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The Ignorance of Shakespeare: John Doherty's
Bold Claim and Its Implications

Have you ever questioned the accepted wisdom surrounding Shakespeare? What if
someone dared to suggest the Bard’s genius was, in part, a carefully
constructed myth? That'’s precisely what John Doherty, in his provocative
work, implies. This isn't about denying Shakespeare’s existence or the beauty
of his plays; instead, it's about exploring a fascinating argument
surrounding the playwright’s supposed authorship and the potential for
significant gaps in our understanding of his life and works. This in-depth
exploration delves into Doherty’s claims, examining the evidence presented,
the counter-arguments, and the ongoing debate they’ve ignited. We’ll uncover
the core tenets of Doherty’s perspective on "The Ignorance of Shakespeare,"
dissecting its strengths and weaknesses to provide a comprehensive
understanding of this contentious yet captivating topic.

Understanding Doherty's Central Argument: A Lack of
Concrete Evidence

John Doherty's central contention, often simplified as "The Ignorance of
Shakespeare," doesn't necessarily mean Shakespeare was illiterate or stupid.
Rather, it points towards a lack of concrete, irrefutable evidence linking
William Shakespeare of Stratford-upon-Avon to the authorship of the works
attributed to him. Doherty, and others who share similar views, highlight the
scarcity of direct evidence such as personal letters, detailed biographical
accounts, or even a significant amount of extant manuscripts in Shakespeare’s
own handwriting. This absence, they argue, fuels suspicion and encourages
alternative theories. The existing records, while hinting at a William
Shakespeare, are often ambiguous and open to interpretation, leaving room for
doubt about his literary prowess.

The "Stratford Man" Mystery: Challenging the
Conventional Narrative

Much of Doherty's argument revolves around the discrepancies between the
historical record of the "Stratford Man" and the sophisticated knowledge
displayed in Shakespeare's works. The historical William Shakespeare was,
according to available records, a relatively ordinary glove-maker with
limited formal education. This contrasts sharply with the vast knowledge of
law, history, classical literature, and aristocratic life evident in the



plays and sonnets. Doherty argues that this disparity suggests the
possibility of a different author, someone with a more privileged background
and broader education. This isn't a claim that Shakespeare didn't exist, but
rather a questioning of whether the historical figure could be solely
responsible for such intellectual output.

Alternative Authorship Theories and Their Connection
to Doherty's Work

Doherty's work isn't alone in its skepticism. His perspective aligns with a
long history of Shakespeare authorship debates, adding weight to various
alternative candidate theories. These theories propose that other
individuals, often nobles or writers with better documented backgrounds, were
the true authors, using Shakespeare as a front or pseudonym. While these
theories vary significantly, they all share a common thread: a
dissatisfaction with the scant evidence supporting the traditional
authorship. Doherty's work contributes to this ongoing conversation by
offering a critical lens through which to examine the existing evidence,
emphasizing its limitations and raising crucial questions about accepted
historical narratives.

The Counterarguments: Defending the Traditional View

Of course, the traditional view of Shakespearean authorship has strong
defenders. Scholars often point to the stylistic consistency across the plays
and sonnets, the accumulation of circumstantial evidence pointing towards
Stratford Shakespeare, and the sheer improbability of a decades-long
conspiracy to conceal the true author. They emphasize the importance of
respecting historical records, even with their limitations, and argue that
the lack of definitive proof shouldn't automatically invalidate the accepted
narrative. The counterarguments highlight the challenges of definitively
proving authorship centuries after the fact, and stress the dangers of
relying solely on circumstantial evidence or speculation to overturn well-
established historical consensus.

The Ongoing Debate and its Significance

The debate surrounding Shakespeare's authorship, fueled by figures like John
Doherty, remains a lively and important conversation. It compels us to
question our assumptions about historical figures and the limitations of
historical documentation. Beyond the specific question of authorship, the
debate raises broader questions about power, authorship, and the construction
of historical narratives. The discussion challenges us to think critically
about the evidence we accept as truth and the biases that can shape our
understanding of the past. It's a reminder that history is not a fixed,
immutable entity but a constantly evolving interpretation of the surviving
fragments of the past.



Conclusion

John Doherty’s exploration of “The Ignorance of Shakespeare” is not about
discrediting the Bard's genius but rather about encouraging a rigorous
examination of the evidence supporting traditional authorship. While the
traditional view remains the dominant one, Doherty’s work highlights the
limitations of existing historical records and encourages a more critical and
nuanced understanding of Shakespeare's life and works. The debate continues,
reminding us of the importance of questioning assumptions and fostering open
inquiry in our pursuit of historical knowledge.

FAQs

1. Is John Doherty arguing that Shakespeare didn't write any of the plays?
Not necessarily. His argument focuses on the lack of concrete evidence
linking the historical William Shakespeare to the authorship, leaving
room for alternative possibilities.

1. What is the main piece of evidence Doherty uses to support his claim?
Doherty doesn’t rely on a single piece of “evidence” but rather on a
cumulative argument based on the absence of substantial evidence linking
the Stratford man to the works and the discrepancies between the
historical record and the knowledge displayed in the plays.

1. Are all Shakespeare authorship debates based on the same arguments? No,
while they share a common skepticism towards the traditional view,
various alternative authorship theories propose different candidates and
utilize different lines of reasoning.

1. Why is this debate still relevant today? It highlights the limitations
of historical evidence and promotes critical thinking about historical
narratives. The debate also encourages scrutiny of established truths
and fosters discussion on authorship, power, and the complexities of
historical interpretation.

1. Where can I find more information about John Doherty and his work? You
can likely find more information through academic databases and online
booksellers by searching for his name and relevant keywords relating to



Shakespeare authorship debates. Remember to cross-reference information
from multiple sources to develop a comprehensive understanding.
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