
Research Notes  and Queries

The  Geography of the  Battle  of  Bosworth
Dr Peter J. Foss writes:

I should like to respond to the article by Arnold J. James (in The  Ricardian
vol. 9, no. 113, June 1991, pp.54-69), and in particular to the author’s criticism of
my book The  Field  of Redemore  (Leeds  1990) contained in his note 58.

Mr James gives a conjectural itinerary of the progress of the armies towards
Bosworth Field, which is an interpretation of diverse and incomplete evidence
and as such, a possible, not an  exclusive, view. As with my own description of the
position and manoeuvres of the forces at the battle contained in Chapter  4  of my
book, it can only claim to be a subjective interpretation of the  evidence  available.
I myself claim no more.

One area in which it would be hard to fault the evidence is in that of the
geography and geology of the locality of  ‘King Ric: feld’ (as marked on the
Saxton and Smith maps of 1576 and 1602), and here  I  must criticise Mr James’
topographical knowledge of the area and his understanding of what my book
says and what the maps in it show. He only refers readers to the  0.8.  1:50000
Landranger series map 140 and to the Geological Survey map, Coalville area,
sheet 155. In my own research I have found it useful to make reference not only to
estate  maps of the local parishes dating from the early eighteenth to the mid
nineteenth century, but  also  to Ashby canal survey maps of the 1780s and ’905, to
the very important and detailed 0.8.  6  inch maps of the 18805, to the recent Soil
Survey maps  accompanying Whitfield and Beard’s  Soil Survey Record  no. 66
(1980), and to the working notes and annotated maps of the field surveyor
engaged in covering the area for the British Geological Survey prior to the
publication of their 1982 map (material not normally available to the public). I
have  also  found helpful the advice of the experts involved in that work at the
British Geological Survey Headquarters, Keyworth, of several authorities on
quaternary geology, and of  soil  experts engaged in surveying the Fenn Lanes
(prior to the laying of mains gas pipelines). To this list should be added the local
farmers who no doubt know the soil components and land capabilities just as well
but without the jargon.

These  additional sources -— and the fact  that  I have lived and worked in the
area for many years — give me an understanding of the  ‘geomorphology’ of the
battlefield slightly above the usual. In my book  I have  shown that the only area
which is likely to have been indigenous marshland in  a  period before systematic
land improvement (i.e. pre-1560) is the broad area of alluvial deposit running in a
north-west to south-east axis across the Fenn Lanes from the gravel terraces near
the old windmill at Shenton (385997) to near the Stoke-Dadlington parish
boundary (393979).
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Mr James points to the fact that Fig. 1 in my book does not indicate all the
areas of abnormal alluvial deposit adjoining the tributaries of the Sence brook in
Shenton and Dadlington parishes. This is true, the point being that for clarity’s
sake I only show the portion which is immediately relevant to the argument put
forward concerning the ‘Redemore’. The book makes clear, however, (pp.20-1)
—  as does the map by referring to the ‘Fomers’ —  that  these areas are more
extensive, that they correspond to traditional wetland, and that their presence
can be explained by geological factors (C. Fox-Strangeways, Atherstone  Memoir,
London 1900, p.40; B. C. Worssam and R. A.  Old, Coalville Memoir,  London
1989, p.104), by drainage factors (pending up of  flatland  aided by presence of
constricting river terraces at 385997), and that their susceptibility to flooding is
closely related to the marginal nature of the terrain which retarded land
improvement in former centuries. The photograph of the Dadlington branch of
this alluvial deposit under  flood  (Plate 1 in The  Field  of Redemore) is proof in
itself of the propensity of this area to revert to wetland conditions  even after four
centuries of artificial drainage. It is impossible to  say, therefore, as Mr James
does, that  the area ‘is well drained with a meagre supply of  water’.

The  author’s  misunderstanding of Fig.  2  in The  Field  of Redemore  is even
more puzzling. He complains in his note 58 that  I  have  ‘moved  the conjectural site
of the marsh away from the alluvium  deposit  and resited it  . . .  to the north of the
Fenn  Lanes’.  What he fails to realise is that Fig.  2  is a  diagram, not  a  map; that is,
it is not meant to give an accurate representation of the geography of the area, but
a stylised arrangement of positions and manoeuvres in relation to one another
based on the  sources  I use. The caption to Fig.  2  makes this clear. In point of fact
the alluvial deposit  does  extend both north and south of the F enn Lanes, and the
two references he gives for my Sandeford (supposedly sliding to different places
on the map) are roughly similar, since the conjectural ‘Sandeford’ according to
my interpretation was not at a single point but was  a  causeway just over 1/ 8 mile
long across the marshland. This is explained on page 23 of my book.

In contrast to the evidence  I  provide in The  Field  of Redemore  for my
positioning of the marsh (and  I  am saying nothing here even about the
‘Redemore’ connection, its links with Dadlington and the likely meaning of the
name), Mr James provides no evidence whatsoever for his own conjectural siting
of the marsh in what he describes as the ‘shallow, saucer  like valle .  .  . between
Ambion Hill .  .  . and Dadlington Hill’. This is an area I myself cons1dered in 1986
(as  also  his own placing of the ‘Sandeford’ on the Sence crossing at 398991) but
dismissed as implausible.  I  could in fact find no supporting data from  maps,
topography, local records, geology, soil types or land use factors to show that this
area was ever susceptible to the kind of conditions which would produce an
indigenous or periodic marshland.

Mr James’ definition of  a  marsh on page 54 is sadly inadequate (compare my
p.21, and notes 48 and 50 to Chapter  3  of The  Field  of Redemore), his claim that
the stream patterns are the same now as they were in 1485 is not quite true, for
some  streams, such as that at 387991, do show shifts of alignment due to land
improvement, and his belief that the Roman road  ‘ran  in  a  straight  line’ from
Leicester to Watling Street is also incorrect  (see  A. D. McWhirr, ‘The  Roman
Road from Leicester to Mancetter’, Transactions  of the  Leicestershire
Archaeological  and  Historical Society Vol. 42, 1966-7, pp. 1-5).
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I  hope that  my comments will correct the misunderstandings in  this  article
and  also  clarify the apparent problem over the maps employed in my book.- It is
always difficult to devise  a  ‘map’ of an event  such  as the battle of Bosworth which
provides information on the geographical position now and speculation  about
the military position then. Indeed I am sympathetic to the view expressed by
some historians  that  such maps are, apart  from the fun of drawing them, quite
‘worthless’.  Still, The  Field  of Redemore  is, substantially, about a particular
location, and to present this body of evidence before the public without a map of
some kind would  have  been perverse. In conclusion, therefore, I  think that  the
right balance was struck and the maps, whilst not perfect, were useful.

Mary Shelley’s  Perkin Warbeck  and  Lord Byron
Mrs Patricia D. Brady writes: '

The interesting article by Natalie Jane Prior, Mary Shelley’s  Perkin  Warbeck
in The  Ricardian, volume 9, number 113, June  1991, raises a query for which I
would like to put forward one possible solution, that is, where did Mary get the
idea for her book?

After meeting him, Mary remained attracted to the  poet  Lord  Byron  for the
rest of her life and during the summer of  1816, along with  Shelley and Clare
Claimant; she shared  a  house  on the shores of Lake Geneva in close  proximity to
the  villa  Diodati where Byron was living in exile. Many long and deep
conversations were held during that wet and stormy summer at his lordship’s
villa and it is likely that Byron and Mary discussed Perkin Warbeck. Mary’s
project  may, in fact, have been sparked off as  a  result of Byron’s interest in
Ricardian history, and likewise Byron’s own enthusiasm may have  been
rekindled by her interest.

In October Byron requested his publisher, John Murray, in London, to ‘.  . .
save me a copy of  Bucs  Richard 3d’ (sic) (L. A. Marchand, Byron’s  Letters  and
Journals, 12 vols., John Murray, London, 1973-1982, vol. 5, p.111 and  note,
Letter to John Murray, 5 October 1816. George Buck (Sir George  Buc), History
of the  Life  and  Reigne  of Richard  the  Third, 1646, was republished by Longman
1816). Whether Byron was thinking of picking up the threads of a long poem
begun in  1807  on the story of  ‘Bosworth  Field’, as he called it, is not known. On  2
August  1807  he had written to Elizabeth Pigot, ‘I have written at my Intervals of
leisure, after  2  in the  Morning 380 lines in  blank  verse, of “Bosworth Field”, I
have luckily procured  Hutton’s  account, and shall extend the Poem to  8  or 10
Books  . .  .’ (Marchand, vol. 1, p.131. The  book  mentioned was by William
Hutton, The  Battle  of Bosworth Field, 1788). Sadly, Byron’s poem is no longer
extant, but it is evident from his letters and journals that he was fascinated by
Richard III  throughout  his life.

Another connection, as far as Mary’s novel stemming from Byron’s
influence is concerned, is the fact  that  his mother, Catherine Gordon of Gight,
was descended from James I of Scotland through the marriage of James’
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youngest daughter Annabella,  to the  second Earl  of  Huntly. Lady Katharine
Gordon  who  became Perkin  Warbeck’s  wife  was the  daughter  of the  second Earl,
and a  distant kinswoman  of  James  IV of  Scotland.  This  family connection would
not be lost on  Byron  who was  inordinately proud  of his  lineage  on  both sides.  Nor
would  it  have  been  lost  on  Mary Shelley.

Mary’s novel, The  Fortunes  of Perkin  Warbeck  was  published  in  1830. Byron
had  been dead  for six  years, but his  inspiration  for  Mary lived  on.

RICHARD  III AND YORKIST  HISTORY  TRUST

YORK HOUSE BOOKS
1461  -  1490

Edited  by Lorraine Attreed

_The  York House Books  are  some  of the  most  important  documents  found in English town
archives. This  new edition is the  first  ever  complete  transcript of  books  1-6 of this  valuable
source, together with  a  full introduction and much additional material  from  the  York
archives.

All  aspects  of medieval town life are illustrated,  royal  visits,  proclamations,  political
events in the  Wars  of the Roses, local bye-laws and  craft  regulations, and arrangements for the
performances  of the York  mystery plays.

The  House Books also  present  an unparalleled view of Richard Duke of  Gloucester,
York’s  greatest  patron, both before and  after  his  accession to the  throne. .

Two  volumes. Illustrated.  800  pages.

Special  price  to Members of the Richard III  Society.  £40 the  set,  £25 the volume, including
p.&p.  from  Miss  A. Smith, 14 Lincoln  Rd.,  Guildford,  Surrey GU2  6T]. Cheques  to be
payable  to Richard 111 Society.  Overseas Members to add 10% for  postage.

£75 the set only, including p.&p.  to Non-Membérs, from Alan Sutton Publishing Ltd.,
Phoenix Mill, Far  Thrupp,  Stroud,  Glos.  GL5 23v. Cheques ‘to be payable to Alan Sutton
Publishing Limited.
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