afflntus In wine, the mere busineass of
malting and brewing and selling has
¥ot to record an instance of conducing
to high poetic imspiration.

Just now, when the welfare of hu-
manity more than ever Is felt to be
allled with worldwide temperance and
st war with the special Intarosts of the

have

brewer, It is appoalte and timely,
doubly =0 begause by chance this is
the month of Shakespeare's birth and
death, to inquire who was the “Will-
ianm Shexpere” that was interested in
or about Stratford in thoe browlng
business and to determine at lenst

whether or not he was the poet.

Algo, since Willinm Shakespeare, the
poet, had the copyhold of a cottage at
Stratford under the Manor of Rowing-
tan, there s & tendency Lo confuse him
with one or more of the several Wil-
Iam Shakespsarea of Rowington, a vil-
inge mabout 10 or 12 miles north of
Btratford by the nearest road. This
we muast clear up first of all.

The Maner of Rowlington, the reve-
mues of which belonged to the crown,
owned two little properties in Strat-
ford-on-Avon, and one of these, & cot-
tage and a quarter acre of land, in

“Walkera Streete nlles Dead Lane™
Just behind Shmkespenre's resldence
culled New Place, was purchused by

the poet from Walter Getley In 1608,
and he was admitted to the copyhold
Accordingly at a Court Baron of the
Manor of Rowington on September 28§,
1802, s
The record of this transaction, as en=
tered on the Manor Rolls, was long ago
found by Malone, Nearly a century
later, about 18851, Haliwell-Phillipps
published alse other records relating
to it from the land revenue departmagnt
of the exchequer, one, 0f 1604 correcBy
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stating the extent of the srounds as

about a quarter of an mcre and the
annual rent payable to the crown as
s §d (which amount I find continued

to be paid annually after his death by
his daughter, Susanns Hall, even to the
yoar of her own death In 1649), and
another, of 1608, blocked out, but not
fully filled in by the aAccountant, re-
cording incompletely, by error of omis-
slon, the annual rent to the crown as
2a, instead of the correct amount of
Za 6id.

These and quantities of other revs-
enue records have since passed through
my hands in the course of some Years
of record searching. Among them are
scoras of entries relating to numerous
Shakespeares, eeveral of them named
Willlam, not a few of whom belong to
the Manor of Rowington.

Besldes the signature of the poet, I
have found the signature of some of
these other Willlam Shakespeares, to
ona of whom, by ths way, King James
early made a conslderable grant of
land. These signatures serve as
further meansa of Identifying thelr
owners and of differentiating them
from each other and from the poet,

It Is practicable and necessary Aat
the present time to mention specifically
only certain of these revenue records
wl!irh distinctly name the poet, or his
daughter, Susanns, or his son-in-law,
Dr. Hall, and such other items as, nam-
ing a Willlam Bhakespeare, might lead
the unwary or the ambitious dilettanti.
coming upon these, to further arroneous
identification with the poet.

One of these reavenue records from
the Manor of Rowington mentioning
Willlam Shakespears, the poeot, Is =
record of the admittance of his daugh-
ter, Susanns, to the copyheld of the
little Stratford cottage the year after
his death, It is dated April 18, 1617,
and reads ax follows:

“Itm. of John Haule gen. and Susan
his wief for the ffyne of admyttance of
the gald Susan wvnto one cottage in
Stratford after the dJdecense of Wm.
Ehakespeare gen. late father of the sald
Susan—I{js vJjd."

This sdmlittance of Mrs. Hall to tha
copyhold was In accordance with
Bhakespeare's will, which provided that
"my daughter, Judyth" for certaln con-
siderations, should surrender all her
interest in it "unto my daughter, Su-
sanna Hall, and her heira forever.”

A year later, at a Court Lest of the
Manor of Rowington, held on April 16,
1618, “John Hall of Stretford gent"” was
one of the number fined 64 sach for
“beinge a Copyholder of this Mannor
and owelng sewtes to this Courte and
made defalte.” This of course, relates
to the same property, Dr. Hall's In-
terest In it being only by right of hia
wife.

Again, at a Court Leet of October 7,
1628, Dr. Hall was fined 124, thus: *“Of
John Hall of Stratford vppon Avon
gent one of the customary tepantea of
this Mannor att the feast of St. Michnaal
tharchangell next ensuynge for hla
common fyne for respectinge his sulte
to the Courte—xijd.”

Then, in ths “Rentall of the Mangor
of Rowington,™ 1630, |s entered the an-
nual payment of rent to the Crown,
“Mr, John Hall for his copplehold ijs
vjd"” as weé nhould find it In overy
year if all the records were extant.

After Dr. Hall's death, In 1635, thes
entriea were In Mra. Hall's name, and
at & Court Laeet of March 25 1888, was

éntered, “of Mrs. Hall for her Comon
ffyno—vjd."” Finaily, iIn the Yyear of
Mrs. Hall's death, a survey of the Manor
enters the annual rent pald to the King
in these words, “Susan Hall wid., one
Cottage and backside—01l—2s—§4."

80 much Tor this little Stratford
copyhold passed te Willlam Shakes-
peare the poet in 1602, and thus de-

scerided to his daughter.
tory we pass

Besldes these Items, there mAre cer-
taln others in the ‘revenue records of
tha Manor of Rowington relating to
*William Shakespeare.” One of thosa,
a record of admittance to a copyhold at
& Court Baron held on March 37, 1607,
reads:

"Willlam Shakespere for a fyne of
adyittancoe—Iije.”

This might be assumed on sight to
refer to the poet. But in fact he waa
admitted, as above, in 1602, Hence this
does not refer to him, but to some other
Willlam. Bealdes, it ocours third In a
lHst of fines agalnst respectively,
"John &hakespere,” *“Thomas Shakes-
peare” and “Willlam Bhakespere,” all
in tha manor of Rowington, thus the
more definitely locating this William
among the Rowington Shakespeares,

Then a year and a half later, at a
Court Baron held September 28 and 29,
1609, "“Thomas Shakespere & Willm
Ehakespere for a fyne of admyttance—
vs xd" were together admitted to a
copyhold. This furns out to be the
same Willlam who, with his wife Mary,
was readmitled to this same property
upon surrender of it by Thomas, his
father, in 1628, as mentioned In another
Item below., This removes him ahso-
Iutely from all possibility of identifica.
tion with the poet,

Furthermore, this same or some other
Rowington namesake of the poet was
one of those officers of the law whom
Shakespeare has so delightfully immor-
talizxed in Dogberry and his kind, a
constabie, or “third borough,"” an he was
called, and on April 18, 1617, a year
after the poet’s death, thia William
Shnkespeare, the conetable, was fined
at a Court Baron of the Manor of
Rowington the sum of 6d “for ¥yt he
beinge Third borowes came nott 1o make
p'sentmt of yt belongeth to his office.”
Ih March, 1619, he or some other Will-
lam of his nmame was fined there 4d,
and on October 10, 1631, ths same or
some other “"Willlam Shakespere”™ was
fined 124 at o Court Leet “for water-
Inge of hempe and flaxe in the comon
brockes.™

Then comes another Willinm of Row-
ingtlon. At a Court Leet and Court
Baron held October 20, 1825, o fine was
lovied against “Willlam Ehakespore
the younger for that he hath not
scoured his ditche socordinge to the
palne—xijd." Next, from the recards
of “the Greats Leete & Courte Baron
of our Soveralgne Lord Kinge Charles”
for the Manor of Rowington, held on
October 7. 1628, we read, not only the
i{tem aof the fine of 13d on Dr. Hall,

Its later his-
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as above noticed, but slso "Of Willm
Shakespeare & Marye his wyflse for
thelre fyne of admittance to & Coltage
& a quarter of a yard land wih thap-
purtenances wthin this Manor surren-
dered by Thomas Shaxper thelder &
the sald Willm—vs xd." This ia the
fina) ldentifying item above mentioned
under the admittances of 1807 and 1609,
which absolutely eliminates the Wil-
llam Shakespeare there In Qquestion
from the ranks of The poet.

And so these Rowlington William
Shakespeares continue on and on dur-
ing the succeeding century and be-
yond None of tham, not even the
carlieat, has any connection with the
poet. This is sufficient for the pres-
ent to prevent any possible confusion
of them with him,

The Foet and the BErewers.

We turn now to the question of the
brewer or maltster Willlam Shake-
L}

peara,
Thers ‘were, s overy one femiliar

with the enriching lifelong ressarchos
of Halllwell-Fhillipps knows, numear-
ous Shakespeare familles In Warwick.
shire In the time of Elizabeth and
James, localed Iin at least 34 different
parishes, A considerable number of
tie Ehakespearss lived near Strat-
ford. EBeveral of them were also
named William.

During the lifstime of Willilam
Shakespeara the poet, at least six of
these other Willlam Shakespeares
were living at Rowington, only two
or three hours’ walk to the north of
Stratford. One of thess Willlam Shake-
speares of Rowington jJoined the army,
being enrclled on tha muster rolls of
Rowington as A trained soldler in 1606,
and eo by the sensationally inclined
has pomsetimes been absurdly mistaken
for the poet.

The certalnty that he was not, how-
ever, ls not even questionable, it is

soiute, and Is 20 regarded by ail

a historians who have examined

.
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the matter judicially, for, as all know,
Bhakespenre was at that very time one
of the busiest men in London, and a
like muster roll for Startford in the
same manuscript with the Rowington
list containe no name of Willlam or
any other Shakespeare. Wililam Shake.
gpoara, the Rowington soldler, was
not Improbably the above-pamed Wil-
liam Shakespeare, the Rowington con-
stable or “third borough.” an office not
incompatible with "soldlering.™

The records concerning the Rowing-
ton BhaXespesres Wre more numerous
than for other familles of that name.
I have come upon many records of
them, yome known and some unknown
to my fllustrious predecessor, Halll-
waell-Phillips,” who reporied some 40
years ago that he had found enough
about them to f1I1 100 pages or so of
hiz “"Outlines” PFPart of them were
printed ra long ago as 1567. But they
are not, on the whole, of sufficient im-
portanca to print

it i necomnary simply to scrutini=e
every record relating to any William
Shakespeare of Stratford and any
Willlam Shakespeare of Rowington In
which thers i# any posalbility of fon-
fusion. The Rowington Shakespeares
hava been traced from the fourteenth
century. For a long time, until lesn
than & century ago, it was thought that
they might be related to the poet's
family. There s no evidence of any
such kinship. 1f any, it goes back Loo
too far Lo be of any consequencs.

In determining who was the "William
Shexpere” that engaged (n malt selling
at Stratford it would be necessary to
eliminste some of those numerous con-
temporary Willlan: Shakespeares of
Rowington as not belonging to the
brewery Shakespeares there. There was,
for example, Willlam Shakesapesare of
Rowlington, whose father, Richard, died
in 1560; another Willlam., whoss father
died in 1581; another Willlam. who as
& juryman In the manor court of Row-
ington in 16§14 could not sign his name,
but left merely “the marke of William
Shakespeare™; another William, the sld-
est son of Richard and Elizabeth Shake-
spears of Rowington, who brought
sults with reference to the wills of
both his parents In 1614, for they both
dled in April of that year, and who
with hia wife, Margery., was for the
next few years engaged in a bitter
controversy with his youngest brother,
John, & weaver, in litigatlon that in-
volved his other brothers, and
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his father, Richard, for the firat i
yoars of his life, and his wservice for
gome years lheroafter under a master,
in all a period of B4 yearan, thua dafi-

nitely ellminating him as a rival c¢lalm

ant for the pool's honors Bepides, 1
have hig signature, written on February
8 16816, a small, untralned hand, wit
out oapitals, difaring in character
throughout from the signalture of Lhe
poet,

There were still other Shakegpeare
familles at NMowington, and at loast
one of them wae angaged in the brew-
ing businesa. For example, between 1008
and 1618 John hakespaare, senlor,
gsometimes called “the oldest,” was fined
the nominal sum of 4éd at nearly every
seasion of the Court Leoet of the Manor
of Rowington during those IE years,
“for wittellng & breaking the assise™
(e. g, March 27 ), or “for brewing
& breaking Lhaasl M (Beptember 13,
16053, or “for sealling ale within this
Mannor & breakings the aszige Lhere-

of" (Qctober 20, 1614), and so on, again
and again Hero wan a victualler and
breawer who probably found it more

profitable to pay A& sami-annunl fine of
4d for breaking some regulation’ of his

trade, perhapa by short measure, than
to conform atrictly. Then from 1818
onward we hear no more of John. Him

son, Thomas, WaAs Lhareafter Cron
to year, for the next 20 years, sim
fined “for scllinge of Ale by

ilarly

valawfull

measures & for breakinge thoe assise”
(e. g. Octobear 7, 1628).

Also a Willlam SBhakespeare of the
nelghborhood, not Improbably of the
same family, a contemporary of the
poet, similarly gold beer aund got ed
for 1t

Thiz was at Knowle, an hour's
walk northwent of Rowington, or |

24
miles almost due north of Stratford

At & Court Leet of the Manor of
Knowle held on March 11, 1619, three
years after the poet's death and only
the next year after the last ontry of
fines against John Shakespeas for
brewing and aselling ale as abo L hae
usual fine of 4d waa entered against
thisa WhHllam EBhakespeare for sel
beer without a license—"De Willmo
Bhakespeare quia vendidit Corvisiam
fine llcenciam —iiijd

Did the Wiliiam Bhakespears, who
reagularly sold malt at Siratford, be-
long toe this aume family of brewery

ShakespeareaT

In the Cotrt of Record at Stratford

is thes entry of a suit brought In
Michaclmans, 1604, by "“"William Bhex-
pere” against Phillp Rogers to re-

{Conciuded on Vage 0)



