~ John Ford’s Artlst1c Explmtatlon of the
Sources of Perkm Warbeck

by
I-LU T ENG
INTRODUCTION - " -

J ohn Ford (1586--71640) is consrdered as the last of the 1mportant Ehzabe—

thau or Jacobean dramatists, though his creative . period spanned actually the

. reigns of King James I and King Charles I. He wrote altogether-about fifteen ~p1ays ,

independently, of which only eight are extant, and six.'plays in 'collaboratioh. -

The three most important. plays are The Broken Heart, ‘Tis Pity She’s a Whore

and Perkin Warbeck. The first two are tragedies which fully demonstrate Ford s

sk1ll in characterization and his tragic perspectives.” The second one has been cited

. by some critics as an example of Ford’s “‘decadent” tendencies. Perkin Warbeck,

‘Ford’s only history play, is unammously acclaimed as a successful revival of the

genre after a whole generat1on

Pekin Warbeck as a play is a great success with an irhmensely difficult

subject. Apparently inspired and influenced by Shakespeare’s history plays, it
fills the gap in them, between Richaid IIT and Henry VIII. Tho’tlgh ther play deals
with King Henry VII, the hero of the play is not the king, but the pretender .
Perkin Warbeck who claimed to be the son of King Edward IV, of the House of
Yorlc,-, and later proclaimed himself King Richard the Fourth. Perkin Warbeck , in -
~ the words of a famous critic, is an excellent study of a romanticist in a realist

~world. In the opinion of T. S. Eliot, thlS play is undoubtedly Ford’s greatest

achlevement and one of the very best lustory plays in the whole of Elizabethan .

and Jacobean drama with the exceptlon of the works of Shakespeare, and itisan -

.almost flawless play, though somewhat lacking in action.

In the prologue of this play,-after referring to the declme of the theater after-’

. Shakespeare’s plays Ford stated his. purpose: to renew a style’ that was falling

into disuse and to show that a playwright can be at once truthful and dramatic.

F ord did make constant use of historical works in the writing of the play, among
them Thomas Gainsford’s- True and Wonderful History of Perkm Warbeck (1618)

and F ranc1s Bacon’s Historie of the Raigne of King Henry the Seventh (1622).

It is the purpose of this study of trace the Perkin Warbeck story in every pos-

sible source of Ford’s play, to make a summary and evaluation of the source

 studies published up to 1968, and to establish F o_rd’s borrowings from his sources.
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Source studies not only can estabhsh a writer’s debt to hlS sources, but, more
importantly, by pointing out his own mventlon can indicate the degree of a
writer’s genius and literary “skill, - This study, by summarizing what Ford found |
and took from his sources, has provided sufﬁcient-proof of Ford’s indebtendnéss
to his sources as well as how much he created himself His magic touch as a dra-
matist transformed colourful history into magnificent drama ‘

As this. study was begun in London, the author had the good fortune of
making use of many original historical works published before 1640, in the North
Library of the British Museum. 1In the quotations from these early his_tOrical

works, the\origi.nal spellings have been retain'ed for authenticity. -

A\ Chapter I. The Perkin Warbeck Story in the Chronicles
The Chrlpmcle Historie ‘of Perkin Warbeck, A Strange Truth by John Ford
was pnnt\d 1n\ 1634 It was entered in the Stationer’ s Register on 24th February, |

1634 as follows “Hugh Beeston: lic. H. Herbert, observing the caution in the

licence: a tragedy called Perkin Warbeck, by Jo. Ford.”* It is not known when it

was written or first performed. The statement in the titlepage of the 1634 quarto
‘edition arouses interest. Tt says “‘Acted (some-times) by the Queenes Maiesties

Servants at the Phoenix in Drurie Lane.” "Therefore, the play was either “not very

often” performed, or “formerly” performed by the Queen’s Servants.f' AnyWay,

it pointed to a date of composition considerably before its date of publication.?
The main chronicle sources for the Perkin Warbeck"epiéode in the reign of

Henry VII, as available in the time of John Ford, are as follows:

1. "De Vita atque gestis Henrici; Septimi by Bernard Andre, an Augustinian friar
from Toulouse who came to England with the yictorions‘Richmond and later
became the new king’s royal historiographer and poet-laureate. He died in
England about 1521. This life of Henry VII is in Latin and it breaks off w1th

- Perkin’s capture in 1947.

2. The New Chromcles of England and France in Two Parts by Robert Fabyan,
published in 1516. This is a brief year to year account of the events of the
reign of Henry VII from the point of view of London, with each annual ‘

. entry preceded by the names of the mayor and two aldermen.
3. Anglicae Historiae by Polydore Vergil, the Italian historian. This history of
' England, in twenty-six books, written in Latin, was first published in Basle in

~
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- 1534. Vergll S work was very. much used by Edward Hall
4. The Union of the Two Noble and Illustrate Famelies of Lancastre and Yorke |
: by Edward Hall 1548, 1550, 1552. o
5. A Chronicle at Large and Meere sttory of the Affayres of England by
" Richard Grafton. 1568, 1569 For the reign of Henry VII Grafton almost
: completely copred from Hall, w1th only a few ummportant Verbal changes i
6. The Chronicles. of England Scotland and Ireland by Raphael Holmshed 2
Vols, 1578 Enlarged 1nto 3 Vols 1587 Hohnshed followed Hall very .'
closely, condensmg Hall’s account, makmg some verbal changes '
7. The Annals of England by John Stow. 1592, 1600, 1615.
" 8. Albion’s England by William Warner: 1586 1589,1592, 1596 1601 1612
9. The sttory of Great Britaine by John Speed. 1611 1623 1627 |
10. The True and Wonderful sttory o f Perkzn Warbeck by Thomas Gamsford
1618. : :
| 11. Historie of the Razgne of Kzng Henry the Seventh by Fran01s Bacon. 1622,
v\‘ 1629 | o : : L , o :
| Bernard And're andb Polydore Vergil are the two contemporary authorities of
Henry VII’s relgn It is Andre who tells a ‘wonderful story about Perkin Warbeck’s.
origin: that Perlém had been brought up in England by a converted J ew named.
Edward at whose baptism. King Edward IV had stood godfather. Andre asserts
that he is g1v1ng the substance of Warbeck’s confess1on in fact there is nothing of ‘
the k1nd in the confession.? It was also Andre who started the story that Perkin
was ﬁrst selected and instructed in Flanders by the Duchess of Burgundy to im-
personate the Duke of York, and then sent to Portugal and from there to Ireland 4
’ Th1s story is not i in Perkm Warbeck S confessron either. : ;
. In his New Chronzcles Robert Fabyan makes only a bnef mentlon of the
pretender and what happened to h1m after he was arrested.
Polydore Vergll’s hlstory of the reign of Henry VII in his twenty-seven—book k
English history was called by W1lhe1m Busch, “the best and most or1g1na1 part of
~the whole work.”® However; an observer for only the last four to six years. of |
Henry VII’s reign, Polydore Vergll often makes m1stakes about events prior to
his arrival in England He 1nher1ted from Andre the mistaken story that Perkin -
ctarted h1s 1mpersonat1on before he went to Ireland and he made a bigger mistake
in maklng Warbeck g0 back to Flancers f1rst after his failure to land in Kent, and
not stralght to Ireland and then Scotland as he really did.* Both mistakes have
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been inherited by Hall and his followers. The most reliable source of Perkin
Warbeck’s early history, as it has been established by modern historians like James
" Gairdner and G. R. Elton, is his own confession which is included, sometimes in
contracted form, in the chronicles of Edward Hall, Richard Grafton, Raphael
Holinshed, John Speed, and Thomas Gainsford. According to the confession, the
impersonation was begun in Ireland and Perkin never saw the Duchess of Burgundy
until he Went to Flanders from thé French court. The reason why Andre and

Vergil get the story wrong is, as Busch rightly puts it:

But as Perkin did not play any great political part, and was not generally

known till he went té Margaret from France, it is easy to see how tradition came to ’

regard her as the author of the plot.” It was the view of the contemperaries . . . .7

Hall’s Union of the Two Noble and Illustrate Famelies is in the main a literal
translation of Polydore Vergil’s account, and therefore tells almost the same story
as that of Andre and Vergil about how and where Perkin began his impersonation

‘ of the Duke of York, namely, that Perkin Warbeck was first tutored in Flanders
and then dispatched to Ireland.® However, Hall does not give any comment
concerning the different account in Perkin’s confession of how Perkin was ﬁrst\
forced into the impersbnation when he went to Cork as a merchant’s servant.®
Since Halil’s account has already become the basic version of the Perkin Warbeck
story, it seems justified to give a summary of it here.

Lady Margaret, the Duchess of Burgundy, found the handsome and majestic-
mannered Perkin Warbeck from Flanders a fit person for her designs against King
Henry VII of England. She had the youth secretly trained to impersonate her
nephew, Richafd, Duke of York second son to Edward IV. When England was
invading France, Margaret dispatched Perkin to Portugal and then to Ireland,
whiere Perkin was honoured as the true Duke of York by the Irish. Then King
Charles of France welcomed Perkin to his court and treated him cordially, with
the intention of sending him against the English. After a peace treaty was con-
cludedfyvit’lh Ehgland, he dismissed Perkin from Frﬁ_nce. The disappointed Perkin
went-back to Flanders and was greeted with great joy by the Duchess as if she

-hever had seen him before. She made him declare openly how he was preserved

- from murder and how he came to her court, so as to persuade people that Perkin

was the true soh of her brother. She called him ““the white Rose, Prince of Eng-
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land”.

The Yorkist conspirators in Ehgland b-egan to make contacts with the
counterfeit duke, and sent Sir Robert Clifford to Flanders. King Henry’s spies
soon found out the true parentage of Perkin and the information was published:
they also found out names of some of the conspiruto'rs in England and persuaded
Clifford to defect to the king. Clifford returned in 1495 and he accused as chief
conspirator Sir William Stanley, the king’s chief chamberlain. Stanley was ex-
amined and executed soon afterwards.

In 1496 Perkin' invaded England from Flanders with an army of vagabonds
and men of all nations. They landed in Kent but were beaten back by the loyal
Kentishmen. More than a hundred were captured; Perkin and the rest fled back
to Flanders. From there he sailed with his followers first to Ireland and then to
Scotland. In high-ﬂown language he told the story of his survival, and as Duke of
York petitioned the assistance of King James to restore his lawful inheritance of
the throne of England. King James decided to take up Perkin’s quarrel with
England. Perkin was openly called the Duke of York. Lady Katherine Gordon,
daughter to 'Alexander, Earl of Huntley, was married to Perkin by command of
King James. Then in the company of Perkin, the Scottish king invaded northern
Ehgland. Contrary to the counterfeit duke’s boast and éXpectation, no Englishman
came to his aid. When the Scottish troops returned with spoils, Perkin, to cover
up the fact that his claim was not supported by any Englishman in the invasion;
besought King James no to afflict “his”’ people and country again, The king an-
swered that Perkin seemed to be taking much pains in preserving another pnnce s
land.

In revenge for the Scottish invasion, King Henry secured the parliament’s
assent to a subsidy to finance the war. He was just sending a great army under
Lord Dawbeney to attack Scotland when he had to withdraw it to cope W1th the
Cornish rebellion. The poor Cornishmen weré grieved at the subsidy. Under their
two leaders Thomas Flamocke and Michael Joseph the mob marched toward
London. On their way they were joined by Lord Audeley. When the rebels
approached London, they were surrounded by the king’s troops and soon after
defeated. Two thousand rebels were killed and many more captured. King Henry
had only the leaders and captains executed and pardoned the rest.

When the Scottish king learned that King Henry was vexed with the Cornish
rebellion, he invaded England once more. Scottish troops attacked the Castle of
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Norham against the strong re51stance of Richard Foxe, Brshop of Durham .When
the Earl of Surrey was commg with rernforcements, the Scottish retreated into -
k Scotland ~The Earl followed behind -and destroyed a number of Scottish castles.
Now ng James sent heralds to the Earl offermg to fight h1m either army against
army, or person against - person The Earl thanked the kmg for the honour and
}lnswered that he was ready to fight the Scottlsh troops or indeed the king himself.
‘But King James retreated still further without fulfllhng the challenge.
King Ferdlnando and Queen Elizabeth of Spain desired to marry their
| -;daughter Katherme to Arthur Prince of Wales. ‘So they sent Peter Hlalas to Scot-
land as ambassador to medlate for peace between Scotland and England Richard
. Foxe was sent to Scotland to join the negotlatron King Henry required to have'
Perkin Warbeck surrendered 1nstantly, but King James refused. Finally a truce
was concluded upon condition that Perkin be conveyed out of Scotland. England
once again became alhes with her nelghbours English merchants were welcomed
back to Antewerp in 1498 and trade became normal ' :
~ Perkin shortly sailed out of Scotland with his wife and’ his followers to
Ireland There he had messages that the Cornishmen, grudging agarnst King Henry,
were ready to revolt again. So in September 1498 he sailed to Bodmm with four
‘ small sh1ps and six score men. In Bodmin-he gathered 3,000 people and made
| proclamatlons in the name of K1ng chhard Iv. By the advice of his three coun-
c1lors J ohn Heron mercer, a bankrupt R1chard Skelton a tailor, and J ohn Aste-
ley, a scrivener, Perkln dec1ded to capture a strong town They bes1eged Exeter
fora number of days but owing to the brave resistance could not take it.
King Henry soon led his hosts to the rescue of Exefer. Perkm and his troops‘

'then w1thdrew to the next big town of Taunton Now the number of his army -
decreased as many Cormshmen ﬂed home SO Perkln Was losing confldence The
‘klng then pushed hlS troops toward Taunton Perkin seemed to be preparmg for
war but at mldmght he fled Wlth s1xty horsemen to a sanctuary town . beside
Southampton There Perkin, Heron and others registered themselves as privileged -
rpersons When they learned of the fhght of Perkm the Cornishmen surrendered
themse]ves to the kmg who pardoned most of them and tode mto Exeter victori-
ous without bloodshed Lady Katherme Gordon was also captured and the king
had her sent to London to the Queen - The king’s horsemen surrounded the
'sanctuary, and when messengers offered the king’s pard()n of his hfe Perkm gave
hrmself up. ' '
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WhenKing 'Henry returned to London, he put Perkin under close watch.
After some time, hoWever Perkin deceived his keepers and escaped to the coast.
When the king’s guards closed in, he went to a pnory Once agam ‘being pardoned
Perkin was set in stocks in Westmmster for a whole day. The next day he was.
carried through London, and set upon a scaffold where he openly read his confes-
sion. The essence of his confession is as fallows:

"1 was born i 1n Tournay, Flanders son of John Osbeck, COmptroller of Tournay,
and Katherine” de Faro. From Tournay I went to Antewerp to learn Flemish.
Then back .in Tournay, I went 1nto the servrce of merchants and traveled to An-
tewerp, Barowe and Portugal 1 then served a Briton merchant, Pregent Meno
who brought me to Cork, Treland. As I was dresseéd in some of my mater’s srlk'
clothes, the townspeople thought I was the Duke of Clarence s son. Ttook my

‘oath that I was not such. Then Stephen Poitron,: an Enghshman and John a
Water came to me and swore that I was King Richard’s bastard son, which I again
~ denied on oath. Then they adv:lsed me to take up the title wrthout fear, and they,
as well as the Earls of Desmond and Kildare, should assist me againSt the king of
England, so that -the_y might be revenged upon him. So against my will they made
meé learn English and taught me-what I should do and say. They called me Duke
of York second son of King Edward IV, because King Richard’s bastard son was
in the hands of the Enghsh kmg Within a short time the kmg of France sent an
ambassador to invite me to his court. From France I went to Flanders then to
‘ ,Ireland from there to Scotland, and fmally to England. '

' At the end of the day Perkm was put in the Tower of London. Soon after
he corrupted the keepers and they intended to set him free The plot was found
out." Perkin was arra1gned and condemned at Westmmster on 15th November,
1499, and on the 23rd he was drawn to Tyburn There Perkin was agaln made to
read his confessron pubhcly before he was executed. o ‘

‘As it will be seen, the story of how the Duchess of Burgundypicked and
trained Perkin to impersonate the Duke of York, and then had him sent to
Ireland, passed down from Andre through Vergil to Hall 1s then handed down to
Grafton Holmshed Stow and Speed and then to Gainsford and Bacon.!

" Richard” Grafton S A Chromcle at Large and Meere sttory is almost a re-
productlon of Hall’s account in ‘the perrods concerned with only mmor verbal
differences. Yet the attrtude is more d1dact1c and the account more elaboratel

and prcturesque than those of Hall. Grafton’ s chronicle is named by Gainsford
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as one of those that contain the complete text of Perkin Warbeck’s confession.!?
It is very likely that Gainsford contracted his account of the confession from
Grafton and tased his sttory of Perkin Warbeck on Grafton '
’ Raphael Hohnshed s Chronicles, m the reigns. of the Wars of the Roses, is
an abridged form of Hall’s Union. As in Hall, there is no comment after glvmg'
- the text of Perkrn ] Confessron on the d1screpancy between the hrstorlan s account
and that contamed in Perkin’s confessmn as to how Perkrn ‘began as 1mpostor,
whether under the tutelage of the Duchess or forced upon h1m by the Irish.®
h Ne1ther do Speed Gainsford and Bacon; who all include the confessmn
The Annales of England by John Stow contains a rather bnef account of the
Perkln story except where the Cornish revolt and Perkm s attack on Exeter are
concerned Stow does not include the incident of Perkln S petltlon to Krng J ames_'
of Scotland, after the first Scottish invasion of England not to afflict and ruln
“his” people and land again; whereas in that incursion on Perkin’s behalf no .
Englishmen came to join the counterfeit duke. Thls 1nc1dent is in all the other ;
chronicles mentioned above, except those of Stow and Speed.'* -Perkin’s confes-
sion is not included in Stow, either. | |
~ William Warner’s Albion’ s England has as 1ts subtrtle “A Contmved Hrstorle |
. from the Or1g1nals of the first Inhabitants thereof unto . the happie
Ralgne of our new most Soueralgne Lord Krng James” In a small book covenng |
such extensrve ground the facts are very sketchy and brlef However in the .
narration of Perki..’s career, Warner alone among the sixteenth- or seventeenth-:'
century historians mentioned, g1ves the same account of how the nnpersonatlon
was forced upon th as Perk1n tells in his confession. The confessron 1tself in not
1ncluded nor mentroned After that, accordmg to Warner but contrary to what'
fPerkln says in hrs confessron the Duchess “had him soone to Burgone and in-
formes him everythmg That might concerne Yorks pettegree, or apted for a
king.” What follows this is about the same story, though very brlef ‘as told in
Hall.'s -
~ Hall, followed by other chromclers, only mentrons that ng J ames “Caused’
Lady Katherrne . to be espoused” to Perkm from poht1cal motrves thtle 1s'_
said about her love toward h1m though Gamsford gives an elaborate account of
how Perkin courted her.’*  Warner, however elaborates very much in relatlng
Kathenne s love for Perkm by addmg another lover a gentleman at the Enghsh
‘:court presumably after Perkm was captured but before he was executed though !
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it is not clearly indicated. The bulk of Warner’s account of Perkin Warbeck deals
with Katherine’s conversation W1th this suitor, in the form of two romantic tales.
~ She made it clear to him that she had vowed to live a chaste woman.

She both before, and after that her low-pris’d Mate was dead,
" When well she knew his paréntage, and felt his.ebbed estate,
In onely sorrow did ahound, in love no whit abate:
Howbeit in the English Court prefer’d to high estate. |
Theare (for she was of comely parts and uncompeered face)
She, -often brauely courted, yeelds no Courtier labor’d grace.
To one among’st the rest, that most'admired her answers chast,
_She said, besides the sinne, and that I 'so might hue disgra’st,
A Presedent of wrong and woe did make me long since vow
- Chastly to live the Loue of him whom Fates should me allow:!?

She told the “Presedent --a lady who was disloyal to her lover met a tragical
ending after both her lovers had sad deaths. Fmally, the suitor had to give up, -
‘saying,

Péfk_i'n is yours, and be you onely his,
Mine amorous sute hath here an end: and would you might prevaile
With Perken too, that proudly striues to beare too high a saile 18

Perkin’s defeat by Klng Henry and his subsequent hangmg is briefly mentloned ’
after this refusal by Katherine of the suitor.® ‘No mention is made of how Lady
Katherine Gordon was captured after Perkin’s defeat and brought to the English
court, as in the accounts of Hall and other chroniclers.?®

‘Speed’s History of Great Brztame gives a plcturesque account of Perkin =

Warbetk’s career. - In relating Perkin’s early life, Speed follows Andre’s version,
that Perkln “(by reason of his abode in England in King Edwards days) could
'speak our language . ... This youth was borne.. . the son of a converted Jew,
‘whose father at Baptlsme King Edward himselfe was.””?!

Umque among the chronicles mentioned at the beginning of the chapter
Speed’s sttory has some very sympathetic remarks for the pretender when re-
ferring to the Duchess tralnmg of Perkin, -
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- That Peter Warbecke should be inflamed by her favours, and encouragements,
'to dare in earnest the personation of a Kings sonne, seems not a thing to be admired;
for there is in humane nature (which tyes not her selfe to Pedigrees, nor Parent-
ages) a kinde of light matter, wluch will easily kindle;, bemg toucht with the blazing
hopes of ambitious propositions.??

And some more psychological arlalysis:

. [Having left the French court, Perkin was received with great honorus at the -
~ court of the Duchess of Burgundy] as it is so observed of sorrle,, that by long using
to report. an untruth, at last forgetting themselves to be the Authors thereof, be-
leeve it in earnest; so these honours making our Peter to bury in utter oblivion his -
birth’s obscurity, hee seemed to be perswaded, that he was indeed the selfe partie,
whom he did so exactly personate.? .

. Again, before Perkin started for K1ng James S court from Ireland, there is an
1ns1ght into'the pretender’s mind: '

.. and Perkin himselfe daring to entertaine the hope of a Crowne, (for by so long
personation of a King’s Sonne and heire, ambition had tllrougllly kindled his youth-
ful bloud) was by now no little cause of bring things to an issue by his own for-
wardness

'The True and Wonderful History of Perkin Warbeck was published in1618.
This small book of 112 quarto pages deals mainly with the career of the pretender.
Gainsford in general follows Hall’s account, probably through Richard Grafton’s
_version.?® " The tone is highly moralistic and didactical: all praise for the king, and

all condemnation for the pretender. Gainsford’s hlstory is h1ghly biased and con-
tains some’ elaborate and romantic accounts; so it is not a regular and legitimate
history at all. In relatmg, for example, the training that Perkin recelved under the
Duchess, Gainsford says, “she caused the young man to travell mto many Coun-
tries to learne as'many languages, whereby;’,_he was so perfect in the English . . . by
‘which occasion the basenesse of his stock . . . waé s0 obscured.”?s .
As a rule, Gainsford amplifies Hall’s account with his own vivid imagination.

There is a long elaborate account of Perkin’s woomg of Katherine Gordon, Wthh‘
is not in any other chronicle, not even in Albzon s England. According to Gains--
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- ford, Perkin “fancied” her and wooed her with formal courtly protest of love and
~assurances of faith, and moreover, a promise of a royal future (for the lady. Ka- |
therine, pleased with Perkin’s fine behaviour and aspiring to become queen of
England, returned Perkin’s love by saying, ““I shall be proud to call you mine, and
glad if yoﬁ vouchsafe to esteeme me yours.” Consequently‘, the marriage is cele-
brated presumably with King James’ and her father the Earl of Huntley’s approval:
" King James, Gainsford says, ‘“‘giving way to the motion’ that Perkin fancied her.2”"
Concerning the capture of Katherine, Gainsford follows Hall’s story; he also
says about her: |

Some confirme, that she was of that greatnesse of spirit, that she scorned all others
in regard of herselfe both by the pnuﬂedge of her blrth-nght ‘and the possibility
of her greatnesse.®®

Gainsford is the only writer who says that King Henry had met th,e’pretend'er
face to face. After Perkin had fled from Taunton and taken sanctuary, the King’s

horsemen surrounded the sanctuary:

Therefore . . . relying on the Kings'Pardon‘, and those honourable conditions pro-
N pounded, he [Perkin] voluntarily resigned himselfe, and came to his maiesty . . . .
The King not much wondred at him: for he only found him superficially
instructed of a natural wit, or reasonable qualities, wel languaged and indifferent
-apprehension, but farre from that highnesse of spirit, or heroick disposition to
deserve the character of a Prince, or lay claime to a Diadem: yet loth with any
boisterous strength to . . . draw the fellow into a new self- loue or good opinion of
hrmselfe hee passed ouer his examination the slightlier, and brought him immedi-
ately to London ’

However, the versmn of Perkin’ E confess1on that Gainsford gives does not
seem to have been contracted as he says, from Grafton s or any other chronlcle
containing Perkin’s confession. There are in Gamsford S version many pomts
which are not found in Grafton’ s version, which is a reproductlon of Hall’s version
of the confess1on Hohnshed s version thch is'also reproduced in Speed’ ststory
is i in fact the same as Hall’s, except for a few unimportant words.3® It seems that
Gainsford has altered Hall’s version partly from his own invention, and partly
according to the account of Perkin's early adventure that he has also inherited
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" from Hall. _ §

According to Gainsford, Perkin learned the English language when he was ill
in Antwerp, and even before reaching Ireland he was told by one employer that
~ he was someone not ordinary, by another that he was a Plantagenet Ha\(lng
agreed to be an impostor, he was taken to the Duchess who then instructed hrm
to impersonate the Duke of York. Then back to Ireland again, he was proclalmed
by the Irish as Richard.the Fourth.

. at Antwerp, where I fell. sicke awhile, and 50 was boorded in a Skinners house

“much conversant with the Enghsh nation, whereby I-learnt the language, as you
31

!
~ see.

In Hall’s version, Perkin does not say that he learnt Enghsh there and then. Ac--

cordrng to Gainsford, Perkin goes on to say:

Afterward, Mr. Barlo left me at Middleborough with John Strew, a Merchant, who
first made me beleeue, I was better than I was . . .. Then Pregent Meno a Brittaine
carried mee into Ireland, and either commanded so by my Lady Margaret, who (as
shee said) was my aunt, or proiecting something for his own priuate, would needs
perswade me I was a Plantaginet of the house of Yorke.3?

In Hall’s version, John Strew and Pregent Meno were only merchants who em-
ployed Perkin, and. the second one happened to take Perkin to Cork, Ireland, on
business. The term “my Lady Ma‘rgaret . aunt” does not correspond with the
general tone of the confession wherein Perkm is speakmg as Perkm Warbeck, not
as Richard of York, - N N

o “Gainsford’s versron does not say that Perkin denied, when Stephen Pointron
and J ohn a Water approached Perkin and were resolved that he was King R1chard S
bastard son and promrsed their help to obtain the crown of England as 1n Hall s

ver81on It seems that he agreed §3 Then,

After this they carried mee into Flanders, to I_ady Margaret Regent and Duches Ofg' "
‘ 'Burgundy, who preualled so far with me, that I took upon me the person of Richard
‘Duke of Yorlée second sonne of ng Edward the fourth ‘and so with reasonable '

preparation, I returned backe again into Ireland, where ... T was ‘proclaimed by

‘them Richard the fourth.3* | ‘ ' |
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According to Hall, Perkin says in his confession that he was persuaded to imber- |
sonate the Duke of’ York by the Irish in Cork, Irelan¢ and he had never seen the

Duchéss nor been to her court in Flanders before he went to her after bemg
dismissed from the French court. And it was in Bodmin ‘that Perkm at the

~ beginning of the second Cornish. revolt, made proclamations in the name of King

Richard the Fourth.3" After Perkin was dismissed from the French court, accord-
ing to Gamsford’s ver_slon,_ “Then Lsayled into Flanders, where my supposed aunt
made more of me then before.”¢ In Perkin’s confession according to Hall, he of

course met the Duchess for the first time. Unless Gainsford has some other

authority than Hall’s version for the confession-, it seems very likely that he has

altered the confession to make it correspond with his narrative of Perkin’s adven- -
ture though only to a-degree, as he made Perkin refer in the speech to the Scot- .
tish King, to his “bringing vp in Tornay”32 which is not in Hall’s history.

In 1622 Bacon’s Historie of the Raigne of King Henrie the Seventh was first
published. Bacon based his. account mamly and freely on that of Hall whose
additions to and alterations of Polydore Vergﬂ are found throughout Bacon’s
work, yet, as W. Busch has pointed out, later histories and the general opinion of

_the reign of Henry VII have been not only mfluenced but in fact dominated by

Bacon, as by no other.3” However, Bacon also made use of Fabian’s London
Chronicle and Andre s Vzta and so on; and from misinterpretating Andre come
some of Bacon’s mlstakes.. Tt is not known whether Bacon knew Gainsford’s N
HistOry of Perkin Warbeck; it seems not likely that he made use of the work at
all. - ,_ B |

In relating the early life of Perkin, Bacon has made some of the wild'est

~mistakes. Listed as one of the things that made Perkm a sultable 1mpersonator of
: Duke of York, in Bacon’s words is:

Lastly, there was a Ctrcumstance (which is mentioned by - one that wrote in
- the same time) that is very likely to have made somewhat to the matter; which is,
That King Edward the Fourth was his God-father. Which, as it is somewhat suspici-
ous, for a wanton Prince to become Gossip in so meane a House; and might make a
‘man thinke, that hee might indeed haue in him some base Bloud of the House of
Yorke: so at the least (though that were not) it might giue the occasion to the Boy,
in being called King Edwards God-sonne, ot perhaps in sport, Kzng Edwards Sonne _
to entertayne such Thoughts into his Head 8-

~ As James Gairdner has pointed out, by ‘‘one that wrote in the same time” Bacon
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meant Bernard Andre. Bacon not only did not examine the words of this con-

- temporary historian of Henry VIIL, but had further misunderstood Speed’s mlstaken b

version of what Andre said. Perkm is, in Speed’s version, “the son of a converted

- Jew whose godfather at baptism King Edward himself was.””® Andre says only,
however, in Gairdner’s words, that “Perkin was brought up 1n England by the
converted Jew in questron not that he was his son. ” In another passage, Gairdner
observes, Andre says that Perkin was the J ew s servant Even Andre s view, Gaird-
ner thmks 1s ‘not trustworthy.*®  So one can see how far astray is Bacon in this

_surmise. _

, In relatlng Perkin Warbeck’s family origin, Bacon has more than 1ncorporated
his m1s1nterpretatlon by saylng that Perkin’s father, John Osbeck, was:

a Convert-Iew . whose businesse drew him, to liue for a time with his wife at
London, in ng Edward the fourths daies. During which time hee had a sonne by »

~her: and being knowne in Court, the King either out of a religious Noblenesse,
'-'because hee was a Convert, or vpon some priuate acquamtance did him the Honour,
‘as to bee Godfather to his Child, and named him Peter. ¥

_ ,Actually what Bacon says is contrad1ctory to what Perkin admits in his confession,
I was borne in the toune of Turney in Flaunders.”*> However, Perkin’s confes—
sion is cons1dered by Bacon, and very probably by Hall and other historians until
the present time, as “a laboured Tale of particulars” with ““little or nothing to
purpose™*?® to such a degree as to discredit what Perkin says was his b1rth-p1ace
No other historian has said that Perkin was born in London, son to a convert-Jew
and godson to Edward IV King of England. To complete the surmise; Bacon says
that Perkin returned to Tournai with his parents when a child. In Flanders this
’yo‘uth roved a lot, in the words of Bacon, ““liuigg much in English '-Co’mpanie and
hauing the English- Tongue perfect 744 unt11 he was brought to the Duchess of
Burgundy. ‘

 Enlarging on the much repeated story that the Duchess chose Perkin and
instructed him diligently, Bacon exercises his free imagination and lists dozens of
things that she instructed, or rather what Bacon thinks she should have instructed,
the young man, while she had him secretly kept at ‘her court.“s' Commenting

upon Bacon’s expanded account of the Duchess’s training of Perkin, Gairdner says.

The statement that he was instructed by her comes from Polydore Vergil, a writer |



who ‘came to England in the days of Henry VII, though not till some years after
Warbeck’s death. And it may be true that he received some training from her; but
clearly not until he had already made his debut as Duke of York in Ireland.%6

'Di_smissing as untrue what Perkin says in his confession of how he came to imper-
sonate the Duke of York, Bacon asserts that after reaching Ireland from Flanders
Perkin immediately ““took upon him the said Person of the Duke of York.” More-
over, Bacon says the originaIs of the letters Perkin wrote to the Earls of Desmond
and Kildare are still extant. Tn these letters Perkin asked them, according to
Bacon, to come to his aid 47" - - ' .
As it can be inferred from the examples given, Bacon’s account is very
~e1aborate, colourful, p1cturesque and 1mpos1ng1y authontatwe Though the main
facts are the same as in Hall, Bacon’s sttory is more impressive and convmcmg
HlS nnagmatlon has filled in the details of the eplsodes though all the detaﬂs give
the appearance of fact, some of them, as noted by later hlstorlans are pure
creatlons of his- unagmatlon. He has, in most cases, amplified the incidents and
episodes in Halﬁﬁl.’ ‘With his experience and 'insight of practical politics, Bacon’s-
detailed analysis helps the reader to see the‘Wbrking of political minds. The
plcture of King Henry as a far-s1ghted and practical politician is enhanced by
analyses such as the account of King Henry s motives for going to the Tower of
London to antlclpate Clifford’s revelation of the names of conspirators. 48 Perkln S
speech before the Scottlsh king finds the most expanded and eloquent Vel'SIOI‘I in -
Bacon.*? ~ Bacon' makes Perkin say in the latter part of the speech ‘how King
Henry used all poss1b1e subtle ways and means to bring about his destruct1on
1nc1udmg falsely accusmg him of being a counterfeit and spendlng great sums of
- money to corrupt other princes with whom Perkin had stayed. All these, Perkin
says, prove that he was the true heir to the Enghsh throne. Further in his petl-
tion for assistance from the Scottlsh king, Perkin observes, '

But it seemeth that God above (for the good of this whole Island ,and the Knitting ,
of these two Kihgdomes of Engldnd and Scotland in a strait Concord and Amitie,
by so great an obhgatlon) hath reserued the placing of mee in the [mperzall Throne
of England, for the Armes and Succours of your Grace.>°

It seems that Bacon has added something to this speech from hindsight also. Yet

the Bacon version is much stronger, more effective, and more plausible.
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Bacon also includes a long proclamation which Perkin made when King
J ames in the company of Perk1n 1nvaded England 5! This proclamation is neither
in Hall nor in Gamsford Though Gainsford refers to Perkin on this occasion
“proclaiming the title of the Duke of Yorke ... and promising . .., it seems
_that the content is not the'. same as what is in Bacon. In the margin of Bacon’s
text of the proclamation, Bacon says that the original of this document which he
made use of “remaineth with Sir Robert Cotton” 53" ‘
When Hall is relatlng that Perkin had made proclamatlons in the name of
~ Richard IV, he mentions Perkin’s three councﬂlors

" And by the advise of his .ii. councellers, Jhon ‘Heron mercer a banquetupt, Richard
Scelton a tayler and Jhon Asteley a Skreuener, men of more dishonestie then of .
honest estimation.>*

 Hall nlentions Stephen Frion, “Stephyn Frya’ as it is in Hall, in Perkin’s confes-
sion, as the one who accompamed the French ambassador to Ireland to invite the
~ counterfeit duke to the Frénch court. In the same confession J ohn a Water, “Jhon
.Water , is one of those who in Cork, Ireland forced the impersonation upon
Pekini, and also one of those Irishmen who joined m supporting the pretendjer
' against King Henry.5 And this same “Jhon Awater, sometyme Mayre of Corffe
in Irelande” was later afraigned and condemned, and eventually executed together
with Perkin.5¢ o |

~ Johna Water, spelled as “John of Water”, is mentioned in Gamsford as one
of the councillors: Perkin was at the time in Ireland and was about to land in
Cornwall to join the Cornish, ' ' '

...he had such poore Councellors . .. For his principall friends were now Iohn
Heron, a mercer, and banquerout. Iohn of Water sometimes Maior of Cork: Richard
Skelton a Tailer: and Iohn Asteley a Scriuener; men in generall defame for disho-

. nest actions, and in particular reproach for vnderstandmg nothing but what con-
sorted to their own w11fulnesse and outrageous appetites.5”

In his version of Perkin’s confession, Gamsford makes the same references to
“Iohn a Water”” and “Stephen Frian” as Hall makes in his own.5®

“Shortly before, the Duchess sent the newly trained pretender to Ireland,
aoeording to Bacon; Stephen Frion, King Henry’s secretary for the French tongue,
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defected to her. This Frion had.first ﬂed-t_o France and entefed into the ‘serv:.ice
- of the French king. And then Bacon seems to be repeating what Perkin says in
his confession: ng Charles later d1spatched this Frion with the French ambassa-
dor to invite Perkin to Paris.’® However, Bacon adds more: m Paris Frlon Jomed,
the cause of the pretender, and “followed his fortune both then and for a long
time after, and was mdeed his principall Counsellor and Instrument in all his
_ Proceedmgs 260 ‘ |
Bacon metlons Perkm s councﬂlors, as does Gainsofrd, when relatmg that
Perkin had messages from the Cormsh welcomlng ‘him to be the1r leader

When Perkm heard this Newes hee beganne to take heart. againe, and aduised -
vpon it with his Councell, which were principally three; Herne a Mercer, that had
ﬂedde for Debt; Skelton a Taylor and Astley a Scriuener : for, Secretarie Frlon was
gone

Bacon ,I_riehtions that with Perkin was executed ‘““the Maior of Corke . . . who had
beene principall Abettors of his Treasons,” as in Hall and Gainsford.®> Only .
Bacon mentions the fate of Perkin’s three councillors after his capture: |

As for Perkins three - Councellors, they had registred themselues Sanctuarie-men
‘when their Master did. And whether vpon pardon obtained, or continuance within
the Priuiledge, they came not to bee proceeded with 53

, About Lady Katherine’s virtue and her"subsequent treatment at the English
_court, Bacon says more than Hall or Gainsford: '

.. where the Ladie Katherin Gordon was left by her Husband, whorh in all For-
,tunes shee entirely loued; adding the vertues of a sze to the vertues of her Sexe .
... .'When she was brought to the ng, it was commonly said, that the king receiv-
ed her not onely w1th Compassion, but with 4 ffection; Pitie giuing more Impressmn
to her excellent Beautie. . Wherefore comfortmg her (to serue as well his Eye, as
his Fame) hee sent her to his Queene, to remaine with her ;‘igiuihg‘her very-honour-
- able Allowance for the support of her Estate; which she enjoyed both during the
- King’s life, and many years after.%

According t'o\ Bacpn, Perkin Warbeck, after hié'captur‘e near Taunton, was
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brought to the king’s court, “but not to the Kings presence; though the: k1ng (to
-satisfie h1s Curzosztze) saw him sometimes out of a wmdow or in passage.”®®
Bacon does not 1nclude Perkm s confession, Hall says the text of the confes-
‘sion he gives is the Very copy of Perkin’s own confess1on written with Perkln S

own hand.5® However aecordmg to Bacon

... Perkin.. . was diligently examined; and after his Confession taken, an Extract
was made of such parts ‘of them...which was printed and dispersed abroad.
Wherein the King did himselfe no Right. For as there was a laboured Tale of parti-
culars . . . so. there was little or nothmg to purpose of anything concerning his
Deszgnes, or any Practises that had beene held with him; nor the Duchesse of
 Burgundie her selfe . . . so much as named or pointed at.5” :

: ’Bacon seems to be saying that the confess1on as contamed in Ha]l which Hall says
: Perkm read in public twice is the extract that he refers to, since the content of
‘the confession corresponds with what Bacon says is in the extract. Apparently,
Bacon does not believe this confession to be genuine, otherwise he would not tell
the wonderful story. of Perkin, being a Jew and godson of King Edward IV, be-
ginning the'impersonation under Lady Margaret’s tutelage.  When narrating how
- she dispatched the counterfeit duke to Ireland, Bacon gives the account of Perkin’s
confession that the 1mpersonat10n was first forced upon h1m in Cork but then
repudiates it by giving the version inherited from Hall.®8 ' ‘
Because of his involvement in Perkln s plot of escapmg from the Tower of
London, the Earl of Warwick, son to the Duke of Clarance, was beheaded soon
after Perkln s execution. Hall, after recording this incident, says that the rumour
‘ had 1t that King Ferdmand of Spain would not conclude the marnage between his
daughter Elizabeth and Prince Arthur of England so lang as the Earl of Warwick
of the House of York lived. It Was the Spanish king’s b'e]ief that England Would
never be rid of c1v11 war- Wlth that earl surv1v1ng 69 Gamsford repeats Hall’ s ac-
count but also gives a minor reason: that King Henry was glad of this occasion of
getting rid of the Earl of Warwrck “because as he ‘had nnpnsoned him without a
cause, he knew not what to. doe with h1m without a fault. 70 Bacon has followed
Hall’s- account and has -added more After the “conspiracy of Perkin and his
keepers was dlsclosed before it could be carried out, Bacon says, “And in this
~againe the Op1n10n of the Klngs great Wisdome d1d surcharge him with a sinister
Fame, that Perkln was but h1s Bazt to entrap the Earle of Warwzcke 2 Accord-
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 ing to Bacon, it was King .'Henry’s envy that motivated the execution of the young
earl, and the king arranged to have the king of Spain to write to him, demanding
the removal of the earl in anticipation of the proposed marriage.”

Chapter 'II;_ A Summary of the Source 'Studies on Ford’s Perkin Warbeck - .

In reference to Ford’s Pérkin Warbeck, Gerard Langbaine Writing in 1688,
gives as a note, “Plot from Gainsford’s History, 4°.”™ 'In another note to the ,_
~ same play, Langbame wrrtes in 1691 "

The plot is founded on Truth and may be read in most of the Chronicles that
have writ of the Reign of Klng Henry the VIL See Caxton, Polidore Virgil, Holhng }
shead, Speed, Stow, Sa]monet Du Chesne, Martyn Baker, Gaynsford’s stto;:y of

- Perkin Warbeck, etc.™ '

In strll another work by Langbarne when giving information of- the plays by Ford,
there is a note under Perkin Warbeck, “‘For the truth of the Story see Gainsford’s

Hist. of Perkin Warbeck, 4to, and our English Chronicles in the Reign of Henry ‘

 VIL”’7  So it is quite obvious that Lanbaine knows Gainsford’s History of Perkin
- Warbeck to be an important source of Ford’s play. - When Gainsford’s work is
' mentioned with other chronicles dealing with Henry VIP’s reign, presumably
Langbaine is refering to the plot in a very general sense since he has given the
sttory of Perkin Warbeck alone in the two other instances. The list of chromclers |
' as Miss Sargeaunt points out, is “‘not altogether accurate”;® and but for the other
two notes one ‘would not know which: chronicle Ford made use of. The strange
thing is that Langbaine does not mention at all Bacon’s sttorze of the Razgne of
King Henry the Seventh which was first pubhshed in 1622. It seems that Bacon’s
work was better known and more influential than Gamsford’s rather obscure
work. R
The first person to identify Bacon’s Henry VII as an 1mportant source, or
rather the main source was Henry Weber, editor of the first collected edition of
: Ford’s dramatic works pubhshed in 1811 In his brief introduction to the play,_
he says : '

- Ford’s play-is 'founded upon’v’the chronicles of the reign of Henry‘ VII, and parti-
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cularly upon the hjstorylof _that' mOna:ch by the _Celebrated‘lot_d Bacon as appears;
from the beginning of the following dedication.'”f :

-~ The dediC‘atlon to which Weber refers is that to the Earl of Newc’astle'signed by
Ford, prefixed to Perkin Warbeck, in which Ford says, “Out of the darkness of a
| j'former age (enhghten’d by a late ‘both learned and an honorable pen) T have
endeavored to personate a great attempt . ..."7

Next, W1Iham G1fford in a note 1n his 1827 edition of Ford s works also
thinks that by ‘a late both learned and an honourable pen Ford refers to
 “That of the great, Lord Bacon ”7 In 1888, Havelock Ellis in his introduction
to the play says, “‘Ford founded it on Bacon s sze of Henry VII?’, and in a note

~also points out that Ford by “a late . pen” ’ refers to Bacon 80 Then in 1890, in
- his ed1t10n of Famous Elzzabethan Plays, H. F1tzg1bbon g1ves the same account of .
- Ford’s indebtedness to Bacon.8!" This. emphas1s on Bacon and i 1gnorance or neglect

of’ Galnsford has another expression in the title of Victor Gehler’s dissertation of

189582 " | |

It was not until 1897, more than two conturies later th_an Langbaine’s first’
mention of Gainsford’s work as vsource of the plot of Ferkin Warbeck, that Gains-
ford was again mentioned as a source of Ford’s play. In a booklet of source stud-
“-ies of plays by Ford and others, Emil Koeppel gives Langbaine’s remarks on the
sou'rce,.of the plot of Ford’s play, which inention Gainsford’s work,®® acknowled-. ‘
~ ges Ford’s ,indebtendness to Bacon; but he is mainly concerned with proving
Ford’s indebtedness to Gainsofrd, whlch he does by giving three paralle]l quota-
‘tions from Ford’s play and Gainsford’s His'tory of Perkin Warbeck. This study
- firmly established Ford’s borrowmgs from Gainsford in the writing of: Perkm
Warbeck.®* '

In 1899; in his revised edition of h]story of drama A.W. Ward. observes,
referring to Keoppel’s pioneering work, “‘On:Bacon’s book [Life of Henry VII]
and on Thomas Gainsford’s True and Wonderful sttory of Perkin Warbeck etc.
(1618) Ford founded his play.”® _ , .

However later hterary cnt1cs and h1stor1ans have not followed up this
established fact. Wr1t1ng in 1902 and agam in 1908 Schelling- says that ‘Bacon’s
Henry VII is Ford’s “acknowledged authonty” and that the dramatist has followed
Bacon w1th ﬁdehty” as far as. the dramatlc p0331b111t1es of Perkin Warbeck per-
mit. 86 *Though Schellmg ment1ons ,that the sources of: Ford’s plays have been




thoroughly treated” by Koeppel in hrs booklet he is only remarkrng generally

and does not even give the name of Gamsford or h1s sttory m coi ne tion wrtsh :

the sources of Perkin Warbeck. 87 : T .

- Nearly all the edltors and cntlcs of Ford have assumed though thhout o
deﬁmte ev1dence that Ford, by “q late both learned and honourable pen’ refers

“to Bacon srmply because the playwnght has borrowed $0 much from ‘the Henry
VII. As both Bacon and hrs work are well known it is but natural for people to o

' assume Bacon is the dramatlst s sole source. ‘ . ' _
‘In 1896 there was published in Sydney a new ed1t10n of Perkzn Warbeck by

J. P Prckburn and J. Le Gay Brereton In the copious notes of the edrtlon the‘
a edrtors give quotatlons not only from Bacon’ s Henry VII but also from Hall and,_
, Hohnshed s sources of Ford’s play, with the conclusaon that Bacon and Hall are
the ch1ef sources.®®  Then in the year 1911, Professor Brereton pubhshed his
artlcle “The Sources of Ford’s Perkin Warbeck”s?, 1n which. by means of long
parallel quotatlons from Ford s play, from Bacon from _Hall, and occasronally,
* from Hohnshed he shows, as ‘he’ claims, that the chief authorrtres for this play
are Bacon and Hall. ‘Being ignorant of Gamsford S mﬂuence he thinks that the

‘ 1896 ed1t10n of Perkin Warbeck of which he is co-edltor is the first work to
reveal that F ord had another source that is; -Bacon, as he claims, Brereton points. -
out that,. though Schel]mg refers to the ed1t10n of 1896 he stlll chngs to the

* tradition that Ford drew h1s matenals for the play from Bacon S. work only S

Presumably, the work by Bacon was referred to as the source in Schelhng s Elzza- :
. bethan Drama. 9. Though Professor Brereton s artrcle is. hmrted in its merrt 1t :
has well documented the mdebtedness of F ord S play to Bacon s Henry VH
After readmg Brereton S artlcle Emrl Koeppel pubhshed an article 1n the
July issue of Bezblatt zur Anglza of the same year, entltled “J ohn Ford’s Chronzcle -
Play o f Perkm Warbeck und Thomas Gamsford’s sttory of Perkin Warbeck.”*!
'Referrmg to h1s own booklet pubhshed in 1897 and Ward’s sttory of Englzsh
Dramatzc therature both of Wthh mentron Gamsford s sttory Koeppel thmks -
- that 1t is Brereton S neghgence not to have 1ncluded Gamsford S book among. Ford’s
: sources. Here Koeppel gives many parallel quotatrons from Ford and Gamsford :
and Brereton ) quotatrons from Hall and Bacon th1s shows that the verbal s1m11a-, '

nt1es between Ford s play and Garnsford S sttory are far greater- lfan‘ those‘ ‘

between the play and the accounts of Perkm Warbeck in Hall or Hohnshed So o

‘ Hall is ev1dently not a maJor source as Gamsford 1s and st111 less is Hohnshed
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~ The True and Wonderful sttory of. Perkm Warbeck is the 1ndub1tab1e major source :
_other than Bacon’s Henry 17/ 888 '
~ Fifteen years later appeared an article by Mildred C. Struble, “The Indebted-
~ ness of Ford’s Perkin Warbeck to Gainsford’*.*> " Miss Struble points out that
many of the details which Brereton attrrbutes to Bacon, Hall and occasronally
VHohnshed are really from Gainsford’s sttory ‘Brereton’ s article, she rightly
points out, has exhaustively shown how much the dramatist is indebted to Bacon )
She thinks that Gainsford’s work is one of the two chief sources of Ford who
- seems to have drawn about equally from Bacon and Gamsford though there seem
'to be also minor influences of Hall Holinshed, and possibly Speed. Gainsford’s
work Miss Struble maintains, was for Ford almost as up-to-date a historical work
as Bacon’s; therefore, the author made use of both. By grvmg parallel quotatlons
from Ford’s play and Gamsford’s sttory, she convmcmgly establishes her point.
Just like Koeppel before her, she clears up many of Brereton’s wrong claims on
behalf of Bacon, Hall or Holinshed. In some places, she thinks, the playwright
“has deftly fitted together two sources, as from Hall and Gainsford, in Act III,
Scene 1, 48-54, of the Gifford-Dyce text (1869) of the play. The quotations
from Gainsford that Miss Struble gives are many and very important, but they are
“fewer in number than those given in the booklet and the artrcle by Koeppel She
“does not mention Langbaine nor Koeppel nor other cntrcs who had pomted out
the work by Garnsford as a source of the play before her
Later in the same year appeared Miss Struble’ s critical edition of Perkin -
Warbeck 93 She has in this edition included substant1a1 notes which compnse
numerous quotatrons from Bacon and Gamsford and sometrmes from Hall and
Holmshed Garnsford’s Hlstory is also appended to this edrtron regretably it is
' not the text of the orrgmal 1618 edrtron but that of the Harlezan Mzscellany, the
, edition of which she does not specify. Miss Struble’s notes have 1ncorporated Mr.
- Brereton’s documentatloﬁ\n\ and also enlarged on the documentation in her own'
article, of Ford’s debt to Gainsford. Also 1ncluded in her notes are. the three
examples of Ford’s borrowmgs from Gainsford as pointed out by Koeppel in his
booklet of 1897 which i is 1nc1uded in her brbhography % However, of the fmdmgs '
in’ Koeppel’s 1911 article one is not contarned in her notes. 9 ' Neither Koeppel
‘nor Miss Struble had access to the 1618 edrtron of Gamsford S Hlstory, which -
bemg the only ava11able ed1t10n in the seventeenth century was the one that Ford‘
used. For both his booklet and his article Koeppel used the text in A Selection
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from the Harleian Mz’scellahy of Tracts published in1793. It will be noted later
that ‘th‘e Harléian Miscellany text, as is appended to Miss Struble’s edltion has
‘ altered some of the orlgrnal wordmgs and spellings of the 1618 text Owing to
this change, at least one borrowmg by Ford from:Gainsford is not drscermble in
“Miss Struble’s reprint text, as it is in the 1618 text.% o
Miss: M J. Sargeaunt 'S 1mportant work on Ford | was published in 1935 Her

section in the play contains a quite comprehensrve summary ‘of Ford scholarship

on Perkin Warbeck up to about the time of her book however, she does not seem . -

“to know of Miss Struble’s article nor her edition of the play. She is the first
'cr1t1c to give two of Langbaine’s references to plot soufces of Ford s play,. which
' both mention Gainsford’s History.>” Koeppel before her has given only one of
the two references 98" Referring to Professor Brereton’s claim that Ford has

borrowed from . Hall and even Holinshed besides Bacon she considers that “Brere--. ‘ N

ton S argument falls to the ground because he was unaware of Ford s borrowing
from Gainsford. She also gives two examples of Ford’s borrowings from Galns-,
ford to 1llustrate ‘her point that all the Hall and Holinshed influences which
: Brereton claims to be in the play are all attributable to Ga1nsford 9 Her 1gnor-
» Sance of Miss Struble s 'work makes her argument a little too sweepmg, as MISS
Struble s edition. of the play contalns some examples though very few, of Ford’ s
indebtedness to Hall. Miss Sargeaunt does not seem to know of Koeppel’s article,
either. Of the two- examples that she gives as an argument against Brereton s
4cla1m on behalf of Hall, the one concermng the spelling of “Sketon” has been
pointed out by Miss Struble in her edition,°° and the one about “scarcely four
“hundred”” has been pointed out by Koeppel in his article.®  Miss Sargeaunt is
'~ the first critic after Langbame to have consulted the 1618 ed1tron of Garnsford s
work She is the frrst one to quote from that edition too. To show how the
dramat1st borrows from Gainsford, follewing the original account and retarmng
Galnsford’s Wordmg as much as possible but giving a drfferent colourmg, Miss
Sargeaunt gives a very long quotatron from Gamsford to be compared with
Ford’s lines i in the play ~ , T ‘

" In a short article pubhshed in 1955 John O’Conner points out that Ford’s
i:play' may have ‘been influenced by William Warner’s Albion’s England Refernng
to the source studies of the play, O’Conner says that it has been assumed that
Ford’s mdebtedness is limited only to those parts of the play ‘which are clearly
hlstorlcal, while the Scottish Scenes: mvolvmg Katherine, Daliell and Huntley are
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invented by ‘the playwright, as the historiCal_ materials are either vague or ,silent.

From Albion’s Engldnd , O’Conner thinks, Ford might have derivedthe.characte'r

of Katherine, and the person of Daliell, whereas- previously the merits of the
characterization . of Lady Katherine Gordon and the creation of Daliell were

attnbuted to Ford’s original imagination.!3 | | ,

Ford’s portrart of Katherine is very different from the colourless character
in Hall or the vam shallow g1r1 in Gainsford, aspiring to a diadem and taken in by
- Warbeck’ s royal manners and therefore easily giving in to the pretender 5 proposal
of matrimony. Bacon s short reference to Katherme s love for Perkm m all his
fortunes seems too slender a hint for Ford s elaborate portrait of a umquely.
constant wife. Only Warner describes Kathenne as a paragon of devotlon and
loyalty. No prose hrstonan has mentioned - any character equlvalent to ‘Daliell
who loves Katherine and has doubts about the ‘pretender’s claim. ,O’Conner

thinks these two portraits of Warner provide the inspiration for Ford’s two in-
| terestmg characters for Warner’s verse lustory is. the only source avaﬂable for
them. 1 | o
However, O’Conner adrmts that though Albion’s England helps to account
for these points in Ford’s play, it remains conjecture that Warner has rnﬂuenced
'Ford because there are no obvious verbal resemblance_s. Yet Ford’s play being a
chronicle play, the playwright “was not striving for originality except within a
‘ framework of acknowledged fact” and this makes more likely that Daliell is not
an or1g1na1 1nvent10n of Ford’s O’Conner thmks that “Ford obviously did a great
r,rdeal of research in an attempt to rest his play upon a sound h15tor1cal bas1s.
Warner ‘was cons1dered as a hrstorlan by early seventeenth-century standards and |
Ford would have been glad to use him as hrs authority for his Daliell, as all his ‘
other characters are historical. 108 Thrs assumptron of O’Conner S, however is
,-:not very convincing. Smce Ford presents the pretender in a very d1fferent way
from that in the chromcles at the expense of hlstoncal accuracy in many scenes
it is very doubtful whether Ford wanted any h1stor1cal sanction for the mtroduc— '
tion of the character Dahell Moreover Warner’s ‘account of Katherine is not
qu1te historical; rather more romantic than hlstorlcal The bulk of Warner s Book
,VII is devoted to the narratlon of Katherine bemg wooed by her persrstent lover
~and the allegoncal tales they tell each other.'%¢ Therefore one tends to agree to
o Conner S suggestlon that the. suitor in Albzon s England glves Ford some 1dea of
- the character of v]}gahell, ‘but not his contentlon that Warner has been followed to
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~ give the character historical authonty. _ S o

A recent edition of Ford’s play is that by Donald. K Anderson Jr ﬁrst .
published i in 1965197 Accordrng to Mr. Anderson Ford seems to have borrowed
_ from the two h1stor1es of Bacon and Gainsford. about equally more from
Bacon in Acts 1I and V more from Gainsford in Acts III and 1V, and about the- |
same from both in Act I,””'°® while six of the erghteen scenes do not seem to have
- borrowed from them.at all The Bacon1an mﬂuence is stronger in Ford, Anderson )
thrnks, because of Frod’s emphasrs on ideal kmgshrp ' '

In his emphasis, he follows Bacon more closely than he does Gainsford'
. especially in portraying Henry VII. Bacon surpasses all other chroniclers in h1s

analys1s of the kmg ] character and most of his conclusrons are comphmentary

The factual summary of Perkm Warbeck s career that Anderson glves is, as |

a whole, the account of modern hrstonans In relatmg Perkrn s early hfe, the .

editor follows the version of Perkm’s confessron wh1ch is the agreed vers1on of
modern h1stonans However referrmg to Perkm’s facrhty in language when he‘ _
first salled to Cork Anderson says, “havmg ‘been acquired, very hkely, under the :

‘tutelage of Magaret of Burgundy, s1$ter of Edward IV.”10  In th1s remark it L

seems, Anderson is - following the story of Perk1n as passed down from Verg11 -

'through Hall. Concermng Perkin’ S adventure in Cork the account of Anderson is, -

“When asked if he was the Earl of Warw1ck an 111eg1t1mate son of chhard III or
Richard, Duke of York he demed the ﬁrst two 1dent1t1es but clarmed the- th1rd’ :
one,”’ Accordmg to Hall’s vers10n of Perk1n s corifession, the 1mpersonat10n |
was forced upon hrm Perkln did not exactly “clarm” the t1tle It is the same

-story in Gamsford “ . 80 agamst my will made me to learn Enghsh and taught -

- me what T should do and saye.. And after thrs they called me duke of Yorke »‘
_second sonne of kynge Edward the IV L o2 Anderson S account seems to be,,_
an over-sunphficatlon _ 7 , . , b
- In his footnotes to the text of the play Mr Anderson mcludes many im-
portant- quotatlons from Gamsford and Bacon to show Ford’s mdebtedness to - |
them. Mr. Anderson pornts out some borrowmgs from Garnsford whrch other_ ,
critics have not notlced Mr Anderson quotes from M1ss Struble s reprmt of the
, Harlezan Mzscellany versmn of Gamsford’s sttory to 111ustrate Ford S borrowmgs
As it has been ment1oned before at least one borrowrng from Galnsford is obscur- v
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ed because alterations of words are madeé i in this text of the Harlezan Mlscellany

| The most recent edition of the play is by Professor Peter Ure 13" This con-
tains by far the most thorough discussion of the text, date authorship, and the
sources as well as a short critical ]ustory of the play In the appendices are -
1ncluded for the first time in any- edition of this play, extracts from the 1618 “
edition .of Thomas ‘Gainsford’s sttory of Perkin Warbeck , which have influenced
Ford’s wr1t1ng of the play. A biographical index of historical’ characters is also

; prov1ded ‘There are also detailed annotations which, besides 1llummat1ng the

meanings of words and phrases, touches on the dramatist’s borrowing from or
alteration of the facts accordmg to the chroniclers. In the commentary Professor
Ure has mcorporated materials from the Prckburn and. Brereton ed1t10n of the
play. |

Professor Ure thmks that Alfred Harbage s theory, supported by Srdney R.-

Homan Ir., that Perkm Warbeck Was wrrtten by Dekker and F ord in collabora-

tion, “‘can be rejected w1th some conf1dence » though the questlon Whether the ‘

, play was wntten earher than the tradrtlonal datlng of 1633 is still open 14 As to |
Ford’ s two mam sources ‘of the play, Professor Ure th1nks that the dramatlst

comes to rely more and more upon Gamsford ] work as the play proceeds than
upon Bacon s which does not have Gamsford’s h1storrcal detarls and part1cular
colour though Ford is not much affected by Gamsford s clumsy attempts to

1mprove and dramatize s1tuat10ns in the adventures of Perkm ‘The 1mpress1on

one gets says the edltor 1s ‘that Ford tums more readrly to Garnsofrd often as

he consults Bacon Frequently, however has Ford 1nterwoven the two sources |
and this mdrcates that he regards them as havmg more or less equal authonty |
Ina very convement table Professor Ure correlates the sequence of the scenes of

the play with the sequence of the hrstorrcal episodes, with the places and time

kspe01f1ed It is therefore very easy to see from tlrus table how the dramatrst hasv

mampulated w1th the events and sometimes departed from hlstorlcal accuracy,
espec1ally about the Cornish r1s1ng and the decisive battle that follows 16 - |
~ Like others before hnn Professor Ure also ment1ons that the master—stroke |

~ of invention in the play is that concermng the character1zat10n of Perkm Warbeck : B

especrally the quahty of never wavenng 1n h1s mward convrctron and outward B
assertion of h1s bemg the rrghtful 1nher1tor of the Enghsh throne as contrary to .
all the sources Ford argues Professor Ure srmply selzed his opportumty and

- mvented the 1nterest1ng character of Perkm 1t is therefore 1dle to talk about the
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dramatist getting the “germ” A.of_ the idea from a sentehce of Bacon. Nor is it of
any interest to try to establish whether Ford believed, as did Bacon and Gains-

- ford, that Petldn was in fact a fraud, "Th_e mere fact that the character Perkin

in the play has sane, noble and appealmg c'onvictions about his own nature r_hakes
it appear independent of 'ahythi,n_g in the SOuroes; Ford’s inventions in the charac-
terizations of Katherine, Huntley and Dalyell are also touched _oh.i?’ ProfesSo:_
Ure discredits Warner’s Albion’s England as the possible historical authority that o
Ford relies on for the character of Dalyell, as O’Connor sug_gests;.however,l he O
agrees’ with .O’Connor that Ford may,have noted 'Wamer’s-emphasis on Kathetine’s ) '_

loyalty and her gallant suitor that very'faintly resembles Dalyell‘ Professor Ure

says.that it must also be remembered that in Gainsford, Bacon and Speed there
are suggestions for a deeply affectionate and loyal Kathenne too.M® -

It is doubtful, Professor Ure thmks that King Henry in the play is a character
so far improving on that found in the sources as to constitute an ideal king, as - |
D. K. Anderson claims. Instead, in Ure’s opinion, Ford’s King Henry is basically
that of ABacon with sOme influence from Gainsford. King James"in the;_play_is,':
.as a character, about as close to the sources as King Henry.1*? - _ .

Owing to the great number of cases where Ford derives his facts and his

rhetoric from Gainsford and Bacon, Professor Ure recognizes Ford’s great de-

pendence on them and remarks, “He obviously worked with Bacon and Gains-
ford open on the table in front of liim,” but the dramatist “by a few handsome A
strokes of inventive insight”” makes “all the drab dependence and crowdin_g’det-ailé
glitter and cohere,””120: o ,b , . o
. In the d1scuss1on .of the sources of the play, Professor Ure attnbutes to MISS |
Struble the merit of rev1v1_ng the name of Gainsford as one of Ford s chief sources
of the play in 1926,'* "after Gerard Langbaine first suggested it in 1688. As it
has been mentloned earlier in the chapter, it was Emil Koeppel that ﬁrst revived
Gainsford’s name in his 1897 booklet on.the sources of the drama by Chapman,
Massinger and F ord wherein by means of parallel quotations from Gainsford’s
History of Perkin Warbeck and Ford’s play Koeppel shows beyond doubt that -
Gainsford is one of the mam sources of Perkin Warbeck.
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| Chapter III Some Probable Borrowings by F ord
A from His Sources for Perkin Warbeck ’

‘The following is a short list of quotatlons from the play, each accompamed o

by a quotatlon or quotatlons from Ford’s source books of the play. “Thése quota- 7

tions have not yet been mentioned by any of the source studies, but they seem
to be the likely sources of the respectlve hnes from the play, or as Jmportant“
sources as others. The text ‘of the play used and the line numbers are those of
Henry de Vocht’s edition of John Ford’s Dramatic Works 122" which is a very
faithful reprint of the 1634 quarto The historical wntlngs from which’ passages
are quoted are "Hall’s The Union of the Two Noble and Illustrate Famelies of
: Lancastre and Yorke (15 50) Holmshed’s The Thzrd Volume of Chronicles (1587);

~ Gainsford’s History of Perkin Warbeck (1618) and Bacon’s sttory o f Henry VII
(1622). The page numbers of the above-mentloned ed1t10ns are glven even when

,reference is made to the quotatlons in the works of E. Koeppel, M. C. Struble .

. and D. K “Anderson who used later ed1t10ns and ‘hence page numbers of them s

The page number fol]ows the abbreviated t1t1es in the parentheses below
Act I
" 560 naked out-lawes

"~ Miss Struble (Chtzcal Edn., 124—25) glves quotations from Hall Hohnshed S
Bacon and Gainsford, though Gamsford’s account does not even contain the word
“‘naked”. P. Ure (Edn. ‘31) gives Holinshed only (780) but adds that Hohnshed s
remarks are ‘derived from Hall. There is another passage in Bacon wh1ch mlght

have been used by ‘Ford." Bacon, (Henry VII 35): [referrlng to the Battle of

Stoke] “nelther did ‘the Irish fail in courage or ﬁercenesse, but bemg almostf -
naked men, only armed with Darts and Skemes R : ER

563-64 By Stephen Frion, sometimes Secretarie |
In the French tongue unto your sacred Excellerice

Miss Struble (Critical Edn., 125) gives Gifford’s note which contains a
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quotation from Bacon, as an explanation. P. Ure 'v('Edn.,. 31) points out that the
‘main reference to Fﬁon and this spelling of his name is in ,Be_con. The passage in
Bacon which is very close to Ford’s lines above is, (Héniy VII, 118) .. .the
. Duchesse had also gayned unto her, a neare servant of ng Henry s 0wne one
Stephen Frion, his Secretane for the French Tongue

574 Sketon a taylor

| M1ss Struble (Cﬁtical Edn., 125) g1ves the: Harleum Mzscellany vers1on of ) |

Gamsford ’s reference to Perkm S counsellors (eleven words are’ m1ssmg here
~ when compared with the text of the Miscellany 1n the Appendlx of the Chtzcal ‘ N
Edition. In the 1618 edition of Gamsford’s His story, the correspondlng line is, a
(93) “Richard Sketon a tailer.” As ‘the Harleian Mtsscellany 'version appended
to Miss Struble S edltlon gives the name as “Rlchard Skelton” (Critical Edn.,
202), Miss Struble does not see Ford’s mdebtedness to Gamsford for the spelling
of the name. Mrss M. Sargeaunt is the first one to point out that Ford s spelling
of ““Skiton” is borrowed from the historian. (John Ford, 218 n. 19; referrmg to
Brereton’s query.) Peter Ure (Edn 32) also ‘refers to this borrowing i in a note;
~ in the text of the play Ure adopts A. Dyce’s historical spelhng of/“Skelton_

Act II

‘774-7)8 Take this for answer, bee what ere thou art,
Thou never shalt repent that thou hast-put
Thy cause, and person, into my protection.
- Cosen of York, thus orice more We embrace thee;
. Welcome to Iames of Scotland, for thy safetie.

Miss Struble (Critical Edn., 128) gives a quotation from Bacon which seems -
to be the most likely source for lines 774-76. The account of Gainsford, however,
is very close to Ford’s linés also: (History of Perkin Warbeck, 66) “the King...
cheered him, telling th plamly he would assist him, and whatever he was, or
intended to be he should not repent him of his coming thrther ”

77273 KIL: Hee must bee more then subject, who can vtter
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The language of a King, and such is thine:
785-89 Coun: 1have not seene a Gentleman
’ Ofa more braue aspect, or goodher carriage;
. His fortunes moue not him--Madam yare passionate.

Kath: Beshrew mee, but his words haue touched mee home,
~ As if his cause concerned mee; ‘

Miss Struble (Critical Edn., | 128) observes, “The impression Perkin had made on
the spectators, and indicated 1n the remarks of J ames, the Countess, and Kathe-
‘rine, harmomzes w1th the comments of Bacon and she thereupon gives some
quotatrons from Bacon. Some of Gamsford s passages descnbmg Perkm s royal
~ manner mlght have also 1nﬂuenced Ford ’

' sttory of Perkin Warbeck: (33) For without any dlfﬁculty, or s1gn of subordma-‘
tion...he kept such a prmcely countenance, ‘and counterfeted a ma1est1call roialty,
that all ‘others ﬁrmely approued he was extracted out of the blood of Plantaginet,
and obserued him accordingly. (41).. Perkm who played the counterfet sO
exactly, that his words resembled forcrble incantations. .. . For all men praised his

~ vertues and qu_alltres, witha resolue_d beleefe of his prmce]messe.

Act I

1227-29 ' ' Vfor thev supposirrg
(Mrsled by rumor) that the day of battaile
Should fall on Munday

Mrss Struble quotes Gamsford s account (83) in her article (Anglza 1926 84) and
her Cr1t1ca1 Edition (137), and she points out that for these three lmes Ford was
1nfluenced by Gamsford However Hall’s, Hohnshed’s as well as Bacon’s accounts
are quite sumlar to the account of Gamsford Ford may- have used Bacon’s ac-'
~ count only.

- History o f Hemy VII: (170)Itwas...a Saturday . when the Battile was fought;
though the King had, by all the Art hee could deuise, giuen out a false Day, as if
‘hee prepared to giue the Rebels ‘Battaile on the Monday fo]lowmg, the better to
find them vnproulded and i m disarray. ' ' : ‘
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The Union of the two. .. famelies: “Henry VII”: (Fol xliii) Some affirme the
kynge appoynted to fight with the rebelles on the Monday, and anticipatyng the

tyme by pollecie set on theim upon the Saturday before, beinge unprouided and in f

no arraye of battaile, and so by that pollecy obteynedv the felde and victory. '

Hohnshed’s account (The Third Volume of Chromcles 782) is almost the same as
Hall’s,

1250  Raled in ropes, fit Ornaments for traytors

Nhss Struble (Crztzcal Edn., 137-38) quotes Glfford’s note which contams a
quotatron from Bacon, in which there is the phrase rayl d in Ropes™ (spelhng of
+ the 1622 ed1t10n of Henry VII) she pomts out that the same phrase also occursin’
-Stow’s Annals' of England (1592). However in Gainsford’s account of Perkin
Warbeck’s 111-fated landrng at Kent, there is also this same phrase when Gamsford
was referrmg to those followers of Perkin that were captured P. Ure (Edn 65)
says Bacon derived his phrase from Ha]l and it was also used by Gamsford in the

~ same context P. Ure does not give Bacon’s spelhng of the 1622 edition, nor does |
he point out that Gamsford’s spelhng of “raled” is the same as that in Ford s ,'
quarto text of 1634 | | |

History of Perkin Warbeck: (62)”.. . the principall captaines. . . were all .. .so
raled in ropes, like horses-drawing in a cart, sent vp to London.”

163839 K:la: Forrage: through
’ The Countrey, spare no prey of life, or goode

In 1897 E. Koeppel (Quellen-Studzen etc., 191) first points out that Gams-
ford’s account of the first Scottish i mcursron is F ord’s source; Gamsford s account
is: sttory o f Perkzn Warbeck (72) “to forage my natiue countrey ” Mrss Struble
does not seem to know of Koepper’ s work but in her Critical Edztzon (143449
gives Bacon’s not d1ss1m11ar account of the first Scottish incursion. However,
Bacon’s account of the second Scottish incursion contains almost the same words
as Galnsfords sttory of Henry VII: (173) “sendmg the rest to Forrage the.
Countne
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Act IV :

170308 . . S Can they
‘ " Loake on the strength of Cundrestme defac t?
" The glorie of Heydonhall devasted? that-
- Of Edington cast down? the pile of Fulden "
Orethrowne? And-this the strongest of their Forts
Olde Ayton Castle yeelded, and demolished? .

- “That 'G-ainsferd’s acCount is apparently FOrd’s source of these ']ines has been
_- pomted out first by E. Koeppel (Beiblatt zur Anglza Vol. 22 (1911), 213), and B
.then by M1ss Struble (Anglm (1926) 87 and G‘ztzcal Edztzon, 146) Donald :

' ,AAnderson, Jr (Edn 64) quotes the same passage from Gamsford SO ‘does Peter .

Ure (Edn 88) However, the version of Gamsford ) sttory of Perkm Warbeck B

“used by Koeppel is that in -4 Selectzon from the Harleian Miscellany of Tracts
(1793) and the versmn used by Miss Struble is that of the Harlezan Mlscelhny |

. though she does not spec1fy wh1ch edltlon it 1s that she uses and mcludes in the '

- 'appendlx of her Cntlcal Edltlon "D. Anderson quotes from the version of _

" Gamsford as’ appended ‘to Miss Strubles edition. This version:of Galnsford is

. shghtly d1fferent from that of the ongmal 1618 edition: in the passage under

discussion at least one _word-vhas been altered. As the Harleian version has changed

- the word “deuasted” which Ford bdrrOWed to “demo]ished”, neither Koeppel”

: 'nor Miss Struble nor Anderson can see Ford’s mdebtedness to Gainsford for this

'word. P. Ure’s ‘edition has extracts of the 1618 ed1t10n of Gamsford included i in
 the appendlx, but he has not noticed this borrowmg byrFord.

 History of Perkm Warbeck:. (86) .the Earle of Surrey entred Scotland,

» defaced the Castle of Cundrestins, deuasted the Tower Hedonhall, vndermmed the
Tower of. Edington, ouerthrew the Pile of Fulden and sent Norey King of Armes
to the Captzune of Hazton Castle, the strongest fortlﬁcatlon betweene Barwick and
.Edinborough.to dehuer the same . . . that at last it was surrendered . our Generall .

- quite ouerthrew and dernol‘ished‘the same. ' :

Act V

2302-06 ~ Your husband m‘é}r;cht to Taunton, and was there.
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Affronted by King Henries Chainberlayne. :

The King himselfe in person, with his Armie
- Advancing neerer, to renew the fight

On all occasions.

MISS Struble. (Chtzcal Edn., 153) quotes from Hall and Bacon and she says
-““The account of th1s adventure would appear to result from a combined mﬂuence
of Bacon and Hall.” However, Gamsford’s main account is almost the same as

Hall’s, and in another portlon Gainsford also mentlons the King’s chamberlain. - .

Bacon’s account is contained in Galnsford s account. Hall s account, though not
completely contained in Bacon s, is all in Gainsford’s. Thel_'efore, Ford may not
" have used Hall at all and may have used Gainsford only.

N

History .of Perkin Warbeck: (95-96) When‘Pericz‘n retlred h15 lows1e and dls-. o
'tressed Armie to the next great Towné called Taunton . ‘ S ’
- the Kings Army approaching, of which the Lord Daubney . was Gen'e-A K
rall: yet in the meane while had [many lords and knights] ... brought f.orward the -
forces of the countrey . .

. But when the ng was adver’uzed of their retummg [of Perkin and h1s .
followers] to Taunton, he hasted thither . L, . ‘

7 (97) When the King approached the towne og Tawnton . VHee sent before
him . . ; Giles Lord Daubney [and others] .. .to giue the onset and begiime the
batte]l, that hee with the rest . . . . might come to the reskue, if they were wearied
and defatigated.

©2306-09 - ~© . But the night before . A

~ The battayles were to joyne, your husband privately
Accompanied with some few horse, departed _
From out the campe, and posted none knowes whither i\_

Miss Struble (Chtzcal Edltzon 153) gives Bacon S account but Hall’s account -

and Gamsford’s account are verbally closer to F ord’s linesthan Bacon’s. Gainsford
‘'seems to have been the source; Hall’s account, bemg less close, may not have been -
used at all. '

The Umon of the two famelzes etc. "‘Henry VII” (Fol xlvn) For assone as
Perkyn was enformed y his enemies were ready to geue h1m battayle, he that no- .
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thyne lesse mynded then to ﬁght in open felde with the kynges pulssaunce dis-

simuled all y day time v% his company, as though nothing could make him afeard,
~ and aboute mydnight beyng accompanyed with .1x. horsmen departed frd Tawnton
' m poste to a sanctuary toune besyde Southampton called Beaudeley. .

'History of Perkin Warbeck: (97-98) For poore Perkin (desperate of his fortunes,
and quite exanimated to encounter with the Kings forces, in so warlike a manner
and. fearefull a preparatlen contrary to all the mot1ues of a’ true Roman Honour,
and w1thout knowledge of his army) about. m1dn1ght accompanied with sixty
‘horse, departed in Wonderfull celenty toa Sanctuary towne besides Southampton
called Beudly

2389 . Sir Rice ap Thomas, and Lord Brooke our Steward

- Miss Struble (Critical Y'E"dition, 154) notes, “The names of Sir Rice ap T homas

and Lord Brooke are taken from Hall,” though in the pfevious note she gives a
quotation about Sir Rice ap Thomas from Lumby’s edition of Bacon’s Works.
' Gainsford’s account is almost identical with Hall’s and Bacon’s. Bacon’s account -
is quoted by Anderson (Edn., 89); only Bacon does not mention in this context
that Brook was the King’s steward. In Hall and Gainsford, these two and the
"Lord Chamberlain were sent forward as Vanguard when King Henfy approached
- Taunton, after the SIege of Exeter was ralsed while Bacon says these two and the
Lord Chamber]am were dlspatched to the rescue of Exeter

stto;y of Perkin Warbeck: (97) When the kmg approached the towne of Tawn-
. Hee sent before him Robert Lord- Brooke the Steward of his ‘house, Giles -
Lord Daubney, and ST Rice app Thomas to gme the onset<and beglnne the battell. .

Ford’s spelling “Rice ap Thomas” agrees with that of Bacon, while'both Hall and
- Gainsford spell’ “Rice app Thomas™. Ford probably used Gainsford only, or
Gamsford and Bacon. He may not have used Hall at all.

2446-50 K:H: A prettie gallant! thus, your Aunt of Burgundie,
~ Your Dutchesse Aunt enform’d her Nephew;so -
The lesson prompted and well conn’d, was moulded
Into familiar Dialogue, oft rehearsed,
Till leamnt by heart, ‘tis now; receiv’d for truth.
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Miss Struble (Critical Edition, 155) quotes Bac-on"s account in cbnnection
vvith Line 2447, In Gainsford’s account there i isa passage whlch equally could
have given Ford the suggestlon ’

sttory of Perkzn Warbeck (33) Thus she [the Duchess of Burgundy] kept h1m a
certame space priuily with her selfe, and vsed such diligencie and instruction con-
cerning the house of Yorke, the affalres of England, and the lignage, descent, and '
order of her farnily, that by that time he came to repeat his fesson she verily be- -
heued he was the same she had supposedly contriued: and he quite forgot, that euer
his first originally came out of the Dunghill: For without any difficulty, or signe
of subordination (such a forcible impression hath the hope of honour and prefer-
ment. ... ) he kept such a princely countenance, and counterfeted a maiestically
roialty, that all others firmely approved he was extracted out of the blood of
_ Plantaginet . . . she agalne grew proud of nothing so much, as the wonderment of
her owne handworke. .

2612° A dunghﬂl was thy- Cradle. -

Miss Truble (Chtzcal Edztlon 157) quotes from Hall (Fol. v11), “suche a -
dongehyll knave and vyle borne v111eyne "There are other examples of this WOI‘d':
dunghill: one from Hall, another from Gamsford The Union of the two
famelies etc., “Henry VII”:- (Fol.xliii) “This. Mighell Ioseph, surnamed y black :
smyth one of y capltems of this donge hill and draffe sacked ruffians.” |

" History of Perkin Warbeck: (33)"‘ he [Perkm] quite forgot that euer his first.
ongmall came out of the Dunghﬂl '

Therefore, Ford may have used Gainsford only for _the word “‘dunghill” and

not consulted Hall at all. - ' ' A

_ The source studies on Perkin Warbeck as mentloned above by Koeppel \
Brereton, Miss Struble, Miss Sargeaunt, Anderson, and Ure, show that the pre-

ponderant evidence is.that Ford borrows chiefly from Gainsford’s History of |
| Perkin Warbeck and Bacon’s History of Henry VII. Ford may have got his inspira-

. tion for the character of Daliell and the (';onstant-lover' Katherine from Warner’s ,
Albion’s Engkznd. There are rather few evidences which can establish Ford’s

“indebtedness to other chroniclers for the play. As Hall’s account of the reign of
Henry VII is the prototype of all the later versions of Perkin Warbeck’s adventures
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" including those of Gainsford and Bacon, it is only natural that there ere many
similarties between Hall’s account and Ford’s pléy. ‘The annotations in Miss
Struble’s critical editioh includes many quotations from Héll; in a few ‘cases she
thinks Hall d1rectly influenced Ford.'?*’ However most of what she thinks is
Ford’s debt to Hall has been rightly attnbuted to Gamsford or Bacon by Koeppel,
Anderson, and Ure. A fcw of these passages are discussed in this chapter.’®’

Peter Ure gives four examples of what appeared to her to be the dramatlst’s
direct borrowings from Hall.?¢  Firstly, the word “sculléry”, as Miss Struble has
pointed out, does seem to have come from Hall who is the only chrqnicler to
mention thatv Lambert Simnel was serving in Henry VII’s scullery,*?” " The second
example ‘naked outlaws”; is also mentioned by Miss Struble though she does not
say it is a direct debt or not since she also gives the accounts of Holinshed and
Bacon; Bacon’s passage contains the phrase ‘wilde and naked people in reference
to the Irish.2?® It has also been pointed out above!?® that in another passage
Bacon again refers to the Irish as ‘almost naked men”. The third example, from -
Perkin Warbeck’s speech to King. James at the Sco'ttish court, referring to'his
being “fostered/By obscure means, taught to unlearn myself” is seeﬁ by Professor
Ure-as a direct link with Hall, which is not represented in the other sources; Ford
may probably have got his msp1rat10n from Hall’s account.’®® The fourth one
concerns Ford’s source for saying that “he [Perkin] had 1ntelligenee | Of béing/
bought and sold by his base followers”. In the opinion of Professor Ure, a sen-
tence in Hall’s account of the episode, ... least his men should fersake hum”
_ may have given Ford a hint for the “palliation” in these lines.” As Professor Ure
-observes, Ford’s lines go much further than any'of'his known sources. Gainsford
condemns Perkin’s flight as dishonourable. " In het note to these two lines from
Ford, Miss Struble quotes from Hall and Holinshed, but her quotation from Hall
. does not include the sentence which Professor Ure considers as the probable ger’ni
of Ford’s lines.'3? , ' ' v

To conclude, the evidences of Ford’s direct boi'rowing from Hall are very
few; some of them are rather assumed ev1dences They point to the assumptlon
that Ford did consult Hall’s chronicle, ‘but not at all frequently, and made very
 little use of it.

. As a whole, Perkin Warbeck is qu1te faithful to the historical facts of its
source materials.. Inevitably, a dramatist has to make alterations to turn his

materials into a play. What follows is a brief synopsis of the plot of the play, with



the h1stoncal mc1dents and’ Ford’s onglnal creations indicated. The d1v1s1on of
- acts and scenes is that established by Weber s edition of Ford’ s plays in l8l 1,and
followed by all later edltors 133 -

Act 1

: 'Scene I King Henry of England is d1scussmg the new pretender to the Enghsh
throne, Perkin Warbeck with hlS court1ers in the King’ s palace at Westminster
when news comes that Sir Robert Chfford one of Perkm s consplrators in Flanders,
has defected and come back to England. K1ng Henry thereupon commands to
move the court to the Tower of London (All Ford’s source chronlcles ie., those
by Hall, Gainsford and Bacon.) - _ | |
Scene II: In Scotland, Lord Dalyell is encouraged by Lord Huntly to court his.
daughter, Lady Katherine Gordon. The young lady tells the young nobleman
that when ripeness of time and experience comes, she will consider Dalyell’s
proposal. - (Ford’s own creatlon) ‘Perkin Warbeck amves at the Scott1sh court.
(All Ford s source chronlcles ). ' . ’
Sciene III: Cl1fford in the Tower confesses h1s wrongs and begs for the King’s
| pardon. Then he reveals that Sll' Wllllam Stanley, the Lord Chamberlam is Perkin’s
chief consp1rator in England to the great surpnse of the King. Stanley is put
under arrest at once. (All Ford s source chron1cles) Daubeney brings the news -
that the Cormsh resentmg the subs1d1es levied on them by the K1ng, have risen in
revolt. F ord here alters the chronology of h1s sources: the Corn1sh r1s1ng does not::» -
occur untll after the first Scott1sh incursion on England

Act T

Scene I Perkm Warbeck is warmly recelved at the Scottish court. He dehvers an’ |
1mpress1ve speech before Klng James and the Scottlsh lords, cla1m1ng to be the

Duke of York in distress. ng James prom1ses to take up his cause. (All Ford S

source chromcles except that the speech is based on Bacons vers1on) Lady
.Kathenne 1s _greatly moved by Perkm s speech (Ford s own creatlon perhaps"_
1nﬂuenced by Warner’ s and Gamsford S accounts )

~ Scene II: Stanleyrs condemned and then executed. ' Before: he is led away to be

executed, Stanley marks a cross on Clifford’s face as a traitor’s infamy. Daubeney ~
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) ,. is made Lord ‘Chamberlain. ng Henry makes arrangements of his troops to cope
W1th the Cormsh rebels and the coming Scottish invasion which he foresees. (The
| eplsode between Clifford and Stanley, and the King’s foreseeing the Scottish in-
vasion are Ford’s creation. The other incidents are based on his source chronicles.)
Scene IT: In spite of the objection of Lord Huntley, King James commands
Katherlne to marry Perkin, and Katherine willingly agrees, to the dismay of
Dalyell Warbeck and his counsellors are all delighted at this connection. While
prepanng for some celebration with the other counsellors, Frion is annoyed at
 these, vulgar s1mp1etons (Except for the marr1age and the low social origins of ‘_
. three of Perkin’s counsellors which are in the source chromcles Ford s 1mag1na— :
_ tion has put in the other detarls ) ‘ '

© Act I

Scene I: The Cornish rebels meet brave resistance, instead of help, from the
B men of Kent Then commg to Blackheath, the rebels are caught unprepared when
the Klng s armies attack them on Saturday, when they expect to fight on Monday
After some resistance they are defeated. The leaders, Lord Audley, Flammock
and Joseph are executed. King Henry allows the others to flee to Cornwall, and
he continues to have the subsidies collected. (Ford’s chronicle sources provrde
the facts, except that the Cormsh rising is isolated. w1thout even the Scottish
incursion (hrstorlcally, the” second one) mentloned yet. The Scottish’ actually
1nvade again when King Henry i is busy w1th the Cormsh )
Scene II: At the Scottish court Perkm and his newly married wife are entertaine'd ‘
' by ng James with masques; wh11e Huntley and: Dalyell share their sorrow and
sympathy. At the same time Scottish troops are gathered to attack England
King James and Perkin- who has his proclamation ready are to join the troops.
Perkin and Katherlne pledge their love before departing. (The main facts are
* based on the source chronrcles Ford has put in the details of the emotlon between
' Perkrn, Katherrne, Huntley and Dalyell.) '
Scene T Now the Spamsh king sends hrs ambassador to Scotland, Pedro
Hialas, prrvately first to King Henry, in‘ order to arrange a peace between England
and Scotland. Hialas requests Krng Henry to send an envoy to join hrm when the
time is r1pe to negotlate peace in Scotland Hialas- also makes it clear that King -

Ferdinand has sworn that the marriage between hrs daughter and K1ng Henry S



son should never be concluded as lo"ﬁ'g'as the Earl of WérWick is living. (The mis- -
“sion of Hialas is in all the source chromcles for the attitude of K1ng Ferdmand
~ toward the Earl of Warwmk Gamsford is the source.) '
Scene IV; King James, accompanied by Perkin, invades England with his troops
and besieged .Norharﬁ Castle. The Bishop of Durham ‘réfuses to surrehder but
advisé's King James to v'shake‘ off 'Perkin and make peace with King Henry. Perkin
can make only yain protests s‘iné:e no English people have come, as he says they
~ will, to his aid. Yet when King James orders his troops to forage through the
country, Perkin weeping petitions him to refrain from damaging ‘‘his couﬁtry”
and slaughtering ‘‘his people”. King James ridicules this foolish mercy. Then
. news comes that the Cornish rebellion has been pacified, and English troops under
.the Earl of Surrey are cdming to raise the siege. James therefore retreats. (Ford

has combined the two Scottish incursions into one. According to the chronicles,
“Perkin’s proclamafion, the Scottish forraging and Pei'kin’s petition happen at the |
first invésion, and Norham Castle is besieged on the occasion of the second in-_/

vasion. Only Gainsford clearly mentions that Perkin is with King James on the
| second incursion. ‘Thé details, like the dialogue between James and the Bishop
of Durh'am; are Ford’s.)

Act TV

Scene I: After the Earl of Surrey’s troops enter Scotland and destroy several
" castles in pursuit of King James;, Marchmount, the Scdttish herald, comes to
deliver' James’s challenge to Surrey for singlé battle to save shedding of innocent
blood. James asks for the town of Berwick_ as reward if he wins, and offers to
pay Surrey one thousand p0unds'if he is defeated. Surrey replies that he is ho-
noured by the offer. ‘Because the town does not belong to him, he can only offer
himself to James if defeated; if he wins, he will give the king liberty without any
~ condition. The Bishop of Durham goes to Scotland with the herald to negotiate
peace. (The Marchmount episode is not in Bacon but m Hall and Gamsford
The Bishop of Durham is sent to Scotland to negot1ate peace when Hialas gives
King Henry notice of the Scottish K1ng s willingness. Ford hasaltered this.)

Scene II meg to Hialas’s effort King James begins to treat Perkin w1th'
» growing mdlfference Perkin, fqehng the adverse development, confers with his

counsellors. Frion advises him to go to Cornwall since letters have come from
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Ireland to Perkin, saying that the Cornish resent their last defeat and welcome
Perkin to join them. The other counsellors all express their consent, in their
' usual, vulgar_ way. Thus they_ declde that they should go to Cornwall to try their -
luck after leaving Scotland. (Hialas’s efforts to bring about a peace treaty even-
tually lead to J am'es'fs demand for Perkin to leave Scotland. Also, the chronicles
say, Perkin receives letters from the Cornish only when he reaches lreland after
laning Scotland. Ford has altered the latter fact and created the counsel scene.)

" Scene II: Hialas and the :Bishop of Durham have eventually persuaded James to
join other Christian countries in a-league of amity with England. James expects
to marry Margaret, daughter to King Henry, which Durham proposes to bring
about. However, James refuses to deliver Perkln to the ‘English, but 1ns1sts on
keepmg his wo;d and lettmg Perkin leave in safety. James promises to cease
- hostilities and send Huntley to England for negotiations. Then he tells Perkin why
-he'mustl leave, and_ that hlS departure will be provided. (So far the facts are from
_the source ch'ronicles) ‘Perkin thanks J ames in his stately and pompous language _
r'for the treatment he has been favoured with at ‘the Scottish court; he asks to be
' allowed to take Katherine, his’ wife, with him. He soothes Katherine and sends
‘Frion to Flanders to deliver the news. Huntley bids the couple farewell; Dalyell
decides to follow Katherine to wait on her, and is Welcomed by Perkin for his
_ noble love. ‘Then they depart. (ThlS ‘second part is chiefly Ford’s creation,
though the. chroniCles mention that Perkin. thanks James, Perkln s speech is per-
haps influenced by Gainsford’s version which includes a long speech.) ,
Scene IV: In LondOn it is learned that King James has failed to fight Surrey in
single combat as he had offeredr In the meantim'e, King Henry keeps close watch

over the Cornish. .~ After Frion is caught by Durham, King Henry, with great ) )

, fores1ght dispatches Dawbeney ‘and Oxford with their troops to Salisbury; the
King himself leading more troops follows up.. A messenger is sent.in haste to
Exeter-to warn them of the coming:attack on-the city by the Cornish. (Hall and
Gainsford both say that King James does not fight the single combat as he offers |
to do: Bacon does not mention at all the challenge According to all the source
‘chronlcles, ng Henry does not dispatch troops to Sahsbury until the Cornish,
under the leadership of Eerkm, attack Exeter. Ford has changed the fact.)

Scene V: After asea journey, Perkin, Katherine and their followers reach Bodmin |
in 'Cornwall “The- Cornish welcome Perkin as their leader and proclalm him
Rlchard the Forth monarch of England Four thousand rebels are gathered



They march on to Exeter to besiege the city. This is the' first-attack that Perkin
actively takes part in. He invokes the blessings of heaven and the divinity of royal
birth to help him. (The incidents are based on the source chronicles, except for
Perkin’s invocation for help which is only hinted at. Also, Perkin has come to

Bodmin from Ireland, not from Scotland directly.)
Act V

 Scene I: Katherine, Dalyell and her servants,, while on their way to the ships
are captured by the Earl of Oxford. Just before this, Katherine has learned that
the Cornish have been repulsed by King Henry’s armies. From Exeter Perkin
leads the troops .tQ Taunton, still pursued by the royal troops. Then the night .
before the battle, with a few followers, Perkin flees, closely followed by Daube-
ney’s horsemen. V'Katherine and Dalyell are escorted by Oxford politely to see
King Henry while Oxford coﬁveys the King’s admiration for Dalyell. Katherine
is duly treated.as a Scottish princess. (The incidents are from Ford’s source
chronicles exeept for the part of Deﬂyel]’s involving in this episode.)

Scene II: King Henry iearns that Perkin has escaped, but he is sure that the pre-
tender cannot steal out of England. In fhe meémtime a treaty of peace has been
concluded between England and Scotland. King Henry thanks the people of
Exeter for their brave resistance and also rewards his loyal lords. Then, Perkin
-and his few followers, after surrendering themselves from sanctuary to Daubeney,
are brought before the King. Perkin, Henry thinks, is a héndsome youth, but not
much to wonder about. Despite King Henry’s satirical mockery, Perkin does not
waver in the beh'ef of his royal birth. He is willing to meet execution rather than R
admitting to be a counterfeit, requesting merey only for his followers. Even King
Henry thmks that he is brave. Eventually, his followers all beg for mercy. Perkin
and his followers are all conveyed to London to be put in the Tower of London.
The King hopes that time may restore their wits because he thinks that “the cus-
tom of being styled a king” has fastened in’ Perkjh’s thought that he is such.
Then Katherine and Dalyell are presented to the king. King Henry treats hef with
great favour and promises to keep her at his court with a great pension, before he
goes back to London. (Of Ford’s three sources, only Gainsford says that Perkin
is bfought before the King and that the King, thinking he is only superficially

instructed, does not wonder at him. The sources say that Katherine is brought to.
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the King before Perkin’s surrender; and that only Bacon says the King giVes “very
honourable Allowance” (1622 End., 184). Ford has put in the other details.)'*
Scene III: Now in London Perkin is being tried for twice escaping from the
Tower of London. He is sentenced by a jury to death by hanging. He is first
put in the étocks fo be shown to the public. Urswick taunts him, tries to persuade
him to clear his conscience, and also blames him for having brought about the
death sentence of the Earl of Warwick by involving him in Perkin’s attempt to es-
cape. Perkin is urged to confess his true parentage. Lambert Simnel is also on
the scene to ridicule Perkin, and says that Perkin’s pedigree--son of a Jew, Osbeck
of Tourney--has been published. P_erkin Warbeck, however, does not even admit

~ King Henry as the king of England, but calls him Duke of Richmond. _Simnel
advises Perkin to confess and hope for pardon, yet Perkin dismisses this thought:
as not possible in him. Katherine comes to bid Perkin farewell, in spite of Oxford%
charge that it is a shame ﬁnworthy of her status. Perkin and Katherine pledge
their love for eaéh other, and she vows to die a faithful widow to his bed. At this
moment, Huritley, the Scottish ambassador, comes; he gloﬁés in Katherine’s con-
stancy though he wishes he were not presenf. He also bids Perkin a farewell of -
pity. Katherine, fainting, is taken away by Dalyell, before Perkin and his fb_llowers '
are hanged. Perkin, to the last, defies his executioners, and attributes his death
and that of the Earl of Warwick to the will of heaven. He encourages his followers
to spurn cowardly passions, so that theywill have illustrious names after death.
(According to the source chronicles, Perkin is‘pu‘t in the Tower after his first
unsuccessful atiempt. After the ill-fated attempt to escape from the Tower is
: diScovered, he is tried, put in the stocks again to read his Confession which
reveals his true humble origin, and then-hanged, together with John a Water and
his son. The noble pledge of 1¢ve performed by Perkin and Katherine, the pres-
ence of Simnel, Huntley, etc. and Perkin’s faith in his noble birth and his spirit of
‘definance are all Ford’s own creation. Simnel’s claim that Perkin is son of a Jew,
is, of co_urse, drawn by Ford from Baéon’s_mistaken account. That the death of ’
the Earl of Warwick is caused by his being involved in Perkin’s plot to 'escape is

also in all the three sources.)
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