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BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTES

——
ROWE'S SHAKESPEARE, * 1709"

Sir,—Nicholas Rowe's edition of the plays of
Shakespeare was first published, as is well known, by

!
tain number of copies being
nvu.n.mmumdymnheTm Catalogue fot
Mly—hm of that year, the price of the ordinary copies
g thirty shillings for the set. A
Wlmnn of the poems, with certain disserlations, was
i--d by another p..uism in 1710, but with this we
concern ourselves,
nh.mmny supposed that there was no other
edition of the book until Tonson reissued it in eight,
he supplement, olumes i

date as the original
believe, printed in the following year. This reprint,
which must henceforth rank as the second edition, is
4 wery close line-for-line copy of the original, evie
dently executed by the sume printer, in the same type
and wih the same ormamenis, which; with a single
ion, mre similarly “The paper of the
ar, though that

repri
haps  little softer than that first used. The imi
is indeed so close that it must, 1 think, have been
intended that the reprint should be indisti
lom the ml.l.-x publication, but 1o any competent

liographer who places volumes of the (wo editions
lldub;!ldﬂ h‘liﬂ be at once evident that the whole
work has been reset. T will give later some
teristics by vlln:ll the two editions can easily be dis-
tinguished ; y b= said in 'mrt-l that, apart
from u=1!b|« in read-
ing, which might dl'wunsllc Mlnmmm
at press, there are innumerable variations in the in-
use in the verse

40 project
beyond their fellows—a sure sign of dlﬂ':rznl settings.
Further, the printer happens to have been carciess
as 10 whether he used roman or italic query- mm‘
notes of exclamation, colons, &c. These
found frequently to vary in the two editions, nnd it
be remarked that here at lcast there can be no

question of correcti for we may find on the same
page in the two cditions instances of each edition
having the correct (roman or iwlic) punctuation-
marks in certain lines, while the other edition in the
same lines has the incorrect.

As regards the text litle need be said. A few
obvious misprints are corrected in the second cdition,
and there is at least one minor emendation which has
been adopled by later editors lUnnDW in Richard
I 1. iv. 212), but there seems to be no clear i
dication of such general revision as is apparent in
the edition of 1714, where there are many changes
ision, &c., apart from somc
reading. On the
other hand, there are, as one would expect, a l:v I‘mh
misprints, though the original, as a whole,
followed with great aceuracy. To the smu-m-..n
student the most inieresling point, apart from the
evidence which the reprint affords of the popularity
of Rowe's edition, will probably be the fact that a
nnmner of readings attribuled in the Cambridge and
Furness Variorum editions kespeare 10 Rowe's
edition of 1714 really originated in the second edition
of “1709." Thus in the first two acts of Hawlet,
out of nine readings aitributed by the Cambridge
editors to “ Rowe (ed. 2)." by which of course the
edition nl I'IM is n|n||>e|l. five, nlm:ly, “we do
acquaint L i

d-
ina
ii. 455), is correcied (0 in Wrath " in

ition
ing s 'H"Y atiributed 10 nme (ed. 1), namely, *
the reprint.

That the reprint as u whole was set up after the
completion of the original edition can be seen by an
cxamination of the ornaments at the head of the
various plays. Among other indications we find that
the ornament at the head of Amtany and Cleopatra
in Volume VI. of the first edition is intast, whereas
when this same block appears in Volume IV. of
te reprint at the head of 3 Heury Vi, it is badly

Furiher, of such sets of the book as |
ive, oou ilhle 1o examine, (oee: which #70
in carly bindings appear tosbe of the same o
throughout. Bul we cun obtain a more exact indica
tion of the date of the reprint by comparing the orna-
ments with those of two books issued by Tonson
in 1710, the cleventh cdition of the " Works of

Abraham Cowley,” Volumes 1. and Il and the

* Poems of Mrs. Katherine where some
of the same blocks occur. Thix is not the place for
a detailed bibliographicul proof, but by the help of
these books it can, I think, clearly be shown that
Volumes 1. and IV, of the * Shakespeare * werc
printed in or before 1710 and that Volume V. was
printed in or after that year. As the existence of
the reprint implics a demand, we can assume that
the book would be put through the press without
unnecessary delay or interruptions, and it seems,
therefore, reasonable to date it as a whole in 1710,
though, on the present evidence, we cannot, of course,
caclude the possibility that the printing of one of
more of the volumes of the sct may have overlapped
cither into 1709 or 1711,

The following notes will serve 1o distinguish the
1wo editions. 1 give each volume separately, as seis
bound in recent times are liable to be mixed.
course, when single leaves have been added 10 perfect
a copy, nothing but comparison with copies that have
ot been tampered with will sullice 10 show wheiher
the correst edition has been u
Vol. I —m ﬁm eunwn hmm mm-t-l coat n[fhunns

is s
:h:m Imm Al Gopres 01 the sevond that 1

6 in ed, 2.
I‘ (llll'\l!ﬂ ed. 2.
our, ed. 13 ol Egla-

Vol Il—ln \!Ie title of The Men’mm of Venice,
H s cormecty spaced i e 1 no Space

n[ltr H ('I' HE)
2,112 Ilhllwml.t\l 1

Unblinding him.

ihe wooing,
e

lh 801, 1. 11, tiom fool,

¢ Unbinding him, ed.

Vol. uL—on u;. E6 topening of Rictart ) the

KING ut the heud of the texi begin

ou, the Model, o,
Thou the Model, ed. 2.

d, ed. 2.
n\ | '6 Mack-

o 2(the page here

Vol. VI.—The ornament at the head of Antony and

Sm is not cracked hl e‘ LR )
hrough the centre in ed.

2694, 1. 13 from foot, Ihmln.ed 1

cert
PI5S LI fare, ed. 1
(P28, 17 It is o theough
IImythlﬂmlfn&u’ﬂMl
cancel, printed both on large and small paper, wi
m-d for pages 278 (Tempesi) ' 25855 (O1helio)
the first edition. consisis of two leaves,

480 and 481 of A Midsunmer Night's Dream in Vol.

IL | It has * Chough ™ in p. 27, I, 10, instcad of
* as originally primted, and * knock ™ on

v, 2586, 1. 71, n place of * know.” The first error

in the repeint of 1710, but not the

Yours lulMulm
. B. McCKERROW.

second.

TENNYSON'S “A WELCOME," 1863
Sir,—I have read with much interest Mr. Pollard's
article on Tennyson's Welcome,” 1863, in
?M Times Literary Supplement of February 22. It is
that the old genera-

is arising young,
fittiog ooy places. My lengthy
series of bibliographies arc almost entirely pioncer
of the new men to follow
possible, to lmphfy or
infortunately, in
present (1 trusi not permanént) state of broken IlH!IlI
and shaticred nerves ting from two accidents,
1 cannot write much, but I can in respect of this matter
put Mr. Pollsrd right, His long-spun-out article
amounts to just this, that he has found that there are
three, as he supposes, and not two only, variants of the
leaflet, and that the newly identified specimen has an
«even smaller hollow in the centre of its ornament than

although 1 have scen scores

From Mr. Pollard's account of his ** ﬂholwlry * 1 am

led to the conclusion that it is no more than a copy

in which the tiny hollow, no larger that the prick of

a ph\.llld become partly filed with printer's ink, with
the result that the leaflets pulled aficrwards

an even smaller hollow than that of their

I bought my first copy of A Welcome ™ very soon
after 1880. 1t had the rule with the solid centre of
the diamond. Not until after the appearance of the
“ remainder "' some ten years later did copies with
the hollow centre come inw lk mnrk( 1!\5! were
all fresh and clean, and ied by a
* remainder "' of the leasnd Edilhll of l'll * Ode on
the Death of the Duke of Wellington.” T discussed
them with Mr. George Lillie Craik and with Mr.
samuel Hutt, respestively pariner and general manager
of the firm of Macmillan, and we arrived at the only
reasonable conclusion—namely, that the copies with
the solid centre formed the first issue or edition of
the Jeaflet, and that the others formed a second issue
or edition. Further, that the demand was so large
and so instant that the typc was prompily resct, and
the second issue or edition was ready in a day or iwo,
and when the copy for the museum was forwarded
it chanced that the one picked up for that purpose
was one of the latest printed and had the hollow-
centred diamond. Is it likely that when printing so
cphemeral a waif the printers would stop work twice
merely in order to Chango 8 \cifing omament » 1
still cling to the belief that the account of " A
Welcome * given in my bibliography is in cvery way
accurate and sufficiently complete.

When a quotation is given it should be given

correctly, and not garbled or distoried in such a
manner as 10 serve an immediate purpose.  Mr.
Pollard concludes his article thus: —
He [Mr. Wise] confused matiers still furiher by
stating in his bibliography that the only copy in the
British Muscum has the mha ﬂumonﬂ rule, when it
has the hollow dismond rul

1 said nothing of the sort.
p. 171) was this:

“There is a copy of *A Welcome,” 1863, in the
L.hmry nl the British Muscum. The Press-mark is

Whnl 1 did say (Vol. I..

I}vu s rnllnvlml by a brief description of the second
issue, or edition, whichever is the more suitable word ;
and this, in tum, is followed by facsimiles of (he two

rules.
In spite of Mr. Pollard’s assertion 10 the contrary
1 must confirm the statement made in my bmlmyaphy
that there were two editions of the leaflet.  The varia-
tions between them are almost too minule 1o be de-
scribed verbally. but if the type-pages of the titles be
measured it will be found that one is an cighth of an
taller than the other. And observe the diflerence
in pesition of the letier P in the word poct in relation
1o the T immediately above it.
THOMAS J. WISE.

In reference 1o his * Ci
Works of Edmund spen-w.
on February 22, Mr. F. R. ki et

page 11 it is stated that the Bright-LeflerisW, A.
‘White copy of h:lmv Proper, and willie, nmuur

acsimi

‘White duplicate, however, has pes
in my bibliography. In order thut the Bright-Leflerts-
W. A. White copy of this book may not suller an
unw-mnw loss in value as o collector’s item, it

hould be pronerly recorded as onc of four perfect
Zopkcs known.”
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