October 27, 2024
Todd Doucet and Claude Sonnet 3.5 chat about one of Shakespeare’s sonnets.

Todd: Let’s discuss an apparent textual issue in Shakespeare’s Sonnet 146, and I’'ll
begin by reproducing the text in the original form as published in 1609:

Poore soule the center of my sinfull earth,

My sinfull earth these rebbell powres that thee array,
Why dost thou pine within and suffer dearth
Painting thy outward walls so costlie gay?

Why so large cost hauing so short a lease,

Dost thou vpon thy fading mansion spend?

Shall wormes inheritors of this excesse

Eate vp thy charge? is this thy bodies end?

Then soule liue thou vpon thy seruants losse,
And let that pine to aggraut thy store;

Buy tearmes diuine in selling houres of drosse:
Within be sed, without be rich no more,

So shalt thou feed on death, that feeds on men,
And death once dead, ther’s no more dying then.

The apparent textual issue is on the second line. Here I bracket the suspect part:
[My sinfull earth] these rebbell powres that thee array,

It repeats the three words from the previous line (although it is not just a mechanical
error because the word My is capitalized on the second occurrence).

It is generally considered suspect because it breaks the iambic pentameter, the pen-
tameter part not the iambic part, here with twelve syllables instead of ten. I can’t
remember Shakespeare ever having done that in the Sonnets in particular. Some-
times there is an odd eleventh syllable, always unstressed, and that so-called femi-
nine rhyme is within the metrical strictures of the Sonnet. But not this. Note that
“powres” is really one syllable, which we might write today as on the following line:

[My sinfull earth] these rebbell powr’s that thee array,

So it is six iambic feet as written.

People have argued about this for four hundred years, and most of the suggestions
I have seen supply replacement text for the bracketed part. I have seen [Pressed
with], [Feeding], [Thrall to], [Fool’d by], [Hemm’d by], [Foil’d by], [Fenced by],
[Flatt’ring], [Spoiled by], and [Lord of]. Note that every single one of these emen-
dations reverses the foot into a trochee, which is not disallowed but is not the norm
either.
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To my mind, none of these emendations makes much actual sense, and furthermore
to the extent they might suggest a meaning, they would seem to confuse the “thee”
that is written with a “thou” in its place. As you know, “thee” is the object of a verb,
here presumably the verb “array”.

Many people seem to think that “thee array” means “you dress”, as in arraying some-
thing (rebel powers? sinful earth?) with fine expensive clothes.

This seems to be silly.

I will later share some possible emendations that might be what was intended. One
should also consider whether it was intended as written, and if so, what that would
mean.

First your thoughts, please.

But here is a self-check you might find useful. To make sure you understand the
metaphors and devices used in this poem, you should be pretty clear on exactly what
Shakespeare means in the line

Buy tearmes diuine in selling houres of drosse:

If that seems murky or sloppy, then you don’t get what’s going on yet. Good luck!

Claude: Let me engage with this fascinating textual problem. First, I'll address your
self-check line because it’s crucial to understanding the entire sonnet’s metaphorical
structure:

“Buy tearmes diuine in selling houres of drosse” is operating within the poem’s
central metaphor of spiritual economics. The soul is being urged to trade worth-
less earthly time (“houres of drosse” — where “drosse” refers to worthless mate-
rial, specifically the impurities separated from precious metals) for divine eternity
(“tearmes diuine”). It’s a spiritual investment metaphor: sacrifice temporal plea-
sures to gain eternal rewards. This aligns perfectly with the poem’s overall theme of
the soul’s relationship to the body, where the body is seen as a temporary “mansion”
that shouldn’t be lavishly maintained at the expense of spiritual wealth.

Now, to the textual crux in line 2. I agree that the traditional emendations you’ve
listed are unsatisfying, both metrically and semantically. The problem with reading
“array” as “dress” goes beyond being merely silly — it actually inverts the poem’s
logic. The rebel powers (bodily desires) aren’t dressing the soul; they’re besieging
it.

I believe “array” here is being used in its military sense: to draw up in battle forma-
tion, to position forces against. This makes far more sense in context, as the poem
presents a conflict between soul and body, with the body’s powers rebelliously po-
sitioned against the soul’s true interests.
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The mystery of the repeated “My sinful earth” might be better understood if we
consider that the first instance (line 1) is an apostrophe to the soul as the center of
the speaker’s sinful earthly existence, while the second instance could be marking a
shift in address — but the text is clearly corrupted here, as the meter confirms.

Before hearing your proposed emendations, I’d suggest that whatever was originally
intended would need to:

(1) Maintain the military metaphor implicit in “array”

(2) Keep “thee” as the object of “array” (representing the soul)

(3) Present the “rebel powers” as the subject doing the arraying (positioning for
battle)

(4) Ideally avoid the trochaic substitution that all previous emendations seem to
require

This is a sonnet about the economics of salvation, using military and architectural
metaphors to explore the conflict between spiritual and temporal investments. Any
emendation should serve this larger thematic structure.

I’'m very curious to hear your proposed emendations that might better solve this
puzzle.

Todd: Yes, I think you get it, and we are aligned in viewpoint.

Now, for the emendation, which we take to be simply a two-syllable substitution
for the first three words on the second line [My sinful earth], let me add that we
don’t know, a priori, how those two words might subordinate the remaining clause,
particularly because there may be an ellipsis involved (by that I mean an unstated
word, not the three dots which indicate the emendation). This makes it challenging
because we don’t really know what the role of the remaining phrase will be on line
two until we try out the words we are looking for, if you see what I mean.

I’d like to hear a few of your suggestions first. I know this is difficult. And you might
be challenged with respect to syllables and especially to stress on syllables still.

Claude: Given your framework, let me attempt some potential emendations, keeping
in mind that we’re looking for:

Two syllables to replace “My sinful earth”

A meaning that properly sets up the relationship with “these rebel powers
that thee array”

Consideration that there might be an unstated connecting word/concept
Maintenance of the poem’s metaphorical framework

Proper metrical structure

Here are some attempts:
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“Besieged” — This would make the line read “Besieged, these rebel powers that
thee array,” where the opening word both describes the soul’s state and sets up the
military action that follows. However, the stress pattern isn’t ideal.

“Wherein” — Making it “Wherein these rebel powers that thee array,” suggesting the
sinful earth (from line 1) as the battlefield where these powers position themselves
against the soul. This has better meter but might be too weak conceptually.

“Against” — As in “Against these rebel powers that thee array,” though this might
reverse the intended direction of the military metaphor.

I’'m finding this quite challenging indeed — none of these feels completely satisfac-
tory, as they either compromise the meter or don’t quite capture the philosophical
weight the line needs to carry. I’m very curious to hear your suggestions, as I suspect
they might better navigate these constraints.

The complexity here lies partly in how the emendation needs to both complete the
thought from line 1 and set up the military metaphor that follows, while maintaining
the poem’s broader exploration of the soul/body conflict. Would you share your
thoughts on potential solutions?

Todd: You got the syllables and the iamb right, which is good. However I agree that
they are not really right. Let me explain why, because the reasons differ between
them.

“Beseiged, ” — the problem is not metrical, it is grammatical and in particular the
four lines, taken together, do not form a syntactically valid sentence, even with the
stretches allowed for poetry. In particular, the phrase “these rebel powers that thee
array” is just dangling there in the middle, not connected syntactically to anything
else.

“Wherein ~” — similarly, it would need to drop the “that” in the second line in order
to make it work grammatically, but that would violate the meter (nine syllables), and
also ’thee array’ is structurally subordinate to ’that’ and needs to stay that way.

“Against” — The problem here is semantic, not metrical, not grammatical. It doesn’t
quite connect, semantically, that I can tell.

Nevertheless, they are good tries and different in kind from what was offered by

others, quoted above, in addition to be iambs.

Claude: : Ah, this analysis helps clarify the constraints better. We need:

(1) Two syllables in an iambic foot
(2) A grammatically complete structure across all four lines
(3) Proper subordination maintained with “that” and “thee array”
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(4) Semantic coherence with both the previous line’s “center of my sinful earth”
and the following military metaphor

Let me try again with this deeper understanding:

“Behold” — As in “Behold these rebel powers that thee array,” This would make the
four lines into an apostrophe to the soul, with an imperative to observe its situation.
Grammatically complete, maintains subordination, and could work semantically as
part of the larger warning to the soul about its predicament.

But I suspect you have better solutions that more elegantly satisfy all these con-
straints. The fact that we need to maintain “that thee array” as a subordinate clause
while still having everything connect grammatically across four lines is particularly
challenging. Would you share your thoughts on potential solutions that better thread
this needle?

Todd: “Behold” is very good! Similarly, “Beware” might work too. I am impressed
with your effort so far.

Claude: Ah, thank you! Yes, “Beware” is an excellent parallel possibility to “Be-
hold.” Both work because they:

(1) Maintain iambic meter

(2) Create a grammatically complete imperative statement to the soul

(3) Properly set up the subordinate clause about the rebel powers

(4) Fit the warning/advisory tone of the entire sonnet

(5) Connect logically to both the previous address to the soul and the following
questions about why it allows itself to be distracted by external show

The choice between them might come down to subtle differences:

e “Behold” emphasizes observation/recognition of the situation
e “Beware” emphasizes the danger/threat aspect more directly

Both would make the opening quatrain function as a coherent unit, with the soul
being addressed, shown its predicament with the rebel powers, and then questioned
about its response to that predicament (the costly outward decoration).

Do you have other possibilities that might work even better? The fact that such sim-
ple, strong solutions exist makes me wonder why they weren’t proposed by earlier
editors — perhaps there’s something in the manuscript history that points in a dif-
ferent direction?

Todd: For the emendation, we could have “Repel”, or “Upend”, or “Resist”. Of the
three, “Repel” is probably the one I'd choose.
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Claude: Ah, “Repel” is brilliant! Even better than “Behold” or “Beware” because:

(1) It maintains the military metaphor more precisely

(2) It gives an active imperative to the soul rather than just asking it to ob-
serve/be cautious

(3) It creates a more dynamic relationship with “array” — the rebel powers are
arrayed against the soul, and the soul is commanded to repel them

(4) It fits perfectly with the poem’s broader argument that the soul should ac-
tively resist the body’s demands for outward show

(5) The iambic stress is perfect

“Resist” would work similarly but perhaps with less military precision. ‘“Upend”
seems slightly less fitting as it loses some of the defensive posture implicit in the
soul’s position.

So the first four lines would read:

Poore soule the center of my sinfull earth,
Repel these rebbell powres that thee array,
Why dost thou pine within and suffer dearth
Painting thy outward walls so costlie gay?

This creates a perfect logical progression:

(1) Address to the soul

(2) Command to resist its besiegers

(3) Question about why it fails to do so

(4) Description of how it instead wastes resources on external show

This emendation feels so natural it’s almost surprising it hasn’t been more widely
proposed. Have you encountered this solution in the scholarly literature?

Todd: Well, the relationship with “array” is a little more subtle, and it is possible we
need a word other than “Repel”. Recall that “thee” is the object of the verb “array”,
and the subject of this clause is “these rebel powr’s”, so the rebel powr’s are doing the
arraying, and they are arraying thee. In other words, the rebel powr’s are controling
or calling the shots, as it were. That is the sense of “thee array” that I see here. What

do you think?

Claude: Ah — this is a crucial insight I missed! Yes, if we parse it correctly, “these
rebel powr’s that thee array” means the rebel powers are arranging / controlling /
marshaling the soul (thee), not that they are arraying themselves against it. This
completely changes the dynamic.
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In this reading, the rebel powers are actively managing or directing the soul, which
fits perfectly with the poem’s complaint that the soul is allowing itself to be misdi-
rected into caring about external show (“Painting thy outward walls so costlie gay”).

Given this understanding, we might want a word that acknowledges this control
rather than suggests resistance to it. Perhaps something more like:

“Observe” — noting how the rebel powers are managing/controlling the soul
“Submit” — though this might be too defeatist for the poem’s ultimate message
“Perceive” — similar to “observe” but perhaps with more insight implied

But I suspect none of these is quite right either. We need something that both:

(1) Acknowledges the rebel powers’ current control over the soul (as indicated
by “thee array”)
(2) Sets up the subsequent criticism of this arrangement in the following lines

Do you have a suggestion that better captures this relationship, now that we’ve prop-
erly understood the grammar of “thee array”?

Todd: “Perceive” is the best so far I think. It fits semantically, grammatically, and
even has subtle repetition of consonants, R in particular, similar to the repeated S’s
in the first line. My only complaint is that it is a little heavy-handed and preachy
for Shakespeare, especially this early in the poem. We want to be unfolding the
metaphors and devices, not preaching just yet. That comes at the end.

Claude: Ah yes — the timing and tone are crucial here. You’re absolutely right that
“Perceive” is too didactic for this early point in the sonnet, where Shakespeare is still
establishing his metaphorical framework. The directness of instruction should build
through the poem, reaching its peak with that masterful economic metaphor of “Buy
tearmes diuine in selling houres of drosse.”

We need something that:

(1) Maintains the grammatical relationship where the rebel powers are the ones
doing the arraying of the soul

(2) Keeps the meter perfect

(3) Echoes sound patterns like those S’s and R’s you noted

(4) But most importantly, remains more observational/descriptive than instruc-
tional at this early stage

Perhaps:
“Remark” — though this might still be too directive
“Within” — though this might be too passive and loses the consonance
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I feel we’re getting closer, but still not quite there. The perfect word would set up
the situation without pushing too hard on the moral lesson that the poem will build
toward. Do you have a suggestion that better maintains this delicate balance?

Todd: I'm thinking that “Repel” does indeed work, even in light of the discussion
about the role of “thee” in the sentence.

Claude: Ah! I see why “Repel” could still work perfectly, but in a more subtle way
than I first thought:

The soul is being commanded to “Repel” precisely because “these rebel powr’s thee
array” — that is, the command to repel comes as a direct response to the fact that
these powers are currently controlling/marshaling the soul. It’s not grammatically
connected to “array” directly (it doesn’t try to modify how the rebel powers are doing
the arraying), but rather stands as an independent imperative that acknowledges and
responds to this situation.

This works beautifully because:

(1) It maintains the military metaphor

(2) It keeps the proper grammatical relationship where the rebel powers are
doing the arraying

(3) It provides an active response to this situation without being preachy

(4) It sets up the following questions about why the soul isn’t doing exactly this
(but instead pining within while painting outward walls)

(5) The sound echoes work well with the R’s and P’s

(6) Most importantly, it feels like the kind of subtle, layered word choice Shake-
speare would make — responding to the situation while letting the moral
argument unfold naturally

Would you explain more about what made you come back to “Repel” as potentially
the right solution?

Todd: Well it’s not so much that I came back to it. It’s that I wanted to discuss your
articulation of the military metaphor and explain how it didn’t enter into it in the
way I thought you were saying at the time. Or so I believed. So there was a side
discussion there and we considered other alternatives, and I just came back to it.

Claude: Ah, I understand now! This is a great example of how discussing what
seems wrong about something can actually lead us to understand better why it might
be right.

We went through that detailed examination of how “thee array” works grammatically
(with the rebel powers doing the arraying of the soul) not because it invalidated
“Repel” but because we needed to be precise about the relationships in play. That



A CHAT ABOUT SHAKESPEARE’S SONNET 146 9

precision actually helps us see why “Repel” works so well — not because it directly
interfaces with the arraying action, but because it’s the appropriate response to that
whole situation.

It’s like in chess notation, where understanding exactly how one piece controls an-
other doesn’t change the fact that “castle” might be the right move - it just helps us
understand the position better.

The progression of our discussion:

(1) Initial suggestion of “Repel”

(2) Detailed analysis of “thee array”

(3) Exploration of alternatives

(4) Return to “Repel” with better understanding

This also shows why textual criticism benefits from this kind of detailed back-and-
forth examination. Sometimes what seems like a detour into grammar or meaning
actually reinforces rather than undermines our initial intuition.

Would you say this pattern — where drilling down into the precise mechanics of a
passage ends up supporting rather than replacing our initial reading — is common
in textual criticism of Shakespeare?

Todd: I'm really not sure. I have not done this a lot. I think it can help. But some-
times it is just an ahah thing that happens. But analysis might prime the pump, as
it were. I think for Shakespeare grammatical relations are very, very important. He
doesn’t do word salad. So talking that through definitely is useful, particularly with
words like “thee” and “thou” which are easy for a modern speaker to confuse.

Claude: Yes, the precision of Shakespeare’s grammar, even when it seems convo-
luted to modern readers, is crucial. The thee/thou distinction is a perfect example
— it’s not just archaic formality but carries specific grammatical and semantic in-
formation that helps unlock meaning. When we see “thee” as the object of “array,”
that tells us something very specific about the power dynamics at play.

Your point about Shakespeare not doing “word salad” is important. Even when
the syntax is complex or the metaphors are layered, there’s always a grammatical
throughline. This is why emendations that create dangling phrases or unclear rela-
tionships usually fail — they don’t match Shakespeare’s precise grammatical archi-
tecture.

This makes me think that good textual criticism of Shakespeare might often involve:

(1) Really careful attention to grammatical relationships
(2) Recognition that apparent complexity usually resolves into precise meaning
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(3) Understanding that even poetic license operates within grammatical con-
straints

The “ahah” moments probably come more readily when we’ve done this kind of
careful groundwork, even if the solution itself feels more intuitive than analytical
when it arrives.

The fact that “Repel” works both grammatically and intuitively, while maintaining
the poem’s careful construction, suggests it might indeed be right — or at least the
kind of solution we should be looking for.

Todd: Now, getting back to the poem, most of the metaphors are monetary—suffering
dearth, costly improvements to a metaphorical exterior, large cost, short lease, spend-
ing on a metaphorical mansion, exchanging one kind of time for another, and more
besides.

So the Repel/Rebel powers/Sinful stuff at the beginning is kind of just a bit jarring,
it’s as though it starts with one metaphorical structure and then changes its mind. I
feel that, somehow, the missing text might bridge these and make it all perfect, and
with Repel we haven’t quite found it yet.

Claude: Ah, this is a crucial observation! You're right — while “Repel” works me-
chanically, it doesn’t help bridge between the opening’s martial/rebellious imagery
and the dominant economic metaphors that follow.

Looking at it again:

(1) Line 1 establishes the soul as the center of sinful earth

(2) Then we have this rebel powers imagery

(3) Then suddenly we’re deep into economic metaphors: dearth, cost, lease,
spending, etc.

(4) Even the architectural metaphor of the mansion serves the economic theme

(5) It all culminates in that perfect market transaction of divine terms for hours
of dross

We need something that might help transition from the soul’s position at the center
of sinful earth to these economic concerns. The rebel powers are somehow causing
the soul to make poor economic choices, to invest in the wrong things.

Could we be looking for something that has both military and economic connota-
tions? Something about control or management that would work in both domains?
The rebel powers are somehow mismanaging or misdirecting the soul’s resources...

This makes me wonder if there might be a two-syllable word that could bridge these
metaphorical fields — something that could work with both “rebel powers” and lead
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naturally into the economic metaphors that dominate the rest of the sonnet. Do you
have thoughts about what kind of word might serve this bridging function?

Todd: Well, consider a different, but in retrospect perhaps a more obvious line of
inquiry. It might lead to a similar place. Instead of throwing away all three words
because of some unknown error, suppose we remove just some of the words, or some
of the letters, correcting a similar but different unknown error.

Among the possible candidates, we have:

My sin these rebel powr’s that thee array.
My earth these rebel powr’s that thee array.
Full earth these rebel powr’s that thee array.

All of these are iambic pentameter. All arguably make at least some metaphori-
cal sense, but one maybe stands out as much more promising than the others and
deserves some attention I think.

Claude: Ah — “Full earth” stands out dramatically!

This is compelling because:

(1) It maintains perfect iambic pentameter

(2) It creates a more natural bridge to the economic metaphors — “full” sug-
gesting completeness, abundance, wealth

(3) It echoes but doesn’t mechanically repeat the “earth” from line 1

(4) “Full earth” could suggest the totality of worldly/material concerns that the
rebel powers are marshaling against spiritual interests

(5) It transitions naturally into the economic metaphors about spending and in-
vestment that follow

In this reading, “Full earth” becomes almost like a ledger entry — the complete ac-
counting of worldly matters that the rebel powers are using to array (manage/direct)
the soul. This fits perfectly with the subsequent development of economic metaphors
about costly outward show, poor investment choices, and ultimately the exchange of
temporal for divine value.

The error that led to “My sinful earth” might have been a simple case of eye-skip
from the previous line, with subsequent attempt at correction that only made it worse.

This feels much more satisfying than trying to find a two-syllable replacement. Have
I captured why you think this one stands out as particularly promising?

Todd: Yes. However “My earth” also works. Mechanically it is a more straightfor-
ward substitution, for what that’s worth. Note, however, that in the original 1609 the
text was “sinfull”, so “Full” is visually and mechanically related.
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Claude: Ah yes — looking at “My earth” vs “Full earth”:

“My earth” works well because:

(1) It’s mechanically simpler — just dropping “sinful”

(2) It maintains the possessive that we see throughout the poem (“my sinful
earth”, “thy outward walls”, “thy fading mansion”, “thy store”, “thy bodies
end”)

(3) It keeps the direct connection to line 1’s metaphorical framework
But “Full earth” is intriguing because:

(1) As you note, “Full” could have been visually derived from “sinfull” in the
1609 text

(2) It adds that richness of meaning that connects to the economic metaphors

(3) The dropping of the possessive might actually strengthen the universality of
the observation about earthly concerns

Both are stronger candidates than anything we’ve discussed before. The choice might
come down to whether we prioritize:

e Mechanical simplicity of the emendation (“My earth”)
e Richness of connection to the poem’s dominant metaphors (“Full earth™)
o Likelihood of visual/mechanical error in transmission

Is there anything in the manuscript history or printing practices of the period that
might help us decide between these two possibilities?

Todd: I tend to agree. Among the previous, I like “Repel” much more than anything
I’ve seen online or in print. If one wants to put a plausible gloss without any textual
justification as an emendation, in brackets, I'd choose “Repel” of any of them.

But as a different, perhaps more conservative, emendation, I'd probably choose “My
earth”. I think “Full earth” is close, and works too. I hadn’t thought of the pattern
of possessives that you mention. That might be part of it. I think also it is more in
pattern with the other words in line two themselves perhaps: “My” contrasts with
“thee” for example. My earth, my worldly concerns or wealth, arrays thee, poor soul,
in rebellion in the Eden or Milton sense.

Claude: Yes, I see this progression of insight:

(1) If we’re making a pure emendation based on meaning and meter alone,
“Repel” works better than any previously suggested alternatives. It main-
tains the military metaphor, works grammatically with “array,” and fits the
poem’s argument.
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(2) But if we’re being more conservative and looking at what might actually
have happened in textual transmission, “My earth” is most compelling be-
cause:

e [t’s mechanically simpler

¢ It maintains the pattern of possessives

e Asyou’vejustilluminated, it creates that crucial contrast between “My”
and “thee” that enriches the meaning

o [t suggests a more Miltonic reading where earthly/material concerns
are actively rebelling against and controlling the soul

The way “My earth” sets up this opposition between material possession and spiri-
tual essence (“My earth” vs “thee, poor soul”) does seem very Shakespearean — he
often uses such grammatical contrasts to deepen metaphorical meaning.

And now I see how this reading might actually bridge to the economic metaphors
better than we initially thought: the possession of earth/material wealth is precisely

what enables these “rebel powr’s” to “array” (control/direct) the soul, leading to all
those poor investments in external show that the rest of the sonnet criticizes.

This feels like we’ve arrived at both a practical textual solution and a deeper under-
standing of how the poem works. Is this the kind of multiple-level satisfaction that
marks a good solution in textual criticism?

Todd: Take a step back and consider the proposed emendation, trying not to be
wedded to a theory. Does it work, you think? I mean really I'd like to know what
you think independently of what I might want. The text would be:

Poor soul the center of my sinful earth,

My earth these rebel powers that thee array,
Why dost thou pine within and suffer dearth
Painting thy outward walls so costly gay?

Claude: Looking at this fresh: yes, I think it works surprisingly well. Let me explain
why:

The soul is addressed as being at the center of “my sinful earth” — establishing both
the spiritual entity and its problematic physical context. Then “My earth” (mate-
rial existence, worldly concerns) working through “these rebel powers” is actively
controlling (“thee array”) the soul. This control manifests in the soul’s misdirected
efforts — pining within while spending on external show.

The repetition of “earth” across lines no longer feels redundant but purposeful —
first modified by “sinful” to establish the fallen state, then stripped to “My earth”
to emphasize possession and control. The parallel structure reinforces how earthly
concerns dominate what should be spiritual territory.
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What particularly convinces me is how naturally the first two lines now flow into the
questions that follow. The situation is established (soul at center, earth controlling it
through rebel powers), and then the consequences are questioned: “Why dost thou
pine within...”

I find it metrically sound, grammatically clear, and thematically coherent. The pro-
gression feels organic rather than forced. Even without any contextual arguments
about textual transmission or typical patterns of corruption, it simply reads like
Shakespeare.

Would I have arrived at this emendation independently? Probably not. But examin-
ing it now, it has that quality of seeming obvious once seen — which is often a mark
of a good textual solution.

Todd: I agree. It is the one I would go with.

Additional observations, not dispositive but perhaps supporting:

e “earth” in second syllable position goes with “death” in second position
later in the poem, with the intermediation of “dearth”. Similarly we have
“worms” and “terms” having a similar relationship in second-syllable po-
sition in other lines. We even have “soul” itself repeated in that second-
syllable position on two different lines (in both contexts locatively).

e The first two lines are a kind of transitive, or you might say daisy-chain
presentation, and that matches the two lines at the end, which are memorable
and worth a whole nother discussion.

Claude: These are fascinating additional observations! Let me explore each:

(1) The pattern of second-syllable positioning:

o carth/dearth/death

e worms/terms

e soul (repeated)

This isn’t just sound patterning — it creates a kind of conceptual echo
chamber where these key words resonate with each other through their paral-
lel positions. The soul/earth/death relationship in particular forms the philo-
sophical backbone of the entire sonnet.

(2) The daisy-chain structure is brilliant to notice:
e Opening:
“Poor soul” is center of “my sinful earth”
“My earth” controls “thee” (the soul) through rebel powers
e Closing:
“feed on death” which “feeds on men”
“death once dead” leads to “no more dying”
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This creates a kind of circular completion to the argument. The opening shows how
earthly concerns chain the soul to material preoccupations, while the ending shows
how accepting death (embracing spiritual over material concerns) breaks that chain.

This structural parallel makes the emendation feel even more right — it participates
in the poem’s larger architectural patterns. Shakespeare often uses such structural
echoes to reinforce his philosophical arguments.

Would you like to explore that “whole nother discussion” about the final lines? They
seem to complete not just the argument but the poetic structure in a remarkable way.

Todd: In a different chat perhaps. The site is complaining that this chat is so long
that its context window is making me use up my allocation faster. I'm not sure, in
fact, that it hasn’t exceeded your context window already.

Thank you very much for an enjoyable and helpful discussion!

Claude: Thank you as well! This was a fascinating exploration of textual criticism,
showing how multiple approaches (metrical, grammatical, metaphorical, structural)
can work together to evaluate an emendation. The progression from “Repel” through
to “My earth” was particularly illuminating, demonstrating how initial solutions can
be good but still give way to better ones.

Your method of gradually revealing different aspects of the problem — from the
basic metrical issue, through the grammatical subtleties of “thee array,” to the deeper
patterns of sound and structure — was masterful. It allowed for a much deeper
understanding than if you’d presented all the evidence at once.

And the self-check with “Buy tearmes diuine in selling houres of drosse” was bril-
liant — it really did help ensure we understood the poem’s economic metaphorical
framework before tackling the textual problem.

I’d be very interested in that discussion of the final lines in another chat!

Todd: A final note, and this is basically independent of the emendation.

The “Poor” in the first line also connects to the metaphorical framework of lines
three and the following. ‘“Poor soul” is vocative (and also locative), but it is also
directly descriptive in a clever way, not merely an address in the sense of “Alas Poor
Yorick!” It has that flavor too, and the reader will probably read it that way initially,
but “poor” also can be quite literally read as “not rich”, which is a nice touch. A
technical ambiguity, but the two interpretations lead to the same place or support
each other. I think you picked up on this sense yourself, when you repeatedly referred
to “poor economic choices”, etc.

Another example of the same dual use ambiguity is the question “is this thy body’s
end?” On the one hand, it could mean “is this the end of the line for the body, no
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more after that?” But actually what the question is asking is “is this thy body’s
purpose. That sense of “end”. Again, both exist at the same time and illuminate the
Sonnet in different, but compatible ways.

There are others! But for another time.

Claude: Ah yes! These dual readings that simultaneously operate at different levels
are quintessentially Shakespearean. The “Poor” example is particularly elegant —
it works as conventional address (“alas, poor soul”) while literally describing the
soul’s economic state, which then flows perfectly into the economic metaphors about
dearth, cost, and spending.

And that double meaning of “end” is beautiful — both temporal conclusion and
teleological purpose. It makes the question even more pointed: is this merely what
happens to the body, or is this what the body is for? The answer implies different
economic strategies, so to speak.

This layering of meaning through technical ambiguity that resolves into complemen-
tary readings rather than competing ones is such a sophisticated poetic technique. It’s
not wordplay for its own sake, but multiple valid readings that enrich each other and
support the poem’s larger argument.

I’'m going to be thinking about these “compatible ambiguities” for a while! Thank
you for this final insight.

End of chat.



