TA .Fl-m'\g'\:"‘f Q—LI\L'W\.I\‘.': o Tl

W o B o

S rtanat Syl

0.
ATPR 8
P nwp

C\.\\u%\kh

CCam

Co dvee = ——~
Vadaarewe e l"‘"’\(:-n)/\|"l'|-'.n G

Reading, writing, and other crimes
Frances I Dolan

[

;.m&_, 149 ),

In Salisbury in the 1650s, an cighty-year-old cunning-woman na-mcd
Anne Bodenham was accused of witcheraft, and unitimately convicted
and cxecuted. A< 1 old woman whose work as an accult practitioner
cventually exposee her to criminal prosecution, Bodenham was cer-
tainly not unicjue, even as late as the middle of the s-;cvculcculh centurz'.
Yet, at first glance, Bodenham’s story, as narrated m_Edmond Bower’s
pamphlet, Doctor Lamb Revived, or, Wilchcrafl Condemu'd in Anne B.admham, a
Servant of His (1653), distinguishes itsell, even among llu_: (.hvcrsc and
sensational discourses of witchcraft, through the emphasis it places on
the accused’s ability to read and write. Anne Bodenham somt?timcs wore
spectacles, “taught divers young Children to read,” and claims to have
learned about “white” witchcralt by reading books she found in the
notorious Dr. Lambe’s rooms. Furthermore, she depended on b9!ll
reading and writing in her practice ol magic: raising s;?irils “by reading
in her Books”; employing written charms; and compelling a young serv-
ingmaid to sign her name in blood in a red-botnd book that was “worth
thousands ol other hooks, and can doe more.™

Contrary to the widespread assumption, then and now, that ca_ﬂy
modern English witches were illiterate and untutored, this casc {to which
I will return later) suggests that some women might have acquired occult
knowledge from books. On the one hand, some pamphlet accounts of
witchcralt prosccutions disseminated the belief that “ihis silly sex of
womch can by no means attaine to that so vile and damned a practise of

sorcery, and Witchcrafi, in segard of their illiteratenesse and want of o

learning.™ According to this vicw, while men might follow Dr. Faustus’
lead in reading their way into heresy and diabolisin, women stumbled
into witchcralft only through inarticulate rage. On the other ll:ll.ld, other
commentators on the phenomenon of witcheralft, rccogmzc(.l the
dangers of women's unregulited access to print. John Stearnc, assistant
to the witchfinder Matthew Hopkins, for instance, listed those “addicted
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10 the reading and studie of dangcrous books, inticing to the practice of
hidden mysterics, of Magick and Inchantments” among those particu-
larly vulnerable to the devil's temptation.® I witcheraft could be associ-
ated with cither “illiteratenesse and want of learning,” or “the reading
and study of dangerous books,” then the issue is not whether women
could read but whether their ability to do so altered misogynous assump-
tions and practices such as those that enabled witcheraft prosecutions.
Given the uneven and inadequate evidence regarding carly modern
literacy, we nced not assume that most English women could neither
read nor write; yet that assumption has governed most of the scholarship
on carly modern literacy. David Cressy, who bases his influential study
Literacy and the Social Order on the analysis of signatures, argues that
“womcn were almost universally unable 1o write their own names for
most of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries,” although he acknowl-
edges some variations by class and region. For instance, women’s, ser-
vants’, and apprentices’ rates of literacy were higher in London, and
some (cxceptional) clite women achieved quite high levels of literacy. Yet
Cressy stresses throughout his study that “in ali sources and in all areas
and periods, the literacy of women lagged behind that of men.™
Although all scholars of carly modern literacy agree that men probably
attained higher levels of literacy than women, many have challenged
Cressy’s definition of literacy as narrow and cxclusive, and his methods
as likely to underestimatce literacy rates, especially among women and
laboring men. As Keith Thomas argues, “in early modern England there
were so many kinds of written word, such a diversity of scripts, type-

1. faces, and languages, that a simple contrast between ‘literacy’ and ‘illit-

eracy’ fails to register the complexity of the situation,” Refusing that
simple distinction makes it possible to see that reconsidering definitional
categorics may be morc important than proving that women belonged in
onc calcgory rather than the other.

‘Thomas demonstrates, for instance, that it was easier o read black-
letter than roman-type, and easicr 1o read either kind of type than to
read script. Thus, many people who could not read handwriting might
be able to read print. Since writing was taught separately from and sub-
sequent to reading - afier that point in the curriculum at which most

© girlsand many boys (especially those whose tabor was nceded) lefi school

- many who could read could not write.® For instance, the pamphlet
Blood for Blood, or, Justice Executed for Innocent Blood-Shed (s670), which
recounts Mary Cook’s murder of “her own and only beloved Child,”
depicts Cook as unable to sign her examination {or conlession) — she
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makes “a cross instead of her name™ - but as able o read “Books suit-
able 10 her present condition . . . which she seemed diligently to improve
her time in.™?

It certainly is not my purpose here to provicde an historical justification
for the habit of “cquating femininity, consumption, and reading, on the
onc_hand, and masculinity, production, and writing on the other,” a
habit that Tania Modleski challenges.® As [ will show, women's reacling
might itsclf be productive: Aone Bodenham, for instance, supported
hersell by means of the aceult arts she learned from books; women
readers might alsa have appropriated what they read i inventive, unpre-
dictable ways that made consumption a kind of’ production, as Roger
Chartier has argued.” Further, many women af various social and eco-
nomic positions could and did write. Considering reacling and wriling as
separate skills, however, enables us to understand how estimates of liter-
acy based on signatire collestion might underestiniie, even exclude,
women. [t also operates as a usetul reminder that the more we learn
about education and literacy, the less we can be sure who possessed
which skills and to what extent. [ assume rather than scek to prove that
many women could read and/or write. My question is: what difTerence
did - and does — their literacy make?

Diverse representations of criminal women, inclucling plays and pam-
phlet accounts of actual cases, suggest not only that women of widely
various social positions could read and/or write, but also that women's
literacy figured significantly in the processes of crime and punishment.
Stage villainesses, for instance, read and write: Lady Macheth enters
reading a letter, and later writes and reads while sleep-walking; Alice
Ardcen, the adulterous, murderous wile in Arden of Faversham, cxchanges
Ietters with her tover, and pores over her praycr baok when she is fecling
remorsclul, or wishes to appear so." Representations of crime not only
warn that women could usc their reading and writing skills to lcarn and
practice witchceraft, plot murder and adultery, or conspire in treason;
they also demonstrate that state and church coukl exploit women's liter-
acy to punish and reform them, Women'’s writing skills might leave
damning cvidence of their guilt — thus aiding in their apprehension,
condemmation, and punishment; (heir ability to read and write might
help a minister lead them 1o repentance, then enable them, once con-
trite, 10 witness to other sinners more perswasively. ‘The widely different,
even contradictory, values assigned to women’s literacy in the discourses
of crime, even within asingle text, suggest that, as Margarct W. Ferguson
has argued, “literacy, in theory and in practice, constituted a major site
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of social conflict in the carly modern period.™" In the conflicts fought
ot on this site, the stakes for criminal{ized) women such as Amne
Bodenham were the highest possible: acquittal or conviction, life or
death, salvation or damunation. Yet the acdvantages that female combat-

ants might gain by scizing control over the written word were unpredict-
able.

THE BENEFITS OF LITERAGY

In English common law, an oflender's literacy might enable hiny both
to perpetrate speech crimes and to seck pardon {and avoid cxeculion)
for certain felonies, The law held the authors, and iy some cases the
printers,  distributors, or readers, of prohibited works criminally
accomtable for exercising their writing and reading skills. ‘T'he
hangoum publically burned books determined to be libelous or sedi-
lious. Vet reading ability also provided a gendered route to pardon; in
carly modern England, men could avoid exccution for certain oflenses
by means of a legal fiction linking them to the clergy. In the Middle
Ages, clerics had the right to be iried in ceclesiastical rather than royal
courts for certain offenscs. Proving that they were clerics by demon-
strating their ability io read Latin, they could escape punishmcent in
secnlar courts. In practice, this came to mean that those men who
could read could achieve formal pardon and cscape hanging for certain
oflenses (such as theft and murder).”? ‘Fhe high incidence of men
successlully claiming benefit of clergy suggests that judges cmployed
flexible definitions of “litcracy” and varied their testing methods as it
suitee them, Perhaps many convicts could read, or could at least recite
the bricf “ncck-verse” (Psalm 51, verse 1) from memory. But benelit of
clergy assumed that literacy, even thie fiction or ephemeral performance
of it, and criminality were curiously incompatible — the latter can-
celling the former - for men.

Until 1624, women's ability to read was legally irrelevant. For instance,
in Robert Yavington's liea Lamentable Tragedies (16m), two servants wha
conceal their master’s erime neet very dilferent fates when their
complicity is discovered. One, a man, reccives benefit of clergy and is
branded in the thumb, then released. The other, a woman, is not sn
lucky. “But wretched Rachels sexe denies that grace, / And therefore
dooth receive a doome of death /7 To dye with him whose sinnes she did
conceale.”" Legal reforms in 1624 and t6g1 acknowledged that the
claim to clerical status and its benefits had become so obviously a legal
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fiction that it might as well be extended o wonmen. “Uhe first relorm
extended benefit of clergy to women accused ol stealing goods worth
less than ten shillings, Until 16g1, when women were granted the privi-
lege on equal terms to men, women accused ol stealing goods worth
more than ten shillings or of any violent crime could not claim this
benefit, Prior to 161, benelit of clergy was Lugely restricted 10 men
because, even at the fevel of legal fiction, it was unimaginable in post-
Reformation England that women might be cleries. In this legal fiction,
which confers on men the nltimate miaerial henedit for their literacy, the
legal system institutionadized until the late seventeenth century its
assumption that women's literacy could not cancel out their criminality,
Only women'’s maternity could do that, 11 a convicted woman pleaded
that she was pregnant, and the judge and a jury of matrons chose to
believe her, she too might postpone punishment and escape the gallows,
temporarily, or in some cases, permanently.” She could never achicve
formal pardon by this means, however. Like benelit of clery, benelit of
belly could only be claimed once, Botl pleas allowed the judee consides-
able discretion; although the convicted woman was supposed to be
visibly pregnant with a “quick™ or moving fetus, the plea was sometimes
accepted in cases when the pregnaney could not be proved. But the
judge’s discretion did not extend to aceepting the plea from women past
child-bearing age. Obviously, an elderly woman such as Anne
Bodenham, literate but post-menopausal, and accused of 2 erime more
serious than petty thefi, was denicd access to cither gender-inllected
{ancl, in the case of women, age-biased) means ol postponing or avoid-
ing exccution. The legal system enacted the assumption that her post-
reproductive female body, which could not possibly house a fetus whose
life might confer (temporary) value on her own, was not worth saving;
her reading ability could not compensate for that lack.

WHAT CRIME IS IT TO WRITE 1HOME?
WRITING AND/AS EVIDENGE

Although criminal women’s reading ability did not confer the same
legal henefits that men's did, their writing ability carrvied equal risks: in
court, the prosecution could use handwritten documents to incriminate
them. Letters provide tangible evidence in many seventeenth-century
trials, although the accused ofien dispute their authorship of all or part
of the correspondence attvibuted 10 them. In his Great Britaines, Great
Drliverance, from the Greal Danger of Popish Powder (1606), William Leigh
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warns the conspirators i the Gunpowder Plot (after the event) that
"Your owne Letters shall discover the treason, and the writing of your
owne hands shall betray the mischiel of your owne hearts.”™ Since
covert correspondence could prove dangerous if it fell into the wrong
hawds, those engaged in illicit activities of any kind assiduously
destroyed the evidence. One informer against supposed conspirators in
the Popish Plot of 1679, Thomas Dangerficld, alias Willoughby,
explained that Catholics burned all correspondence “for they were
cuming enough to keep no Papers by them of any Imporiance, as
being liable (o Searches that were likely to be made there on the least
suspicion.” If” this had not hicen their habit, he “could have been able 1o
have proved the whole Matter upon (hem, by their own Hand-writ-
ings."!"" In Alafice Defeated (1680), Elizabeth Cellier's autobiographical
account of her trial and acquittal for treason, Cellicr explains what
made her suspicious of Dangerficld, the chief witness against her,
whom she successfully disqualifies."” He insisted on receiving a letter in
her “own writing”: “By this [ perceivid he was already a Rogue, and
endeavouring to get something of my writing, to make ill use of.”"® Iny
the context of suspicion, accusation, and prosccution, onc’s “own
Hand-writings™ are taken as such irrefutable evidence that they are the
goal of all investigations, the “last word.”

As a resull, any kind of writing becomes suspicious. In accounts of
various legal procecdings associated with the Popish Plot, servants testify
to “sccing Mrs. Cellier and othiers often writing,” as if’ this were damning
in itsel" In another Popish Plot trial, the accused {(Edward F itzharris)
was forced to surrender the notes he was consulting as he conducted his
own defense; in another, the spectators were reminded that it was forbid-
den for a “known Roman Catholick” 1o take “Notes of the Evidence,”
presumably because these notes might aid the defense or contribute 1o a
pro-Catholic narrative of the trial.*” But Cellier challenges this pervasive
assumption that Catholic literacy is transgressive or dangerous in itself,
When questioned whether she wrote home while in Newgate, Cellicr
responds, “Pray my Lord, what Crime is it to write home?"?
Throughout her text, Cellier depicts how difficult it is for Newgate
inmates to correspond with those owtside the prison; yet she insists that
their clandestine correspondence is legal. As a Catholic implicated in the
byzantine accusations and counter-accusations that constitnted the
Popish Plot and the Mealwb Plot, Cellier depended on correspondence
to monitor the treatment of’ Catholic prisoners and to connect them to
their corcligionists. Smuggling prohibited writing materials in for hersell
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and other imates, and scheming o get leters into and ot of the prison,
Cellier helped to foster a Catholic network in a time of profound erisis,
Cellier always wrote on the assimption that her Jeters would be futer-
cepted and serutinized. Althongh prison oflicials rowinely copied her
correspondence throughout her stay in Newgate, the copies they
procuce as evidenee cannot prove much stlier than the existence of’ this
Catholic network which, while suspicions, is not illegal: “bhut 1 had
Committed no Crime, and therelore nothing but Inmocence could be
foune in my Letters,™®

Although Cellier was acquitted of the treason clarges, altimately the
state did hold hee criminally accountable for her writing, Because of her
claim in Malice Defeated that Catholic prisoners were ortured, she was
convicted of libel and semtenced 1o the pillory, where she was brutally
treated by the crowd. "The “prool™ offered by handwriting was also
under debate in Cellier's filel trial. Cellier could deny her authorship of
Malice Defeated hecause the nanuseript in the Prosecution’s possession
was not i her writing, which was “a scrmmbling ugly han, far different
from the Manuseript.”?* Witnesses for the prosecution undermined this
line of delense by testilying that Cellier cmployed copyists (o whom she
dictated. Accounts of Cellier's libel trial thus highli_qhi the double-bind
of literacy for women. Cellier's authorship of the ook is questioned -
priests must have ghost-written it - yet her accountability for the book is
never in doubt.?* Cellier is acknowledged as an author only ta the extent
that it will justify her prosecation and conviction.

Accounts of hoth Cellier's treason and libel rials suggest that she was
acutely aware of’ the dangerous connection between literacy and evi-
denee. Although her abilities to read and write were central 1o her polit-
ical activitics - she fostered a correspondence network and she was a
polemicist - she fefl scant evidence. Not only did she use fire and dicta-
tion to limit the documems that could be connected to her through her
“own wriling,” but she also employed, as her courier 10 and from
Newgate, a servant who could not later testify to the letters” contents, As
the servant explains: “1 know not, for [ cannot read written haned. "2 The
court accepted the servant’s demmreral, which both curtailed the testi-
mony she could ofler and shiclded her from implication, In this case, her
status as a scevam probably helped o lead eredibility to her clvim that
.?ll(‘ could not read script and that she bad simply acted as an innocent,
1Ignorant inessenger.

In other instances, third parties to correspondence  that is, those who
neither wrote nor received the letiers in question - could e found guilty
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simply lor being “privy™ to aletter’s contents. Domestic trageclics, repre-
sentations of recent, local erimes, betray a particular interest in this phe-
womenon. b Harning for Fair Tamen (15009), Anne Sanders is convicted as
anaccessory to her lover’s murder of” her hushand on the assumption that
she was “privic ol a letter rom her lover 1o another conspirator.®
Although Anne denies knowledge of the leuter, the audience has seen her
consert to both adultery and complicity in the murder. In Arden of
Faversham, in contrast, the innocent Bradshaw is convicted for the murder
ol Arden, althougl he knew nothing about it; he simply carrics a letter
writlen by Master Greene to Alice Arden, When he asks Alice Arden to
admit whether he was “privy™ to the conspirators’ intent, she replies
wearily, “I dare swear thou knewest not the contents.” In Holinshed's
account ol the case, he also claims that Bradshaw was “never inade privy”
10 the conspirators’ schemes; his conviction and execution “procecded
wholly by misunderstanding ol the words contained in the letter which he
brought from Greene.” Bradshaw's wronglul conviction, then, reveals
the limits of what a document’s “hard” evidence can prove. It also points
to the risks of literacy. In dramatic and non-dramatic representations of
hoth these Fumous casces, the delendant’s literacy qualifies, even deleats,
his or her claim to inmocence. I Anne Sanders and Bradshaw bad not
Leen able to read, they could not have been convicted and executed.

Contests regarding the veracity, meaning, and ownership of written
evidence also occurred outside of the courtroom. In the domestic sct-
tings (crowded with spectators) in which most possession cascs were
observed and chagnosed, exorcised, cured, or exposed as [rauds, victims
of demonic possession violently fought to control documentation of
their condition. When a possessed young woman, Joyce Dovey, saw a
man who wished to record his observations of her

with the paper in his hand, shee Tell upon him very violently, and would have
taken the paper from him, but he contended with her very toughly, and alter a
long conflicr, gave hee the repulse, who hiaving kept the paper withouot tearing,
onely a little corner, but not a word torne ofl, he voluntarily threw it downe on
the ground, saying, Devill thou hast not power to take it up, and so took it up
himselle and departed.”

in another case, the possessed, while in a fit, gestures that she wishes o
writc. When she is given paper and a pen, she spells out the names of
those whom she accuses in abbreviated lorm;

whilst she was writing these words, she was blowne up ready to bursy, shrinking
with her head, as i she [eared blowes: then would she be drawne, as in convul-
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ston fits, till she got it weiting from them tat had it and either buoene it in the
five, or chew itin her mowh, ll i could not be discerned, et any ome stately the
paper from her and hide it as privite as he could, she would have gone lo the
party and place, still in torment 1l she got it, and cither burne i, or chewe i,
that none could discerne one word she ha wrote, then inmnediately she would
have easc.

Beliels about demonic possession, as recorded in these pamphlets and as
disseminated across oral and print cultres in carly modern England,
assume that the devil (or some other evil spirtt) manifests his presence
through the possessed’s exaggerated bodify symptoms and behaviors, b
prohibits the written documentagion of possession. Working through the
possessed, the devil seeks out and destroys any such textual evidence,
whether an observer or the victim hersell producesit. In presenting even
the devil as fearing and suppressing docaments, such pamphlets demon-
strate the extraordinary, inculpatory power attributed 10 the writien
workd.

Given that women's writing might testify against them, and that legal
and popular representations ol eriminal women associate their reading
and writing skills with (heir disorderly, illegal, or violent acts, 1 do not
intend to “celcbrate” these women's acquisition and deployment of liter-
acy. Alier all, those who determined literacy’s moral and social value
were largely those who prided themselves on their own alphabetic
accomplishments.™ Furthermore, carly modern persons did not neces-
sarily need “alphabetic literacy™ 10 achieve professional or social success
because written and oral, literate and illiterate culiures interacted and
ovcrl;-\ppcd." Indeed, representations of crime frequently testify 10 the
startling array of literacies, competencics, and knowledges on which
woimen might draw,

As with so many other cullural changes, the wider distribution of
printing and literacy was i mixed blessing for women (and for non-clite
men). On the one hand, the most fully literate persons also adained the
freest access to privileges and opportunitics from which they would oth-
erwise have heen exchided. Attending 1o the particulars of carly modern
English social order, Ciressy demonstrates “how well the ranking based
on literacy agreed with the ordeving hy status ane esteem, and also the
degree to which literacy was commensurate with alternative rankings by
occupation and wealth,” ™ More generally, Pieree Bourdien argues that
“speakers facking the legitinnate competence are defacto excluded from
the social domains in which this competence is n'-quirrd, or are con-
demned 1o silence,”™ Literacy (1o whatever degree) provided entrance
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into more privileged social domains, and escape from the mcreasingly
stigmatized status ol the “illiterate.” In literacy, women and lower-class
men attained not only a powerful ool for economic advancement, social
mohility, and scll-assertion, hut also “a double-cdged sword” which they
might wicld for “‘unlicensed’ ends.”* On the other hand, the acquisition
of literacy often meant the disciplining as much as the empowerment of
the dominated, their induction into an unaccommeodating system of
social and linguistic distinction which dlid not operate in their favor and
which could use the writien word as yet another mechanisim of control.™

WITCHCRAFT BY THE BOOK: TIIE CASE OF ANNE BODENMAM

The events that ended in Anne Bodenham’s exceution for witcheralt
began with a routine visit to a local cunning-woman. A maid, Ane
Styles, visited Bodenham at her misiress’ request to procure protection
against the attempts her mistress, Mrs. Goddard, thought her step-
daughters were making to kill her. Uhimately, Bodenham got caught in
the crossfire between mother and stepdaughters; the stepdaughters
accused her of auempting 1o murder them via witcheraft. I have dis-
cussed elsewhere the complex, distressed relations between stepmother
and stepchildren revealed by this case.* Here, I wish to explore Edmond
Bower’s emphasis on reading and writing, and the shifting valuations of
women’s litcracy, in his account of the casc in Doctor Lamb Revived >

As soon as Amnc Styles approached her, “the Witch put on her
Spectacles, and demanding seven shillings of the Maid which, she
reccived, she opened three Books.” Bocdenham puts on a lot more than
her spectacles at this moment. She performs her ability to sec what her
client cannot: hoth the alphabetic litcracy that enables her to compre-
hend the three books she opens and the occult vision on which cunning-
persons depended, a vision into the fiuture and beyond or outside of the
natral world. Throughout her encounter with Styles, Bodenham com-
bines these two kinds of vision. By “reading in a book,” for instance, she
causes apparitions to appear, then disappear (sig. B4); she also consults a
“glass™ or mirror. Simultancously donning her glasses and demanding
payment, Bodenbam announces the market value and uscfulness of her
double vision. As supernaturally empowered spectator/reacer and
knowledgeable professional, she has hoth agency and authority.

In response o Mrs. Goddard's desire for “some Charm, or writing
under hier own had, that should keep her from ill, and preserve her
from danger, . . . the Witch ook Pen Ink and Paper, and wrote some-
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thing, and put some yellow powder therein.” She advises Styles that hes
mistress “must never look in it but should wear it in her bosom by day ‘"8

and place it under her head as she sleeps (sig. Byv). Anne Bodenham's
reliance on writing was not wnique among cunning-womien or so-called
“white” witches, who ofien depended on written charms and incanta-
tions to proeure positive ellects, such as reversing bewitchments or ol
ing protection.™ In hee testimony deseribing her livst encounter with the
witch, Anne Styles links Bodenham's literacy 10 knowledge, knowledge
presented simubtancously as valuable and as eviminal. In the context of
Bodenhant's prosecinion, Styles testifies that Bodenbam’s oceull knowl-
celge is threatening, transgressive, potentially violent, Yet, from the per-
spective of a servant who cannot read or write herself, Styles also
associates the cunning-woman's sought-alicr supernatural knowledge
and marketable skills with her mastery of the alphabet — which, in itself]
is as mysterious to the maid as anything that Anne Bodenham knows.

According to Styles’ testimony, on which the prosecention depends,
Bodenbam exceeds the limits even of a cunning-woman's questionable
uses of literacy. Bodenham convinees Styles to sign her name in a book,
that is, to mike a covenant with the devil. Since Styles cannot write,
Bodenham guides the pen dipped inte Styles’ blood. Siyles conlesses that
“this hand of minc write iy name in the Devils book, this linger of mine
was pricked, here is yet the hole that was made, and with my blood 1
wrote my own Dannation” (sig. 1), ln this conlession, Styles gains cred-
ihility by claiming to have participated in demonic litevaey: yet she also
downplays her own complicity by transferring accountability to
Bodenham, against whom she testifies.

According to published accaunts of witcheradt, many accused women
confessed to making such contraets with the devil.™ Keith “I'homas
argues that a diabolical compact or covenant did not figure importantly
in witcheraft trials until the seventeenth century: “No reference in a trial
to an oral compact with the Devil is recorded before 1612; and not until
the investigations of Matthew Hopkins, the professional witch-finder
who was active in the late 16405, was there sworn evidence testilying to a
written covenant.”" Both the timing and the association witly Hopkins
suggest that the new interest in diabolical compacts corresponded to
debates regarding evidence in witcheraft trials. In a eclimate of uncer-
tainty, a written covenan promised irrefutable evidenee of witcherafi. In
such a case, the accused’s participation in literacy — even il (his is testified
1o (by herself or another) rather than docomented  works 1o damn and
incriminaic her.
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Although Bower’s text presents Ame Styles as having signed the con-
tract, she is not tried as a witch, nor is she even called one. Bodenham,
playing the role of Mcphistophilis, the demonic facilitator, rather than
Faust, is the one who stands trial. Bodenham belongs neitlier in the
familiar tradition of Faust, the learned, curious, questing male scholar,
doomed yet admirable, nor in the counter-tradition that Phyllis Mack
describes, in which women’s accult knowledges and practices reinforce
rather than transcend constructions of the feminine in terins of the
permeable, fluid, submissive, and receptive body.*? Nor does Bodenham
hold cither of the two positions i relation to medical knowledge that
Mary Ellen Lamb maps out: Bodenham’s participation in a demonized
“primarily female oral tradition™ does not exposc her to prosecution; but
neither does her reliance “on a body of written knowledge compiled by
male authors” protect her “from charges of witcheraft by validating
male authoritics.”"* Drawing on these various gender-inflected tracli-
tions, Anne Bodenbam yet stands apart from them as a result of her per-
sistenl association with hooks,

When she describes her successlul carcer as a cunning-woman,
Bodenham hegins with her studies under Dr. Eambe: “. . . she reading in
some of his Books, with his help learnt her Art, by which she said she had
gotten many a penny, and done hundreds of people good.”" Through
her study, Bodenham achieved material advantages: People “alwayes
called her Mris. Boddenham” (sig. E2), and paid her for her skills,
Hodenhinn's account of how she attained her valuable skills simultanc-
ously demystifics and diabolizes this proccess: “If those that have a desire
o it, doc read in hooks, and when they come to read further then they
can understand, then the Devil will appear to them, and shew them what
they would know; and they doing what he would have them, they may
learn to doe what they desired to do, and he would teach them” (sig.
Egv). Bodenham’s confession, which Bower presents as shocking and
incriminating, might also be read as inspirational and instructive. She
teaches fer readers to push beyond the obstacles raised by their own
ignorance. Depending on the devil as tutor, they “may learn to doe what
they desired Lo do™; they may improve their lives materially, as she did.

Bodenham attributes concrete usc-value to her books, and the occult
power to which they give her access also translates into cultural capital,
which enables her 1o carn a living and achieve respect in her community:
These hooks accrue further value in Doctor Lamb Revived hecause
Edmond Bawer himsclf expresses so much interest in them and goes to
such lengths to get hold of them. In responsce to his interest, Bodenham



154 FRANCGES K. DOLAN

oflers to Jet him have her hooks “if° [he] would keep them seeret™ and
“accept of them” (sig. Ev). Bodenham assumes that he wants the books
not as evidence against her hut as concluits of marketable knowledge.
According to Bower, she confides to others that he is himself a witch who
will “doe many notable things with her books” (sig. I52). Her sense of the
books’ significance  confirmed by Bower’s acquisitive intcrest,
Bodenham directs her hushand (o take Bower to their house and “10
deliver [him] her Baoks.™ Although Bower plans to present the books to
the Assize judge as evidenee against Bodenham, the hooks disappoint
him because “they were nothing concerning her art” (sig. Ev). He wants
the “rect houk,” in which the names are signed in blood (in large part
because it wonld incriminate all the supposed signers). Bodenham
promises it to him, teasing him with shifting explanations lor its clusive-
ness - it is hidden where even her hushand cannot find it; if he grants her
“liberty 10 goe home” (sig. I: v), she will teach him a charm from the book
which will enable him to discover a fortune buricd in the garden at
Wilton  but she never produces it. In addition 1o withholding the “red
book,” Bodenham decides not to bequeath any of her other books to
Bower after all.

Despite the fact that Bodenham is in prison under sentence of death
throughout these negotiations, 1hat Bower has many, il" not all, of
Bodenham's books in his possession, and that Bower marshalls her
words and her hooks as evidenee against her, Bodenham clings to the
helicl that her books helong (o her and that she can hequeath them as
she chooses. Bower cxplains Bodenham’s decision 1o leave the bookstoa
grocer who also visits her this way: “hecause I dlicl prosccute her, and
informed the Judge what she told me, she would not teach me any thing;
but because (as she said) Mr. Langley scemed to be agood honest man, she
would let him have her books, and teach him her Art” (sigs. Lyv-T).
Bodenham assumes that even her pruricnt, harassingly godly visitors will
want her hooks. She also assimes that even as a marricd woman and a
convicted witch she has the right to make a will and distribute her prop-
erty as she chooses: “And she said, she had made her Will, and given
Legacics to many of her friends” (sig. Fv). Bower warns her that “her
Husband might choose whether hie would let them have” these legacics.
In response, Bodenham threatens: “If he doc not, the Devill shall never
let him he quict” (sig. Fv). Having denied throughout any alliance with
the devil, Badenham invokes him at last to help her outwit the legal and
social restrictions on a marricd woman's autonomy; she acts like a witch
when reminded that she is a wile.,
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by addition 1o serambling to find someone who will accept and appre-
ciate her hooks, Bodenham worrics over the future of the other sourcc ol
her expertise as a cunning-woman, her garden. Just as other sorcerers
might destroy their books, Prospero by “sinking” and Dr. Faustus by
burning, Bodenham directs “that the Women that shrowded her should
goc into her Garden, and gather up all her herbs, spoyl all her flowers,
and tear up the roots” (sig. Fv). Even in the context of eriminal prosccu-
tion andl impending exceution, even in a rather unsympathetic accoumt
in which her voice is, at best, mediated, Anne Bodenham is presented as
excrting control over her death and over those things she valued in life:
the sourcces of her knowledge and her livelihood, her herbs and her
books.

While Anne Bodenham cxerts an unusual degree of control over her
dying, and especially over hier books, she does not perform her literacy
on the scalfold, as many convicts did, hut rather, according to Bower,
appears defiant, undignificd, and drunk. Many condemned persons
read Bible verses or their own confessions on the scaffold; they might
even request that their hands be unticd that they might unfold and hold
their notes.™ In contrast, Anne Bodenham makes no reference to the
abilities that played snch a crucial role i bringing her 1o the scaflold.
Impious and disorderly, she atempts 1o “wurn her self of™ after the
noosc is on her neck — a shocking, i’ suicidal self-asscrtion, where peni-
tent submission is expected — and refuscs to forgive the hangman. Her
last words arc: “Forgive thee? A pox on thee, turn me off” (sig. I2v). No
longer wearing her spectacles, Bodenham dics making a spectacle of
hersclf.

READING, WRITING, AND REPENTING

In Doctor Lamb Revived, Bower represents reading as exculpatory, as well
as incriminating. Although he identifics Anne Bodenham’s literacy with
her criminality, he construes Annc Styles’ inability to read as evidence of
her low social class, ignorance, ungodliness, and vulnerability 10 tempta-
tion. Thus, cither literacy or illiteracy can lead women to witcheraft. As
part of her repentance, Anne Styles promises to learn to read: “I am not
yet tov old to learn, I will learn to read, sure, it God will e pleased that
shall, though 1 break my slceping time to learn” (sig. Fyv). Other
Protestant advisers on godly conduct such as _John Dod and Robert
Cleaver, similarly, promolte literacy as “a great helpe in the course of this
life and a treasure of much greater account then mony.™* In depicting
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literacy as an important aid to spiritual comlort, repentance, ind salva-
tion, Bower contributes to the stigmatization of illiteracy, which sote-
times was associated with vagrancy, Iaziness, godlessness,  and
irresponsibility.

Bower depicts Bodenham'’s work asa reading teacher ambiguously, On
the one hand, her teaching incriminates her as surcly as her addictions 1o
gossip and Popery, herstorytelling, and her oceult practices (sig. B3). Onthe
other hand, her teaching provides a respectable front hehined which she
conducted her more sinister work; Bower accuses her of “pretending (o get
her livelyhood by such an employment” (sig. B, cophasis mine). Finally,
Bower obviously assumies that thase who read his pamphlet will henefin,
He even reveals that reading (or misreading) hias shaped his own attitudes
and practices: He remembers “a Stary which T had before read in M.
Scot’s Discovery of Witcheraff* about the ellicacy of bringing accused and
accuscr into confrontation al invitates this method (sig. Dav)."

Other accounts of trials ane executions dwell on the crucial role it
literacy plays in convicts’ repentance and proselytizing. For instance,
mothers anticipating execution hegueath texis to the children whe will
survive them.™ Ar the end of the play . Waruing for Fair Women, lor
instance, the condemned \nne Sanders leaves 10 cach of her children,
“a booke / OF holy muditations, Bradfinds workes” (lincs 2702 04). As
depicted in Fair Warning to Al 2vers of Infants (1 .ndon, 1692), a pamphlet
account of widow Mary Goodenough's murder of her illegitimate
newborn, Goodenough lanents that she was unable to see her living
children before her death and must resort to writing 1o them,
Goodenough depends on literacy despite the limits of her own writing
and her children's reading ability, bath of which require her to heg assis-
tance. “I am now forced 10 tat e this way of Writing, and 10 heg the help
of another Hand, my own Hand heing as my Heart is, trembling; and
my confused Head uncapable of expressing what I desire to impart to,
and impress upon you” (sig. Bv). A posiscript enjoins the children:

Read this Paper, or get it Read 1o you by my Neighbour Thomas Balr, or Mys.,
Mary Rose, or such others as will icach you 10 Understane and Impronve, not to
Contemmn and Neglect it. Read it over, or a gond Part of it every Lovds Day; he
not ashan'd of my ying Confessions or Advice; for they are the best Remains
of your Dying Mother, the only Legacy she has 10 leave you, and if well
Improv'd, they will indeed yicld you a Goodly Heritage. (p. 14)

The painfully composed Ietter replaces the mother’s body in all its sinful-
ness and criminality - guilty of fornication, hastardy, and infinsticicle,
ignominiously exccuted on the public scaffold - as her “best Remains,”
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The awhor of tair Warning to Mwrderers of Infants blames Mary
Goodenough's neighbors for their failure to offer the struggling mother
the charity that might have prevented her desperate crime. S/he sug-
gesis that the commuiity can rectify their past errors by taking “carc her
Children learn to read, learn the Catechism; read to them and press
upon them this their Mothers Last Will concerning them. Don't stick at a
little charge or trouble to do them good” (sig. A3).* This account of a
criminal woman depicts documents as an appropriate legacy from
mother to child, and reading as a means by which children can become
gocily, law-abiding subjects.

Rather than wiging hooks on others, a conviet might hersell refuse (o
read. A literate Catholic prisoner, for instance, might refusc to read the
Bible, thereby defying the Protestant emphasis on Scripture and the
authority of a combined church and state. When in custody, Margarct
Vincent, a convert to Catholicism who killed her children rather than
raisc them as Protestants, “proved her selle to be an obstinate Papist, for
there was found about her necke a Crucifixe, with other reliques which
she then wore about her: that by the Justice was commanded to be taken
away, and an English bible to be delivered her to read, the which she with
great stubbornesse threw from her, not willing as once to look there-
uppon, nor to hearc any divine comforts, delivered thereout for the
succour of her Soule” (sig. B). She “refused to looke upon any protestant
booke, as Bible, Meditation, Prayer booke and such like, affirming them
10 be eronious, and dangerous for any Romish Gatholique to looke in”
(sig. Bv)." The account of Margaret Vincent’s crime and punishment, A
Pitilesse Aother (161G), like Fair Varning to Murderers of Infants, depicts
reading as the means by which murderous mothers might repent,
prepare for death, and offer instruction to their surviving children. In
laboriously dictating a letter, and urging her children to learn to read,
Mary Goodenough enacts her penitence. Conversely, by refusing to
read, Margaret Vincent reveals hersell to be a hardened sinner.
Although both texts depict criminal women's reading as potentially
instructive and reforming, they also reveal literacy as a site of struggles
with profound conscequences flor body and soul.

Margarct Vincent’s preference for “reliques” over books scems 1o
confirm the rarely-questioned assumption that Catholic religious prac-
lice centered on objects, images, and rituals, whercas Protestantism cen-
tered on the Word and therefore promoted wider-spread literacy. Bascd
on this assamption, historians still claim that thosc women who
remained Catholic did so because Catholicism was more congenial to
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their illiteracy.* While this may have heen partially trae, it does ot take
into accornt learned converts. More important, the contrast belween
Catholic gentiewoman Margaret Vincent's refusal rather than inability
to read and Protestant Mary Goodenough's humble, earnest, bhut
unskilled attempts to write a letter complicates any simple association of
Catholicism with illiteracy and Protestantisin with litevacy. Many of the
women whose literacy I have discussed hiere either identificd themsclves
as Catholic or were accused of “papistric.” Perhaps Catholic women
were not less likely 10 be able to read and/or write, but more likely to rec-
ognizc that they might be incriminated by demonstrating their skills.

The first siep in employing gender as a category of analysis with refer-
ence to the history of literacy involves challenging narrow, exclusive
definitions of literacy, and asking which women could read or write
under which conditions rather than assuming that few coule at all. As
scholars have reconsidered the research protocols that long led them 1o
overlook or ighore evidence of women's reacing and writing, they have
uncovered that evidence in abundance. Much work remains 10 be done
in the important project of uncovering and assessing evidence of
women’s roles as producers and conswners of the written word. While
the discourses of crime provide lurther documentation of carly modern
Englishwomen’s fiteracy, these discourses also open up Lo question what
kind of dillerence women's literacy made to them or shoukl make in
scholars’ understanding ol them.

Histaries of early modern litevacy generally chart the progressive
spread of reading and writing skills outward from an clite center. In
accord with this expansion of literacy, it is widely assumied that by the
eightecnth century more women, across a wider range ol social, eco-
nomic, and geographical loecations, would have been able to read and/or
writc than could have done so in the fourtcenth century. Certainly, many
more women write and publish in the eighteenth century than in the six-
teenth. It is difficult to prove, however, that women's relationship to
cclucation and literacy steadily improred. For instance, while the
Reformation promotctd literacy, even lor women, it abolished an institu-
tion that had previously fostered women's education: the convent.™ Even
i the percentage of women who could read and/or write inereased in
the course of the early modern period, mare is not inevitably better,

Women's increased access to literacy did not necessarily improve (heir
status or expand their rights, although it may have helped lay the
groundwork for changes in both these arenas in subsequent centuries. In
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published accounts of crime and punishimeny, literacy accrues value
when it facilitates legal and spiritual sueveillance and discipline: when it
teaches a criminal woman’s children not to follow her example; when it
helps an implicated maid dissociate herself from witcheraft and become
more godly; when it fosters a convict’s sense of her own humility, inade-
quacy, and sinfulness; when it provides evidence.’® Such texts criminalize
women’s litcracy, however, when that literacy enables women to plan
and cnact crimes, to attain and employ occult knowledge, to outwit and
defy legal and religious authority.

In relation 1o literacy, most early modern women could not win.
While we might expect to find litcracy criminalized in texts about
crimes, scholars have argued that women’s reading was policed and their
wriling prohibited or marked as transgressive even when they were not
engaged in other criminal activitics.® In the extreme case of criminal
women, we can sce clearly a dual evaluation of literacy - as virtuous
when it aided social control and as criminal when it aided self-determi-
nation — that must have [rustrated and constrained even those women
whose literacy did not lead them into pring, let alone to the scallold or
pillory. Divided from their own accomplishments and thus against them-
selves, literate women at every social level encountered in the written
word not just a tool for self-expression and sclf-assertion, not just access
to knowledge and work, but also a means to incriminate and exposc
themsclves.

‘The double-bind to which litcracy subjected women corresponds to
the doublc-bind of women's competence more generally, Early modern
English culture ofien required that women in extraordinary circum-
stances assume responsibility for themselves: most notably, a woman
accused of treason had to conduct her own defense; less dramatically,
widows or women whose husbands were absent were expected to
manage their estates, run houscholds, and defend their rights by bring-
ing suit when necessary. The exceptional circumstances of the civil war,
for instance, compelied many royalist women to petition, sue, and strate-
gize (o protect or reclaim their property. While carly modern culture
assumed, cven depended on, women's competence, it criminalized par-
ticularly visible cnactments of that competence as scandalous or sinister.

Alihough women’s literacy did not necessarily alter their status or
rights, it did provide an avenue to agency, however criminalized, for
some women. Anne Bodenham’s litcracy enables her not only to find a
profession and advance her social status, but to contest the accusations
against her, dely the conventions governing accused and convicted
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. . . v g -
persons, and control the distribution of her possessions. Elizabeth 3
b

Celliees literacy enables her 1o defend hersell successlully againg

treason charges and 1o publish her own account of ihe procecdings, Bw S
literacy was not a necessary condition for achieving AECNCY, NOE wis i S

without costs, Literacy was not even an absolutely necessary materdal :

conclition for authorship; the first antobingeaphy in English was

“written” — in this case, dictated - by a woman who could neither read
nor write, Margery Kempe

As subjects for feminist analysis, licerate carly modern women do have
one distinet advantage: they leave more evidence. 11 subjects are, in part,
discursively constituted — constructed and recognized when they speak
and when that speech is registered and regulated  then historians of
carly modern subjectivity, like the carly modern legal system, depend on
voluble {and therefore visible) subjects and the written evidence they
leave.™ Scholares can only sty early modern women's speech, and the
processes of subject-lormation of which it was so crucial a part, in those
cases in which we have reards Women did not have to keep such
records theinselves; the voices of many women, from mystic Margery
Kempe to convicted criminals, survive to us through the transcriptions
and mediations of male scribes, oficn employced by church or state. But
more, and more reliable, cvidence survives regarding the subjectivities of
women who kept the records themselves. The ground of 1y arguments
here ~ discourses of cxime and punishment in which “cvidence” serves
lo convict women - tempers my glee in discovering literate women's sell-
documentation. "T'he evidence [ seek is ofien the incriminaling evidence
carly modern women wisely and busily hurned.

I'suspect that, like the learned clite of carly modern England, 1 am
more likely to recognize literate women as subjects. 1 most readlily artend
to those skills on which [ depend professionally: the abilities to speak per-
suasively, to read, interpret, and write. While my focus on those arenas of
compeience and agency with which 1 am most Eamiliar may be under-
standable, such a focus could Iead me to overemphasize literacy at the
expense of other competencies. My disciplinary privileging of litcracy
could also foster the assumption that wonien’s literacy inevitably facili-
tated their sclf-expression and selt-determination. Such assumptions -
that literacy was a much more valuable skill than others, or that it offered
a reliable avenuc to sell-assertion — are as restrictive and mislcading as
the assumption that women could not read or write. ‘To the extent that
literacy was a factor in the discursive constitution of gendered, class-
inflccted subjects to whom voice, consciousness, and agency were attrib-
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uted, it operated 1o subordinate as well as to empower the subjects it
helped o construet, thus providing a cautionary reminder that, then as
wow, the process ol subject-formation for women and nicn was a process
of disciplining as much as, or moere than, a process of liberation and
allirmaation.
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wriling materials miglt occur at home as well as in prison. Peter Clark
quotes from a lawsuit describing a man who assaulted his wife “when she
had been reading and eaving her book in some place . . . he would catch the
book out of her hands and tear it in picces or otherwise fling it away.” “The
Ownership of Baooks in England, 1560--t640: "The Example of Some
Kentish ‘Townsfolk,” in Schooling and Sociely: Studies in the History of Fducation,
Iawrence Stone, ed. (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1976), pp.
95- 111, passage quoted on p. 97.

a2 Cellier, Malice Defeated, sig. K

29 The Tryal of Elizabeth Cellier (London, 1680}, p. 3.

24 The Trval and Senterice of Elizabeth Cellier; Ir VWriting, Printing, and Publishing, A
Scandalous Libel, Called Malice Defeated (London, 1680), p. 30.

25 Cellicr, Afalice Defeated, sigs. L2, L.

26 A Warning For Fair Women (1599), Charles Dale Cannon, cd. (The Hague:
Mouton, 1976), line 2432, See also Arthur Golding's narrative of Sanders’
crime and punishment in A Brigfe Discourse {1573, rpt. 1577) which Gannon
reprints.

27 Arden of Faversham (1592), Martin White, ed. {London: Ernest Benn, 1982),
scene 13, lines 2-9. ‘The quote from Holinshed's chronicle of the case

appears on p. i ol White's edition.

2 _James Dalion, A Shange and “Tine Relation of a loung Woman Possest with the Devill
(London, 1647), rpt. in Reprints of linglish Books, Foster, cd., pp. 5-6.
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Moary Moore, Handerfiull Newws from the Nowth. Or, a “lrne Retation of the Sad and

Crievous Tarments, Inflicied upen the Bodies of 1 hiee Childven of M. George Muschamp,

Inte of the County of Novthumberlund, by VW iteherafl (London, i6qo), sig. By,

Cressy, Literacy and the Social Onder, . 13 Thomas, “The Meaning ol Literacy,”

pp. g,

Harvey | Geall, The Legacies of Litesagy: Continnities and Contvadictions in Western

Culture and Saciety (Moomington: Indiana University Press, ig87), por, On

the interconnections hetween oraland written culiures, see: Roger Chartier,

*“Texts, Primting, Readings,”™ in The New Culftural Historr, Lynn Huni, ed,

(Berkeley: University of California Press, igBo), pp. 164 75, esp. ppe. 16g-70,

David Cressy, Literacy and the Social Oder, chapter 1) Nanalie Zemon Dawis,

Society and Culture in Early Modern France (Stanford: Stanford {hiiversity Press,

1975), chapter 7, Grall, The Legacies of Litesacy, chapter 5; Thomas Lagueur,
*I'he Gultural Origins of Popular Literacy in England o0 1850," Oxford
Review of Fducation 2.3 (1076): 256-75, esp. 267 -78; Keith Thomas, “The
Meaning of Literacy,” p. gi and 10 R, Wooll, “The *Common Voice™:

History, Yolklore and Oral “I'rachition in Early Modern England,” FPast and
Present 120 (AugustU1988): 26 2,

Clressy, Lileracy and the Sovial (rder, p. 118,

Pierre Bourdicu, Langnage and Symbaolic Porver, trans. Gino Raymond and
Matthew Adatnson, Joha B, Thempson, ed. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1993), p. 55, see also j. 545 Richard Halpera, The Poetics of
Primitive Acenmmlation {Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 199s), chapter 2.
Similarly, Richard Hoggart argues that literacy is uselid not only to those
who acquire it, but o the dominam classes and instintions thit seck to
control e {The Uses of Literacr: Changing Vatterns in English Mass Culire [ Fair
Lawn, NJ: Essential Books, 1957]) Natalie Davis argues that i’ printing
conld apen up new avennes 1o koowledge, itconld also “make possible the
establishment of new kindds of contral on populae thought™ {(Society and
Culture, pp. 224 25) ind Diwvid Tevine challenges histarians who assume
that prudence, morality, snd intelligence belong only 10 the lilerae
(“Hliteracy and Family Lile Doving the First Industrial Revolution,” Journal
of Social History 1.4.1 {1gBo]: 25 1)

Ferguson, “A Room Not Their Own,” p. 115, Cressy also argues that literacy
was “a double-edged wol™: “Il" reading could bring earvichment and advan-
tage it couldd also imperil the soul, damage the mind and subvert the moral
bases ol socicty’ (Gressy, Literace and the Social Order, p. ).

Lawrence Stone argues that increased access 1o education and literacy
contributed to the Revolation of the 160s, and that contemporaries’ per-
ception of a link between lieracy and radicalism contributed to greater
ambivalence about a literate populace by the end ol the eentury. *The
Educational Revolution in England, 1560-1640," Fast and Present 28 {July
196.4): 43-8o, esp. 73 Bo,

36 Dangerous Familiars: Refrresentations of Domestic Crime - England, 15501700

(Ithaca: Cornell University ’ress, 1994}, chapier 5.
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Asavisitor to Anne Bodenham, Edmond Bower was motivated by curiosity
and ofliciousness rather than by any official role, legal or spiritual, in the
proceedings. When he zealously collects evidenee and badgers the accused
to the point that, on the day of’ her execution, the minister attending to her
objects  he works on his own initiative and in his own interests.
Bower, Dacter Lamb Revived, sig. Bv. Subsequent citations will refer to this
text, citeel in full above, and will appear parenthetically.
In Rehgion and the Decline of Magic (New York: Scribner's, 1971), Kecith
Thomas explains that writien charms might cven be worn by illitcrate
people (pp. 182-83). Sce also Karen Newman, Fashioning Femininity and
English Renaissance Diama (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1961), p.
6B,
See, for instance, The Witches of Huntingdon, Their Examinations and Confessions
{London, 1646), which describes how Llizabeth Weed signs a Faust-like
covenant with her own blood.
‘Thomas, Religion and the Decline of Magie, . 444. On the legal debates regard-
ing admissible proofs of witcheraft, sce Barbara J. Shapiro, Probabifity and
Certainty tn Sevenicenth-Century Fngland: A\ Study of the Relationships Betoren
Natural Stience, Religion, History, Law, and Literature {Princcton: Princeton
University P'ress, 1g8lg), chapter 6.
Phyllis Mack, Vistanary Women: Eestatic Prophecy in Scventeenth-Century England
{Berkeley: University of California Press, 1992), p. 48, sce also pp. 75-77.
Mary Ellen Lamb, “Women Readers in Mary Wroth's Urania,” in Reading
Mary Wroth: Representing Alternatives in Early Modern FEngland, Naomi J. Miller
and Gary Walier, eds. (Knoxville: University of “Tenmessee Press, 19g1), pp.
21027, CS. - 224,
On Bodenlam’s notorious mentor, Dr. Lambe, sce the Dictionary of National
Biography and A Briefe Description of the Notorious Life of John lambe
{Amsterdam, 1628). Lambe was associated with the Duke of Buckingham,
When a London crowd sutacked him in 1628, they referred 10 him as “(he
duke’s devil.” Lambe’s earcer scems to have inspired a play in the 16g0s, Dr
Lambe and the Witches, no longer extant. Many years later, Bower still uses
Bodenlam's association with Lambe 1o discredit her and increase his pam-
phlet’s sensational value and marketability.
Sce the account of Adam Sprackling’s excecution in The Bloody {lushand
{London, 1653); and the account of Giles Broadway's execution in Gobhett's
Compicte Collection of State Trials, Thomas B. Howell, ed., 33 vols. (London: R.
Bagshaw, 18og-26), vol. v1, columns 419 26.

46 John Dexl and Robert Cleaver, A Godly Forme of Houshold Government (London,

47

48

1612), sig. Qqv.

As a skeplic committed to questioning the existence, let alone prosecution,
of witches, Scot did not scek to instruct and encourage witchfinders like
Bower. However, in cataloguing and critiquing popular belick and prac-
lices, Scot also codificd them.

As scholars such as Mary Beth Rose and Wendy Wall have argued, impend-
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P'ress, 1984), pp. 19 S0 esp 2. 45: Angela N Lucas, imen i the ) liddle Ages:

Religion, Marriage and 1etten {New York: S1 Martin's Press, I
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X 8¢ Lven elite women's literacy was policed; they were not [ree to read whatever

they chose. As Mary Lllen Lamb argucs, "chniss_nncc cducalt;rs rq‘:rc-
sented the chastity ol women readers as highly contingent uplrm the n:'\ ul:':
of their reading, which was strictly circumscribed to c:fclm e anly' wor ".
especially chivaleic narratives or hooks ol .Im_,-c, that dld(gn} a;\ ; a:;::m
woman's spiritual state™ (Gender and duthorship in the Sidney ;rrr |l "[ -,'ml,'
University ol Wisconsin Press, 1990], {‘ll:l[)l?'t‘ 1, CSp. . g‘). See ;l-sn l‘ q.
“Women Readers in Mary Wrotl's Urania,” pp. 212-14; Garo mcR aicas,
Wnting for Vamen: The Example of MWoman As Reader in Ehzabrllfan Ir]n)r::::lr:
{Milon Keynes, PA: Open University Press, 198g), esp- clmplc‘n.- 1 :ll[l;' an
Willen, “Wamen and Religion in Farly Mnt!crn l'.ng‘l.'lndi I;‘lf 'glmfn :t:
Refirmation and (.'ﬂ'lmh'r-I"!‘ﬁlrmﬂﬂ'ﬂ". Furope: .l'ubh‘r and Private Worlds, ¢ u.r;i I
Marshall, ed. (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, zglﬂg), Pp. :jl}l?c .“‘5.:
esp. pp. Lpg 46, [ was not just tll;\ll!lt-rc were good au({‘b.ml l‘c‘xl]s'an pence
good and bad readers. A reader might also read the right ’t‘ hings i the
"wrong” way. See Roger Chartier, *Culture asﬁApproprlauon, PP 229-53;
E avis, Sociely and Culture, pp. 191 92, 225-26, ) ‘
:{:c()lnll)(‘:l (I't;uld also outwit Iilri’:!cy asa c.nnditio'n ol" mtlhnrsl‘np .clpr r?ad'crsllllp
by dictating a conlussion and assuring its plt‘zlhllcntmn and d!slrl n(gm":]"-;:i. :y
having others read aloud 10 them. S_cc‘my Gentlemen, | I"I:;\’r;'d n;l s g
Morc to Say’: Women on Scalfolds in England, 1563-1680,” Modern Philology
2 (1994} 157-78. ) ]
Ri; (leg‘(}:;m:)?n Z)l' subjectivity l!as also been informed by Lon;ls Al::;:ss::-;
“ldeology and ldeological State  Apparatuses  (Notes Bomll] o “.cr
Investigation),” in Lenin and Philosophy and Other Em!rs,. trans. :'ln v .lis
(New York: Monthly Review Press, 1g71), pp. 127 -8(3‘, leresa e Laurctis,
“Eccentric Subjects: Feminist Theory and I-hsioncal“C:onscu-msncss, :
Fenvinist Studies 16.1 (1990): 115-50, esp. 115, 191; Joan Scou., 1 l(;clf,vlldcglcglz
Experience,” Critical Inguiry 17 (Sun?mcr‘ 1991): 77397 arl: au B[])m .
Discerning the Subject (Ninneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1968).

57 Karen Newman, Fashioning Feminimty, p. Gq.



