
9.  Westminster  City Library: Churchwardens‘ Accounts  of St. Margaret’s.  Westminster I460—l5l0. p.203:

this  took place  after May 22.  I483.  The  coincidence  of date of death  makes  it unlikely that  there  is another
John Kendale  involved  here.

l0. 1. C. Wedgwood. Hislozv of Parliamem  ”39—1509:  Biographies  (HMSO I936).
l  I.  e.g.  PRO:  Early Chancery Proceedings C l/48/4IS:  5  l/95-8.
12.  Wedgwood.  Writ of  diem  clausil  exlremum.  March  18.  I490.  CFR  14854509,  no.  279.
13. Wedgwood for his  father’s career.  Parentage  PRO:  Cl/57/l29—30.  Writ  ofdiem  clausil  extremum.  June  6.

I487.  CFR  l485—I509.  no.  I  l6.

l4.  Calendar  Fine  Rolls l46l—7l  .  p.235.
l5.  Public Record Olfice:  Early Chancery Proceedings  C l/62/406—7.
l6. All  other details  on  these Kendales  come  from  The  .401:  of the  Chapter  of lhe  Collegiate  Church  a] Ripon

[4524506.  Sunees Society 64  (l874). pp.200.  226-8  (Will  of  JK).  267.  292.  382  n.2. 383.
I7.  Ibid..  p.382 n.2.  For the  Kendales  of  Thorpthewles. connected with  those of  Ripon.  see R.  Surtees.  Hislory

and  Amiquilies  of Ike  Caunly Palaline  of Durham  (l8I6) Ill. p.8l.
18. A. F.  Leach (ed.).  Visilalion  and  Memorials  of Soulhwell Minsler,  Camden Society l89l.  passim.  He is

not noted in A. B. Emden’s  volumes  as attending Oxford  or  Cambridge. Brief reference  to him in
Diclionary of Nalional  Biography.

Book  Review

ESSAIS  HISTORIQUES  ET CRITIQUES SUR RICHARD Ill, ROI
D’ANGLETERRE BY J. M.  Rey, Paris, 1818.
This is  a  book  of  nearly 400 pages and is  a  complete  defence  of King Richard.
Each  chapter is  devoted  to  a  specific episode  or  description  of an event which is
then  analysed  and discussed indicating how the growth of the legend of Richard’s
behaviour developed subsequent  to his  death.  The  arguments  put  forward  are
similar to  those expounded  by later  historians. Having accepted  the logic of  some,
but not all, of Walpole’s reasoning Rey has evidently researched  the  subject  for
himself.  There  are numerous  references  to English and  French  contemporary and
later  source  material.

Although all of his  contentions  have  been  debated  since  this  book  was
written  some  of the points which he  makes  are  interesting because they are  made
by a  Frenchman.  None  of the  later  nineteenth-century British  writers appears  to
refer  to his  work.

Rey justifies his  temerity in disagreeing with  More  on the  grounds  that  his
Richard  III is the  work  of  a  young student  whose  mind was  saturated  with  Greek
and Latin  literature  which  abound  with lurid parallels of the  more sanguinary
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episodes  attributed  to Richard. In the  case  of Bacon’s  Henry VII he  contends  that
Bacon, though  undoubtedly very able, was generally regarded  as being deficient  in
the  essential  psychological  finesse necessary to a  good  historical  biographer.

He  regards  the  alleged  physical deformities of Richard as being medically
improbable without the  existence of further bodily defects  that have  not  been
mentioned.  Significantly also  they appear  to  increase  in magnitude with the
number  of  years that have elapsed  since  Bosworth  and are not  stressed  by
anyone, particularly Commynes, who had  actually met him, apart from  Rous.
Richard’s participation in the killings of  Edward  of  Lancaster  and Henry VI are
likewise  dismissed  because  of  lack  of  contemporary corroboration.  The
executions  of Rivers, Grey, Haute, Vaughan and Hastings  seem  to Rey to  have
been  uncharacteristically savage.  He contends, looking at the  situation  in
retrospect, that  Richard either  over-reacted from fears  for his own  safety or  that
the exigencies of the  times made  the  actions unavoidable.

The  disappearance  of the  Princes  is  discussed  at length. Rey is strongly of
the opinion that in no way can  Richard  be  held  responsible  for  their  deaths.  He
argues  that  the fact  that  so  many rumours  were  in circulation, and for such  a  long
period  of  time, is inconsistent with their having met with  a violent  end.  He  cites
other examples  of political imprisonments  where  a  similar situation  persisted  until
the  final assassination  took place  whereupon  the full  details  became  very quickly
known.  The  actions  of Henry VII are  also  full of inconsistencies  both  at the  time
of his  accession  and after the alleged  confessions  of Tyrrel and Dighton, which he
considers  to be politically motivated  fabrications.  ‘What do testimonies given in
secret prove  when they are  published  by interested  parties?’

Rey contends  that  Henry, after  being given such  a  precise  location  for the
burial  place  of the  Princes,  must have had a  very good  reason  for not following it
up, since  a  public exhibition of the  bodies  would  have  been  the one  sure  way of
undermining the  claims  of  Pretenders.  The  added  story of the  priest’s removal  of
the  bodies  to an unknown destination  seems a  hastily improvised  cover-up too
inept to  deceive anyone  of  average  intelligence. It is likely that  most  people  at that
time  believed  that the  Princes  had  escaped from  the  Tower, this being consistent
with  Henry’s  treatment  of Perkin  Warbeck, the  probable  complicity of Elizabeth
Woodville in the affair, and the non-committal  response  of Sir William  Stanley
that  led to his  downfall. Since  Rey is of the opinion that  Warbeck  really was
Prince Richard, Henry’s  reluctance  to  excavate  is attributed to the  fear that  he
would not find the  evidence he  needed  and that his  failure  to do so  would  stimulate
more unrest.  By his  later  executions of  'Warwick  and  Warbeck, Henry stands
accused  of the  definite murder  of two Princes in the  Tower.

The  pre-contract  of  Edward  IV with  Eleanor  Butler is  accepted  as  a  legally
valid  reason  for disinheriting his  children  by Elizabeth  Woodville.  However, Rey
claims that the rightful  heir  to the  throne  was not  Richard  but  Edward  of
Warwick  since  the  attainder  of a  father  did not, in  law, disbar  the son from
inheriting the  Crown, and  that  Richard  would have  been  aware  of  this.

Rey concludes  by saying that he will have  achieved  his  objective  if he has
conviced  those  who are not so  obsessed  by prejudice  and  propaganda  or  dazzled
by imaginative genius  that  they cannot accept  that truth and  justice  are the
essentials of  morality.  He  finds  it curious  that  for 300  years  the English  have
derived pleasure from  maligning one of their  better  kings.
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Notes  on  Rey’s  sources and  theories  regarding the Princes in the  Tower:—
Rey deduces  from such  evidence  as  there  is  that  the  Princes  were  alive  at

least until  the  spring of  1484.  The  same  theory is  given  by Andreas  Kalckhoff
(Richard III,  Sein Leben  und  Seine  Zeit.  West  Germany 1980, pp.307-352)._In
the  Mémoires  de  Martin  du  Bellay (Paris  1569, pp.6—8) it is stated  that  Richard
gave  the people to understand  that they had fallen  accidentally from the parapet of
a  bridge leading into  the  Tower  during an escape  attempt  and  that  their  bodies
had been  swept  out  into  the Thames and had not been  heard  of  since.  This could
have  been  the  truth  or it  could  have  been  a political  fabrication  to  discourage  any
further  attempts  at  freeing them  since no  official  statement about  the  episode
appears  to have  been issued' m  England.

Reference is  also  made to the  alleged discovery of the skeletons of the
Princes  during the  reign  of  Elizabeth  I as  recounted' m  the  Me'moires pour servir  d
I'histoire  de  Hollande  by Aubery du  Maurier  (Bruxelles 1740, pp.258—259).  The
du  Maurier family appear to  have  been  politically distinguished. Aubery’s father
served  in  a  military capacity under  Maurice, Prince  of Orange, who  acted  as
godfather  to  Aubery’s  brother, born in 1615. His  great uncle, Jacques Aubery,
was Advocate  General  to  Parliament  in  Paris  and was Ambassador
Extraordinary in  England where  he  negotiated  the  Peace  Treaty between Henry II
and Edward VI.  Prince  Maurice  told Aubery’s father  that  during the time of
Elizabeth’s  reign  it had  become  necessary to  utilise  all  available space  in the
Tower  to  accommodate state  prisoners. It was decided to open up a  room, the
doorway of  which  had  been walled  up for  some  time.  In  this  room  were  found  the
remains of the  bodies. Elizabeth ordered  the  room  to be  walled  up again and the
news  of the incident suppressed. Rey rejects  this  on the grounds  that  it  would  have
been  impossible  to  conceal  such-a discovery. However du  Maurier goes  on to say
that  he  understands that  this  same  door  has  recently been opened and the
skeletons  found  in the  same  place, and  that  the  King of  England, either  out of
compassion  or  from  other  reasons of  which  he is  ignorant, has decided to transfer
them  to  a  tomb  in  Westminster  Abbey.

It is  difficult  to  accept that  the Prince of Orange should  have invented  a  story
that  appears  to  have  been  corroborated  after his death. The  drawings  of H. W.
Brewer (London in the  Sixteenth  Century, The  Builder.  1901) show  a
conglomeration  of  buildings  between  the Palace and the  White  Tower. It seems
conceivable  that  there  could  have been  a  room  between  the Jewel Tower and the
private  staircase to St.  John’s  Chapel. If so the  motives  of  Elizabeth  for  hushing
up the  affair  become  suspect. FastidiOUS  distaste  for the  whole  episode  could  have
been one of  them.  There  could have  been  no  desire  to  cover  up for  Richard  in  view
of the  tenor  of the dramatic performances  that  had  official  sanction.  However she
might  have  wondered why,  if the  initial  deed had been  done  by Richard,  her
grandfather  had failed to  notice  the  significance  of a  newly walled-up door.  Which
points back  again to  Henry’s determination  not to  allow excavations  in  that
vicinity.

D.  COURT
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Notices  of Books and  Articles

The following list consists  of  recent books  and articles, mainly published in the
last twelve  months, although  earlier  publications may be  included.  The
appearance  of an item in this list does not  preclude  its  subsequent  review.  Items
marked  by an  asterisk  are in the  Society’s  Library.

BOOKS
Michael Van Cleave Alexander, The  First  of the  Tudors:  A  Study of Henry VII
and his  Reign.  1980. Rowman  and  Littlefield, $22.50.

A  new  American study of Henry VII.
Ruth Matilda  Anderson, Hispanic  Costume 1480—1530.  293  pages, illustrated, 27
plates.  1979.  Hispanic  Society of  America, Dept.  RSA, 613  West 155th  Street,
New  York.

Detailed, well  referenced  and finely illustrated.
Richard Firth  Green, Poets  and  Princepleasers:  Literature  and the  English  Court
in the  late  Middle Ages.  253 pages. 1980. University of  Toronto  Press, $20.

Includes  a section  on the organisation of the English  Court  and how it was
entertained.

Andreas  Kalckhoff, Richard III, Sein Leben  und  Seine  Zeit.  463  pages. 1980.
Bergisch-Gladbach, West  Germany.

A  German  biography showing Richard  as neither villain nor  angel.‘
Margaret Scott, Late Gothic  Europe 1400—1500.  The  History of  Dress Series,
general editor Aileen  Ribeiro.  272  pages, illustrated.  1980.  Mills and Boon, £25.

Lavish and beautifully produced commentary on  fifteenth century costume.

ARTICLES

J. H.  Baker, The  Attorneys  and  Officers  of the  Common  Law in 1480, The
Journal  of Legal History,  vol.  1, no. 2, September 1980, pages  182—203.

Includes  a  useful list of  these men with  brief biographical  details.
Caroline  M.  Barron  and  Jane Roscoe, The  Medie'val Parish  Church of St. Andrew
Holborn, The  London Topographical  Record. vol.  24, edited A. L.  Saunders.  The
London  Topographical  Society Publication, no. 123, 1980, pages  31—60.

Includes  a  transcript of the lightwardens’ accounts  1477—8 for this  parish.
P. J. C. Field, Thomas  Malory and the Warwick Retinue Roll, Midland  History,
vol.  5, 1979—80, pages  20—30.

Presents  evidence  that  Sir  Thomas Malory of  Newbold Revel, the  probable
author  of Le  Morte  D’arthur,  was  born  about l416."‘

Ralph A. Griffiths, The  Hazards  of Civil  War:  The Mountford Family and the
‘Wars  of the Roses’,  Midland  History,  vol.  5, 1979—80, pages 1—19.

The rivalries within  this  family and how  they were  affected  by the civil  war.
Appendix  of  documents.‘

Vanessa Harding, The Two Coldharbours of the City of London, The  London
Topographical  Record,  vol.  24, edited A. L.  Saunders, The London
Topographical  Society Publication, no. 123, 1980, pages 11-29.

Unravels the history of the two  separate, adjacent  properties both known  as
Coldharbour at different times.
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Toby Peterson  The  Arab  influence on Western  European  Cooking, Journal  0/
MedievaIHislory.  vol.  6, 1980, pages 317—40.

Chiefly concerned with the use of  spices  in medieval  cookery.
Roger  F. Pyc.  Some  indications of  awareness  by the Kings of Portugal in the
Fifteenth Century of their  status  vis  é  vis the  House  of  Lancaster, Coat  of Arms,
New Series,  vol.  4, no. 1 13, 1980, pages  243—246.

At one  point.  in 1447, the  Lancastrian  heir-presumptive to  Henry VI was his
second cousin  Don  Alfonso  V, King of Portugal (ignoring the doubtfully
legitimate  Beaufort line)."'

G. O.  Sayles, A  Fifteenth  Century Law Reading in England, Law  Quarterly
Review.  vol.  96,  October  I980, pages 569—580.

Probably the  earliest professional  legal text in English. The Reading includes
comment  on the king and council in fifteenth-century England.

THESES

E.  Powell.  Public  Order  and Law  Enforcement  in  Shropshire  and  Staffordshire  in
the  Early Fifteenth Century.  Ph.D. thesis, University of  Oxford  1979.  367  pages.

CLASSIFIED  ADVERTISEMENTS
Classified  advertisements  can be  accepted  at 4p per  word.  It would be  appreciated
if  advertisers  forwarded remittances together with  copy to be inserted to The
Editor, 17  Enfield  Cloisters,  Fanshaw  Street, London N1  6LD.  Cheques or  postal
orders  should  be  crossed  and made  payable  to the Richard 111  Society_.

Other  advertisements  can be  accepted  for  publication  In the  Ricardian  and
anyone  interested' 1n taking space—full, half  or quarter page—should  contact  the
Editor.

The Monarchist League. All  readers  of The  Ricardian  would  find  much of
interest in The  Monarchist.  Subscriptions, including full membership of The
Monarchist  League, £10.  00 p. a. Full  details  and application  forms  available from
we Principal  Secretary, The Monarchist  League, Secretariat, 15  Unthank  Road,

orwich.

Medieval efligial alabaster tombs in Yorkshire. Boydell  Press.  1976.  155 pp. 87  ill.
£7.50  post  free in  UK. Pauline  Routh, 2 Tinshill Lane, Leeds  L816  7AP.

The Richard III Society. A History. By George  Awdry.  Available from Don
Fleming, 23  Oakhill  Road, Sutton, Surrey SM1  3AA. £1.50  including p..&  p.

‘327



Notes  on Contributors

Martha Carlin.  At  present researching medieval  Southwark  for a PhD.
Doreen Court.  A  scientist by training, with  a  long-standing interest in history

and the  period of  Richard  I".
P. W.  Hammond.  The  Research  Officer  of the  Society.  Co-editor  of the

Society’s edition of BL.  Harleian  MS.433.
Michael  A.  Hicks.  Lecturer  in  History at King Alfred's College,  Winchester.

Author  of  False.  F Ieen'ng. Perjur'd Clarence.
Richard Knowles.  Secretary to the  Wakefield  Historical  Society, has  a  long-

standing interest in  monumental  effiges  and their  conservation  and in  medieval
armour. Author  of  several articles including “The  Reidentification of a  Harewood
Alabaster” (1975).

Pauline Romh.  A  Yorkshire member whose particular interest  is ecclesiology
and  pre-Reformation  tombs  and  mbnuments.  A  member  of the Yorkshire

‘  Achaeological Society, her  publications  include  Medieval efflgial alabaster tombs
in Yorkshire(l976).

CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE RICARDIAN
These  are  welcomed from  all  members on any subject relevant  to the  aims  of the

_  Society.  These  may be illustrated by photographs (glossy prints  showing good
contrast) or by line  drawings.  All  contributions, including advertisements  and
letters, must be typewritten, with  double  spacing and  adequate  margins, on one
side of the  paper  only.  Permission must  be  obtained  for the use of copyright
material, but this is not usually necessary for  short quotes. References  and
footnotes  must be given in one  sequence  at the end of the  article.  They must  take
the form similar to the following examples:

J. H.  Ramsay, Lancaster  and York, Vol. 2 (Cambridge 1892), pp.485—6.

B. P.  Wolfl'e, When and why did Hastings  lose  his head? English  Historical
Review, Vol.  89  (  1974), pp.835—844.

Details  need not be given in full for  second  and  subsequent references  to the
same  source.

Contributions  for the  March  1981  Ricardian  or  Bulletin  must reach  Anne
Sutto‘n, 17  Enfield  Cloisters,  Fanshaw  Street,  London  N! 6LD, by March  3l.
This  does  not apply to  articles which should  be  sent  well  in  advance  and can be
sent  at any time.
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