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It should be dearly understood that BACONIANA is a medium for the 
discussion of subjects connected with the Objects of the Society, but the 
Council does not necessarily endorse opinions expressed by contributors or 

correspondents.

At last, Baconiana\ It has been a frustrating year. In January we had 
just one piece, ’fhomas Bokenham, true to form,
then pulled two out of the hat and also discovered Allan Campbell’s 
1961 Talk. Without copy we cannot publish. Bokey tells me that some 
members still jib if Baconiana is not ‘out’ by such-and-such a date. 
Perhaps next year they will submit copy. I doubt it. At the A.G.M. 
this month (July) there were seven members present. Six of these were 
Council members. It is all very disappointing.

Sad to record also the death of our President, Master Francis 
Cowper of Gray’s Inn; but it gives me great pleasure to report that Sir 
George Trevelyan has generously agreed to take on this mantle. I 
have not seen him since the Centenary celebrations at St. Albans in 
1986 but I well remember him from those lofty week-ends at 
Attingham Park, 30 years ago, when as Warden he graciously 
entertained even schoolboys keen to explore the recondite delights of 
Yeats and Eliot and Hardy. Certainly the Society, whose headquarters 
remain a small room at Canonbury, urgently needs his very special 
enthusiasm and vigour. Peter Welsford has been elected to Council. 
Formerly a practising accountant, he is currently a member of the 
Scientific Medical Network.

There are some exciting developments afoot involving Thomas 
Bokenham; but a report on these must await Baconiana 192 - if there 
is one!

BACONIANA
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In 1953, Penn Leary of Omaha, Nebraska, printed and published his 
interesting little book The Oak Island Enigma which gives an account 
of the various attempts to solve the mystery of what is now known as 
“The Money Pit”. Local legends tell of buccaneers using Oak Island 
which is in Mahone Bay on the south coast of Nova Scotia. In 1795, 
three lads, searching for adventure, landed there and found what 
looked like a circular depression in ground beneath an ancient oak 
tree. This suggested a filled up pit and thinking it might contain some 
pirate’s treasure, they returned to the mainland and returned with 
pick-axes and spades and started to dig, finding the earth softer than 
the surrounding ground. They had got down only a few feet when 
they found a layer of carefully laid flagstones which told them that 
someone had been there before. Digging down to ten feet, they 
encountered a man-made platform of oak three inches thick across 
the cavity. Ten feet lower a similar platform appeared and this called 
for a block and tackle to remove the earth which they were digging 
up. They attached this to an overhanging branch to the tree above 
and ten feet lower another platform was unearthed and at that stage 
they gave up in despair.

However, some time later they told their story to a doctor friend 
called Lynds who formed a treasure company which included two of 
these young men and, with better equipment, dug down to about 
ninety feet meeting further platforms at ten foot intervals. At about 
ninety five feet the shaft began to flood and they had to make a rapid 
escape. Numerous attempts have subsequently been made to recover 
what was obviously some very valuable treasure, but so far no one has 
been able to devise a means of stopping the water entering this shaft. 
Later it was found that the water was coming from the sea through a 
system of underground tunnels, which produced an ingenious water­
trap which protected this treasure from unwanted visitors. Eventually 
it was found that one of these tunnels led to Smith’s Cove some five 
hundred feet from the “pit”. A coffer dam was erected round this 
entrance but to no avail. Since then this dam has been destroyed but
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The Smithsonian Institute believes that only a government would 
have had the resources to construct the Oak Island workings. Clearly, 
this treasure was intended to be recovered and it is obvious that coffer 
dams were built to hold the water back when those operations took 
place, and their gates again closed when required.

Much of this information is recorded in a book called The Big Dig 
which was sent to me with other interesting documents by the

“1’1 break my staffe,
Bury it certaine fadomes in the earth, 
And deeper then did euer Plummet sound 
1’1 drowne my booke.”

some of its remains have been found. Great drills have been used 
which detected further platforms and eventually they reached what 
was believed to be chests or barrels.

A number of theories have been advanced concerning this treasure, 
one being connected with William Kidd, the famous pirate who was 
thought to have visited Nova Scotia before his execution in 1701, but 
this theory has been found to be untenable. Other pirates have been 
suggested such as Phipps, who was knighted in 1687 for leading a 
successful expedition to retrieve a sunken Spanish galleon off the 
coast of Hispaniola. He also looted the French settlement in Port 
Royal in Nova Scotia in 1690. Also Henry Morgan and others have 
been suggested as the repositor of this treasure and also the British 
Army who apparently moved their treasure chest from New York to 
Halifax in Nova Scotia in order to prevent it being captured by the 
revolutionaries in the American War of Independance in 1775-1781, 
but no records of this operation on Oak Island or of the subsequent 
recovery of the treasure has been found. Another suggestion concerns 
the vast fortune in gold and silver ecclesiastical vessels etc. which 
disappeared from England and Scotland during the sixteenth century 
Reformation which simply vanished. Another interesting theory is 
that the pit was a hiding place for Francis Bacon’s Shakespeare 
manuscripts. In his Sylva Sylvarum he mentioned “bodies put into 
quicksilver” and artificial springs using stone, sand and ferns, a 
similar system to that found in Smith’s Cove. We also have the lines 
from The Tempest
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Director of a Canadian company which is at present making another 
attempt to overcome this water-trap. In his letter, he asked me to 
comment on the Bacon-Shakespeare theory and these documents 
include photographs of some of the finds unearthed and one which 
shows an enormous shaft some eighty feet in diameter lined with 
metal which is being constructed. In my reply, I told the Director that 
I thought it unlikely that the Shakespeare manuscripts will be found if 
their work is successful but I believe that Bacon may well have 
supplied the method of constructing this clever water trap. I also 
mentioned that I had found some interesting encipherments in 
Shakespeare’s Sonnet 52 which contains phrases such as “up-locked 
treasure”, “stones of worth”, “captaine jewells”, “my chest” and 
“his imprisonned pride”. The cipher messages are “Fra Tudor 
Author”, “New Scotland Isle”, “The treasure is on Isle in Mahone 
Bay” and, believe it or not “Walter Raleigh’s Jewels”! No comment 
on this letter seems to have been sent but possibly the Director 
concluded that my mind is disturbed in some way.

In 1487/8, Nova Scotia was first visited by the Cabots, but the first 
attempt to colonise the territory was by the French who called it 
Acadia. In 1613, some colonists from Virginia arrived claiming that it 
was British. They expelled many of the French and in 1621, Sir 
William Alexander, the Secretary of State for Scotland, was granted a 
right of the whole peninsular by King James, and its name was 
changed to Nova Scotia. Alexander had previously been tutor to 
Prince Henry who died in 1612. Bacon also took part in the Prince’s 
education and he and Alexander must have known each other 
extremely well since the latter was also a poet. In 1632, the Treaty of 
St. Germain confirmed to the French in possession of Cape Breton 
which is part of Nova Scotia, and it seems certain that the activity on 
Oak Island took place between 1621 and 1632 when the English were 
in sole possession of that land.

In 1595, Walter Raleigh sailed to South America in search of gold. 
Apparently he was unsuccessful. In 1603, he was imprisoned in the 
Tower and condemned to death for some trumped-up evidence. He 
opposed the King’s policy of making peace with Spain and this was 
presumably the way to appease the Spaniards. The death sentence 
was not carried out at the time and, in 1616, Raleigh was given leave 
to find a “Mine” in Guiana which he knew of, on condition that he
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did not get involved with any Spanish settlements there. They arrived 
at Trinidad where Raleigh was ill with fever. He sent some of his crew 
up the Orinoco where they became embroiled in battle with some 
Spaniards, some of whom were killed. Raleigh’s life was therefore 
forfeit and they came home empty-handed. This is the story now 
accepted.

In fact, it was not quite as simple as that. On Raleigh’s return, King 
James set up a Royal Commission in order to justify his decision to 
execute him. Full details of the findings of that Commission were 
given in Volume VI of James Spedding’s Lord Bacon’s Letters and Life 
of 1872. Bacon, as Lord Chancellor, and others, including the 
venomous Sir Edward Coke, formed this Commission which took 
place in private. They examined Raleigh and a number of those who 
took part in that ill-fated expedition to Guiana and these accounts 
were somewhat contradictory. What the Commissioners were 
obviously expected to find was evidence not only that Raleigh 
ignored his instructions that no Spanish settlements should be 
interfered with and that no piracy should take place, but that other 
crimes should be found which would be sufficient to justify his 
execution. Evidently it was feared that a public outcry would follow 
when it was learned that Raleigh’s execution was based on a death 
sentence pronounced fifteen years earlier.

Some of those reports, which were clearly enlarged, or tampered 
with, to suit the King’s purpose, included a story concerning 
Raleigh’s men driving out the Spanish inhabitants of the nearby town 
of St. Thome which they destroyed by fire, and killing a number of 
Spaniards who attempted to prevent them reaching the mine. No one 
seems to have questioned how these men managed to return to their 
ships at the mouth of the Orinoco without molestation by Spanish 
soldiers. Another story which seems even more fabulous, was that 
Raleigh had let it be known that if no mine was found, he would sail 
north to Newfoundland to refit and replenish his stores and then sail 
to “the Western Isles”, which I take it were the West Indies, where 
they would waylay the Mexico fleet which would be laden with 
treasure which would pay for his escape from the law to a foreign 
land. It was not explained why it was necessary to go so far north as 
Newfoundland to refit in order to return south again to the “Western 
Isles” to carry out their act of piracy. I do believe, however, that on
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their return to England they stopped in Newfoundland and that the 
Guiana treasure was found and brought and hidden there. They may 
have come across Oak Island on their way there and Raleigh may 
have discussed this with Francis Bacon before his execution. 
Newfoundland was later described as our first English colony which 
was also discovered by the Cabots in 1497 who claimed it in the name 
of Henry VII. It would have been a fairly simple matter for the 
treasure to be shipped to Oak Island.

The chapter in The Big Dig entitled “The Baconian Connection’’ is 
based on the beliefs of a staunch Baconian, Dr. Burrell F. Ruth who, 
in 1920, was a student at Michigan State University and who later 
became very interested in the Oak Island Mystery. He was aware that 
Bacon and his friends were familiar with that part of the New World 
though there is no evidence that he ever visited the region himself. He 
also found that Bacon was among a group of patentees granted 
colonial lands in Newfoundland in 1610. Ruth also suggested that 
William Rawley may have organised the transfer of manuscripts to 
Nova Scotia, and that there is a possibility that Thomas Bushell, who 
as a young man assisted Bacon in his scientific experiments, may have 
been one of the conspirators. Bushell later became a mining engineer 
for the English Crown, known especially as an adept at recovering ore 
from flooded Cornish mines.

The encipherment found in Sonnet 52, which gives the message 
“The treasure is on isle in Mahone Bay”, actually contains letters 
which spell Thomas Bushell so that this message could read 
THOMAS BUSHELL’S TREASURE IS ON ISLE IN MAHONE 
BAY. And this group of letters is contained by lines and columns 
whose initial letters add to 165, the count of the words BUSHELL 
HID JEWELS.

According to the book by J. W. Gouch called The Superlative 
Prodigal (\932), Bushell, after Bacon’s Impeachment of 1621, retired 
to the Isle of Wight and became a humble fisherman. Not long 
afterwards he was accused of being a French spy. He then left the 
island and spent much of his time with his former employer 
discussing certain mining schemes. In his The First Part of Youth's 
Errors Bushell later wrote “he [St. Alban] discovered to me his 
dearest secret” ending with the words “I prohibit thy arrogating to 
thyself the honor thereof, if it shall prove fortunate; and the
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employing such Treasures as shall be gained thereby any way shall 
not conduce to the raising, qualifying and endowing my ‘Solomon’s 
House’, modell’d in my ‘New Atlantis’ to my own proposed ends, 
according to the duty of an obliged servant and faithful steward.” In 
1626, when Bacon is said to have died, Bushell went to live as a hermit 
on the little island off the south coast of the Isle of Man called ‘‘The 
Calf of Man”, and it seems feasible that before that date Bacon 
entrusted him to collect and rebury this great treasure.

It is also conceivable that Sir Walter Raleigh was a member of the 
Rosicrucian Fraternity who, after the loss of his hoard of gold, 
bequeathed it to Francis St. Alban and this Fraternity.

I have told the Director of the Canadian Consortium of this and it 
is interesting who will benefit from this treasure if recovered. 
Presumably the Company will be allowed a share and the Canadian 
Government will take a percentage. Perhaps the British Government 
might expect something and the Spanish might feel that they are 
entitled to have a share. And, who knows, perhaps a nugget or two 
might come my way, if I am alive at the time!

C Oaml as the rich whofc jalcffed key, 
OCan bring him co his fwccc vp-locked treafure, 
The which he will not cu’ry howcr furuay, 
For blunting the fine point of fcldomc plcafure* 
Therefore arc fcafts fo follcmnc and fo rare, 
Since fildomcomining in the long ycarc fee, 
Like (tones of worth they thinly placed arc, 
Or captaine Icwclls in the carconct.
So is the time that kcepcs you as my cheft, 
Or as the ward-robe which rhe robe doth hide, 
To make fotnc fpcciall inftant (peciall bIcft, 
By new vnfoulding his imprifon’d pride.

Blcfied arc you whole worehjnefle giucs skope, 
Bcinghad to tryumph,being lackc co hope.
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I should have mentioned that since the water-trap was constructed, 
the sea has encroached and the two tunnels now found were then clear 
of water at low tide. Those tunnels thus became drains which lowered 
the water in the pit well below the platform which supports the 
treasure. The original coffer dams would have kept the sea at bay 
while the construction work was being done and, if they were 
supplied with gates they could have again been closed to recover the 
treasure at a suitable time later. Probably after 1632 this was found 
impossible and the dams either disintegrated or were destroyed.

The work now going on is formidable though it is intended to use a 
number of large hydraulic pumps which it is believed will keep the pit 
reasonably clear of water when the recovery operation takes place.
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Bacon, as we mentioned previously, was the first to use the Press 
systematically for the propagation of his ideas. Today we have 
increased a thousandfold the power of propaganda through the

As a student of the Rosicrucian Order and as a member of the Francis 
Bacon Society, I find we have one great thing in common, that is, the 
love for Francis Bacon. The Society seeks to clear the name of Bacon 
from the perfidy that has been heaped upon him by the envy jealousy 
and ignorance of men. In the Rosicrucian Order we seek to 
perpetuate his vision and follow closely his method of teaching. In 
common with him of whom it was said that he was the first to use the 
press systematically for propaganda, the Rosicrucian Order follows 
suit. It may be said that we continue as his school of ardent pupils.

Our times are serious - not so much due to man’s increased 
knowledge of the laws of nature, but rather to man’s misapplication 
of power. The question of misapplication of power, was the danger 
which constantly occupied Bacon’s thoughts. In h\s De Augmentis, he 
tells us that the very thing he is labouring at and preparing with all his 
might, is to find an art of indication and direction. On the culture of 
the individual mind, he placed his faith. How well we know that the 
individual minds of men in all parts of the world have not yet 
acquired that force of character which will free them from envy and 
national greed. The threatened power of the bomb has forced men to 
a more rational approach towards their differences, and to the use of 
the power that science has placed in their hands. Bacon’s words may 
well be engraved in the hearts of all international negotiators:

“Evermore it must be remembered that the least part of 
knowledge is subject to the use for which God granted it, 
which is the benefit and relief of that state and society of 
man.”

A TALK TO THE FRANCIS BACON SOCIETY*
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medium of broadcasting, and more recently, television. It is a 
controversial point of great interest and importance as to the positive 
value of much of this propaganda. Those of us who view Independent 
Television will have squirmed at the standard and volume of the 
propaganda hurled openly at us. The cost of it can be taken as a gauge 
of its efficacy. It is a tremendous medium for the education of the 
people and I feel that the great “Shakespeare” would have been a 
master in directing its potential, “Art can change Nature” being his 
well-known maxim.

The recent programme screened on television about Cuba, pointed 
to the use of television as a directing medium and to the powerful 
aspect of propaganda in general as a modern “weapon”. There was a 
constant diatribe, accompanied by the picture of Fidel Castro 
exhorting the Cubans to new acts of sacrifice and valour in the names 
of “freedom” and “liberty”. But viewing and listening to the mass 
propaganda appeals, we are aware that the time is not yet ripe, as 
Bacon had hoped, when the mind of man became a match for the 
nature of things, when through science man would see how to use his 
knowledge more and more for civilising and humanitarian purposes.

At this point, I would like to introduce the idea of the Rosicrucian 
Order as the continuator of the method and advocate of the aims 
promulgated by Imperator, Sir Francis Bacon. As in Bacon’s time, 
we do not hesitate to use whatever media seems appropriate for the 
introduction of humanity to the existence of the Order. We may be 
familiar with the controversy that echoes to this day from the 
appearance of the Fama Fraternitatis and Fama Confessio under the 
signature of Christian Rosencreutz. Many looked upon the 
appearance of these documents as the first indication of the existence 
of the Rosicrucians. In our Order, we look upon them as being issued 
from Bacon’s hand, being indicative of a new cycle of the Order’s 
activity - the symbolic re-opening of the Tomb of Christian 
Rosencreutz, pointing to direct links with earlier activity. Our Order 
has never promulgated its teachings except under its traditional lodge 
system through initiatory grades and under disciplinary control and 
direction of an Imperator, such as Bacon. It is this Lodge structure 
that has always differentiated it from perhaps most laudable and 
erudite instruction issued under the name “Rosicrucian” from the 
hands of one personality or group of persons.
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As Bacon would put it . . . “All knowledge is our field”. The method 
is not one of theoretical instruction only, since the student must 
demonstrate certain laws by experiment in order to validate the 
injunction that KNOWLEDGE is EXPERIENCE. Immediately the 
Neophyte commences his instruction he meets with a favourite 
quotation from Sir Francis Bacon:

“The Rosicrucian Order, existing in all civilised lands, is a 
non-sectarian fraternal body of men and women devoted to the 
investigation, study, and practical application of natural and 
spiritual laws.”

Today we have suffered much criticism, probably the same as in 
Bacon’s day. Perhaps more so because we are more widely known. It 
is said our advertisements are too garish, that they lack taste for their 
presumed aims, and that the organisation must be a commercial 
racket to use such commercial taste, despite the fact that we are a 
registered non-profit company, with all that that entails in the 
inspection of accounts, etc. by public bodies.

The main point is that today we have introduced a world-wide 
representation of humanity to the teachings of the Rosicrucian 
Order. From our International Grand Lodge in San Jose, California, 
our Imperator directs all jurisdictions of our Order, under the 
respective Grand Masters. His task is gigantic. We take advantage of 
the freedom experienced in many parts of the world, to openly 
propagate Rosicrucian ideas. This is perhaps much easier than it 
would have been in Bacon’s time, and the necessity for concealment 
not so great, although censorship and dictatorship prevent it in many 
Soviet and Catholic-controlled countries.

Now you will be curious as to what the Rosicrucians teach! We do 
not teach any of the forms of magic so secretly propagated behind 
many closed doors; nor do we specialise in Astrology, Numerology, 
Fortune-telling, etc.. We recognise in these arcane arts fundamental 
truths, though most of which have become garbled. Although we do 
deal with what might be termed Psychic Research, we do not embrace 
the concepts of Spiritualism under its many headings. In our official 
magazine, the Rosicrucian Digest we sum our teachings up in an 
almost Baconian manner:
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In contrasting the time of Bacon and our own, we may concur with 
him in that it would not be until some time be past that he would find 
acceptance. This brings us to another aspect of teaching, and that is 
the use of the word “secret”. As Bacon said, “All Nature is an open 
secret”. It is not until the consciousness has been raised to 
comprehend this, can we dispel ignorance and superstition, and 
replace them with knowledge. The Rosicrucian Order sets students 
off on a well-charted voyage of discovery into unknown seas of self 
and nature. It does not demand from him severe oaths of secrecy, but 
binding obligations in keeping with his conscience.

Our students honour the name of Sir Francis Bacon. In keeping 
with our practise, we remember the great men of the past better 
through an understanding of what they gave to humanity, rather than 
a rigid adulation of their “name”.

There is no doubt that Bacon, when he became Imperator of the 
Rosicrucian Order, accepted a channel of service for his great aims. 
These aims for the great instauration, fitted well into those held by the 
Rosicrucian Order. His tour in the Embassy of Sir Amyas Paulet,

“But the greatest error of all is, mistaking the ultimate end of 
knowledge; for some men covet knowledge out of a natural 
curiosity and inquisitive temper; some to entertain the mind 
with variety and delight; some for ornament and reputation; 
some for victory and contention; many for lucre and a 
livelihood; and but few for the employing the Divine gift of 
reason to the use and benefit of mankind. Thus some appear to 
seek in knowledge, a couch for a searching spirit; others, a walk 
for a wondering mind; others a tower of state; others, a fort or 
commanding ground; and others, a shop for profit or sale, 
instead of a storehouse for the glory of the Creator and the 
endowment of human life. But that which must dignify and 
exalt knowledge is the more intimate and strict conjunction like 
that of Saturn, the planet of rest and contemplation, and 
Jupiter, the planet of civil society and action. But here, by use 
and action, we do not mean the applying of knowledge for 
lucre, for that diverts the advancement of knowledge, as the 
golden ball thrown before Atalanta, while she stoops to take 
up, the race is hindered.
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who was presumably “watchdog” for the Queen in France, gave him 
the opportunity to contact Rosicrucian sources in Europe and to 
bring him in contact with men of like mind who would serve his great 
plan for the upliftment of humanity. Four years before this Tour, the 
massacre of the Huguenots had taken place in Paris. Bacon’s cousin, 
Philip Sidney was also in France at that time to observe and report. It 
was natural that Elizabeth, a Protestant Queen, should be interested 
in such events. It is thought that the sole purpose of Amyas Paulet’s 
embassy was to safeguard the Huguenot interests.

It would have undoubtedly been an interesting and instructive time 
for the young Francis Bacon. The literary group in Paris, the 
Pleiades, was to be the model for his own Ordre d’A thene in England. 
The essayist, Montaigne, and other literary figures around the French 
Court, were to establish life-long links of a literary and diplomatic 
nature, which were to serve England and France long beyond his own 
lifetime.

Many threads of Bacon’s life lead to this point in France. It is 
thought that the great love of his life for Marguerite de Valois at this 
time became the model for Romeo and Juliet, the struggle between 
Capulets and Montagues, that of Catholic and Huguenot. It is 
natural, therefore, to assume that it was at this time that he could 
have been initiated and chosen to be Imperator of the Rosicrucian 
Order to take office when he reached the age of 21 years. We know 
that he had passed to him orally the code of the Albegenses which is a 
very real link with the name “Christian Rosencreutz”, used by him 
when issuing the “Fama” and “Confessio Fraternitatis”. All 
Rosicrucian Resistance Groups have used this code in their work. 
Bacon’s great interest in cipher would spring from this experience, 
which was to become something for which he visualised a much 
broader use.

“Albegensi” is one of those mysterious words, or “historical 
abracadabra” as it were. Through the Albegensi groups flowed the 
knowledge of paper-making and printing from the Near East. We 
find them also mentioned with the Templars and Troubadours. They 
even possibly take us to Speculative Masonry introduced into the 
Mason’s Guilds by the masters of those arts of printing and paper­
making when they sought protection from the bloody hands of the 
Inquisition.
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However, we can see the service which Bacon had at his command 
in the “secret brotherhood” controlling the Press which he headed. 
Perhaps the Mystery of the papermarks in his works and the 
elaborate and costly cipher puzzles can be explained in this way. 
Maybe also comes under the same category the mystery of his 
“philosophical” death to free him for more expansive work.

Shortly after his return from France he formed, along with his 
Brother Anthony and Fulke Greville, the Athenian Order. The 
guiding influence was taken to be Minerva as Pallas Athene, and the 
first Grand Master was Fulke Greville. This was at Gray’s Inn in the 
year 1580. At first it was an Order devoted to Bacon’s ideals of 
Charity and Philanthropy, comprising young men of Gray’s Inn 
devoted to these ideals, but later it was opened to women for their 
services towards these ideals. Its motto was “Literati et Illuminati”. 
Members were recruited from the Queen’s diplomatic service who 
were aided in their law studies at Gray’s Inn. Every third member was 
also a Rosicrucian member, which gave Rosicrucian ideas an 
organisation through which to expand their influence, particularly as 
diplomacy was its field of operation, the Intelligencers and Queen’s 
Messengers being recruited from its ranks.

All regalia and records of the Athenian Order were lost when the 
ship carrying Sir William Hamilton’s property home to England, was 
sunk off the Scilly Isles in a storm. Lady Hamilton, or Emma Lyon, a 
direct descendant of John Lyon, second Grand Master of the Ordre 
d* Athene following Fulke Greville, and founder of Harrow School 
was Grand Matre of the Rosicrucian Order. At her death she was 
given Rosicrucian funeral rites by the group in Calais. William 
Hamilton himself was a descendant of Fulke Greville. Lord Nelson 
was ably supported in his diplomatic work by the Order.

The record of the families serving the Queen and Bacon’s ideals is a 
proud one and unbroken since his time, even though in many cases 
descent may be traced through “unacknowledged” offspring. An 
examination of the coterie around Bacon himself shows that most of 
the members of it were directly related. Philip Sidney’s mother was 
the sister of the Earl of Leicester, and therefore Bacon’s Aunt by 
blood. Her daughter, the Countess of Pembroke, was mother of the 
two incomparable brothers to whom the first Folio of the 
Shakespeare Plays is dedicated. The last Grand Master was Lord
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Lloyd, who upon his death, passed responsibility on to an initiated 
member of the Rosicrucian Order, better known to her Resistance 
colleagues, who recognised her direct links in the family, as Capitaine 
Angleterre. She has perpetuated the Athenian Order in its purely 
literary and correspondence field, under its guiding influence of 
Pallas Athene and its motto Literati et Illuminati, in memory of its 
beloved and illustrious founder, Sir Francis Bacon.

So it is we look to the future of the unveiling of “Shakespeare” in 
the world as an understanding of the Great Instauration of 
Bacon. ... So “naturally” is he hid in the midst of his own 
works . . . and so naturally are the secrets of the Rosicrucians hid in 
Nature.
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The subject of this short paper is “Francis Bacon: his Friends and 
Associates,’’ a matter hitherto singularly overlooked and neglected. 
There is an old proverb, “Tell me your company, and I will tell you 
what you are,’’ but in trying to find out what Francis Bacon truly was, 
too little inquiry has been generally made as to his “company,” 
neither do his biographers sufficiently enlighten us. Many interesting 
names just appear, and pass over the pages of the regulation “Lives” 
set before the public; foreign names such as Galileo, Fulgentius, 
Bruno, Montaigne, and many more English names presently to be 
noticed. Like fleeting shadows they come and go, unnoted by the 
inobservant or uninterested, but furnishing useful hints to the pioneer 
corps striving to clear the way to true discovery.

We cannot depend even upon the Index of any Baconian “Life” to 
guide us faithfully to the required particulars. Search the Index to 
James Spedding’s seven 8vo vols. of Bacon’s Letters and Life, and you 
will find no entry of any masque, revel, device, or entertainment, 
none of the “Order of the Helmet,” the “Masque of the Indian Prince,” 
or of “Philantia, or Self-love,” although these pieces are described, 
and some printed in these volumes. So on with many other matters 
pertinent to our inquiries. The authors or publishers of such works 
are evidently perfectly well informed as to what facts will lead up to 
the true revelation of “Bacon,” these are therefore either omitted, or 
cleverly introduced so as to pass unnoticed by the “General.” This 
will be the experience of all who follow this game, “If' (as Lear says), 
“you will catch it, you must catch it by running.”

Now we all know that Bacon’s Courtly friends and associates, the 
Dukes of Buckingham and Norfolk, the Earls of Arundel, Derby, 
Essex, Leicester, Northampton, Nottingham, Pembroke, and Mont­
gomery, Shrewsbury, Suffolk, Sussex, and Warwick; the Lords 
Buckhurst, Clinton, Dudley, Dorset, Herbert, Howard, Hunsdon,
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Rich, Sackville, Sheffield, Strange, Willoughby, and others, kept 
theatrical companies.

Your attention is asked to this point, for hereby hangs a tale. Can 
there be clearer evidence of the little interest which has been generally 
taken in Francis Bacon, or of how little his many critics have put two 
and two together concerning him, than in this, that none should have 
observed the fact that of all the great Courtiers of his time, Francis 
Bacon was one of the few who did not keep a theatrical company, whilst 
it was he alone who stood up in defence of the Theatre, and as an 
absolute advocate of the use of Stage Plays?

Readers of Baconiana are acquainted with the eulogies of Francis 
Bacon, written by some thirty of his friends. In one it is declared that 
in no light or frivolous spirit did he “draw on the socks of the 
Comedian and the high-heeled boots of the Tragedian." In his own 
eulogy of the Stage, he similarly describes the Drama as no mere 
pastime or amusement, but as a serious matter, a part of his 
“Method" his stupendous scheme for the “Great Restauration” of 
fallen and degraded humanity. He considers, as all experience shows 
to be true, that dull, untrained, ignorant minds should be instructed 
in the simplest and most natural way - objectively - as we teach little 
children, by showing them pictures, and by talking to them of things 
set before their eyes. Hamlet (in his instructions to the Players) tells 
them that they should “hold a mirror up to nature, show virtue her 
own figure, scorn her own image, and the very age and body of the 
time, his form and pressure,” or mode of expression. That speech is 
almost too familiar to be quoted, but how few people have thought of 
connecting it with a passage in the Advancement of Learning (Bk. ii. 
13), where Bacon describes “Dramatic Poesy which has the world of 
its theatre, and which would be of great use if well directed. For the 
stage is capable of no small influence both of discipline and 
corruption. Now of corruptions in this kind we have had enough, but 
the discipline in our time has been plainly neglected." Pray read that 
chapter on Poesy narrative, dramatic, and parabolical, and mark, 
that the paragraph (of which the above extract forms about one- 
third) was omitted from the first edition in English of the 
Advancement. It was inserted into the Latin edition (the De 
Augmentis), published when? - published in 1623, just after the issue 
of the Shakespeare folio. Is this fact without significance? Let me
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repeat. Within a few months of the publication of the first collected 
edition of the Plays (some of which had been before the public for 
thirty years), Bacon writes that in his times the discipline of the Stage 
had been plainly neglected, and esteemed but as a toy. Among the 
ancients, he adds, it was used as a means of educating men’s minds to 
virtue. The true use and dignity of the Drama as a vehicle of moral 
instruction, is (as Spedding justly notes), connected in a striking 
manner with the remark that men in bodies are more open to 
impression than when alone. A magnificent illustration of this has 
lately been seen on the stage in the scene in Julius Casar, where Brutus 
and Marc Antony by turns address, and stir up the feelings of the 
buzzing, wavering, multitude, so easily impressed by a fluent speaker.

Shall Bacon’s pregnant words about the corruption and neglect of 
the Stage in his day, be passed by unheeded? Note that he does not so 
much as allude to Shakespeare, Ben Jonson, or others of the “Great 
Dramatists.” And note, too, that elsewhere, when touching upon 
similar deficiencies, he says: “0/ myself! am silent.”

To return to the Royal and noble families who kept in their pay, 
theatrical companies. The fact has been accounted for by the 
assumption that this was “the fashion of the time.” Good words, and 
easily spoken, but we ask, why the fashion? How came it that such a 
fashion should have sprung up suddenly, at the very time when 
Puritanism was urging with tongue and pen the baseness and 
profanity of Stage playing?

And further, is no one surprised to find the Head Masters of St. 
Paul’s and other schools, forming juvenile theatrical companies 
amongst their scholars, just such “Aerys of children” as Hamlet 
discusses with Rosencrantz, who describes them as “Me fashion.” 
Such children’s performances were in complete accordance with 
Bacon’s repeated arguments in favour of an early training in acting as 
a means towards what he terms “the culture and manurance of the 
mind,” and for gaining the self-possession and grace of gesture 
needful for a good public speaker.

Many names have been enumerated of the patrons of the Stage 
(some reputed authors) who were friends or associates of Francis 
Bacon. But it is not to his patrons or equals whom we should specially 
look. It is to humbler persons, the so-called “servants” whom he 
employed as Secretaries, Travellers, Reporters, Business Managers,



FRANCIS BACON’S FRIENDS AND ASSOCIATES

27

♦ The Alleyns spell their names variously even in the same letter. Alen, Allen, Allin, 
Aleyn, Alleyne.

and so forth. The names will not be those of men connected with 
science, politics, law, or religion; these will afford matter for future 
consideration. We now speak only of Poets, and others connected 
with the stage. Lists of names from the enormous correspondence of 
Anthony Bacon, whom Francis calls his “consorte.” These names are 
found in the “Tenison” collection and in the “Gibson” MSS. in the 
Library at Lambeth Palace. To these are added lists from Peter 
Cunningham’s “Accounts of the Revels at Court,” the “Papers” and 
the “Memoirs” of Edward Alleyn, the actor, and “Henslowe’s 
Diary.”

The last-named six volumes were published by the first 
Shakespeare Society, to whom Baconians are deeply indebted. It is 
the more kind of them to have furnished us with this valuable series 
since therein are found many clues to “Bacon’s” associates, although 
not one word appears about the man, “William Shakespeare.” To be 
sure the note Shaxberd, written in the margin, is annexed to the 
entries of three Shakespeare Plays performed by his Majesty’s 
Players. But the total omission of any illusion to, or hint of the 
personality of such an individual as Shakespeare, is more than once 
commented upon by the Editors of these records as being 
“wonderful” and unaccountable.

For brevity’s sake we omit references, merely enumerating some 
names common to nearly all the lists.

We find the Alleyn family in full force. First on the pages of Francis 
Bacon’s letters appears Capt. Francis Alleyn,♦ a frank, plain-spoken 
soldier, employed by Anthony to intercede for the release of his 
servant, Lawson, who had been arrested after the charitable manners 
of the time, on suspicion of being a Romanist. Francis Alleyn seems to 
have been very useful to the Bacons as a Messenger or “Intelligencer.”

William Alleyne got himself into political troubles. Bacon calls him 
“a base fellow and turbulent.” John Alleyn was theatrical servant to 
the Lords Howard and Sheffield. He was elder brother to Edward 
Alleyn, the Player, and the ostensible founder of Dulwich College, in 
which Bacon was curiously interested. How Alleyn found the money
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Browne is now a common name, yet we may note that Edward 
Alleyne's step-father was a Browne, that Richard Browne was one of 
the company of actors who went beyond seas to perform their plays, 
and that Henry Browne was a faithful servant friend to whom Bacon 
left a legacy. When in Bacon’s anecdotes we find him telling of Sir 
Edward Dyer, the supposed poet, that he asked Dr. Browne a question 
which Browne answered “after his blunt and huddling manner,” we 
gain a glimmering as to how it came that the singularly Baconian 
works, The Religio Medici, Cyrus’ Garden, Common Errors, Christian 
Morals, Urn Burial, and other pieces, should have appeared under the 
name of this “huddling” doctor. “It is,” says John Addington 
Symonds, “as a great master of diction, as a Rhetorician in the 
highest sense of that abused word, that this ‘Author’ (Thomas 
Browne), ‘proclaims himself the rival of Jeremy Taylor, and the peer 
of Milton, in their highest flights of cadenced prose.’”

to make that noble foundation is only one of the many points which 
remain “behind the Curtain of the Dark.” Henslowe reports two 
more Alleyns, Charles, and Richard, and amongst Anthony Bacon’s 
letters are at least six from Godfrey Alleyn. There is, therefore, no 
doubt that the Alleyne family were amongst Bacon’s helpers or 
“servants.”

The Beaumonts, John and Sir Thomas, were amongst the 
adventurers to Virginia. I suppose that all know how hard and 
successfully Bacon strove for the colonisation and defence of this 
region in the New World. Most of the adventurers, including the 
Beaumonts, were his own friends.

Francis Beaumont dedicated a masque to the Gentlemen of Gray’s 
Inn and the Inner Temple, thanking them for their help, and adding: 
“Tou especially. Sir Francis Bacon, as you did then by your 
countenance and loving affections advance it, so let your good word 
grace, which is able to add value to the greatest and least of matters.”

At that time Bacon was Solicitor-General, yet Spedding had no 
doubt that “Ae had a good deal to say about the arrangements,” and 
John Chamberlain, an eye-witness, describes the performance as “a 
masque, of which Sir Francis Bacon was the chief contriver.'”
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Rather high commendation is it not of “the blunt and huddling” 
doctor? The perusal of a few of Dr. Browne’s original letters, may 
assure you that Bacon’s judgment of his style was not far from the 
mark. But to continue about Bacon’s friends and associates, bound 
by solemn vows and obligations to hand down the contents of the 
Cabinets and Presses full of papers which he left unpublished.

Amongst others of the Secret Society were the Careys or Carews. 
Four of this family were engaged in the Virginian enterprise. John, 
helped with the Revels at Court, and supplied properties. Richard is 
described as a writer chiefly on Topography. He died in 1620. His 
brother George was knighted by Queen Elizabeth, and is the reputed 
author of an account of France and of the Court of Henri IV of 
France. This work, however, was not published, or (we believe) heard 
of until 100 years after his death, which occured in 1614. This Sir 
George Carew was, from early youth to latest age, very intimate with 
Francis Bacon; we are therefore fully prepared to learn that George 
and Thomas Carew were Poets - that Thomas was also a dramatist, 
and that he is said to have written the Masque entitled, “Coelum 
Brittanicum" which was performed before the Court at Whitehall in 
1633, and greatly admired. In fact, all these men were Bacon’s 
“Masks,” engaged in publishing his works.

Abraham Cowley is another “Poet” who (we think) wrote no poetry, 
but who (we think) published many of Francis Bacon’s juvenile effusions 
in prose and verse. What was his actual history, apart from that given 
of the author in the poems themselves? He was born, according to 
various biographers, in 1612, 1616, or 1618, and educated at 
Westminster School, and Trinity College, Cambridge (Bacon’s old 
college). There he helped with other members of the College to 
“produce” a Latin Comedy, and he lived in College till he was 36, 
when he was ejected by the Puritans because of his active partisanship 
in the Royal cause. For 12% years he travelled, corresponded, 
ciphered, and deciphered for the King and Queen. He published no 
poetry until 1657, when he was about 45 (52?) years of age; and 
nothing in his supposed paper of “Myself” at all well fits his own 
history, but it is as hand to glove when applied to records of the 
youthful days of Francis Bacon. Having published this one volume of 
apparently juvenile works, Cowley returned to active politics; was 
thrown into prison, but being released, he again went abroad, and
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was again employed in helping the Royal cause. On the Restoration 
taking place, he was overlooked and neglected; but at length, by the 
interest of the Duke of Buckingham, he obtained the lease of a farm at 
Chertsey, which returned him £300 a year. He died at the age of 55. 
No more poetry came forth after that one volume in 1657.

Now anyone who has sufficient interest in these matters to be at the 
pains to follow the spring to its head, should read the “Account of the 
Life of Mr. Abraham Cowley” printed at the beginning of the 1669 
edition of “The Works.” Dr. Sprat, President of the Royal Society, 
wrote that Prefatory Account, and his name is signed in crooked 
printing and in mixed type, at the end of the Life. It is an excellent 
specimen of a feigned biography; pray somebody study it. You will see 
how ingeniously Dr. Sprat contrives to let you see that the Author was 
one of the most wonderful men in the world, but that Cowley was not 
the Author. And again to force you to connect “My Lord St. Albans” 
with Cowley. If Cowley were truly “dependent” upon the Lord St. 
Alban living in 1656 - (of which we can find no trace) it must have 
been that mysterious Lord who was a Jermyn - and who somehow 
popped into the title and out again, and “left no wrack behind.” Dr. 
Sprat says: “In his long DEPENDENCE on my Lord St. Albans, there 
never happened any kind of difference between them” and in another 
place, “I am confident his Lordship will believe it to be no injury to 
his fame, that in these papers my Lord St. Albans and Mr. Cowley's 
names shall be read together by posterity.” Dr. Sprat has previously 
said that Cowley had intended to dedicate all his works to Lord St. 
Albans, as a testimony of his entire respects for him, and as an 
apology for having left humane, or literary, affairs in the strength of 
his age, and when he might have been of some use to his country. Why 
the Dedication was omitted, Dr. Sprat does not say. The natural 
conclusion upon the whole matter is that he knew perfectly well that 
Cowley never wrote a word of his supposed works, excepting as an 
amanuensis writes for his master, on whom he is truly “dependent.”

Several members of the Cowley family corresponded with 
Anthony Bacon. Their letters may be seen in the Tenison Collection, 
where also, in the Gibson Collection, may be seen letters chiefly of 
news and politics from four more Cowleys.

Richard Cowley was a Player. His name is to be seen associated with 
the names of Burbage and Phillips in the Alleyne Papers, and other
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documents concerning Plays and Revels, published by the old 
Shakespeare Society.

In August, 1894, it was pointed out, in a short paper in Baconiana 
how, in a section of Much Adoe About Nothing, the type in the 1623 
folio Shakespeare is tampered with for purposes of cipher, and 
apparently, in order to change the correct words Constable and 
Keeper, into the names Cowley and Kemp.

The Constables were connections by marriage of the Bacons. In 
1593, Richard and Robert Constable are found to have been 
corresponding with Burbadge at the same time that Anthony Bacon 
was receiving letters from the Cowleys.

The Kemps, too, were Bacon’s cousins. He was evidently fond of 
Robert Kemp, whom he calls “Good Robin,” and with whom he 
seems to have had pleasant, but unexplained, business. William Kemp 
was one of Lord Strange’s company. Thomas Kemp’s daughter 
married Thomas Shirley', another link, you see, with the supposed 
galaxy of poets. The Shirleys were great travellers, and gatherers of 
information. John, who was once a curate at St. Albans, is said to 
have turned Romanist, and “thereupon to have become a fertile 
writer for the stage”; but this tale rests upons as slight a foundation as 
many others.

Of the Davies family, John and Lancelot were Virginians; John 
helped in the Revels, and to him Bacon, wrote, praying him to be kind 
to concealed poets. This John Davies is the supposed author of a poem 
entitled, Nosce Teipsum, which two words (Know Thyself) form an 
entry in Bacon’s Promus.

Now for the Fletchers, another large family of whom John, we 
know, collaborated with Beaumont, and who figures as a Dramatist. 
To Dr. Giles Fletcher, Bacon gave a living in Suffolk. His brother, 
Thomas Fletcher, was the Master of St. Paul’s School, already 
mentioned as encouraging the boys to get up theatrical performances. 
In the Revels at Court we find this lively schoolmaster hiring apparel 
for public and private entertainments. Four other Fletchers are 
named in connection with Henslowe, and with the Virginian 
enterprise.
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The noble family of Herbert was intimately connected with Bacon 
and his various undertakings. Sir Henry Herbert was Master of the 
Revels. To Mr. W. H., (as we believe) William Herbert, afterward Earl 
of Pembroke, the Shakespeare Sonnets were dedicated. In his private 
theatre at Wilton, "Measure for Measure" was first performed, with 
speeches introduced to incline the king’s heart to mercy, at a time 
when he and his Court were awaiting the trial of Sir Walter Raleigh, 
about to take place at Winchester.

George Herbert, the beloved rector of Bemerton, was the 
accredited author of the “Temple,” and other sacred poems. He 
wrote two of the Latin elegies in praise of Bacon which we know as 
the Manes Verulamiani.

Space is limited, so only a few words can be said of the Johnsons. 
Englishmen have made up their minds to spell Ben Johnson's name 
without an A, though in his own time (and referring to himself and not 
to his works) it was invariably printed with one. Hereby (perhaps 
intentionally) confusion is worse confounded when we try to trace the 
family tree. However, Ben, whether with or without his h, was one of 
Bacon’s able pens, writing under his roof, eulogising Bacon in 
precisely the same words which he used to eulogise Shakespeare, and 
finally contributing some Latin verses to the collection of Verulam 
elegies. Is it by mere coincidence that these Latin verses, signed Ben 
Johnson with an h, stand next to verses by Boswell!

We would gladly have expatiated a little upon Sir Philip Sydney in 
his character of Poet, and as the supposed Author of the “Arcadia”; 
but the subject is too large for this little paper, and probably no two of 
our readers have read the “Arcadia” from beginning to end. We can 
but recommend to students an examination of the edition of that 
work published in 1660 just 100 years after the birth of Bacon. It will 
be seen that Sir Philip Sydney did not claim the authorship, but that the 
“Arcadia” was published anonymously, and entitled, “The Countess 
of Sidney’s Arcadia.”

That “deere ladie” was “Sidney’s Sister, Pembroke’s Mother,” and 
few readers would, by their own unprejudiced judgment, arrive at the 
conclusion that the Dedication was from a brother to a sister. It
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* See a most interesting Life of Dr. Donne (published since this was written) by Mr. 
Edmund Gosse.

appears indeed that this “Life and Death of Sir Philip Sidney,” is 
another example of the “Feigned Histories” already spoken of, and 
the “Arcadia” itself one of Francis Bacon’s earliest works, by 
degrees, and through a course of many years enlarged and revised for 
purposes yet to be explained.

It remains briefly to commend to the reader’s notice the history of 
the Donne family, one of whom married a daughter of Edward 
Alleyne; another of whom was secretary to Bacon’s warm friend, 
Lord Ellesmere. This John Donne rose to be Dean of St. Paul’s, and 
of course, a Poet.*

Sir Edward Dyer also needs inspection. He was a correspondent of 
the Bacons. Massinger is found to be son of the Earl of Pembroke’s 
Steward. Sir Henry Wotton was one of the Bacons’ cousins. Richard 
Lovelace, the Middletons, Sandys, Shirleys, Butlers, Taylors, Fields, 
Hobby, all appear in the lists from the Bacon correspondence, with 
many less well-known names, and others well-known, but not 
included in the records of the Shakespeare Society.

A great deal is also to be learnt by a close search into the true 
history of the Rawley, or Raleigh family, of whom Sir Walter Raleigh 
has been reckoned the Star, and ranged with the scholars and courtly 
poets of his own day. It is satisfactory to observe that recent 
biographical dictionaries are beginning to discard this latter fiction. 
But how much is true concerning the visits of Francis to Sir Walter 
Raleigh in the Tower? What was the precise relationship between Sir 
Walter Raleigh, or Rawley, and the Dr. William Rawley who was 
Francis Bacon’s confidential secretary. His collection of MSS. is 
known to be extant, but strangely, “reserved” from the public eye. 
Where are these Papers?

However, in Bacon’s notes is this entry: “The setting on work my 
Lord Northampton and Raleigh." Bacon then, directed Raleigh’s 
work, perhaps to beguile sad hours in prison, where Bacon is 
recorded to have visited him. Then, as usual, he handed over to him 
all the credit of their joint efforts.

Last, not least, a few words of the Spencers of whom at least two 
were Secretaries to Anthony and Francis. Robert Spencer, George,
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The noble family of Herbert was intimately connected with Bacon 
and his various undertakings. Sir Henry Herbert was Master of the 
Revels. To Mr. W. H., (as we believe) William Herbert, afterward Earl 
of Pembroke, the Shakespeare Sonnets were dedicated. In his private 
theatre at Wilton, “Measure for Measure” was first performed, with 
speeches introduced to incline the king’s heart to mercy, at a time 
when he and his Court were awaiting the trial of Sir Walter Raleigh, 
about to take place at Winchester.

George Herbert, the beloved rector of Bemerton, was the 
accredited author of the “Temple,” and other sacred poems. He 
wrote two of the Latin elegies in praise of Bacon which we know as 
the Manes Verulamiani.

Space is limited, so only a few words can be said of the Johnsons. 
Englishmen have made up their minds to spell Ben Johnson’s name 
without an h, though in his own time (and referring to himself and not 
to his works') it was invariably printed with one. Hereby (perhaps 
intentionally) confusion is worse confounded when we try to trace the 
family tree. However, Ben, whether with or without his h, was one of 
Bacon’s able pens, writing under his roof, eulogising Bacon in 
precisely the same words which he used to eulogise Shakespeare, and 
finally contributing some Latin verses to the collection of Verulam 
elegies. Is it by mere coincidence that these Latin verses, signed Ben 
Johnson with an h, stand next to verses by BoswelP.

We would gladly have expatiated a little upon Sir Philip Sydney in 
his character of Poet, and as the supposed Author of the “Arcadia”; 
but the subject is too large for this little paper, and probably no two of 
our readers have read the “Arcadia” from beginning to end. We can 
but recommend to students an examination of the edition of that 
work published in 1660 just 100 years after the birth of Bacon. It will 
be seen that Sir Philip Sydney did not claim the authorship, but that the 
“Arcadia” was published anonymously, and entitled, “The Countess 
of Sidney’s Arcadia.”

That “deere ladie” was “Sidney’s Sister, Pembroke’s Mother,” and 
few readers would, by their own unprejudiced judgment, arrive at the 
conclusion that the Dedication was from a brother to a sister. It
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appears indeed that this “Life and Death of Sir Philip Sidney," is 
another example of the “Feigned Histories” already spoken of, and 
the “Arcadia” itself one of Francis Bacon’s earliest works, by 
degrees, and through a course of many years enlarged and revised for 
purposes yet to be explained.

It remains briefly to commend to the reader’s notice the history of 
the Donne family, one of whom married a daughter of Edward 
Alleyne; another of whom was secretary to Bacon’s warm friend, 
Lord Ellesmere. This John Donne rose to be Dean of St. Paul’s, and 
of course, a Poet.*

Sir Edward Dyer also needs inspection. He was a correspondent of 
the Bacons. Massinger is found to be son of the Earl of Pembroke’s 
Steward. Sir Henry Wotton was one of the Bacons’ cousins. Richard 
Lovelace, the Middletons, Sandys, Shirleys, Butlers, Taylors, Fields, 
Hobby, all appear in the lists from the Bacon correspondence, with 
many less well-known names, and others well-known, but not 
included in the records of the Shakespeare Society.

A great deal is also to be learnt by a close search into the true 
history of the Rawley, or Raleigh family, of whom Sir Walter Raleigh 
has been reckoned the Star, and ranged with the scholars and courtly 
poets of his own day. It is satisfactory to observe that recent 
biographical dictionaries are beginning to discard this latter fiction. 
But how much is true concerning the visits of Francis to Sir Walter 
Raleigh in the Tower? What was the precise relationship between Sir 
Walter Raleigh, or Rawley, and the Dr. William Rawley who was 
Francis Bacon’s confidential secretary. His collection of MSS. is 
known to be extant, but strangely, “reserved” from the public eye. 
Where are these Papers?

However, in Bacon’s notes is this entry: “The setting on work my 
Lord Northampton and Raleigh." Bacon then, directed Raleigh’s 
work, perhaps to beguile sad hours in prison, where Bacon is 
recorded to have visited him. Then, as usual, he handed over to him 
all the credit of their joint efforts.

Last, not least, a few words of the Spencers of whom at least two 
were Secretaries to Anthony and Francis. Robert Spencer, George,
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Urion, and Dr. Spencer are often met with in our dusty pages. Gabriel 
Spenser, an actor, was killed by Ben Jonson in a duel.

I have observed the significant fact that William Shaksper the man, 
is utterly ignored, and the name, “Shakespeare,” never once mentioned 
in the six volumes of Records, Accounts, and Registers published by the 
old Shakespeare Society.

Is it not equally significant, that the name of Edmund Spenser - the 
supposed author of the “Fairie Queene,” should be also absent from 
those records, and only introduced in some notes by Peter 
Cunningham, as if expressly to emphasise the fact that the first 
(anonymous) edition of the “Shepherd’s Calendar” (1579) when 
Bacon was eighteen, was dedicated to Sir Philip Sidney, whereas, 
eight years later, it was declared to have been written by him.

To sum up briefly all that would be said did time permit. When we 
try to trace the history of any wit, poet, or dramatist of the century 
from 1560 to 1660, or thereabouts, we invariably find him connected, 
directly or indirectly, with Francis Bacon. On the other hand, 
Shakespere, the Man, is utterly ignored in the literary records of the 
age. No accounts of Theatres or Revels, no register of Stationers or 
Publishers so much as mention him. Neither is Shakespeare included 
in the lists of distinguished wits and authors enumerated by Ben 
Jonson, Sir Henry Wotton, and others of the time. Bacon is found 
apparently inviting criticism on Measure for Measure and Julius 
Casar, as his own Plays. Richard II and Richard III are also included 
with other Plays and devices in a MSS. list of Bacon’s minor writings. 
But nowhere does Bacon, even when mourning the neglect and 
degradation of the Stage, allude to Shakespeare.

I have spoken only of subordinates in the great Bacon Society - paid 
servants (as I believe), amanuenses, transcribers, and so forth, of the 
lighter pieces which he spoke of as “the Works of my recreation. ” But 
a similar veil is drawn across the history and works of every great 
“author” so-called of that period; moreover, these authors are 
inextricably mixed up, not only amongst each other, but bound and 
linked in all manner of ways with Francis Bacon. Whether they be 
theologians, philosophers and moralists, or men of science, literature 
and art, historians or travellers; peep behind their masks or under 
their hoods, and there is Francis Bacon - his theology, his philosophy 
and morality, his experimental science, and universal knowledge
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enshrined in his own new and noble model of language. Some pieces, 
to be sure, are in the modelling-clay only, left for others to copy in 
more solid form. Many others are highly finished, polished with an 
art upon which no later hand has improved.

The helpers in such works may have been chiefly the "voluntaries" 
(as distinct from the paid subordinates) whom in his private notes, 
Francis Bacon is seen proposing to enlist. With time and money at 
their disposal his equals and superiors could render valuable aid. Yet 
these did but follow his lead. In every new enterprise he was (to use his 
own words) the "inventor" and "contriver" the "true Pioneer in the 
Mine of Truth." Others did but rough-hew the dead image for which 
he had made the design, and which only by his skill could be polished 
and perfected.

“I leave the work of Time,” he says, “to Time’s mastery.” “Time is 
the wisest of all things, and the author and inventor every day of new 
cases.” “Men err in disturbing the order of Time and in hastening the 
end when they are at the beginning.” Yes, and Time, too, will alone 
complete and vindicate the gigantic work for the benefit of the human 
race in all ages, which was conceived, and in great part accomplished 
by Francis Bacon.
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Francis Bacon’^ATew^r/annjis normally interpreted in the history of 
ideas as a blueprint for the establishment of a centre of scientific 
learning which finally materialized in the Royal Society of 1660-2. 
While this is one major significance of the work, there are others of 
equal significance which have been neglected and which have a 
bearing on Bacon’s total vision of a future society in which science 
would work for the benefit of all citizens. To neglect this social 
dimension of New Atlantis and emphasize only its scientific 
programme is to narrow Bacon’s vision, for he saw the role of science 
as one of charitable service to a society which itself was based on 
loving relationships. It is a vision which still is relevant to the late 20th 
century when we are faced by a gigantic pollution of the planet as the 
result of the misapplication of science or its selfish use. I shall discuss 
the New Atlantis from this perspective, but first I would like to say 
something about this work and its connection with Christopher 
Columbus and his voyages of discovery that began exactly five 
hundred years ago in 1492, and with the explorers that followed him.

In genre the New A tlantis is a ‘relation’ of a voyage of discovery of a 
sort familiar throughout the 16th century and familiar to Bacon 
through his reading of such literature and through his direct 
involvement in the discovery and settlement of Virginia. For Bacon 
these voyages of discovery exemplified the way in which both man’s 
physical and intellectual horizons could be broadened. Above all they 
epitomized Bacon’s ‘initiative’ or initiatory method whereby human 
knowledge could not only be passed on but extended. Each voyage of 
discovery was an act of exploration based on hints and intimations, 
and involved an act of daring in passing beyond the Pillars of 
Hercules of received ideas into uncharted seas where the unknown 
was to be encountered. Of such daring Columbus was the foremost 
example, and it is for this reason that Bacon chose to place a statue of 
him in the galleries of rite and prayer in the College of the Six Days’ 
Works on Bensalem. Columbus’s presence in the College in this 
religious context is significant, because it indicates the importance
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that Bacon attached to the discoveries of Columbus and others as 
practical discoveries by experienced seamen whose minds were truly 
married to the matter in hand. Such discoveries were initiatory in 
character.

In writing his New Atlantis, Bacon took care to link the voyage that 
led to the discovery of Bcnsalem to the voyages described in 
Hakluyt’s Principal Navigations, published in England in 1599. He 
imitates this voyage literature with great skill, and the effect is to 
confer a sort of plausibility on his account of the discovery of the 
island of Bensalem and its advanced civilization. He also exploits 
various beliefs still current in the 16th century that ancient centres of 
advanced civilization might still exist in remote parts of the world. 
This, as we shall now see, enabled him to link his island in the Pacific 
with the wise and pacific King Solomon.

It does not seem to have been noted previously that the voyage to 
Bensalem may in fact have been based on the account of one of the 
voyages included in Hakluyt’s Principal Navigations. In the New 
Atlantis, we are told that the voyagers sailed from the Spanish colony 
of Peru, probably from its capital, Lima, and sailed with a light wind 
westwards out into the Pacific. After five months, they met contrary 
winds and made no headway. South winds, blowing “with a point to 
the east”, then carried them northwards. Their supply of victuals had 
run out, and they “prepared for death”. A day later in answer to their 
prayers they discovered the large island of Bensalem containing 
among other things a place of scientific investigation known as 
Salomen’s House. They are told that it was founded 1900 years before 
by a certain king Solamona in honour of the wise king Solomon. This 
would suggest that Bacon’s New Atlantis was deliberately located by 
him in the Solomon Islands. Almost certainly Bacon had read the 
account given in The Historic of Lopez Vaz of the discovery of the 
Solomon Islands by Alvaro de Mendana de Neira in 1567, contained 
in Hakluyt’s work. There it is related the Mendana sailed westwards 
from Lima in Peru for 800 leagues and then discovered the Solomon 
Islands. On the largest island, Guadalcanal, they discovered in the 
houses of the inhabitants trinkets made of gold. After exploring the 
islands which they found rich in gold, cloves, ginger and cinammon, 
the fleet began the return voyage to Lima. They then met contrary 
winds and were compelled to sail northwards. They ran into storms
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and were forced “to lye nine months beating it up and downe in the 
Sea, before they could get into any harbour of Christians.” On the 
Admiral’s ships they ran out of victuals and water and many of the 
crew died. Concerning the name given to the islands, Lopez Vaz 
wrote:1

“The discoverer of these Islands named them Islands of 
Solomon, to the end that the Spaniards supposing them to be 
those Isles from whence Solomon fetched Gold to adorne the 
Temple at Jerusalem, might be the more desirous to goe and 
inhabit the same.”1

Bacon clearly imitated this account of the discovery of the Solomon 
Islands, transferring the difficulties encountered by Mendana on the 
return voyage to the outward voyage of his own ‘relation’ and 
exploiting for his own purposes the association with King Solomon of 
Israel. Following Lopez Vaz’ narrative, he makes the leaders of 
Bensalem speak in Spanish because this would have been the 
language of sailors sailing from Peru. If the Spaniards could believe 
that they had discovered the fabulous kingdom of Ophir with which 
Solomon had once traded, the city of Bensalem on an island in the 
Pacific might well exist also. But Bacon had another reason for 
locating his Bensalem in the Solomon Islands and for invoking the 
name of King Solomon.

As we saw, the visitors to Bensalem were told that Salomen’s 
House had been founded about 700 B.C. by the ruler Solamona. The 
Governor of the House of Strangers, who is a Christian priest, tells 
them that although some on the island believe that Salomen’s House 
“beareth the founder’s name a little corrupted, as if it should be 
Solamona’s House”, the records indicate otherwise. In his opinion, 
“our king, finding himself to symbolize in many things with that king 
of the Hebrews (which lived many years before him), honoured him 
with the title of this foundation”. These words, I believe, were 
intended by Bacon both as a compliment and a hint to James I to 
emulate Solomon as Solamona did, and establish the equivalent of

1. Hakluyt, The Principal Navigations (Everyman ed. 1926) vol. 8, pp. 204-6).
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Perhaps it was for this reason, and not because it was unfinished, that 
the New Atlantis did not appear in print until after Bacon’s death.

The House of Solomon has a religious character that is somewhat 
unexpected in view of the later development of science. The House 
was founded, we are told, “for the finding out of the true nature of all

If I am not mistaken, there is a touch of asperity in these words. In the 
event James failed to respond to Bacon’s vision and did not support 
his various schemes for founding a College of Science. The largesses 
which James could have bestowed went instead to his favourites. 
Similarly, Bacon’s description of the journeys of the head of 
Solomon’s House through the kingdom of Bensalem also take on an 
ironic tone when compared with James’s own costly progresses 
through his kingdom spent often hunting or watching horse-racing:

Solamona’s house of scientific research in Britain. As Graham Parry 
shows in his The Golden Age Restored: The Culture of the Stuart Court, 
1603-42, James I, with his motto Beati Pacific was eulogized as a 
second Solomon both for his striving for peace and for his learning 
and patronage of it. In his Dedication to the Novum Organum Bacon 
praised James as a new Solomon in the hope that he will take his 
project for a scientific institution under his wing. It seems to me likely 
too that it was Bacon’s hope that the king would display some of the 
generosity shown by the head of Solomon’s House. The final words 
of the unfinished New Atlantis run as follows:

“And so he left me, having assigned a bounty to me and my 
fellows. For they give great largesses when they come, upon all 
occasions.”

“Lastly, we have circuits, or visits, of divers principal cities of 
the kingdom, where, as it cometh to pass, we do publish such 
new profitable inventions as we think good. And we do also 
declare natural divinations of diseases, plagues, swarms of 
hurtful creatures, scarcity, tempests, earthquakes, great inunda­
tions, comets, temperature of the year, and divers other things; 
and we give counsel thereupon what the people shall do for the 
prevention and remedy of them.”
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Once again Bacon stresses the moral obligations of scientific enquiry. 
Its purpose is to benefit mankind, and therefore such enquiry is daily 
accompanied by religious observances that help the scientists to keep 
that purpose in mind.

things (whereby God might have the more glory in the workmanship 
of them).** It is sometimes suggested that Bacon, anxious to avoid any 
conflict with established religion, separated science and religion, or as 
here, presented science as a means to glorify God through a study of 
his workmanship in the realm of matter. The implication is that this 
was a strategy on his part. But this is to misunderstand Bacon’s 
purpose and to neglect his own spirituality as a major force in his life’s 
mission. For Bacon the relief of man’s estate through the study of 
nature was itself a Christian enterprise. The expeditions sent out from 
Bensalem to study progress in other parts of the world were not for

The purpose of the expeditions sent from Bensalem, therefore, was to 
gather evidence of the spiritual growth of mankind inclusive of his 
material welfare without which the inner growth of mankind could 
not take place. Pointedly, Bacon distinguishes these expeditions from 
the voyages of discovery sent out in his day which were usually 
mercenary in purpose. Bacon further stresses the spiritual purpose of 
scientific investigation in his account of the House of Solomon. This 
includes “the ordinances and rites which we observe”. Concerning 
these, we learn that there are “two very long and fair galleries” set 
aside for these rites. There statues of benefactors of the human race 
are set up, including one, as we saw, for Columbus. In these galleries

“trade, not for gold, silver, or jewels; not for silks, not for 
spices, nor any other commodity of matter; but only for God’s 
first creature, which was Light. To have light, I say, of the 
growth of all parts of the world.”

“We have certain hymns and services, which we say daily, of 
laud and thanks to God for His marvellous works, and forms of 
prayers imploring His aid and blessing for the illumination of 
our labours, and the turning of them into good and holy uses” 
(p. 339).
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In an important article Profesor B. Farringdon has drawn 
attention to the deeply religious cast of Bacon’s mind, and to the fact 
that this was recognized by those intimate with him.2 He cites the 
phrase of the clergyman and poet, George Herbert, for Bacon: 
Mundique el animarum sacerdos unicus - unique priest of the world 
and of men’s souls. He also quotes the prayer composed by Bacon for 
use in the scientific institutes he envisaged:

For Bacon it was “the immeasurable helplessness and poverty of our 
human race, which are the source of more destruction than all giants, 
monsters, or tyrants.” If this helplessness and poverty was removed, 
Bacon wrote in The Great Instauration, mankind would fulfil its 
destiny:

“To God the Father, God the Word, God the Spirit, we pour 
out our humble and burning prayers, that mindful of the 
miseries of the human race and this our mortal pilgrimage in 
which we wear out evil days and few, he would send down upon 
us new streams from the fountain of his mercy for the relief of 
our distress.”3

“The destiny of the human race will supply the issue, and that 
issue will perhaps be such as men in the present state of their 
fortunes and of their understandings cannot easily grasp or 
measure. For what is at stake is not merely a mental satisfaction 
but the very reality of man’s wellbeing and all his power of 
action.”

This statement and the others quoted show that Bacon was possessed 
by a vision of man’s destiny which required as a condition for its 
fulfilment the elimination of human poverty. This was a preliminary 
step towards a spiritual unfoldment of the race which Bacon 
conceived of in terms of an increment of divine light. Surely Benjamin 
Farringdon was right to assert that Bacon’s Christianity “is knit into 
the very substance of his philosophy.”4

2. “The Christianity of Francis Bacon”, LXI Baconiana No. 178 (1978), pp. 20-35.
3. Ibid.y p. 24.
4. Ibid.y p. 34.
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“endeavour to reform and convince any sect of religion (though 
vain, corrupt, and infamous, shadowed by the person of 
Venus), not by the force of argument, and doctrine, and 
holiness of life, and by the weight of examples and authority, 
but labour to extirpate and root it out by fire and sword and 
tortures.”

This is true not only of his scientific ideas but also of his views 
concerning the good society as set out in New Atlantis and in other 
works. His vision is of a society in which Christian love is practised 
and not preached, and of one in which religious toleration was 
practised. I shall discuss Bacon’s account of family relationships in 
Bensalem at a later point. Here I would like to explore the nature of 
Bacon’s Christianity. Like so many humanists of the period, Bacon 
was indifferent to the outward forms of religion, and did not believe 
that differences of religious persuasion were reason for conflict, let 
alone persecution of those who held different views. His enduring 
friendship with Tobie Mathew, even after he had gone over to 
Catholicism, is one testimony of his religious tolerance. An insight 
into his views on religious persecution is provided by his essay on 
“Diomedes, or Zeal” in The Wisdom of the Ancients. Diomedes, who 
was reputed to have wounded the goddess Venus in battle, is treated 
by Bacon as the type of the persecuting zealot. Such people, Bacon 
writes,

Bacon is here thinking of “those bloody quarrels for religion” which 
“were unknown to the ancients”, but were all too common in his own 
day. This implies a tolerance that other religious sects, however 
misguided, had a right to exist, and that only argument and the 
example of holy living were to be used in combating them. This was 
written at a time when Catholics were still being hanged in England 
and when the savagery of religious persecution on both sides was 
extreme. In New Atlantis toleration of different religious views is 
illustrated by the Jew of Bensalem towards Christianity and of 
Christians towards him and his religion. Towards the sects of his own 
time in England there is evidence that even here Bacon rejected the 
policy of coercion and advocated the power of persuasion and of 
exemplary living. By temperament and conviction, Bacon was
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eirenist. This can be illustrated by his plea for tolerance of one of the 
most interesting sects of his time: the Family of Love. It is my own 
feeling that Bacon like so many humanists and scholars of the second 
half of the 16th century was sympathetic to this eirenist, loosely-knit 
religious group which was spread throughout Europe in a form that 
has been compared to free-masonry. Its emphasis on the growth of 
love as the essence of Christianity would have appealed to him, as 
would its indifference to the outer forms of Christianity. This is an 
area of Bacon studies that might well be extended.

One possible link between the Family of Love and the New Atlantis 
lies in Bacon’s description of the “feast of the family’’ presided over 
by the Tirsan or patriarch of the family. A ceremony of great beauty 
takes place which not only has features in common with the Feast of 
Love or Agape of early Christianity but also with what has been 
learnt of the gatherings of members of the Family of Love when the 
Kiss of Peace was exchanged among those present. The ritual 
contains an initiatory element in the election of one of the sons to be 
The Son of the Vine. Extempore hymns are sung, and each of the 
thirty sons and daughters are blessed under the title “Son or 
Daughter of Bensalem”. The feast ends with “music and dances’’ for 
the rest of the day. The care lavished by Bacon on this description of 
the “feast of the family” gives it a special prominence in the overall 
picture of cultural life on Bensalem. Human propagation is 
celebrated, as is the family as the prime medium for the development 
and practice of Christian love. Bacon sanctifies marriage and family 
life. There is no puritanical aversion to feasting, music and dance.

The Sons and Daughters of Bensalem within the disciplined and 
disciplining love of the family bear some resemblance to the filii 
sapientiae elsewhere mentioned by Bacon as being initiated into new 
spheres of knowledge by means of the ancient technique of hint and 
intimation. This raises the question of the relation of the New Atlantis 
to the Rosicrucian Brotherhood. As is well known, when John 
Heydon republished the New Atlantis in 1660, he changed the island 
of Bensalem to the “Land of the Rosicrucians” and Solomon’s House 
to “The Temple of the Rosie Crosse’. It has been suggested that 
Heydon was here revealing Bacon’s original connection with the 
Rosicrucian movement at the beginning of the century and that the 
New Atlantis was a Rosicrucian manifesto. It is certainly Rosicrucian


