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SECRET MARKS

From Lord Bacow's * Operum Moralium et Civilium,” 1688, and “ Iesuscitatio,” 1671
The Rose is copied from the title-page of the “New Atlantis” and * De Augmentis
and bears a striking resemblance to the Lutheran seal, or emblem of the Rosicrucian
reproduced in the Real History of the Society, by Mr. Waite.




PREFACE.

Tais volume was never intended to be more than an appeal for
the re-examination of Mr. Donnelly’s claim to the discovery of a
secret cipher in the plays known as Shakespeare’s, and in its present
form it can only be regarded as a collection of rough notes and
jottings on this subject, hurried into print by circumstances connected
with the theft of a portion of my manuscript. The indulgence of
the few students who may consult these pages is therefore entreated
for the errors of style and punctuation, and for the faulty arrange-
ment of material which involves so much repetition. I am not
without hope, however, that the labour of scanning the following
pages will be repaid by the acquisition of many facts bearing on the
Bacon-Shakespeare controversy, which it has cost me years of toil-
some research to accumulate.

W. F. C. Wicsrox.






INTRODUCTION.

ArTER reading Mr, Donnelly’s ¢ Great Cryptogram,” I made up my
mind to give the problem of whether there existed in the plays
known as Shakespeare’s a cipher or no, a thorough and searching
examination. The first thing that suggested itself to us was to
make Tables of those pages in the 1623 Folio Plays upon which we
found the word ‘ Bacon ;" because we argued, if there really exists
a cipher in these plays, it is sure to circle and concentrate itself
round this word; and by collating these tables, I shall be in a
position to judge, whether there was any collusion or agreement of
numbers and names. The first thing that struck us as excessively
curious was to find the word ¢ Bacon” always upon pages numbered
58 or 52. Twice we find Bacon upon pages 563 M. W. W, and 53
1st K. H. IV., and twice upon page 52, lst K. H.IV. (which is
mispaged 54).*  Shakespeare died in April 1616, 52 years of
age, but evidently he had just entered his 53rd year, for
upon the Stratford Monument we read that he was in his 53rd
year (wtatis). So that the two factors of his life, indicating 1616
and pointing obviously to him.by mathematics, are these numbers
52 and 53. It seems to us there is a singular fitness suggested in
this trifle. Because if Bacon’s intention was by means of a cipher
to identify himself with Shakespeare, nothing could be more apposite
or pointed than this introduction of the word ¢ Bacon ” upon pages
suggesting by mathematics Shakespeare and thus suggesting
Identification of Names 1616. Upon page 36 of Lord Bacon's
Distribution Preface (1640 “Advt.”) he writes, “ Foritcameinto our
“ mind, that in MATHEMATICS the frame standing, the
¢ demonstraticn inferred is facile and perspicuous ; on the contrary
¢ without this accommodation and dependency, all seems involved
“ and more subtle than indeed they be.” Bacon does not further

» The mispaging 1st K. H.1V, commences with the opening of the play
(47, 49) and is carried on falsely twoin advance.
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explain what he means by the frame.” But as we find this passage
upon page 36, and there are 36 plays in the 1623 Folio, the idea
struck us that the frame of a page might be the margin carrying
the portrait, by mathematics, of Shakespeare (thus 53 52, or the
plays 85 86). This idea was strengthened by our finding
always something pertinent to the theory we are postulating,
upon pages 35, 36, 52 53.  For example in this 1640
«Advt.” we find the first mispaging 52 (instead of 50).
The next is 53 (instead of 55) and here we find a palpable parallel
to the mispaging of lst K. H. IV. For in that play 53 is mispaged
55 and 52 is mispaged 54. Upon page 272 of this 1640 “Advt.”
under the 37th Deficient or Star, Bacon describes the method of
Delivery of Secrct knowledge to others, in the following words :—“Of
¢ which kind of Delivery the method of the Mathematics in that
subject hath some shadow, but generally I sec it neither put in use,
nor put in inquisition, and therefore number it amongst Deficients,
and we will call it Traditionem Lampadis, or the method bequeathed
to the sons of sapience.” This touches the subject in hand to the
heart. We are seeking to learn in what manner Bacon delivers or
hands on the secret of his authorship of the plays. And we find
him again pages 259 260, under the 35th Star (1623 catalogue plays
35) writing :—“ But characters real have nothing of emblem in
“ them, but are plain dead and dumb figures.” Again, *“for we here
¢ handle as it were the coynes of things intellectual, and it will not
“ be amiss to know, that as money may be made of other matter,
“ besides Gold and Silver, so there may be stamped other Notes of
¢ things besides words and letters.” The word ‘“ Notes” is in italics,
and touches the subject of the whole of this section, which is marked
in the margin by an asterisk and the title ¢“ De Notis Rerum,” or ¢ Notes
of Things.” In the Catalogue (at the end of the book) we find these
Deficients entitled “ A New Worip oF Sciexces.” This particular
“ Notes of things” is the 35th in order and consequently agrees with
the number of the plays in the 1623 Folio Catalogue. “Troilus and
Cressida. ” is omitted from this Catalogue. So that the full number
of the plays is really 36. We find the 36th Deficient (or asterisk)
in the 1649 # Advt.” entitled ¢ Philosophical Grammar” and giving
us poetry in context with ciphers. So that the reader may perceive
that Bacon’s “ Notes of Things ” are not words or letters, but “ dumb
and dead figures,” which are of course numbers, If then numbers
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are employed in the shape of ‘2 mathematical cipher, how excellently
would the frame (or margin of the text of a page) carry as it were
a portrait—say of the plays 85, 86, or of Shakespeare 52,53 :—
Each numbered page of the 1623 Folio Plays is composed or divided
into two columns of text, and thus page 53 (let us say of the
Comedies) contains columns 105 and 106, which we opined should
be numbered for a cipher search. Else how are we to know which
column to turn to ? The reader will therefore be struck with the
startling coincidence, that we find the word ‘ Bacon” upon column
106 of the Comedies, and ¢ Francis ” (Bacon’s Christian name) upon
columns 106 and 107 of the Histories—(giving us the perfect
sequence 106, 107); and that the only two pages in the 1640
“ Advancement” (out of nearly 500 pages)lon which we find the Drama
and Stage Plays discussed are also pages 106 and 107.

Our next study was the subject matter or context round which the
word Bacon revolves in the plays. This word is introduced only four
times in the Folio, and always in the same sense as the animal Hog
or Bacon, the article of food. Upon page 53, M. W. W., we find
the line:—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.
Upon page 53, 1st K. H. IV,
I have a gammon of Bacon.
Upon page 4 (corrected 52) of the same play, we find

On Bacons on
Bacon fed knaves.

Mr. Donnelly has already pointed out how closely Lord Bacon has
approximated the line,—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon

—in an Apophthegm story which is to be refound on page 228 of the
first part of the 1671 ¢ Resuscitatio,” being a collection of Bacon’s
works hitherto sleeping, and which is the third edition of the same
work, published 1657, 1661, under the auspices of Dr. Rawley. The
Apophthegm in point is as follows : —

“Sir Nicholas Bacon being appointed a Judge for the Northern
¢ Circuit, and having brought his trials, that came before him to such

A
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‘g pass as the passing of sentence on malefactors, he was by one of
““the malefactors mightily importuned for to save his life, which,
‘““ when nothing that he had said did avail, he at length desired his
“mercy on the account of kindred: ¢ Prethee,” said my Lord Judge,
¢ ¢how came that in ?’ ¢ Why, if it please you my Lord, your name
““is Bacon and mine is Hog, and in all ages Hog and Bacon have
¢ been so near kindred that they are not to be separated.” *¢I7 but,’
“ replied Judge Bacon, *you and I cannot be kindred, for Hog is
“not Bacon until it be well hanged.” (36th Apophthegm.)

Now whether the result of accident or design, there is a decided
resemblance to this story in the line already quoted from page 53,
Merry Wives of Windsor, viz.,

Evaxs. I pray you have your remembrance (childe)
Accusativo hing, hang, hog.
Quickry. Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.

If instead of * Hang Hog” we could read Hanged Hog in the above
quotation, there are very few persons we imagine who would not
conclude the relationship of this line to (the 36th Apophthegm story)
Sir Nicholas Bacon, as certain and unmistakeable. We thought to
ourselves if Bacon inserted this line, it is certain he would take care
to disguise it in some degree from fear of carrying too direct and
pointed reference to the story related of his father, And it seemed as
if in the words *“ Hang Hog” we received an injunction to “ Hang Hog”
or make “Hang ” the perfect tense Hanged, when the relationship is of
course established. The idea struck us of making a table of these
two pages—one in Lord Bacon’s work, page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,”
(1671); the other upon page 53, Merry Wives of Windsor (contain-
ing this line)—and collating them to see if possibly there might
exist cipher collusion. We have, therefore, appended to this work a
fac-simile reproduction of page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,” whereon this
36th Apophthegm story is found. In addition, we give also a table
of the numbers or counts of each word, from the bottom and top of
the page, giving the words in italics a column to themselves. One
of the features of this work is its extraordinary system of italicising,
which we are convinced is a method of cipher delivery. We foun(i
upon certain mispaged pages, exactly the same number of italic
words in this book. For example, we find in this first part page 97
mispaged 104, and 139 words in italics upon it. And we find 104
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again mispaged 97, and also 139 words in italics upon it. Thus
twice 97 and 104 are masks for each other, and it cannot be chance
each of these pages carries the same number of italic words. We
find this senseless system of italicising repeated in the 1640 ¢ Ad-
vancement of Learning,” in the ¢ History of King H. VIL,” and
repeatedly giving us 52 and 53, Shakespeare’s full age, and the year
he had entered when he died—1616. Convinced that these words
in italics were introduced with a purpose, we determined to give
them a column apart in our tables. Next we give a column to all
the words (indifferently) down each page. And we repeat this double
process up the page also. We thus get four columns of figures, as
follows :—

1st column, Words n italics only counted from the top of the

{ page down.
2nd column, Words @l counted down also.

the page up.

3rd column, Words n italics only counted from the bottom of
4th column, Words all counted up ditto.

When we find a mispaged work, correctly repaged after the lapses,
we may be sure this mispaging was introduced with design. If we
find in addition to this, words senselessly italicised, which carry no
emphasis in the context, or say nothing for themselves, we may be
. sure they are thus italicised for some particular cipher purpose.
Space does not allow us to enter into the cogent reasons for this
belief. But we do actually find pages in some of Bacon’s posthu-
mous works, italicised in sequences, and this proves design. For
example, upon the pages Stage Plays and the Drama are discussed,
1640 “ Advancement,” we find 73 Iialic words page 106, 73 also
page 107 (74if we count  Stage-Plays” as two words). This cannot
be chance. We therefore venture to suggest that it is the duty of
everybody pretending to furnish evidence of this kind, to present
Tables of the pages in question, and thus not only to provide proofs
of the correctness of their numbers, but to give the reader or student
opportunity of discovery for themselves.

The great question is whether there really exists a secret cipher in
the 1623 Folio or no? And if so who inserted it? If we find by
means of carefully constructed Tables, of similarly numbered columns
(say of the Comedies and Histories) the same words agreeing in

A—2
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numbers, surely this cannot be the result of accident 7 We actually
do find even the number of words agreeing in two separate columns
upon which the word “ Bacon” occurs in the 1623 Plays. Upon
columns 106 Comedies (page 53 M.W.W.) there are 362 words,
(the word “ Bacon ” upon it), and upon page 54, 1st K.H.IV.,where
we find the word ¢ Bacon”’ twice, we find to the end of the scene 362
words again (*‘ a-foot and a-while” as two words.)

In 1623 appeared the first collected edition of the Plays known as
Shakespeare’s. This same year 1623 appears also for the first time
Lord Bacon’s “ De Augmentis ” in IX. Books, containing an elaborate
system of ciphers in direct Context with Poetry. We find an entire
Book (the VIth) devoted to the subject of The Delivery of Secret
Knowledge or Tradition. One of the features of this work are the
Deficients or Pretermitted Parts, which Bacon only hints at, or
¢ Coasts along,” and they form in the Catalogue at the end of the
work the number 50. Very curiously the 35th and 36th are ¢ Notes
of Things,” and ** Philosophical Grammar,” both being in context
with ciphers, as part of the method of Delevery of Secret Knowledge,
and thus agreeing with the (Catalogue) number of the plays, 1623
Folio, viz., 35 and 36. Upon page 53 of the M. W. W,, as if to
point to Shakespeare (wtatis 53), we find a purely Grammatical
Scene, with the word Bacon identified with Hog in the accusative
case. Upon page 53 (again mark) of the 1640 ¢ Advancement of
Learning” we find Bacon identifying “Analogy ¥ with ¢ Philosophical
Grammar,” which we refind under the 36th Star (Play number) as
not a literary Grammar, but as Analogy, and that is further ex-
plained as the  Indication of Indications” or *“ The different kinds
‘“of demonstrations and proofs to different kind of Matter and
¢ subjects,” under the 34th Star, page 252. So that as we find this
“ Grammatical Philosophy " is one of Bacon’s methods of  Delivery
of Secret Knowledge,” and immediately in Context with Poetry and
Ciphers, and also following * Notes of Things” by congruity or
‘“dead fiqures)” we can only conclude it is introduced upon page
63 of this work in order to point to *‘ Names” and to the words

“ Bacon” as names introduced ; also pages 53, M. W. W., and lst
K. H.1V, in the line—

Hang IHog is Latin for Bacon (53, M. W. W.)
I have a Gammon of Bacon (53, 1st K. H. )
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Here is evident collusion. For the scene is Grammatical, the paging 53,
the words identified with Bacon’s name (* Hang Hog ”) the 35th and
36th in italics, and upon page 53 of this ¢ Advancement ” we not only
find the 35thand 36th Starsintroduced (pointing tociphers), but Bacon’s
name introduced in the margin as identifying himself with the words
 All his wealth was in names.” The first three words are the 34, 35,
86th words in italics, pointing as it were to the names ¢ Hang Hog”
and ¢ Gammon of Bacon,” also upon page 53, 1st K. H. IV. The
reader must see how striking it is to find ¢ ANazoaY ” (one of Bacon’s
methods of Inductive logic) as a system of demonstration or proofs ;
for if we have to prove Bacon wrote these plays, Analogy must be
one of the systems we shall have to follow. For example, is there
any Analogy between “ Hang Hog” in the line quoted and ¢ Hanged
Hog” which is identified with Bacon in the 36th Apophthegm story
of Sir Nicholas Bacon? What are the parallels we are everlastingly
printing in the journal of the Bacon society, but Analogical, between
Bacon and Shakespeare? If so, it is indeed startling to find Bacon
devotes an entire book to a system of delivery of secret knowledge or
proofs connected with ciphers and mathematics entitled “ De Analogia.”
1t is still more pointed to find the 86th of these Deficients (agreeing
with the full number of the plays) upon page 53, identified with
“Analogy,” and as it were in context with “ names,” and Bacon’s name
in the margin. Because upon page 63 (also) of M. W. W. we have
a Grammatical scene in which the word “ Bacon” is identified with
“ Hang Hog,” and we want to know if this word ¢ Bacon ” is also a
name? In short, we postulate Bacon’s  Philosophical Grammar”
(star 36) is for the 36 plays, and particularly for the Grammatical
scene upon page 53, M. W. W.—where * Hang Hog” is identified
with Bacon. Let the critic get a facsimile copy of the 1623 Folio
plays by Chatto & Windus, and convince himself the word ¢ Bacon” is
upon page 53, M. W. W, and page 53, 1st K. H. IV, this being
Shakespeare’s .age, Stratford monument. Let him then go to the
British Museum and open the 1640 ¢ Advancement” at page
53 also. Then let him study the 35th and 86th Deficients
in the VIth book, and convince himself they treat of “delivery of
secret knowledge” as a system of “dead figures” or ¢ congruity
mathematical ” in context with Ciphers and Poetry. Let him mark
they are introduced page 53, under the title ¢ De Analogia” as
¢ Philosophical Grammar.” We undertake to say if he studies all
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this profoundly he will arise convinced all this is in touch with the
Plays, and pages 53, M. W. W_, and 53, 1st K. H. IV.., as a great
finger-post for “ names.” He will arrive at the conclusion the 1640
« Advancement of Learning ” is nothing but a Great Book of Cipher
Directions for Unlocking the Plays, and that it embraces under obscure
language a complete system of delivery. Bacon borrows his Analogia
from Cmsar’s. We have proofs from Valerius Probus (who wrote a
% Philosophical Grammar” or “ Commentary”), that this work of
Cresar’s was upon ciphers. Bacon has evidently borrowed his * Notes
of Things” from the Roman short-hand or notes, which led to the
invention of Cryptography or Stenography. There is the great fact
that Bacon’s ¢ Notes of Things” and ¢ Grammar Philosophical” are
the 35th and 36th Deficients agreeing with the Catalogue number of
the plays, and the full number (35 and 36). In the 1638 edition
of Bacon’s works, entitled ¢ Operum Moralium et Civilium” we
find Poetry and the Drama, introduced upon page 64 of ¢ De
Augmentis Scientiarum.” Now 1564 was Shakespeare’s birth year.
Directly we count the words in italics (only) down to * Dramatica”
(Dramatical Poetry first discussed), we find it the 36th word, as
if to connote it with the 36 Plays of the 1623 Folio. If we continue
our count we arrive at the third * Dramatica” (in italics) as the
52nd word, as if to connote it with Shakespeare’s age 52. We find so
many of these correspondences that we conclude accident cannot
account for them. For example in Bacon’s ¢ History of King Henry
VII.,” published 1641, we find the 35th page mispaged 53, which is
Shakespeare’s monumental age, and 35, the Catalogue number of the
plays, as if to connote by mathematics the plays with Shakespeare,
Upon this page we find the word ¢¢ Counterfeit ” in italics, and these
words,  There were taken prisoners amongst others, the counterfeit
‘“Plantagenet (now Lambert Simnel again), etc.” Seeing that
Analogy is one of Bacon’s great inductive systems of delivering
secret knowledge, it is possible he indirectly points at Shakespeare (53)
in connection with the plays (35) upon this page as a ¢ Counterfeit.”
Upon the next page, 36 (or the full number of the plays in the
Folio), wo read: ‘“ Whereas Fortune commonly doth not bring in a
* Comedy, or Farce after a Tragedy.” Upon this page there are 52
words in italics, if we count % Fore-fight” as one word, or 53 if we
count it as two words, Here again are the two factors of Shakes-
peare’s age, 52 and 53, introduced upon a page carrying the number
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of the plays and on which we find the words, *“ Comedy, Tragedy.”
Tragedy is the 36th word from the end of its paragraph. Consider
that the only Historical Play omitted in the Histories of the 1623
Folio Shakespeare is the play of ““King Henry VIL,” and the only
¢ History ” Bacon completes is this missing link in the historical
succession of the plays! Upon page 205 of the 1623 Folio Histories,
the play of King Henry VIII. commences. Upon page 205 of this
1641 History of King Henry VII, Bacon introduces King
Henry VIII. in these words;  There was a doubt ripped up in the
‘ times following, when the Divorce of King Henry the VIII, from
“the Lady Katharine did so much busy the world.” It is a striking
analogy that the Chronicle of K. H. VIIL is ripped out between
K. R. IIL. and K. H. VIIL in the plays, and that we should find
these words upon the actual paging K. H. VIIL. commences. We
could fill a small volume with these correspondences, and it is easy
for those who are not acquainted with them to cast cold water upon
the Baconian theory. We constantly find this factor 53 in Bacon’s
Posthumous works either as the number of the italics npon a page,
or its false numbering. Bacon’s Cipher example, page 265 of the
1640 ¢ Advancement,” has exactly 53 words in italics upon the page,
the words * _Alphabet, Alphabet” forming the 52nd and 53rd word.
Upon page 104 (preceding Poetry) we again find 53 words in italics,
the subject matter being highly suspicious, and in context with
“ Deeds” as testaments of Letters, Orations, Apophthegms. TUpon
page 32 of the Preface there are 53 words in capitals. Upon page
32 again, (in the body of the work,) there are again 53 words in
italics. And this is a double correspondence. In 1632, the second
edition of the Plays appeared, and as this 1640 ¢ Advancement ”
appeared eight years after, it is possible the private succession of
hands Bacon speaks of in ¢ Valerius Terminus” (in connexion with his
reserved system of publishing) may have italicised these pages to
point at the edition 82 of the Plays in connexion with Shakespeare
(58). All this cannot be accident. In the 1671 ¢ Resuscitatio” we
find the mispaging full of evidence of design. Thus we find page 97
of the first part mispaged 104. This might be accident. But
directly we turn to the real 104, we find it 97. This might be again
accident. But what are we to say when we find exactly 189 words
in italics upon each of these pages? Surely this cannot be accident !
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96 104

139 words in
italics.

103 97

139 words in
italics,

Here we find 104 and 97 masking each other twice. Upon these pages
the text points strongly in parallels to the plays, Bacon introducing
¢ Naples and Milan” together and recalling the play of the Tempest,
where Prospero, as Duke of Milan, and the King of Naples are the
protagonists of the plot. TUpon page 96 we find ¢ Sebastian”
introduced, and that isalso a name in the Tempest. Upon this page
104 “Adrian” is introduced and that is another namein the Tempest.
It may be worthy of note that 97 or 1597 as a date, is perhaps the
most important of all dates connected with the Shakespeare Theatre ;
inasmuch as this is the supposed date of K. Richard II and is
generally accounted a year we can connect with the Plays, and
Shakespeare’s writings authentically. Upon page 97 of the 1640
“ Advt.” we find Bacon writing :—** 4s concerning Relations it could
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“be in truth wish’t that there were a greater diligence taken
¢¢ therein,” Upon page 93 Bacon describes these ¢ Relations” in these
words, as one of the partitions of “Perfect History.” “Of these
 Ohronicles seem to excell for celebrity and name, Liues for profit and
¢ examples, Relations for sincerity and verity.” Upon this page 97,
there are 52 words in italics, as if to suggest the Relations of Bacon
to Shakespeare, whose full age was 52 in 1616 when he died. Upon
page 104 of this 1640 “ Advt.,” we find 53 words in italics, which
is excessively curious; because we find pages 97 and 104 masking each
other in the 1671 “Resuscitatio” and in the 1640 “Advt.” we find
52 words in italics upon page 97, treating of ¢ Ielations ” and 53 upon
page 104 (preceding Poetry) in context with ¢ Deeds ” as testaments
consisting of * Letters, Epistles, Apophthegms,” contributing the
““most precious provision for History.” It is our belief that thepaging in
these posthumous works is connected with dates, and that 97 points to
1597. TUpon page 106 where Bacon first introduces the ¢ Drama,” the
first line commences with these words in italics ¢ feign'd Chronicles,
feigned Liues, and feign'd Relations.” If this is no hint for the
“feign'd Relations” of Bacon to Shakespeare in regard to the Drama in
context with these words, hintsare of no use at all. _“ Drama” is the
23rd word in italicsdown the page ;—z\zs if to suggest the 1623 Theatre.
Itisa vast array of these extraordinary correspondences which constitute
our evidence, and not two or three ingenious theories., There is a
complete system of mispaging and of italicising in this 1640
“ Advt.” Groups of words constantly appear on tables of different
pages falling against the same numbers. And it cannot be chance
that the great root number of Mr. Donnelly, viz., 53, is so constantly
found thus upon these pages as_mispaging viz., 52 and 53, and in
italicising,  Both these figures constitute Shakespeare’s two ages,
full years and the year he had just entered when he died, as upon
the Stratford monument we read he was in his 53rd year.  1f Bacon
inserted a cipher in the plays and wished to identify himself with
Shakespeare, we can imagine no more ingenious system of bringing in
his name as a word upon pages representing Shakespeare’s life or
age. DBoth the scenes in which we find the word Bacon in the Folio
do not appear in the early Quarto editions, but were evidently
inserted (as Mr. Donnelly pointed out) afterwards, for they appear
for the first time in the 1623 Folio. Upon page 91 of this 1640
¢ Advancement ” once more we find 62 words in italics, this time the
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subject turning upon “ perfect history ” in these words, ¢ Remains of
Histories aro as we said tanquam Tabula Naufragii,” the last two
words forming the 51st and 52nd words in italics. These are only
a few of the cogent evidences we have collected, and which have
induced the belief that this work is all cipher from beginning to end.
We have spent an entire year studying these old original Baconian
Folios. And we emphatically protest against the weight of any
criticism gathered from collected editions. It is in the original
works, edited under Rawley’s supervision, that everything of real
value is to be found. Opinion is not evidence. Let the critic meet
us upon fair ground, let him verify our statements, and we are not
afraid. There is only one scientific avenue open to the heart of this
problem, and that is properly constructed tables for cipher reference.

Upou page 52 of the 1671 “ Resuscitatio ” (Part I.), Shakespeare's
full age again, 1616, we find Bacon introducing these words, “ A4
“mark for an Henry the IV, a matck for a Richard the IInd.
We read upon this page, “ But thanks be to God we haue learned
“ sufficiently out of the scripture, that as the bird flies away, so the
¢ causeless curse shall not come.” The last word, the 52nd, in italics
is “come.” In 1616, Shakespeare died, aged 52, and his epitaph
runs thus :(—

“ Good friend for Jesu's sake forbeare
To dig the dust enclosed here,
Blessed be ye man that spares these stones,
And cursed be he who moves my bones.”

It is curious to find this passage by Bacon upon the “ causeless
curse” upon a page carrying Shakespeare’s age, when he died in
1616 and this epitaph was placed upon his grave stone. Upon page
64 we find :—* And for your comparison with Richard the IInd, I
“see you follow the example of them, that brought him upon the
“stage and into print in Queen Elizabeth's time.” Upon page 54
also of K. H. 1V. we find the word Bacon twice. And upon this
same page 54 we read :—“You know well that howsoever Henry
‘“the Fourth’s Act by a secret providence of God prevailed, yet it was
‘“but an usurpation: Andif it were possible for such a one to be
* this day (wherewith it seems your dreams are troubled) I do not
* doubt, his end would be upon the dlock.” Now here is proof Bacon
was acquainted with the plays brought upon the stage in Queen



INTRODUCTION. Xix

Elizabeth’s time, viz., K. H. IV. and R. IInd. Moreover it shows
that this play of K. H. IV. was a treasonable subject, as we find
Bacon charging Mr. I. S. with quoting K. H. IV. as an example.—
Upon this page we read the charges against Mr. I. 8.:—

Your slander,
Your menace,
Your coimparison.

The comparison Bacon sums up as follows:—* And for your
“ comparison with R. the IInd, I see you follow the example of
‘“them that brought him upon the stage and into print in Queen
% Elizabeth’s time.” ¢ Comparison ” is the 52nd word in italics upon
this page 64. In Bacon’s apology touching the Earl of Essex, he
writes:—* A seditious pamphlet as it was termed, which was dedi-
‘““cated unto him, which was the book before mentioned of King
“ Henry the Fourth. Whereupon I replied to that allotment, and
“said to their Lordships that it was an old matter, and had no
‘“manner of coherence with the rest of the charge, being matters of
¢ Ireland, and therefore that I having been wronged by bruits before,
¢ this would expose me to them more; and it would be said I gave
“in evidence my own tales.” This refers to Dr. Hayward’s supposed
pamphlet upon Henry the IV., for which he was imprisoned in the
Tower., 1 don’t know how the passage quoted strikes the reader,
but it seems to us Bacon is plainly saying that his name had been
associated by *bruits” or rumours with this work, or a similar one,
and is there not an implied confession of this in the words, * I gave
in evidence my own tales”? It does not follow Bacon’s name was
agsociated with this actual pamphlet history of K. H. IV. But
evidently his name had been associated with a history of K. H. IV,
and how do we know it was not the play of K. H. IV.? He acknow-
ledges in an indirect but implied manner his  own tales” as being
brought up against him. Whatever the impression left upon the
mind by this passage, one thing is plain: the writing of the history of
K. H. IV, and the deposition of Richard the IInd, was treasonable
matter, as we see by the imprisonment of Hayward, which
Bacon again introduces in the 22nd Apophthegm, p. 226.
And this is at once an entire answer to the question so
repeatedly put by scoffers of the Baconian theory of the
authorship of the Plays, viz., “Why Bacon did not acknow-
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ledge his own writings?” The answer is, he could not, seeing
Queen Elizabeth imprisoned Hayward for writing a history of K. H.
IV. And once having repudiated his own writings, he was under the
necessity of keeping entire silence during his lifetime. Upon page
996 Bacon introduces in the 22nd Apophthegm this :—* The book
“of deposing King Richard the second and the coming in of K.
“ Honry the fourth, supposed to be written by Doctor Hayward, who
‘““was committed to the Tower for it, had much incensed Queen
 Elizabeth and she asked Mr. Bacon being then of her Counsel
“Jearned, whether there were any treason contained in it?° Who,
““intending to do him a pleasure, and to take off the Queen’s bitter-
“mess with a merry conceit answered, No Madam, for treason I
“ cannot deliuer opinion, that there is any, but very much felony.
“ The Queen apprehending it gladly asked Zow? And wherein Mr.
¢ Bacon answered. Because he had stolen many of his sentences and
“ conceits out of Cornelius Tacitus.”” Now it happens, as Mr. Don-
nelly has remarked already, the Plays in question are full of conceits
borrowed from the Annals of Tacitus. It is perfectly true Hay-
ward’s pamphlet is alluded to, and not the Plays. But is it not
possible Bacon seizes this opportunity to hint at the Plays of K. R.
the Second and K. H. IV.? It is indeed curious to find he is aware
of the conceits taken from. Cornelius Tacitus, and we ask the
question, do these plagiarisms also exist in Hayward’s pamphlet ?
This page 226 has 295 words in italics upon it without any system,
or sense in their ordering. For example, one moment we find ¢ M.
Bacon” half in italics as we reproduce it, and presently ¢ Mr. Bacon
is written with the italicising reversed as above. We find the words
italicised as follows—which we take from a table :—

The 68
book 35 69 261
of 70

deposing 36 71 260
King 87 72 259
Richard 38 73 258
the 74
Second. 75

The first column gives the numbers of the words in italics only;
the second of the words altogether, counted likewise from the top of
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the page downwards; the third column the words in italics counted
up the page. Is it not curious to find the Play numbers 35, 36,
against “book” and ¢ Deposing”? Directly we turn to the Play
of K. R. the Second, and open it at page 36 (corresponding mark
with the italic number against “ deposing”) we find these words :—

RicBARD. What must the King do now? must he submit ?
The King shall do it : must he be deposed ?

Notice that 71, or the sum of 35 and 36 (the Play numbers), is
against “deposing”! Note that if we subtract 36 from 71, we get
back 35, the catalogue Folio 1623 Play number—and giving the
number of “ Book” in italics! So, likewise, if we deduct 35 from
69 we get 34, which is the italic number of ¢ Aimself,” the preceding
word in italics again. This is downright proof of a cipher. Itis a
long and careful study of such points as these which has convinced
us that these posthumous works of Bacon’s contain a cipher, We
have spent an entire year devoted to this subject, and as we have
stated in our preface, should have reshaped this work into form, if we
had not had good evidence for believing that some unscrupulous
persons were endeavouring to make capital out of some of our stolen
papers.

We are quite alive to the demand we are making upon the reader’s
credulity in associating posthumous works with this cipher. But we
are convinced it is just in these posthumous works we must search.
For no one has as yet suggested what Bacon intends to signify in
¢Valerius Terminus ” when he declares deliberately his intention of pub-
lishing two ways—* one open, and the other reserved to a private suc-
cession of hands.” It is not by ignoring or blanching these points
we shall arrive at any genuine discovery, but by boldly examining the
mispaging, and tabulating the suspicious pages we shall unravel this
mystery. The pioneer in this line must meet with obloquy, ridicule,
and contempt, until the public begins to get a little educated upon
it. How is it, we ask, that the entire number of Apophthegms upon
page 228, ‘‘Resuscitatio ” 1671, viz. 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, when added

to the paging, 228, gives us ExacTLY the numbers counted down page
53, M.W.W., of the line :—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.

If it is accident it requires explanation and how is it entire groups
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of figures correspond with the context of this passage ? ‘How is it
“Hang Hog ” are the 35th and 36th words in italics down this page, and
we refind the ¢ Hog " story of Sir Nicholas Bacon in the 36th Ap'opih-
thegm, the 35th cormencing the page, and the 264th word giving
us ¢ Hanged,” corresponding with ‘ Hog 72  We undertake to show
anybody anxious for truth, tabulated pages, where the same groups of
figures fall against each other over and over again, in such a way as to
put any doubt of the existence of this cipher out of court altogether,

Our table of page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,” is taken from the British
Museum copy, and was printed for William Lee, at the sign of the
Turk’s Head, in Fleet-street. There are the correspondences to speak
for themselves, and if they are the result of accident, they constitute
the most marvellous piece of correspondence upon record. Upon
page 36 of the 1640 “Advt.” weread, as if to allude to the 36 plays :
—+ Another error induced by the former is, a suspicion and diffidence
that anything should be now to be found out, which the world should
have missed and past over so long time.” Tn these words Bacon seems
quite to foresee the greatest difficulty likely to arise in gaining
belief for this problem of his cipher, and authorship of the plays.

We adduce these aforesaid points in order to give good reasons
for justifying our theory that these posthumous works contain a
cipher. It is also part of our theory that the Plays constitute the
“types and platform,” or ewamples to which the Baconian Inductive
system is to be applied as a great system of discovery, and which
Bacon mentions upon pages 35 and 36 of the Distribution Preface.
Our belief is that the plays are included and part of the Instauration
or its missing half ; and that the method and steps by which Bacon
has thought fit to reveal his authorship of these plays is a great
system of Inductive Logic, leading us on from step to step by “Analogy,”
from one point to another ; this being the ¢ Scala Intellectus or
the Method of the Mind in the Comprehension of Things
evemplified,” which is the fourth part of the Instauration
missing, and in context with which Bacon uses such ambiguous
language, pages 35 and 36 of the Distribution Preface. In the
search after this cipher we shall have to employ Induction, And
We go 80 far as to maintain the entire Baconian philosophy in prac-
tice (which Mr. Ellis declared “ had yet to come or be discovered —Pre-
face Parasceve) will unfold itself in the unlocking of these ¢ types
and platforms of Invention.”  All this may seem utterly incredible,
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and beyond conception. And it is too early to expect to make many
converts to this theory. We go so far as to say that the ¢ Novum
Organwm ” applies equally to this problem, as a system of Aphorisms
which will give * light” upon certain stages of discovery in the cipher
being attained. And we maintain that the first great method of the
Baconian Philosophy, viz., “Analogy,” is one of Bacon's methods of
delwvery or of proof in this cipher problem, Even the insignificant
trifles we adduce point this out.  For example (Analogy) Shakes-
peare, aged 52, 1616 (and in his 53rd year), *“ Bacon ” as a word
found upon pages 52, 53 of the 1623 Folio ; Bacon’s Christian name,
# Francis,” page 56 of Histories; Bacon 56 in 1616 when Shakes-
peare died. This is nothing but mathematical Analogy, saying by
figures, Shakespeare—Bacon—1616.
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CHAPTER 1.

Ir Lord Bacon wrote the plays attributed to Shakespeare, there
ought to be proof of this in one of Lord Bacon’s works, for surely
a cipher connection between the plays and his writings should be
the surest way of setting this problem at rest forever ? This has
been our ruling idea. Mr. Donnelly confines his cipher ex-
periments to the 1623 Folio plays. Whatever he may have dis-
covered must always bear the doubtful element that Bacon
himself inserted it (as some of his critics have observed), even if
pointing in manifold ways to him. But a cipher connection
between one of Bacon’s works and centring round his name in
the plays must at once command assent, even to the minds of the
most sceptical. Now, the only times (four) the word Bacon is
introduced in the plays, it is introduced as Hogsflesh, or asa
play upon the article Bacon :—

Ilang Hog is Latin for Bacon, p. 53, M. W, W,
Gammon of Bacon, p. 53, 1st K. H. IV,

On Bacon’s on, p. 54, 1st K. H. IV.

Bacon fed, p. 54, 1st K. H. IV,

These four introductions all bear or point to the animal Hog,
and therefore if we can find a cipher connection between these
words and Sir Nicholas Bacon’s story of the Malefactor Hog, who
claimed his mercy on the score of kindred, viz., that Hog and

Bacon in all ages have been related, we shall have gone a long
1 B
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way to prove the real authorship of these plays. This story is to
ba found in the 36th Apophthegm, ¢ Resuscitatio,” 1671, 1st part,
published long after Bacon’s death. In * Valerius Terminus,”
Bacon declares his method of publishing to be twofold : one
public ; the other private, and reserved for a private succession of
hands. He again says “that a man’s works should follow after
him, not go along with him? ; and we surely cannot possibly
imagine a safer way of avoiding premature discovery, or too
close scrutiny, than to confide the cipher key for the unlocking of
this problem to posthunious works, which would from their very
nature command little attention, and still less suspicion, and so
escape unworthy hands or curious study. We require evidence
sufficient to hang a@ man, in order to believe that Lord Bacon
wrote these plays. There ought to be, if there exists any evi-
dence at all of a cipher character, enough in ordinary par-
lance "to hany a man, meaning that any possible doubt upon
this point must weigh as in a matter of life and death, absolutely
and unconditionally. If we can find proof that Hang Hog in
the line (p. 53, ¢ Merry Wives ”),

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon,

is Zlanged Hog, and support it by collateral evidence of an over-
whelming and constantly cumulative nature, it will become evi-
dent that Hang Hog is Bacon’s insertion, and in touch with Sir
Nicholas Bacon’s 36th Apophthegm story. The question is, did
Bacon (Francis) insert this line, and also “ Gammon of Bacon ;”
or did he not? If he did, nothing is so likely than that it is in
connection, and pointing to this story of his father, Sir Nicholas

Bacon ; because Iog would be nothing short of a disguise for
the name Bacon,

Now the first thing to note is that Hang Hog is not Hanged
log, and that the word Hanged would establish the validity of
the connection we propose to establish between Bacon, this line,
and of course (if proved) the plays. If the reader willlook at,
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page 53, M. W. W., where this line occurs, he will find im-
mediately preceding it, the words in italics :—

Accusativo Hing, Hang, Hog.
Then follows the line :—
Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.

If we indulge in the fancy of reversing the order of the words in
italics, Iling Hang, we get Hang Hing, which is phonetic at least
for:— -

Hanging Hog.

Curiously we find Hang Hog the 35th and 36th words in italics
down this page. CURIOUSLY WE FIND THE STORY OF
HOG IN THE 36TH APOPHTHEGM, P. 228, “ RESUS-
CITATIO,” 1671. AND IT IS A REMARKABLE CO-
INCIDENCE THAT THERE ARE 35 PLAYS IN THE
1623 FOLIO CATALOGUE, AND 36 REALLY, “ TROILUS
AND CRESSIDA” BEING LEFT OUT OF THE CATA-
LOGUE, THOUGH IN THE BODY OF THE WORK.
Here we have threo striking coincidences, if we call them nothing
more at this stage :
Hog 36th word in italics, p. 53, M. W. W,

Hog story Apophthegm 36.
1623 Folio Plays, 36 in number.

There is something also in our finding Hog to be the accu-
sative case, or identified with it (by mispronunciation apparently
of Sir Hugh Evans), because the Malefactor Hog, in the 36th
Apophthegm is the Accused or accused case, to whom the charge
falls, and the pronoun stands always in the place of another namse,
pointing o @ particular person or thing (demonstfa.tive), as in the
Latin pronoun Hic, Heec, Hoc, and we can imagine nothing more
ingenious than the identification of Bacon’s name (in the
accusative case, mark, only) with this pro-noun, or name jfor
another name, as Rex, Casar, or Bacon—Hog, Hang, Hog. By
this means Hie, Heec, Hoc might mean “#kis” (book of plays)

B—2
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“that” particular person Hog or Bacon. But we must find
Hang Hog literally Hanged Hog before it can be identified with
Bacon—or Francis Bacon. How isit we find in this scene all
those cases, such as the Genitive (or possessive), the Accusative,
the Nominative (naming) and Vocative or ¢ calling case ” (answer-
ing to a christian name), together with the interrogative pro-
noun (again) Qui, Que, Quod, asking Who, Whom, What person,
name (pronoun), &c.? Directly we collate this page with pages
53 and 54, 1st K. H. IV, we find an endless cipher collusion of
the words Be I{ang’d (repeated over and over again) with
Hang Hog, Hang Hog, as if to insist that Hog s Hanged or
1ang 48 Hanged. 1t is not only to be found on one count down,
but up the page also, and involved with the column paging.
Directly we read the 36th Apophthegm with the story of Hanged
Ilog, we find “ Be llanged” twice - — _

‘“Except you be hanged.”

¢ Until you be well hanged.”

And in manifold cipher collusion with Hang Hog of the line
quoted from p. 53, M. W. W., for Hang Hog in this line are the
263, 264th words down the page. Be llanged are the 263, 264th
words also down page 228 ¢ Resuscitatio ” (omitting an apparent
printer’s error, always found on this page, of an extra or useless
a—“to such a @ pass”) or(counting it) the 264, 265. In the last

case the word “Hanged” follows Hog in sequence instead of
falling on it thus:—

Hang 263 [ be 263, p.228 Resuscitatio, 1671.
P.53M. W.W.< Hog 264 | Hanged 264 or{ be 264

is 265 Hanged 265.

Either count produces the same effect and result upon the
mind, viz, :—

Hog Hanged (reading on the same line),
Or  Hog (is) Hanged (in direct sequence).

Experts must decide upon the final decisive count of the doubtful
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letter A. But it is worthy a passing note that this error falls against
the first letter of the alphabet, and that the precedent word to
Hanged is * Be,” or phonetic for the letter B, giving us the two
first letters of the alphabet:—

AB,

which are also the two first letters of Bacon’s name, B A
(reversed). Convinced as we are, and as doubtless the reader
and expert will become, that this page 228 is a great cipher table
for the unlecking of the plays, we must be cautious to take no
liberties with it, and it has astonished us to find in all the copies
of the 1671 ¢ Resuscitatio” (hitherto to our hands) this apparent
error repeated. At first sight we find.apparently a far more con-
clusive cipher agreement with page 53, M. W. W., when we
correct the error, and lessen the count down (and above up) by
one unit. But it gives no sequence, and we therefore leave in
our calculations the page as it stands.

The reason we turned to these Apoplithegms was this: we found
upon page 56 of the 1640 ¢ Advancement,” Bacon introducing
APOPHTHEGMS (in great capitals) as Codicils or a pair of
Tables, in context with Cicero’s and Ceesar’s Cipher, mentioned in
¢ Suetonius Tranquillus,” and quoted in the margin. We thought
this very curious, particularly as upon the other side of
this page we found the paging mispaged 53 (for 55). Now this
IHang Hog line is upon page 53, M. W. W.; Gammon of Bacon
upon page 53, 1st K. H. IV.; and Francis 21 times, page 56 (cor-
responding mark) of the same play. Besides the Stratford
Monument declares Shakespeare died in his 53rd year. And
what more fitting number than 53, to say by mathematics,
Shakespeare, and to place directions for the unlocking of the
problem of the real authorship ?

But the most cogent discovery was that upon this page 53, in
context with Apophthegms, we found Bacon writing of Analogy
(De “Analogia ), or what he calls a Philosophical Grammar. The
word Grammar made us at once think of the Grammar scene
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(upon page 53 also, M. W. Windsor), where William goes through
his Latin declension of the pronoun Hic, Hze, Hoc, identified
with Hog in the accusative case, and with Bacon in the next line.
Judge our astonishment to find again in the VIth Book of this
¢ Advancement,” 1640 (and also in the Latin, 1623, “De Augmen-
tis,”) this Philosophical Grammar, described as Ciphers, Notes of
Things by Mathematical Congruity, and in Context with Poetry !
Finally judge our astonishment to find that in the Catalogue at the
end of this work this Qrammatical Philosophy or Analogy was the
36th Deficient (in order) of a New World of Sciences! Because
this is the full number of the 1623 Folio plays—36 ! And
nothing could say better, Plays 36, Ciphers 36! The reader
will find all these Deficients in the 1640 translation of the ¢ De
Augmentis,” marked by stars or asterisks in the margin, The 35th
(Catalogue play No.) is ¢ Notes of Things, by Congruity Mathe-
matical” ; the 36th ¢ Grammar Philosophical or Analogy Leading to
Poetry and Ciphers.” Here are the two great frame play numbers,
35 and 36, as finger posts for the Deficient World (only coasted
along) of the 1623 Theatre or other hemisphere, half of the
Instauration. Here is another curious coincidence : the paging of
the VIth Book of the 1640 translation of the “ De Augmentis,”
which leads up to Ciphers, is 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264,
265, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271. The 35th Deficient (*“ Notes of
Things,” “De Notis Rerum ") commences page 259 ; Poetry, 263,
264 ; Ciphers, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271. Upon page 53,
M. W. W., the numbers against these words are here given :—

Hang 263
Hog 264 )
is 265
Latin 266
for 267
Bacon 268
I 269
warrant 270
you 271

The reader must be struck with the extraordinary coincidence. For
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the four pages on which we find Bacon’s cipher examples are
pages 266, 267, 268, 269, which correspond to the words :—

Latin for Bacon I—

And they are Latin examples too! The Cipher chapter con-
cludes pages 270, 271, which agree in numbers with the words :—
'

I warrant you.

In fact the numbers of the line “ Hang, Hog is Latin for Bacon I
warrant you,” cover the numbers of these pages of cipher
directions. Notes of Things are upon p. 259, which agrees with
Accusativo, p. 53, M. W. W, leading in a few words to Bacon.
Poetry is introduced pages 263, 264, agreeing with the first
words Hang Hog of the line quoted. All this speaks for itself.
Nor was our astonishment lessened to find Bacon’s name in the
margin page 53, identifying himself with the Duke de Guise,
bocause “that all his wealth was in Names,” and that he had
given everything away. Convinced by the irregular paging and
senseless italicising of words that this work was all cipher, we
made a table of this page. Judge our astonishment to find this
and these numbers :—
' All 34 105
has 356 106
wealth 36 107
was 37 108

n 38 109
names 39 110

The first col.is the No. of the italic words only, in order from the
top; the 2nd col. all counted down, ditto. Mark,  his wealth” is
against 35 and 36, the play numbers being 35 and 36, as much as
to say that, like the Duke de Guise, he had given ¢ all his wealth”
(39, 36, plays) away, and that it consisted only in names ! But
here is the proof of the genuine character of this discovery. Upon
pages 106 and 107 (only) of this work we find Stage Plays, and the
Drama, and Poetry Parabolical discussed ! Does it not seem to say
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« Jis wealth ” consists in the 35, 36 Plays, also the Drama and Stage
Plays, pages 106, 107? DBut hear the further proofs. The Gram-
matical scene, in which Hang Hog and Bacon is introduced, is
actually upon columns 106, 107 of the Comedies. Francis (intro-
duced 22 times on 2 pages) is upon cols. 106, 107 of the Histories !

This page 53 (55), 1640 “Advancement,” is mispaged exactly
as page 55 (53) 1st K, H. IV., where we find the commence-
ment of the Francis scene (one Francis) col. 106, ¢ Histories.” It
seems evident Bacon has introduced his Philosophical Grammar
here in order to point to the same paging 53, 55, of M. W. W,
and 1st K. H. IV., and to Ciphers, 36th star (or Deficient)
VIth Book.

Nothing could seem to say plainer :—pages 53, 55 (35 and 36)
Plays; 35 and 36, Notes of Things Poetry and Ciphers. Con-
sider the same year (1623), the Folio plays appear in their
first collected edition form, the 1623 “De Augmentis” appears
with ciphers numbered (as Deficients of a New World) 36,
or the same number as the plays! But to return to our main
theme. We found Bacon repeatedly laying a particular stress
upon Apophthegms. We find the subject introduced upon
page 104, immediately preceding the subject of poetry, and
in context with “Deeds” (used evidently in a testamentary
sense, as Letters, Orations, and Epistles), saying ¢ Neither are
“ Apophthegms only for delight and ornament; but for real
¢ businesses ; and civil usages, for they are as he said (Cicero Epist.
“LXI.) Secures aut mucrones verborum, which by their sharp
‘“edge cut and penetrate the knots of Matters and business : and
“ Occasions run round tn a ring.” Why, we asked ourselves, is all
this introduced upon the top of Poetry and the Drama? Why
upon page 56 do we find Apophthegms introduced as Codicils or
a pair of Tables, and all this in context with Cresar’s “Analogia
and the “ Grammar Philosophical”; which we refind in the VIth
Book as Ciphers,and under the 36th star, or a number agreeingwith
the number of plays inthe 1623 Folio? Our mind naturally at
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once went to Sir Nicholas Bacon’s story of the Malefactor Hog
and the jest Hanged Hog as Bacon. The real obstacle to this
theory is that these Apophthegms, published in 1671, were post-
humous ; but seeing that Bacon has emendated the 1638 edition
of his Essays, which are posthumous works, and seeing he writes
of a secret way of publishing posthumously, reserved to a private
succession of hands, it is surely not an over bold assumption to
ask if these posthumous works were not prepared by Bacon, prior
to his death, during his life time, or left to a carefully instructed
succession of hands to publish or construct for purposes of cipher
revelation ¢ All these posthumous works contain, what the works
published during his life time do not carry-—secret marks, such
as the Acorn or Hog ornament, endless notes of interrogation in
the head pieces or ornaments, colon marks, and bear a system
of senseless italicising and mispaging utterly inexplicable.

The proofs that Bacon inserted a cipher in the 1671 “ Resus-
citatio,” p. 228, connecting and in collusion with pages 53,
M. W. W. and 53, 1st K. H. IV. are simply overwhelming, and
cannot admit of a moment’s hesitation or doubt. Upon page 228
of the “ Resuscitatio ” we find an Apophthegm with the story of
Judge Bacon and a malefactor called Hog, who claimed mercy on
the score of kindred, Hog being related to Bacon. The Judge
replied, ¢ How came thatin?” “ Why, if it please you, my Lord,
¢ your name is Bacon, and mine is Hog, and in all ages Hcg and
“ Bacon have been so near kindred that they cannot be separated.”
“T, but,” replied Judge Bacon,*“ you and I cannot be kindred except
“you be hanged, for Hog is not Bacon until it be well hanged.”
Now this Apophthegm is numbered 36, and there are 36 plays in
the 1623 Folio, counting “ Troilus and Cressida” omitted strangely
from the Catalogue. Upon page 53, M. W. W., we find the line
(col. 106 of the Comedies),

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.

These words, Hang Hog, are the 263, 264, from the top of the
column and the 99 and 98 up. Directly we examine page 228 of
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the ¢ Resuscitatio” we find the 35th Apophthegm partly on the top
of the page, followed by the 36th Apophthegm in question. Here
are the two play numbers 35 and 36, viz. 35 plays in the Cata-
logue, 36 all counted. If we add the paging 228 to these
numbers we get 263 and 264, which are the numbers of Hang
Hog in the line quoted, p. 53, M. W. W. Directly we count
down the page to the 263, 264 and 265 words we find them, ¢ You
{(Hog) be Hanged,” giving us by congruity Hang Iog Hanged, or
Hog (is) Hanged. The 265th word Hanged agrees with the
265th word “ds,” following Hang Hog in the line quoted :—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.

265 is a multiple of the paging (53 and 5), just as upon page 53
1st X. H. IV., we find Bacon in the line :—

I bave a gammon of Bacon.
—the 371st word, a multiple of 53 (the paging) and 7 :—
53 x 7=371.
On this page we have (col. 101 Histories):—

Gammon 369 down the column.
of 370
Bacon 371

Now we are going to show that the very first words of the 36th
Apophthegm agree in every way with both these pages 03
M. W. W. and 53 1st K. H. IV. in an extraordinary and almost
miraculous fashion. It will be found that we have tabled this
page up and down, counting first the italics only (down), then all
indiscriminately, then the italic words up, lastly all up the page.
“The object of italicising words in a cipher seems to be to give another
count, and by adding or subtracting the separate counts we arrive at
fresh results or combinations, which are the means of binding and
increasing the evidence of intention and collusion to a degree
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defying scepticism or mistakes. The first words of this Apoph-
thegm are :—
P- 228 Apop. 36th, Sir 142 479.
Nicholas 119 143 107 478.
Bacon 120 144 106 477.—
The first column represents words in italics only, counted from the
top of the page down ; the second column, all counted down also;
the third column the italic words up, and the fourth all counted wp.
This isa system we have maintained throughout our investigations,
and we can recommend it. For it is scientific and exhausts the
possibilities, or counts in four ways, leaving nothing but additions
or subtractions for further development or modification. Once
made these tables stand for perpetual reference, and if there be a
cipher, very soon prove its existence in a way not to be denied.
Now the first thing we called attention to was that the number
of the Apophthegm added to the paging gives 264.

228+ 36=264.

Upon p. 53, M. W. W., Hog is the 264th word down the column.
Now let the reader add the two first columns of the word Bacon
together 120+144=264! Add the first two columns of Nicholas
119+143=262. Compare p. 53, M. W. W.:—

Hang 35 (in italics down) 261 102 up,

Hog 36 262 101
Hang 263 100
Hog 264 99

The reader will see that not only are Zang Hog the 35thand 36th
words in italics down the column, and thus correspond with the
numbers of these 35 and 36 Apophthegms, p. 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,”
we are dealing with, but represent the catalogue and full Play
Folio numbers 35 and 36. Directly we subtract 35 and 36 from
261 and 262 we get 226, which is the constant cross number cr
sum of the italic words (225) upon page 228, * Resuscitatio.”
Directly we deduct 36 from 264 we get 228, or the number of the
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page on which we find, in the 1671 “Resus.,” the 36th Apophthegm
with the Hanged Hogstory. Page53, M. W. W, is the 106 column
of the Comedies. Turn to our numbers of Sir Nicholas Bacon, see
the third column is 106, saying plainly column 106, 264 (120+ 144)
Hog. It will be seen that both Nicholas and Bacon agree with
Hog twice.

Nicholas 1194+143=262 P. 53, M. W. W. 262 Hog.
Bacon 120+1i4=264 P. 53, M. W. W, 264 Hog.

Let us subtract the 3rd column from the 4th:—
478—107=371. 477—106=371.

Upon page 53, 1st K.H. IV, the 371st word is Bacon, in the line
“A Gammon of Bacon” (369, 370, 371).
Add the first three columns together :—

Nicholas 1194143 4-107=369=Gammon 369
Bacon 12041444106=370= of 370
478 —107=3871, 477—106=371 Bacon 371.

Add the second and third columns of Nicholas Bacon
1434107=250. 1444106=250,

Upon column 107 of 1st K. H. IV., the 250th word up is Francis.
The result is reciprocal ; because if upon column 107 of 1st K. H.
IV., we subtract from the 250th word 107 we get 143, which we
find against Nicholas. If we subtract 107 from 143 (Nicholas)
we get 36, which is the number of the Apophthegm !

If upon p. 53 (column 106), M. W. W., we add the column num-
ber 106 to 265 (is) we get 371, which is Bacon p. 53, 1st K. H. IV.
Thus :—

Hang Hog (is) 2654106=371 Bacon,
371 Bacon.
If we subtract the column 101 (on which the words Gammon of
Bacon are found) from 371 we get 270, which is IWarrant in the
line,
Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.
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Column 101 (p. 53) 1st K. H. IV.

Gammon 369—101=268
of 370—101=269
Bacon 3871—101=270.

Upon p. 53, M. W. W., these numbers 268, 269, 270 give the
words on the right :— .
Gammon 268 Bacon 268

of 269 10 269
Bacon 270 Warrant 270

If we reverse the process and add the column in the last case, we
get

Hang 263+4106(col.)=369 Gammon
Hog 2644106(col.)=370 of
is 265+4-106(col.)=871  Bacon,

Showing plainly that not only is there collusion of paging (53)in
both cases, but that the subtraction in one case and addition in
the other of the column numbers brings Gammon of Bacon (Sir
Nicholas Bacon’s story) into double collusion with Hang Hog and
Bacon I Warrant in the line,

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.
We have :— :

Hing 34 260 103

Hang 35 261 102

Hog 46 262 101
Add the 1st and 3rd columns 1024-35=137, 1014 36=137.

If the reader will count the italic words steadily and correctly
down page 228, “Resuscitatio” 1671, he will find the 137th word
in italics to be Zanged, which is also the 265th word, all counted
giving us by congruity :

354102==137 Hang Hanged 137
36+101=137 Hog Hanged 137
The intention seems to be to identify IHang Hog with Hanged
Hoy, and thus to establish the identity of the linein the M. W. W,
with Sir Nicholas Bacon's story related in this 36th Apophthegm.
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The fact that there are 36 plays in the Folio (this is the frame
number indicating them), and that Hog should be the 36th word
in italics, p. 53, M. W. W., and the 36th Apophthegm contain
the Hanged Hog story speaks something for itself. Butwhen we
{ind the paging 228 of the 1671 * Resus.,” giving us 264 (2284 36)
and 263 (228+35) as the result of the addition of Apophthegms
35 and 36 on that page, and agreeing with the first two words (in
numbers) ofthe line :—

Hang Hog (263 264) is Latin for Bacon

this is astounding proof of cipher collusion. Then we find Nicholas
Bacon giving us 262 264, or Hog twice over, and 371 Bacon,
with the Play columns on which we find these names. The Key
words (Hog) “ You Be Hanged” are 263, 264, 265, giving us in
many ways Hang Hog Hanged, not only here, but four times on
pages 53 and 54, 1st K. H. IV.
If we examine Page 53, M. W. W, we find these words in
italics.
.Accusat_ivo. 33 259 104 24} 205 34 from the
Hing. 34 260 103 23204 33

Hang. 35 261 102 22 (203 3o ©ndof the
Iog. 36 262 101 21 )202 81  Seewe.

Turn tocolumn101,p.53, 1st K. H.IV.,and Hanged will be found the
363rd word down the column. Add the second and third columns of
the above table :— 7oy 2624 101=363 = Ianged, or Hog Hanged.
Reverse the process, 363—101(column)~ 262Hog,showing that oy
and anged are in double reciprocal collusion. Deduct the first
column from the second; theresult is always 226, which is the cross
number of italics, p. 228 “ Resuscitatio.” On this page there are
225 words in italics. Directly we go down to the 225th word we
find it NAME, in the line :—

Your name is Bacon and mine is Hog.
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Directly we count down P. 53, M. W. W. (colnmn 106), we find
the 225th word Pronoun, giving us, by congruity of numbers,

Pronoun 225 ) Name 225
P, 53, M. W. W, and 226 is 226 »‘Resus.” p. 228.
be 227 ) Bacon 227

Now mark the result. The last extract is in the 36th Apoph-
thegm, which number add to these numbers :—

225 4 36 =261, 226 + 36 — 262, 227 4 36 —2683.

Turn back to the table given from p. 53, M. W. W., and there
we find 261, 262, 263 giving direct count Hang Hog Hang, with
36 against 262. If we deduct the italic numbers 33, 34, 35, 36 from
359, 260, 261, 262, we always get 226. Now, as there are 225
words upon page 228, Resuscitatio,” those two numbers are prime
factors in the problem. Is it not extraordinary to find them
giving us ‘““Vame s Bacon and mine 1s Hog"—ecxactly what we
are seeking %—

your 224 4+ 36=260 comp. Hing 260 be 260
name 2254+36=261 Hang 261 kindred 261
is 2264 36=262 Hog 262 except 262
DBacon 2274 36=263 Hang 263 you (Hog)263
and 2284 36=264 Hog 264 be 2641
mine 229+486=265 is 265 hanged 265
is 230+ 36=266 Latin 266 for 266
Hoy 2314-86=267 for 267 Hog 267
and 232+36=268 Bacon 268 is 268

Now here is palpable cipher collusion. If we reverse the order
of the words Hing Hang, we get Hang Hing, which is a delightful
diversion of orthography of the word Hanging (or Hang IHing
Hoyg), Hanging Hog, upon which jest the entire validity of this
story rests in connection with Apophthegm 36. The pronoun
being no other than this or that particular person, identified in
the accusative case (Accusativo) with the Accused Hog, who, when
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Hanged, becomes Bacon. The entire point turns upon the word
“ Hanged,” which, we find up upon p. 228, “Resuscitatio,” falls to
these numbers :—

Hanged 187, 265, 89, 356.

The up the page count of all the words, Accusativo, Hing Hang
Hog, are 104, 103, 102, 101, to which, if weadd their respective

numbers in italics (down), gives us:

334104=137. 1034-34=137. 102+35=137.
101 4+36=1837.

This plainly gives us as result that the Accusativo, Hing Hang
Ilog, 137 are Ilanged in every case. The wit is as profound as it
issubtle. Hog was the accused ; he is here the Accusativo, or case
to which the charge or object falls, and he must be first hanged
to be made Bacon. Add the first and third columns (italic)
against Hanged :

187 4+89=226.
Compare Accusativo 33—259=226
Hing 34—260=226
Hang 385—261=226
Hoy 36—262=226.

Deduct these figures, as we have done, and mark that in every
case the result is 226 also !

Deduct the 3rd column 89 (hanged) from 356 (4th column) :—-
3566 —89=267,

Upon page 53, M. W. W., the 267th word is “For,” preceding
Bacon in the line (if we count Hang Hog as one word, Bacon is
267) :—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.

giving us Ilanged Bacon, which is again the pith of the story, for
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Hog Hanged is Hanged Bacon, or Hanged for Bacon. If we
add the number of the Apophthegm 36 to 265 (Hanged) we get
301. We find Hang—in the line

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon

—+the 100th word up the column and the 201st from the end of {the
scene. If we add these together, we get 201 + 100 = 301, giv-

ing us:— g
R
Hanged Hog is Latin for Bacon.

One of the most convincing proofs of Cipher upon this page
228, “ Resuscitatio,” is as follows :—We find the word Hanged the
265th word down the page, all counted (with the apparent error of
@ a Pass). We again find the word Hanged a second time repeated,
the 81st word in italies up the page, and 346 all counted up the
page also. Subtract these figures :

846 —81=265 ! (see Table),

so that the words are italicised so as to bring about a second time
this result, 265. If it ended here, it might be chance ; but what
dowe find? We find Hanged the 356th word up the page, all
counted, and the second Hanged the 275th down, all counted,
and 8lst up. Add these :

2756+81=356!

That this is chance is preposterous. Here are the numbers of
these two words Hanged.

Hanged.—187 (italics down), 265 (all c¢. d.), 89 (italics

; up), 356 (all c. up).
(bis) Hanged.—145 (italics down), 275 (all e. d.), 81 (italics

. up), 346 (all up).

We cannot expiain this, but there it is, with the evident in-
tention of bringing both these words to bear on each other, as
265 & 356. If we deduct them, we get 91, and Bacon is the 91st
word (counting “ gel ) page (up) 53, 1st. K. H.IV. If we omit the

c
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apparent error of the article a (repeated twice in “a a pass”), Hanged
becomes the 264th word and 274th, the rest being italic words,
(and up the page also) remain unaffected. In the latter case
Hanged agrees with Hog, 264th word, page 53, M. W. W,, and
gives us Hog Hanged by identity, instead of sequence. At first
sight this looks far more plausible, because the paging 228 added
to the Apophthegm number, 36 gives 264 Hanged, just as 228
+ 35 gives 263, Hang, p. 53, M. W. W. The intention seems
threefold—to place Hanged upon Hang Hog (is) in three ways.
Page 228 commences with part of the 35th Apophthegm; 228
+ 35=263. The 263rd word, p. 53, M. W. W, is Hang in
this line :
Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.
Now, by the old count (of error) we get :

lou (Hog) 263 Hang 263
264 Hog 264
Hanged 265 s 265

‘What can be simpler? We add the first A pophthegm number 35,
to the paging, 228, 'We go down the page to 263, and find it
(“you”) Hog. If weadd the 36th Apophthegm, in which this story
oceurs, to the paging 228, we get 228+ 36—=264, giving us (error
omitted) Hanged 264; and these two separate counts give
respectively, Hanged Hog. So on page 53, M. W. W., Hang
Hog are the 263, 264th word down the column. The ingenuity
displayed is astounding, ~because we get by each count the same
result, Hog Hanged for Hang Hog, either by identity or
sequence.

In every way p. 228, “Resuscitatio,” agrees with page 53,
M. W. W, Wefind on this p. 228 Apophthegms 35 (partly), 36,
37, 38, 39, 40. Add these numbers to the paging :

228+35=263 Compare 263 Hang ") 268 you (Hog)
2284 36=264 264 Hog | 264 be
Page 228. | 228+ 37=265 265 is 265 hanged
“Resus.” | 228+38=266 266 Latin (266 for

2284 39=267 ) 267 for 267 Hog
2284-40=268 268 Bacon | 268 is

FELT
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Then, as we have already shown, we find the first words of
Apophthegm 36, Sir Nicholas Bacon, twice agreeing with Hog 262
264, p. 53, M. W. W, and with 371 Bacon, page 53 (again), 1st
K. H.IV.

Directly we go down the page (228) and examine the 263, 264,
265, 266, 267, 268, 269th words, all counted down, we find them
to be the pith of the story revolving upon the word Hanged,
which is so placed as to fall upon Hog 264 or 265 in sequence
with it. ¢ You be hanged,” the 263, 264, 265 words, are really
equivalent to oy (you) be Hanged, which is just what we are
seeking in the line, .

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.

In fact, we have Hog Hanged thus given to us in place of
Hang Hog, or Hog Hang. We find page 54, column 104, 1st K.
H. IV., equally in direct touch with page 53, M. W. W, and this
page 228 of the * Resuscitatio.” On that page (column 104), the
reader will find Bacon’s name twice, and the words ¢ Be Hanged,”
the last word being the 265th up the column (counting ¢ a-foot* and
¢ a~while’ as two words).  If we count them as one, we find Hanged
the 263, which not only agrees with Hang, p. 53, M. W. W.
(Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon), but agrees with ¢ you ’ (Hog), 263,
p- 228, “ Resuscitatio,” giving us:

Hang Hanged Hog Hanged (by identity).
The cipher proofs that Hog is Bacon are simply overwhelming

and everywhere. For example, upon this page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,”
we find these words and numbers :—

your 224
name 225
is 2926
Bacon 121 227 105 394
and 228 393
mine 229 392
is 230 391

Hog 122 231 104 390
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Subtract the first column 122 (against Hog) from the 4th column
330, and we get : 390—122=268.

Upon page 53, M. W. W, the 268th word is Bacon exactly,—
thus identifying Bacon with Hog. Upon this page 228, “ Resus-
citatio,” there are 225 italic words, and the reader sees against
this number stands Name, showing that it is a cipher page for
the warrant or proof that Hog is a disguise for Bacon. If we
continue the passage quoted, and collate p. 53, M. W. W. we get :—

And 232 389
in 233 388
all 234 387
ages 235 386 P. 53 M.W.W,, end of scene up.

and 237 Hag 25 2374 227

1oy 123 236 103 385 Hig 24 236 (228
Bacon 124 238 102 383 Hog 26 238 (226

The reader will see that Bacon (* Resuscitatio ”)is 238 all counted
down the page, and Hog is 238 all counted down p. 53, M. W.
W.,also. He will find dozens of collusions. For example if he
adds 26 to 238 (italic number down to number all counted down)
Hog, p. 53, M.W.W_, he gets 264, which is the number of the third
Hog 264 in the line:—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.

1f he will subtract (Hog) 385—123 =262 ; the number of the
second Hog 262, p. 53, M. W. W.  If he adds the 1st and 3rd
columns “ Resuscitatio,” p. 228, he will always get 226.

1234-103==226. 1244102=226.

226 is the number of Hog from the end of the scene, pages 53,
54, M. W. W. Subtract :—

Bacon—=383—124=259. _Aecusativo, p. 53, M. W. W.

Upon page 53, M. W. W., we find the word Hog three times, and
its numbers are 238, 262, 264 ; Bacon 268.
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If the reader will turn to table of page 53 (column 106),
M. W. W,, he will find this in italics :—

Accusativo 33 Ttalics down 259 104 up the column

hiny 34 do. do. 260 103 204 up the entire scene
hany 35 do. do. 261 102 203

hoy 36 do. do. 262 101 202

Hang 263 100 201

{ Hog 264 99 200y 263 hang-hog

is 2656 98 199 264

Latin 266 97 198 2656

for 267 96 197 266

Bacon 268 95 196 267

If we deduct the italic numbers from the 2nd column or numbers
all counted down we get 226 :—

259 260 261 262 against Accusativo, hing hang hog
33 34 35 36 =

e

226 226 226 226

‘We must first remark here that Hang oy is joined in the folio
by a hyphen, and may count as one word. In this case Bacon
is the 267th word down the column, and not the 268th. If we add
the 1st italic numbers to the third column, we get always 137.
(Third column are numbers up the column all e.)

334+104=137. 344103=137. 35+102=137, 864101=137.

Upon page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,” 1671, the 137th word in italics
is Hanged. Now as the connection of the line :—

Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon,

turns upon fZanged to establish itself as an insertion by Francis
Bacon, and in cipher connection with this page of the ¢ Resus-
citatio,” Apophthegm 36, the reader must see this is very striking.
1t declares the Accusativo, or objective case to be Hanged Hog,
which is legitimately Bacon. It says by way of inimitable jest
the Accusative (Accused we may say?) Hog is Hanged. How
do we get the “is”? We find this word Hanged is not only the



22 HERMES STELLA.

137th word in italics, but the 265th, all counted down. Look up
above, and the word following Hog is the conjunction “4s” (the
265th word) giving us in sequence

Hog Hanged.

If we omit the apparent error of (aa pass?), upon this page 228
of the ¢ Resuscitatio” we get :—

(without error). (with error).
Hanged 187 264 89 356 or 137 265 89 356
(bis) Hanged 145 274 81 346 or 145 275 81 346

These are the true numbers as will be found upon the tables, being
exhaustively collated with the originals,—p. 228, ¢ Resus.” 1671.
In one case Hanged is 264, in the other 265, all counted down
this page 228. Look at Ilog, p. 53, M. W. W. ; it is exactly the
2064th word down also! So that Hanged either falls upon
1logy 264, or follows it 265 (““¢s.”) If we count Hang-Ioy as one
word, then “ Latin” instead of being 266 is 265, and we get by
congruity :—

Hang-Hog is hanged for Bacon.

Bacon is either the 267 or 268th word down the column. Upon
page 54 (column 104, Histories), we find * Bacon’s” the 198th
word down the column, and 163 up. Subtract and add the
column number, 104 : —
198 —104=94. 163-+104==267.

Now 94 up, p. 53, M. W. W.,,is “7” {following ¢ Bacon”), and
267 is either “ For,” precedent to Bacon (268), or ¢ Bacon™ itself
267, giving us “ For 1,” or “I Bacon.” As we have to deal with
this problem in its initiatory and tentative aspects, we desire to
treat it scientifically, and to give the alternative counts of
questionable double or single words, so as to meet hostile criticism.
The plea for column paging is that as there are two columns on
every page-of the 1623 Folio, we must number them. The
further plea of introducing the column numbers as a modifying
factor is that they are the connecting and directing links.
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This will be proved in many ways. For example, on column
101, p. 53 of the « Histories,” 1st K. H. IV., we find the line :—

Gammon of Bacon,

being the 369, 370, and 371st words down the page. Deduct the
column number 101; 369—101=268, 370—101=269, 371—
101=270. Now these last results upon page 53, M. W. W., are
(all counted down) :—

268 Bacon or I 268 Gammon
269 I  or warrant 269 of
270 Warrant or You 270 Bacon.

Similarly (inversely) we find if we add the column number, 106
to “ Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon,” we get

+ Hang 2634106=3869 or treating Hang Hang | 369 Gammon
Hog 2644106=3870 Hog as one word Hog } 369 Gammon
is  26564-106=371 is 370  of
Hang Hog is Gammon of Bacon. Latin 371 Bacon.

The object of this is so plain that it almost establishes its claim to
be genuine. Because here we have the fact made clear that
Ilang IHog is really meant for a “Gammon of Bacon,” and
touches to the heart the Hanged Hog ¢ Apophthegm ” story of
Sir Nicholas Bacon, p. 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,” 1671. The critic in
doubt of this has only to look at our table, or count the italic
words down to Hog (Hang Hog), p. 53, col. 106 M. W. W,
which he will find number 36. This Apophthegm is also 36.
‘Why 36? Because thereare 36 plays in the 1623 folio (count-
ing ¢ Troilus and Cressida,” not in the catalogue). This 36
represents the plays. It is the tie or index for the connection of
the plays with Bacon’s works, or what he terms the frame, or num-
ber holding the portrait of the plays. Its addition or subtraction
means just the marrying conjunction of the cipher and its proof,
We find this directly we add 36 to 228—the paging of the
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“ Resuscitatio,” on which we find this 36th Apophthegm with the
Hanged Hog story ; we get 264 or Hog.

(Hog) 228+ 36=264 Hog—(be) 265 Hanged.

If we add the number of the Apophthegm, viz., 36, to :—

Name 2254 36=261 Hang

is 226+ 36=262 Hog

Bacon 227 +36=263 Hang or Hang Hog 263
and 228+436=264 Hog

mine 2294 36=265 is 265 (all counted) Hanged.

Upon page 228, ““ Resuscitatio,” there are exactly 295 words
in italics, and the 225th word from the top is Name, just what
we are seeking. If we add 36 (the Apophthegm number) to
this we get 261 :—

2254 36—261.

Now p. 53, M. W. W., Hang Hog are the 261st and 262nd
words. They are the 35th and 36th words in italics down the
page, and if we subtract this we get

261—386—=2256 261—35—=226

Which we have found on p. 228, (‘ Resuscitatio,”) Name is, giving
us Hlang Ilog is Name, 227 Bacon. 1f the reader will turn to
page 53, M. W. W., he will find the first Hog 238 all counted
down. Compare p. 228, ¢ Resuscitatio”:—

Bacon 124 238 102 385

Deduct the first column from the last, 385—124—261, which is
Hang, p. 53, M. W. W.:—

Hang 35 261
Hog 36 262

Add 1st and 3rd columns, 124+4102=-226. Deduct 262—36
(Hog) = 226—giving us Hang Bacon, which is an cxquisite jest
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upon Hog, for if we Hang Bacon, we get Hanged Bacon, which
is Hog, and on the play of which the entire Apophthegm
revolves! Hanged Hoy is Bacon or Hanged Bacon, and the last
is of course Hog. Take this Hog :—

Hog 122 231 104 390

Subtract as before 1st and 4th columns
390—122-—=268

Page 53, M. W. W,, Bacon is the 268th word all counted
down (or if the 267th, the 268th gives us the word “I7”), take
this :—

Judge 254 367
Bacon 127 255 99 366
you 128 256 98 365
and 129 257 97 364
/0 130 258 96 363
cannot 131 259 95 362
te 132 260 94 361

kindred 133 261 93 360
evcept 134 262 92 359
you 185 263 91 358
be 136 264 90 357
hanged 137 265 89 356

These are the exhaustive direct table counts; 1st column, italic
words in order down only; 2nd column all counted down; 3rd
column italic words up; and 4th all up page 228 of the
¢ Resuscitatio,” 1671.

Note that the addition of the Ist and 3rd columns (italics)
gives us everlastingly (throughout the page) 226! Compare the
entire group of words, p. 53, ML.W.W, :—

Accusativo 33=259 (subtract) 226
Hing 34=—260 (subtract) 226
Harg 35—261 (subtract) 226
Hogz 26==262 (subtract) 226
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As much as to identify this group with this page 228 of the
4 Resuscitatio.” Now particularly mark that the 3rd column
subtracted from the 4th everlastingly gives the same result, 267,
which is Bacon, p. 53, M.W.W., or its precedent « For "—(if we
make Bacon 268)—* For Bacon” 267, 268, or 266, 267.

Note that «ZEveept You Be Hanged,” 262 263 2064 2065, are

€ongruous.

“ Resus.” except 262 p. 53 M.W. Hog 262

you (Hog) 263 Hang 263
bo 264 Hog 264
hanged 265 is 265

Telling us plainly, “ Evcept Llog hang be hog hanged,” and the con-
clusion is Hanged, following Hog in sequence. If we omit the
double a (a a pass) Hog and 1langed agree 264. All doubt as to
cipher existence in collusion with the plays on this page 228,
“ Resuscitatio,” must vanish directly, we examine again'these
first words :(—

Apoph. 36 Sir 142
Nicholas 119 143 107 478
Bacon 120 144 106 477

If* we add col. 106 (p. 53, M. W. W.) to 36 (Hog 36, 262), we
get the first figure, 106+36=142 (Sir). If we add the first and
second cols., we get Hog twice over :—

Nicholas [ 1194143=262, Hog, p. 53, M. W, W.
Bacon 1204+144=264, Hog, p. 53, M. W. W.

(=]

If we deduct the 3rd col. from 4th, we get:—

478—107=371=Bacon 371, p. 53, 1st K. H. IV.
477—106=371=DBacon 371, p. 53, Ist K. H, IV,

¥ ‘If we add 143 to the paging, 228, we get 228-4143=371, showing a
Paging connection between page 53, Ist, K. H. 1V., and this page.
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Mr. Donnelly makes Bacon 371 on this page. Add the
first 3 columns all together :

119 120 Compare Gammon 369, p. 53, 1st K. H. IV,

143 144 " of 370, p. 53, &
107 106 Bacon 371, p. 63, @
369 370

Giving us at once the two chief words, /og Hog, 262, 264 and
Gammon of Bacon, as if alluding to this Apophthegm in cipher con-
nection with the plays, pages 53, M. W. W., and p. 53, 1st K.
H.IV. Infact we get:—

Apoph. 36  Sir 142 36 Hog, 36+4+106=142
Nicholas Gammon Hog
Bacon of Bacon. Hog.

That the name Francis upon column 107 of the Histories is in
cipher collusion with page 228, ¢ Resuscitatio,” will not bear a
moment’s doubt, after ‘examination of the truth of our figures
and proof. 'We take for example the 36th word in italics from
the commencement of the scene (p. 55, really 53), and find it
“ Prancis.”

Francis. 36 (italics), 328 (all ¢.), 191 (page only), 250 up the page.

Now, if our theory is correct, this particular Francis (36) ought
to be found in collusion with the 36th Apophthegm, p. 228 of the
1671 “Resuscitatio,” and here it is—in half-a-dozen ways, with
the first words of the Apophthegm :—

Apoph. 36 Sir 142,
Nicholas 119 143 107 478
Bacon 120 144 106 477

To begin with, here are columns 106 and 107, upon which we
find in the Comedies Hang, Hog and Bacon, and 106 and 107 of
the Histories, from whence we take our Francis and its count from
the opening of the scene, column 106. Directly we add the two
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centre columns, we get 250, which we find is Francis. Directly we
subtract column 107 (on which it occurs) from 250 (Francis), we
get 143 or 2nd column, (Nicholas) back; and if we subtract 106
from 250 we get 144 or Bacon. Directly we add the Apophthegm
number 36 to 119 and 120, we get :—

364+119=155 364-120=156.

Upon this same page of the Histories, col. 107, we find the
155th and 156th words to be down the page “ Calling Francis.”
Francis, in fact, is the 156th word, and agrees thus with Bacon,

giving us :—

Sir
Calling 155 { Nicholas 119+4+36=155 Hog 262
Francis 1566 Bacon 1204+-36=156 Hog 264

Directly we add the two first columns we get :—

1<t and 2nd cols.{119+143 262  Upon col. 106 p. 53 M.W.W. 262 Hog
1st and 2nd ¢.ls. { 1204 144=26+ © B " 264 Hog

Add the 2nd and 3rd columns :—

1434107 =250 Francis 250
1444106=250 Francis 250

Sowe get three times this :—
Sir
Nicholas calling Francis Ho 7.
Bacon Francis Francis Hoq .

The next word in italics upon page 228,“ Resuscitatio,” is Bacon
(bis), see table :—

(36 Apophthegm.) Bacon 121 227 105 394,
Look at Francis and add 1st to 3rd columns,—
364-191=227, or subtract 227—86=191.

We have another curious relationship to point out, viz.: that
upon page 53, 1st K. H. IV., we find Bacon the 371st word down
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column 101. Mr Donnelly pointed out that 53 x 7=371. Now
the real paging is 51 (corrected), of this page 53, 1st K. H. IV.
If we multiply these figures: —

51 x 7=3587.

Upon page 228, © Resuscitatio,” we find the 357th word up is
precedent to Hanged, thus :—

be 136 264 90 357
Hanged 137 265 89 356

And, to convince the reader, he will find up p. 53 (51), Ist K.
o, 1Iv..— o

Bacon 371 90 up

—giving us another clue to the relationship of “Be” and
‘¢ Bacon.”

‘We maintain that all this is Bacon’s “Philosophical Grammar,”
mentioned, 1640 ¢ Advarcement ” on p. 53 (55 corrected), falsely
numbered, te indicate Shakespeare, and to point to pages 53,
M. W. W, and p. 53, Ist K. H. IV. (false for 51), Gammon of
Bacon,'and p. 53, 1st K. H. IV. (false 55), where we have been
dealing with Francis. Thus there are three pages 53 in the
plays, on which we find Bacon, Bacon, Francis, viz.: 53
M. W.W.,, 53 (51), 1st K. H. 1V., 53 (65), Ist K. H. IV. and
54, paged 56. This Grammar is a cipher, not a literary Grammar,
as Bacon tells us, and we find it under the Folio Play number
36 in the VIth Book, upon pages corresponding with the num-
bers of Hang Hog is Latin for Bacon.  Our theory is that these
false and real 52 and 63 pagings correspond to a false and real
Shalkespeare, who was 52 and 53 (see inscription upon the Strat-
ford monument). The real page 52 of 1st K. H. IV. is numbered
54 falsely, and it is here we find Bacon’s, Bacon (twice). Directly
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we bring in the column paging, we get our old figures, 269 268,
267, or ¢ For Bacon 1,” p. 53, M. W. W.:—
On 197 164+104=268(Bacon IQGS and ) Page 52,

Bacons 198 163 +4+104=267< for collate< 267 Book 1st
on 199 1624+104=266 | Latin { 266 secret | K. H. IV,

Upon page 53, 1st K. H. IV,, column 101 (Histories), we find
these words :—

be 362 99 up 100 up (counting “ gel”)
hanged 363 98 or 99

Directly we subtract the column number 101 we get
362—101—=261 363—101—=262
Upon page 53, M. W. W, column 106 (Comedies), we find the
play numbers 35 36 (italics down) against these two words, which
are also 261 262, all counted down the columns:—

column [ fany 35 261 102 collate [ be 261(362—101)=261
106 Hog 36 262 101 hang’d 262 (363—101)—=262

Now add the numbers of Hang Hog (up page 53, M. W. W.), to
their numbers down (2nd and 3rd columns), and we get :—

2614+102=363 2624101—=363

See above; hang'd 363, telling us twice over, reciprocally
and inversely, that :

Hang (261+107)w36o (is) Hang’d 363
Hog (2624101)=—=363 Hang’d 363

But it doesnot end here. From the end of the scene, page 54
M. W. W, we find tothe top of the page another 101 words, and

if we make a table of the entire William, Hog scene, pages 53,
54, M. W. W, we get:—

column rHang 35 (italics ) 261 up 102 page only 203 up from end

106 Hog 262 101 202 [of scene]
Histories. ﬁ Hang 263 100 201
264 99 200
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Look up above at “ be Hang’d.” They are the 99th and 100th,
words up their page, and again agree with Hang Iog, giving
us:—

Hang be
Hog Hanged,

Add the column No. 101 to these figures, 100 99, (or 99 98),
and we get

1004+101=201, 994 101=200, again agreeing with Hang Hog.

Bacon has.taken extraordinary pains to identify Hang’d with
Hog and Hang Hog, not only here, but over and over again, as.
we shall show.  Upon this page we again find the words “ Be
Hang'd” a second time, and they are as follows :—

be 199 or 200 (Heigh-ho 2 words) 262 up 263 (with gel.)
hang’d 200 201 (Heigh-ho 2 words) 261 up 262

Here again Hang'd agrees exactly with the same words Hang
and Hog, by either count (200), and up also, as may be seen by
the numbers 261 262, our old friends, Hang Hog again.

Bacon’s object is clearly to tell usHang Hog is Hanged Hog and
relates to the 36th Apophthegm jest of Sir Nicholas Bacon, in
which Hog and Bacon can only be related or kindred, on
condition of the Judge that Hog be Hanged. Judge Bacon
says:— '

¢TI cannot be kindred except you be hang'd.”

Directly we collate this page 53, of 1st K. H. I'V., with page 228,
“ Resuscitatio,” we find palpable collusion of numbers with text.
For example :—

Page 53

of 370 91 p. 228 you 135 263 91 358 [ Hang 263
1st K.H. 1V o

Gammon 369 92 | collate , except134 262 92 859 | Hog 262
1 Bacon 371 90} { be 136 264 90 357 [ Hog 264
and 372 89J Resus. kany'd137 265 89356 ) is 263

Collate these two passages, page 228, * Resuscitatio.” :—
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No. 2. ’ No. 1.
(is 139 268 87 853 (cannot 131 259 95 362
not 140 269 86 352 be 132 260 94 361
Bacon 270 351 I Lindred 133 261 93 3860
until 141 271 85 350 jl evcept 134 262 92 359

lis
<| it 142 272 84 349 you 135 263 91 358
s 143 273 83 348 be 136 264 90 357
well 144 274 82 347 | hanged 137 265 89 356
| hanged 145 275 81 346 |for 138 266 88 355
' Hog 267 354

If we collate these passages and subtract or add the columns
we get some curious results. Take the 3rd and 4th columns of
the 2nd Table and subtract, also of table 1.

~ No. 2. No, 1.
(3563 —-87=266 (862 —95—=267 ‘Words all counted up, p.

| 352 —86=—266 | 361 —94=—267 228, and italics also up;
| 350 —85=—265 1 360 —-93—=267 | subtracted.
< 349 —84=265 ) 359 —92—267
| 348 —83-—=265 ﬁ 368 —-91=267
| 347 —82=265 i 357 —90—=267
346 —81=265 i 356 — 89 =267

| 355—88—=267

Now let us add the two centre columns together.

No. 2. No. 1.

{268 +87=355 ([259+95—354 Words all counted down
| 2694-86=—355 | 2604-94—=3854 {and italics counted dcwn
271+ 85—356 1 261493—854 | added together, p. 228.
2724 81=356 2624+ 92—354
| 273483—=356 263491—=354

| 2744-82=356 264490—=354

2754+ 81=356 ’ 265+89—354

( 266+ 88=354
We collate these two passages because, not only are they almost
exactly identical, but they form and embrace the pith of the
story we are examining, and it is just upon this word Langed that

the entire proof, if there be a cipher herein, ought to revolve.

First mark that we everlastingly get in one case the number
267, which the reader will see is Hog, all counted down this page
228, table 2.  Another constant resplt is the number 265, and we
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find (similarly) in the same table, 2nd col, the 265th word
Hanged. We also find another of our constant numbers 356
against Hanged and another constant number 354 against Hog.
‘We have now Hog Hanged, whose numbers are,

Hog 267 354
Hanged 265 356

And we have all these numbers given to us constantly, not in
one table, but in both ! { ! This proves how all these figures are
arranged, so as to combine and concentrate round the words
Hanged Hoy! The subtraction and addition of six different
columns result in giving us the four figures against Hanged Hog !
If this does not prove a cipher on this page, nothing ever will
convince the critic who tests the truth of our figures. Now here
are some striking facts, which we ask to be verified. Upon page
53, M. W. W, we find the words :—

Hang-Hog is Latin for Bacon I warrant you.

If we count Hang-Hog, which is hyphenated, as one word
(which Mr. Donnelly would certainly endorse) Bacon is the 267th
word exactly down the page. The 265th word is “4s” counting
Hang Hog as two words, which makes Bacon 268. How import-
ant this 267 is in this cipher problem is shown upon page 52
(column 99, Histories), where we find these words and their

numbers down the column,

G . . Secret 266 222
p- 52, 1st K. H. I'V., Column 99 (Histories). Book 267 221

If the reader will go back to our number 2 first (left hand)
subtraction, he will find we get two sets of figures giving 266.
Look at number 266 down table (following hanged). It is:—

For 266

In short the results we obtained constantly were 265, 266, 267,

(and their 4th column co-efficients). These numbers are :—
D
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Hanged 265
for 266 Secret 266
Hog 267 Book 267
Who is hanged for Hog? Upon page 53, M. W. W., Bacon
is 268 or 267. Look at this:—

¢‘ Resuscitatio,” p. 228.

Hog 267 354
fls 139 268 87 358

Now we have Bacon as follows, page 53, M. W. W, either one
or the other counts being unalterable, accordingly as Ilang Hog
is counted as one or two words :—

Bacon 267 or For 267
I 268 Bacon 268

We get Hog in congruity with ¢ Bacon” or “ for” and “s” in
congruity with 7 or Bacon (268), giving us :—

Hanged for Hog is Bacon (or) L

If we collate page 53, M. W. W., with these words, flog is, page
228, “ Resuscitatio,” we get—

Hog 267 For 267 or Bacon 267
i 268 Bacon 268 or I 268

Giving us Hog is for Bacon, or Hog ts Bacon I.

The sum of the italic words (1st & 3rd columns) throughout this
page is 226, and no doubt it is a base number for Hog upon page
33, M. W. W., column 106.

There are three Hog words on that column, and they areall inter-
connected by their italic or other numbers ~ We find the first :—

1st. Hog 26 (italics down) 226 from end of scene (page 54) up.
2nd. Hog 36 262 111 (262—36—226).

So that we find the first and second are related by 36, which
we find is the italic number also.

262—36-—=226.
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3rd. Hog 264, subtract 36—=228, page of “ Resuscitatio” on
which the 36th Apophthégm with Hanged Hog story is found.
The critic must see at once the connection between the line :—

Hang-Hog is Latin for Bacon

and this page 228 of the “ Resuscitatio.” The connecting link is 36,
being the italic number of Hog, the number of the Apophthegm
36 and the number of the plays in the 1623 Folio. We find in
the above line :

Hang 263 down, 100 up, page only, 201 end of scene up
Hog 264 down 99 200

Deduct 36 from 264
264 —36=—228.

Here is our page 228 of the “ Resuscitatio” with the 36th
Apophthegm, which add to it :—

228 +36—=264 Hog, p. 53, M. W. W,

~ Giving us back Hog and saying as plainly as possible Hog or
Hang Hog, page 228, Resuscitatio,” Apophthegm 36. Directly we
look down at the 264th word (omitting a in @ @ pass) we find it

, Hanged 264. Hog 264,
(counting error) or Hanged 265 be 136 264 (Hog).
Add 36 to 100 (against Hang)=136, giving us
Hang be Hanged (the sequent word).

Let the critic understand we believe the error is purposely
introduced, and we dare not take liberties with it. Experts must
decide whether the cipher sequence depends upon its correction
or retention, Correcting it we get

except 262 page 53, M. W. W. Hang

You (Hog) 262 Hog
be 263 Hang
hanged 264 Hog

This is unmistakeable, but it leads to difficulties in other points,
D—2
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and we believe it is not the final and real count. This point
affects the complete solution of the problem but leaves our proofs
untouched. Remember it only affects one column (after 164
165), and does not touch the words in italics. “ You be Hanged ”
are key words corresponding to “ Hang Hog ” is or Hog Hang Hog
262 263 264 :—

Hog Hang Hoy. You (Hog) be Hanged.
The italic numbers:—
You 135—385=100 p. 53, M. W. W. Hang 100 up page

be 136 —35—=101 Hog 101
Hanged 137 —35=102 Hang 102

prove our discovery. If we subtract the play numbers 35 and

36 we get :—
135—36=99 136—36—100 137 —36=101
Hang 99 264
Hog 100 263
Hog 101 262

The two great important numbers upon page 228, Resuscitatio, ”
are 225 and 226 ; because there are 225 words in italics, and the
sum of the italics is against every word (up and down) 226, or one

more.
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“ BACON'S SECRET BOOK.”

It is our opinion that the “Secret Book,” introduced upon
page 52, column 99, of the Histories, is nothing else but the 1671
“ Resuscitatio,” containing the 36th Apophthegm with the
Hanged Hog story of Sir Nicholas Bacon. It is a very singular
coincidence that this passage of the text, commencing,

And now I will unclasp a Secret Book,

counting up the page, gives us with its first word the