
BOOK REVIEWS
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This  book  is one of the most important to appear for many years on the
subject of Richard III. In the words of the author it  “investigates  and  seeks  to
re-evaluate  the  historical evidence  about Richard’s  deeds  and  intentions” (p. 1).
She goes on to say that her main concern is with the question of how the literary
figure of Richard III was produced.  This  involves an examination of how his
character and the events of his reign were handled by anyone who wrote on
either in the years between his accession and the death of Sir Thomas More in
1535.

The first chapter is a description of the events of the years 1483—85 as  they
can be reconstructed from documentary sources and the  most  reliable of the
contemporary sources, Mancini and the Croyland Chronicle.  This  is  very useful
in showing how  much  the usual accounts of  this  period depend on  Vergil, More
and on  later  chronicles, e.g. in the  account  of the bastardisation of Edward’s
children Bishop Stillington is not mentioned as the source of the information
on the pre-contract because no contemporary English source does so (Dr
Hanham doubts indeed if he was the source, see p. 163). This chapter is followed
by a  note  on the  dating of Lord  Hastings’ execution, arguing in favour of the
author’s revised date of June 20. It only briefly mentions Dr Wolfl'e’s  rebuttal
of her  views  and appeared too  soon  to refer to  a similar  rebuttal by J. A. F.
Thomson  earlier this  year  (see  Ricardian  No. 50, pp. 27-29).  Wolfl'e  and
Thomson  show  very good  reasons for accepting the traditional date of the
execution, with which I  think  we  must  agree, and it is  unfortunate  that  Dr
Hanham bases  some  of her subsequent arguments on  this  date.

Following this  chapter  comes the main part of the  book.  Chapters are
devoted  to the main sources of information for  Richard’s  reign and character,
Mancini, the Croyland Chronicle (rather strangely referred to as the Crowland
Chronicle—the name of the Abbey was Croyland), Vergil  and More, with  a
chapter on lesser  chronicles such  as Rous and the London Chronicles, and one

on  other  minor  sources of information, ending in  a  useful discussion of  Richard’s
relations  with  York (pp.  60—64). This  latter chapter contains a useful  survey of
the sources for information on the  Battle  of Bosworth, including the  Spanish
one (about  which  Dr Hanham is rather  scathing, see p. 54), but inexplicably
omitting any reference to the Saville Manuscript or the Stanley cycle of  ballads
(except for one in  another context, p. 133. See  Ricardian  No. 37, p. 16).  These
certainly originated before Dr  Hanham’s  terminal date, as I hope to show in an
article  in the near future. At the end of the chapter devoted to  minor  chroniclers
is printed a usefully-annotated translation of  that  portion of  Rous’ Historia
Regum Anglie relating to Richard (pp. 118—24).  This  is not the  first English
translation as she  states, since my own version has been available to  Society
members for some years, but it is certainly the  first  to be  printed, and  greatly
increases  the  value  of this  book.

The discussions of  Mancini, the Croyland Chronicle and Vergil are valuable
contributions  to our knowledge of  these sources. As Dr Hanham  says, Mancini  '
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lhas'probably beenless influential than it should  have  been, she has however

possibly overstated his  value.  We need not  necessarily accept her belief  that
Mancini  demolishes  “the  view  that Richard’s  accessioh  was  welcomed  by his
contemporaries  as  right  and  just” (p. 72), since  it  must  first be shown that his

sources represented the general opinion. Mancini’s reports of  hostility to

Richard could reflect his informants’ attitudes.  With  the Croyland Chronicle

Dr Hanham has performed a  valuable  service  in  examining the nearest  thing we

have  to the  original  manuscript, the transcript used by Fulman  in the first
printed edition of the Chronicle, and has found  a  number of printer’s errors in
that edition.  The  most interesting is  that  the statement  that  the Duke of Norfolk_
fled after the  Battle  of Bosworth was caused by the printer  omitting seven words,
and was thus not a mistake of the Chronicler (p.  100) This  has a bearing on

the authorship, and  m  the course of a  most  interesting discussion of the  text
and authorship, Dr  Hanham  argues for the Chronicle being the work of two
men.  One was a man-of some political experience and standing who originally
wrote  a  history for general circulation amongst his peers, and the  other  was a

.monk of the  Abbey who adapted and altered the original work to fit the  scope
of  a  monastic chronicle. The  original  author is tentatively identified as someone
like  Bishop Russell, but not necessarily him.  The theory that  the original form
of the chronicle may have  circulated beyond the Abbey of Croyland opens up
the possibility that Polydore Vergil may have  used  it as one of his sources. The  '
arguments  used  to support  this  theory are  persuasive (pp.  135—142, 148—151),
and the  author adduces many parallels between the two  works.  If  true, this
gives  better reason to rely on his statements.

Dr  Hanham’s  discussion of More’s work i's perhaps the most interesting
part of the  book.  She believes that More wrote in a spirit of  satire, that  he was
mocking the new style of writing history introduced  into  England by Vergil,
and further, that it “is  more  profitable  to  regard  it as  lirerature than  as  a  work  of
scholarship, embodying the  results  of historical  research" (see p. 155, and generally
pp.  [SS—I61).  In other words  that More’s History of  Richard  III owes as  much
to his  imagination  as to  historical  fact.  Dr Hanham’s  discussion  of the relation-
ship between the  various  versions  in  which  More’s  work exists, of his sources
(she  believes  that  he probably used  Vergil  amongst  others,  but doubts any con-r
tribution  by Morton, see pp.  I47, I62, 167), and of his  handling of his  sources
(see for example the deaths of the Princes, pp.  186—7) goes far to substantiate
her  beliefs,  and it  will  be  difficult  for  historians  to take  More’s history seriously
in future.

The conclusions  that  Dr  Hanham  draws from her work are frequently not
favourable  to  King Richard, and her final judgement is  that  considerable
hostility existed  towards  him in his own  lifetime  over  his assumptiOn of the
throne. This cannot  be  denied, but it does not  prove  that he was the  villain  he
used to be  painted, nor would Dr Hanham  maintain  this.  In fact  this  book  con-
tains  many useful  insights  and new interpretations of the  material. It  is  a  book  -
that  no member of the  Society can afford to  ignore.

P. W. HAMMOND
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EDWARD IV’s FRENCH EXPEDITION  OF  1475; THE  LEADERS  AND
THEIR BADGES, BEING MSZ. M16. COLLEGE  OF  ARMS.  Edited by
Francis Pierrepont Barnard. Reprinted by Gloucester Reprints, l975,-£5.50.

First published by the Clarendon Press, Oxford, in 1925, this work has now
been reissued by Gloucester Reprints. The eight pages of the manuscript in
question are reproduced in facsimile, and are accompanied by a  transcript.
These  make  a  useful exercise for the budding palaeographers  amongst  us. The
manuscript is “A  declaracien  Aswell  of Capitegnes theire Speires  and  Archers
Reteigned  wyth  our  Sou(er)eigne  lord  Kyng Edward  the  iiij'h in his  s(er)uise  of
Guerre into  his  Duchie  of Normandye  and his  Realme  of flraunce  as of theire
wages  for the  second q(ua)rter paid  by John  Sorell  and  Jolm flitzherberd tellers  of
the  Kynges many in his  Receyt  at  Canterbury the  moneth  of Jun the XV  yere
of the  Reigne  of our  said sou(er)eigne  lord Kyng_Edward  the  iiij"'.” The list
follows, under the headings of dukes, earls, barons, bannerets and  knights,
ending with heralds, pursuivants and tradesmen. The names are accompanied
by description of the relevant badges as worn by each  “capitegnes” men, and  -
alongside is  a  small rough sketch of the cognisance. The Lord Scrope we are
told, had 20 lances and 200  archers, and was entitled to  four shillings a  day.  His
badge was a “Cornyche chowe”.

The bulk of the work takes the  form  of  a  “Who's  who” of  everyone  men-
tioned in the manuscript, and 9.  “What’s  what” of the badges. The editor
writes of the Duke of Gloucester  thus:  “This distinguished  soldier, as  might  be
expected, was the  only one  among the  leaders, from  the  king inclusive downwards,
who  preferred blows  to  bribes, and  wished  to  fight.” The  sources  cited,  seven
pages of printed books,‘manuscripts in footnotes to the  text,  constitute  a
formidable and, one presumes, an  exhaustive  list. There are separate indexes of
Persons, Places and  Matters.  The book as a whole directs an interesting spot:
light on one facet of the  inglorious invasion  of [475, and is. a useful work of
reference.

PAULINE E. ROUTH
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