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Preface.
Henry VI.—Parts L, 11, and 11L

First Editlons. (1) The First Part of Hery the Sinth was
in all probability printed for the first time In the Fint Follo.
On Movember Bth, 1625, Blount X Jaggard entered, among other
eoples of Shakespeare's works “not formerly entersd to other
men,” the Thirde Purte of Henry the Bixt,” by which term
they evidently referred to the play which, chronologically con-
sidered, precedes the Second and Third Parts,

The opening lines of the play are mfficient to render it well
nigh certain that 1 Herry FT. Is oot wholly Shakespesre's ;* and
there can be little doubt that *f the band of the Greit Master is
only occasionally perceptible " therein. Probably we have here
an inferior productlon by some unknown dramatist,t writing
abeat 158g, to which Bhakespeare made Important ¥ sdditions™
In the year 1551 to hlm may safely be asmigned the greater part
of Aect IV, il.viL, sspeclally the Talbot eplsodes (scene vil., in
spite of its rhyme, has the Shakespearlan nots, and Is noteworthy

* A Coleridge, “If you do not fesl the impessibility of (thess Hnes]
baving been writien by Shalespeare, all I dare suggest is, that you may
hw-l:nr-h'nh-mﬁ-uhﬂ.—huuﬂmmlﬂthn,ﬂ

1 Dr Foroivall sses nt least fonr kands in the piay § Erl'lu';-#uﬂ.
ummw-umuﬂmﬁm artempt o
mmmphhmﬁwmmunm“
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Preface, o= Parts 1., I1., and IIL., of

from the polnt of vlew of literary history); the woelng of
Margaret by Saffolk (V. fil) has, too, something of Shake-
speare’s tonch ; fnally, there Is the Temple Garden scene (1. Iv.),
which !s certalnly Shakespeare's; though, judged by metrical
peculiarities It may well have been added some years after 1551,
We may be more that at a0 time in his carcer coald he have been
guilty of the crude and vlgar prescatment of Joan of Asc in the
latter part of the play.

(IL) Ths Beond and Thind Parts of Heary the Sinth, forming to-
gether a two-sectloned play, have come down to ws [m two
versions:—(s) The Folla version, suthorleed by Shakespeare's
editors; (#) u carelesaly printed early Quarto version, differing
in many important respects Irn-{nj; about 3240 linos in the
Quarto edition appear either in the same or an altersd form in
the Follo edition, while ahout 3740 lines in the latter zre entirely
new.® Tha titls-pages of the figt Quarton, corresponding to
Parts 1. and 1. respectively, are as followsi—{1.) “The First
part of the Con | tention betwizt the two famoos houtes
of Yorke | and Lancaster, with the death of the good | Duke
Humpheey: | And the banhthment and death of the Duke of |
Suffolk, and the Tragicall end of the prond Cardinall | of Win-
chester, with the notable Rebelllon | of Jocle Cade; | And the Duke
of Yedds first claime wuto the | Crovome. Lowoow. Printed by
Thomas Cread, for Thomss Millington, | and are to be sold a2
his shop wnder Salnt Peter's | Church fa Cornwall. | 1594-" ¢

® 20 of yopy Yines in Purt 11, thers are 1715 new Ooes and some 840
altersd nes (many but very slightly altersd), and some g0 @ld linsk In
FPart 111, otit of spon lines, theve are aboat 1oa: new Hoss, sbout B7z
aftered lines, and above zoto ofd lines"

1 Entered in the Sintlooers’ Register, March auth, 1393

wi



King Henry VI.=e Preface.

[Q.1.] (iL)%The | true Tragedic of Richard | Dube o Torks, and
the desth of | good King Heorle the Sixt; | wwith bhe whole confectiv
betwwane | the two Houses Lancaster | and Yorke, as it wm
sundrie times | actad by the Right Honours | ble the Earle of
Pem-brocke his Sermants. | Printed at Lomdon by P. 8. for
Thomas Milling- | e, and are te b ol af his choppe wnder | Suivi
Peter's Church in | Cornwal, 1595." [Q.1.] Second editions of
both {i.} and (1L} appeared In t6ooy, and In 1519 & third editlon of
the two plays together i—'The | Whole Contention | betwesne
the two Famous | Honses, Lawcasren and | Youxe | 2k ke
Tragicall mds of the gosd Dube Humfrey, Richard Duke of Yorke,
and King Henrie the Siwe, Divided into two Farts: and newly
corrected aod enlarged. Wiltten by Hillice Skabupears, Gent. |
Printed at Losoow, for T. P.” [Q. 3.

{Both the Firet and Third Quartos have been reproduced by
photolithography in the series of Quarto Pacaimiles issued under
the mperintendence of Dr. Foralvall ; Nos. 23, 34, 37, 58 Inthe
comparison of Quartos 1 and § one finds that the corrections are
principally In Pare I.; In Part [1. the alterations are elrose all of
single words; taken altogether, howover, the changes are allght,
and are much “ as may have been made by a Revizer who heard the
Pollo Play {3 Henry VI.) with » copyof Q. 10r Q. 3 In
bis hand, or who had a chanee of taking a note or twe from
the Burbage-plsyhouse copy, wnd then made fusther corres-
tions at home® At ull events, Q. 5 Is 2 more correct copy of
the older form of 3, 3 Hewy #UI thin we bave in Q. 1,
though ita superiority dosa not bring it much nearer to the Folio
werslon.®

® & condensed version of ths thres paris of Henry V1, Io oos play, was
pregared by Charles Komble, and bas recastly been printed for ihe firs
vid



FPreface. ﬂPﬂ]’tﬂ I-, II-, aﬂd IIL-, Df

The Relation of the Quartos to 2 and 3 Henry VI,
The most cursory glanee at the Quartow ls enough to convince
one that seact justice has been done to the author of the plays,
and that the printers of the Quartos must have had very careless
copy before them. Probably many ermors may be referred to the
indiferent reportafs employed by the pirate publisher.

" Sors By abinagraphy drem
The plat, pui it in print, swves sns word brue' ]
s complainad Thomas Heywood of the treatment to which one
of his productions had been mbjectsd ; he complained, too, that
“plays were copled only by the ear,” ¥ publisht In savage and
ragged ornaments™ But this probable canse of much corruption
in Thr Contrution nnd The Tree Trapedy will not sccount for (a) the
inherent weaknéws of a great part of both plays; (§) the va-
Shakespearian character of many Important passages and whole
scenes, On the other hand, many of thess latter paseages are o
be found (It Is troe, often in an Improved form) in the Soand ans
Third Parts of Heary FT., a8 printed in the Folio. Henee arises
the most complex of Shakespearian problems, and scholars are
divided on the question; their views may be grouped undar
four heads, sccording an It ls malntalned (1) that Shakespeare
wia the aothor of the four plays;* (3) that Shakespeare waa
merely the reviser, retaining portions of his predecessor’s wark,
altering portions, and adding passages of his own ; § (3) that the
portions common to the old plays, and 2, 3 Henry VI, were
Shakespeares contributlon to the original dramas (by Marlowe,

tima in the frelsy Shabeghoers from the enique copy in Mir. Ervisgs
posseion.

* Cp. Knight's Eetay on the snblett In The Pictordal 5,
¥ Malons, Farierum Shabapenrs, 182, Yol XV]IL
widl



King Henry VI. == Preface.

Greene, Shakespeare, and, perhaps, Peele); ® 4) that Marlows,
Greene, and, perhapd, Peele, were the authors of the old plays,
while Bhakespeare and Marlowe were the revisers, working ne
collaborators. The [oarth view has been strensously maintained In
an elaborate stody of the subjeet, contributed to the Transactions
of the New Shakespears Society,} where the Marlowan pamages
In the Quartos are definieely ateributed vo Marlows, the Greenish
to Greene, and others to Peele, whils the Mariowan lines which
occur for the fint time In 2, 3 Henry VL zre sccounted for by
sssurming that Marlowe and Shakesprare jointly revissd the older
playn; se that In some cases we have Shakespeare revising the
work of Marlowe snd Greene, st others Shakespears and Marlowe
revising the work of Greened

* B, Grast Whits, Shabergeary, Vol V11 CA Halllwell, First Shetches
o o and § Hemey FlL.; Sk Sec. Keprinds, by Swinburse, Sisdy of
Shakergrard ; fc.

+ Miss Jans Lea, N Shak. Sov., s8ys

1 Mim Lee's conjectural table of Shakespeare's aod Murdows's shres in
2,3 Hewry FI. is pone the less of value, as indicating the doubtfd elemeats
of the plays, thoagh one niay 0ot socept her final conclusioan. It I bere
printed aa wimplified by Prol Dowden (Shakespears Primer, p, 76 G
Shak. Soc. Trams, 1876, pp sgy-303k  ** The table shows in detall how the
revision was effected. Thos ™ Act L. S i. 54 M. snd . means that in
this #eene Shakespeare was revisng the work of Molowe and Greene;
“Act IV. Sc. x S.mnd M, &." meany that here Shakespeare and Muarlows
warg revising the work of Greens.

Hewry V1, Part [f.—Aet L s-.u.ta..arm
B, & and B Sc. v 3—.& At Il Be i 5.,
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