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occurred in transposin<^ fipuros : in setting? tho amounts

down to iniiko tlio subtraction, i.e., tlio first figure of tlio

HOo and tiie two last fif,'ures of tlio -120 were sot down,

makiiif,' H'Jd ; tiion tho iirst fij,'ur(' of llic f'2l) and tlu- last

two tif^uros of the H05 wore set down, inal<iii^; 10;! ; which

taken from tfie HiKJ would make 421, tlie nundjor arrived

at, wlien, as a matter of fact, it siioidd have heon ;J71).

Moreover, tliey l)otli call Huj^'h Capet's heir Kinn; I.ewes

the tenth, whereas, he was, in fact, King liowes the ninth.

If any evidence fvu-ther than the similarity in lanf,niage

is needed to show that Shakespeare copied the passage

from Hol'nshed conclusive proof is shown Ijy the fact

that it is inconceivable that two authors could have made

tiie same errors in calculating the tin vbove referred to.

Notwitlistanding this fact that the author of " Iving

Henry the Fifth " copied his exposition of the Salic Lav^r

from llolinslied and is in no manner entitled to credit

lor the arguments therein, tins is one of the often quoted

passages to prove Shakespeare's profound knowledge of

jurisprudence. It illustrates how prone tlie admireis of

his legal acquirements are to accept blindly everything in

his plays as emanating from his own brain, instead of

critically examining the sources from which he copied

his legal material. His literary critics have not been

guilty of (juite such gross negligimce, as they have fairly

well traced the sources of his plots and found them,

likewise, largely borrowed. In passing on we might also

note that

lloMNsn>;i) SAYS :

" The Arclibishop further

alleged out of the hooke of

nunihers this saieiuK : when ;i

man ciieih wiihoui a souiie iei

the inheritance descend to his

d;iughter.'' (1)

SlIAKKSTFARK SAYS :

" For in the book of Numbers
is it writ,

When a man dies, let the in-

iieriiance

Descend unto the daughter."' (2)

(1) "Holinshed Chronicle." (2) Shakespeare's " King Henry V.'


