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HOW  TALL  WAS  CLARENCE? ,
THE  HEIGHT  of Richard of Gloucester has been  the' subject of some speculation,
that  of his  brother  Edward was measured in the  eighteenth  century, but no
informed comment has been made on that of their brother George. This is
perhaps rather strange when it is considered that the existence of the  presumed
bones of the Duke of Clarence-and his wife.Isabel  have  been  known‘ since
1709.  This  was the first time  that  the Clarence vault 1n Tewkesbury Abbey 1s
known  to  have  been opened  since  the dissolution of the monastery.- Bones
were found scattered  over  the floor, and  there  seems no reason to  supposg that
they were not those of the Duke and his wife.  They were later placed 1n the
glass  case  in  Which they now rest.  Accepting that  these are their  bones, it
was thought to be of interest to attempt to estimate their  heights  from them.
Gwen Waters agreed to measure the longest bones now visible in the glass
case, on the assumption that  these  were the femurs, that is the thigh bones.
She found  that  the two longest bones were  approximately 17 am} 17% to 18
inches long. It' IS known that for the average person the femur is 27. 5% of
the  total  height  of the body, and using these  two figures it can be calculated
that Clarence was approximately 5 feet 5 inches  tall, or alternatively if two
people are represented, as seems probable, that Clarence and Isabel were  both
about  this  height. This is  about  the average for  a  man in the fifteenth century.

This  height for George may be compared with that of Edward IV, which,
when his  tomb  was opened in  1789, was  found  to be  6  feet  3} inches (James
Ramsey, Lancaster  and  York, Vol.  2, 1892, p.269).  Richard’s height is less
well documented, but he is generally thought  to have been below average.
This  is on the  basis  of the speech by Archibald Whitlaw, Scots envoy in  1484,
in  which  he remarked  that  “ Never had nature endowed so small  a  body with
so  great  a soul” (George Buck,  History of . . .  Richard III,  1647, p.140).-
Nicholas von  Poppelau, a  German  traveller, described Richard as being three
fingers taller than himself  (The Usurpatio_n  of Richard III, edited by C. A. J.
Armstrong, 2nd ed., 1969, p.137),  but since we do not know how tall von
Poppelau was, this does not  settle  the matter.  However,  since he was immensely
strong, he is unlikely to  have  been  a  dwarf, which means that Richard was
probably not  a  great deal shorter  than  average.  That  IS, perhaps an inch or
two less  than  Clarence.

Thanks are due to Gwen Waters for measuring the bones of Clarence,
and to Rhoda Edwards for ascertaining the formula for calculating the  height.

THE  AUTHOR  OF THE  SECOND CONTINUATION
OF THE  CROYLAND CHRONICLE  _
The following note  has been received from R. C. Hairsine:

The  identity of the author of the. second continuation of the Croyland
Chronicle has attracted considerable interest. The  most  favoured candidate
is John Russell, Bishop of Lincoln and  Richard’s  Chancellor. A- notable
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feature of the manuscript is the author’s statement  that  “  These things  were
performed and concluded at Crowland in 1486, in the space of ten  days, the
last  being the last day of April in  that  year  ”  (translated by Alison Hanham in
Richard  III and His  Early Historians  1483—1585, 1975, p.81).  “  These  things  ”
is usually interpreted as the writing of the manuscript. Nowin the notice of
John Russell in the  Dictionary of National Biography he is noted as the author
of  several  works, including Excerpta  'ex  Libra  Thomas Waldensis  de  Sacra-
mentalibus  (a University College Oxford manuscript). In  this  work Russell
states  that  he compiled it at Woburn in  eight  weeks finishing in January, 1492.
If, as I suspect, it was fairly unusual for an author to make such  a  statement
in  this  form, then this  is further evidence in support of  Russell’s  authorship.

KATHERINE PLANTAGENET
The following note  has  been  received from Rhoda Edwards:

Just about everything that is known of Katherine, Richard  III’s  illegitimate
daughter, was discussed in The  Ricardian, No. 49, June 1975, 1520. From
this it appears that the last reference to her being alive was in  March  1485.
It may be of interest to note that in an account of the coronation of Elizabeth
of York (on 25th November, 1487), among the lists of nobility present is a list
of Earls, all described as  “  widowers ”; this includes  Katherine’s  husband, the
Earl of Huntingdon. If this statement is correct (and one of the Earls was
probably not a widower) then  Katherine did indeed die  young, under the age
of  twenty, and before  November  1487. _

The account is B.L.MSS Cotton. Julius  B XII, and is printed in Leland’s
Collectanea, Vol.  4, 1770, pp.216—223. -

STILLINGTON  AND THE  PRE-CONTRACT
It has  been  said that Commines is the sole contemporary source connecting
Bishop Stillington with the pre-contract Of Edward to Eleanor Butler.  This  is
not in fact so, since  from the contemporary report of a discussion of Titulus
Regius by the Justices in the Exchequer Chamber at the beginning of the
reign  of Henry VII, and by the Lords in Parliament, it is clear  that they thought
that  Stillington  was the  author, “ the  Bishop of Bath made the  bill  ”  (see
James  Ramsay, Lancaster  and  York, Vol.  2, 1892, p.488, and S. B. Chrimes,
English Constitutional Ideas  in the  Fifteenth  Century, 1936, p.266, both citing
the  Year  Book, Hilary' Term, Henry VII, Appendix No. 75). The Lords
thought  he should be summoned before them, as the author of this notorious
bill, but the  King refused, saying he had pardoned him. It seems clear that
his contemporaries  thought  the  Bishop had told Richard about the pre-contract,
or had  invented  it, since they would surely not  have been  so concerned if  they
had merely believed  him to  have  drafted the bill on the orders of the  King.

I am  grateful  to Anne  Sutton  for  drawing my attention to the reference
in Chrimes, above.
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