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PREFACE.

It has long been acknowledged, that the wra of
King Richard the Third comprehends the darkest,
the most complex, and the worst authenticated
portion of the English annals. The general his-
torian, whose course through the middle ages is
guided by a long series of trustworthy chro-
niclers, finds himself when near the close of that
important period forsaken by the great body of
his authorities, and those who remain are swayed
by the violent prejudices and strong antipathies
which are natural amongst a people who have long
been a prey to civil discord. Shrinking from such
corrupt and uncertain authority, history becomes
silent ; she resigns the doubtful and the mysterious

to the poet, whose imagination weaves out of such  /

materials the dark and terrible tragedies by which
he seeks to awe and to instruct. Thus it has been
with the period of Richard the Third. The his-
torian relates comparatively little, the poet is full

W

to overflowing. The former being reduced to A

chronicle doubts and suspicions, and being com-

pelled to write his meagre narrative from the im-

perfect statements of timid friends or the slander

of triumphant enemies, his work, thus constructed,

becomes tame and uninviting; it excites no sym-

pathy, takes no hold upon the public mind, is read
A4
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and is speedily forgotten. The defeat of the Lis-
torian 1s the triumph of the poet. He occupies the
V" vacant field, turns to account the dark hint, the
half-breathed suspicion, and, unshackled by chro-
nology, unfettered by any consideration of the
credibility of the evidence upon which he relies, he
pours into the unoccupied and “ too credulous ear”
his thrilling and attractive tale. Such must always
be the case when history leaves her work to be done
by the poet, and such is the precise state of things
in the period under present consideration. The
genius of Shakspeare seized upon the history of
Richard the Third as a vacant possession, and
peopled it with beings who have, indeed, historie
names, but whose attributed descriptions and actions
are, for the most part, the mere imaginings of the
bard.

The truth of this representation has long been
partially felt by all persons who have investigated
the history of those troubled times. Particular

/ facts, nay, considerable portions of the popular
belief, have been from time to time subjected to
examination, and found to be altogether devoid of
foundation; and much acute reasoning and profound
argument have been bestowed in criticism upon
the contradictory and incredible statements of
the few authorities that were accessible to the
earlier historians of Richard’s reign. Doubts have
been openly expressed, and controversy energetically
maintained ; but disputation is an avenue through

V' which truth, and especially historical truth, is but

/
t/
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seldom arrived at : consequently, after many and
lengthened discussions from writers of acknow-
ledged ability, the boundaries of the historical and
the poetical in the received popular version of the
history of Richard the Third remains as indefinite as
ever. Ifthe author of the present work had imagined
that the course pursued by the zealous inquirers to
whom she has alluded was that by which the truth
might be discovered, she would have deemed her
interference to be in the highest degree presump-
tuous. If the questions in dispute were to be de-
termined, or could possibly be determined, by acute
reasoning or profound philosophical inquiry, she
would have shrunk from attempting to exhibit
powers to the possession of which she is well aware
she cannot pretend ; but, it appearing to her that
mere argument and discussion were unsatisfactory
modes of attempting to determine a doubtful ques-
tion in history, and that the humble secker after
authorities might in a case like this do better ser-
vice than the most brilliant or philosophical of spe-
culators, she resolved on collecting from every
available source all existing authentic notices, how-
ever trivial, of the defamed prince and monarch.
Many of them were found in MSS., many were
gathered from recent publications bearing on the
events of this period, especially the important works
edited by Sir Harris Nicolas, G. C. M. G., and those
of the Camden Soc1ety, ‘which has done and is
doing so much for historical literature, and many
were so widely scattered, or were deposited in places

Ve






PREFACE. X1

Lordship liberally permitted the author to use the
original contemporary painting on panel for the
purposes of her publication. To John Bruce, Esq.,
her obligations are very great, not only for the aid
afforded by his acquaintance with the historical
literature of the period, but likewise from the kind-
ness with which it has been imparted. To Sir
Henry Ellis, K. H. ; to Sir Charles George Young,
Garter ; to the late lamented Right Honourable
Thomas P. Courtenay; to Thomas Duffus Hardy,
Esq., keeper of Records in the Tower; and to
John Bowyer Nichols, Esq.; she is greatly in-
debted ; —to some of them for important facts, to
others for their ready help afforded to her when
seeking for information. Nor can she omit ex-
pressing her thanks to Sir William Heygate, Bart.,
Thomas Pares, Esq., and those other kind and
zealous friends who facilitated the accomplishment
of her wish to examine personally the present state
of the several places connected with the closing
scenes of King Richard’s career, especially Bosworth
Field, Nottingham Castle, and the localities in
Leicester and its vicinity, — localities on which
history, poetry, and the drama have combined to
cast an imperishable interest. The author can-
not, however, but feel timidity in presenting to
the public a work which, although the result of
great toil and labour to herself, must of necessity
war with so many prejudices that the first effort to
shake them can scarcely hope to be received with
favour. Still, unless it be considered advisable
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that, because errors and mis-statements have been
promulgated in less enlightened times, and been
received in succeeding ages as historical facts,
they should continue to be perpetuated in spite
of all the evidence which modern research has
rendered available for their refutation, — unless
this be thought advisable, she hopes to receive a
patient and candid hearing. If the task had fallen
into abler hands, it might have led to results which
she cannot anticipate as likely to arise from her
own weak efforts. A mind more profound might
have applied her materials in a variety of ways
which have probably escaped her notice; but she
trusts that the importance of her theme will pro-
cure her work an indulgent reception, from the
reading portion of the community, and qualify
with the more learned the defects of its execution.
Attention being drawn to the subject, a sense of
justice may gradually pervade the public at large ;
and, by the aid of other and abler pens, King Rich-
ard’s character be ultimately rescued from im-
putations which rest upon grounds as shallow and
untenable as that of his personal deformity. In
this way the fabulous tales which have been long
associated with his memory will be weeded from
the pages of history, and his character as a prince
be rescued from those unjust charges which alone
derogate from the acknowledged superlonty of his
regal career.

Newlan House, Lymington,
May 1. 1844.
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2 RICHARD THE THIRD.

days, and the ever prevalent love of the marvellous,
has delighted to invest his brief career.

From our very childhood his name is pronounced
with terror ; supernatural appearances, both at his
birth! and his death?, have been freely circulated
to increase the odium which attaches to the remem-
brance of one, who from his cradle seemed marked
as a monster, hideous alike to contemplate or
describe.> Nursery tales * have united with history ®
and tradition®, in rendering him a by-word and
reproach to posterity ; and by the aid of the drama’,
the perverted representations of malignant adver-
saries ® have been impressed, in language the most
powerful, and through a form the most attractive,
on the minds of successive generations.’

1 ¢« King Richard ITI., whose monstrous birth foreshowed his
monstrous proceedings, for he was born with all his teeth, and hair
to his shoulders.” — Camden’s Remains, p. 853.

2 < Thefame went that he hadthe same night (the eve of his death)
a dreadful and a terrible dream, for it seemed to him, being asleep,
that he saw divers images, like terrible devils, which pulled and
hauled him, not suffering him to take any quiet or rest.” — Grafton’s
Chronicle, p.219.

3 Rous, Hist. Reg. Ang. p. 215. Polydore Virgil, p. 562.

4 The familiar legend of ¢ The Children in the Wood,” bas been
considered to be, and apparently with reason, an obscure and disguised
relation of the suspected murder of his nephews by King Richard
Y11, (Sharon Turner’s Middle Ages, vol. iii. p. 407.) ; and whoever
peruses this tale, under that impression, and compares the “doleful
story ”” of the two babes in the ballad, with Sir Thomas More’s his-
torical narrative of the ¢“dolourous end of those babes ™ (More's
Rycharde III., p. 127.), cannot fail of being struck with the general
resemblance it bears to leading facts connected with the tradition of
the death of the young princes. See Appendix A.

% 8ir Thomas More’s Hist. of Kynge Rycharde III., p. 8. Lord
Bacon’s Hist of King Henry VII., p. 2.

5 Sir Richard Baker’s Chronicle of the Kings of England, p.235.

7 Shakspeare’s Tragedy of Richard III.

8 Hall and Holinshed’s Chronicles.

9 Walpole’s Historic Doubts, p. 114.

g i



RICHARD THE THIRD. 3

It is time that at least some justice was done to
Richard III. as a monarch, however opinions may
vary as regards the measure of his guilt as a man.

This can only be effected by taking the unerring
voice of truth as a guide, by banishing from remem-
brance all merely traditional legends, and by striving
to form an impartial decision from well-attested and
indisputable facts, gleaned not from the annalists of
after times, or from the party statements of over-
zealous friends on the one hand, and virulent ene-
mies on the other, but derived from contemporary
authority, and the unbiassed testimony of eye-
witnesses.

The period has long since passed when prejudice
could prevail to warp the judgment in historical
narration ; and few in this age will be disposed to
reject the evidence of disinterested contemporaries,
because it overthrows the more marvellous relations
of political animosity. It may justly be asked why
Richard III. of all the sovereigns of Iingland was
so peculiarly the prey of rancour and malevolence?
But the reason is obvious. Richard alone of
all his predecessors was a vanquished and defeated
monarch, at a period when personal prowess and
heroism formed the standard of respect and ad-
miration. He was the last of his dynasty, the
object of especial indignation both to the family of
his predecessor, and of hatred and jealousy to his
rival. He lived also at a time when national litera-
ture was at its lowest ebb’, from the stagnation
which the fury of civil warfare had brought upon

1 Hume, vol.iv. p. 217.
B 2
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4 RICHARD THE THIRD.

letters and the fine arts generally; so that little
difficulty presents itself in assigning abundant cause
for the scanty intelligence and paucity of materials
which contribute to add mystery to the horrors of
this dark and savage period. Alternately occupied
in fighting for one party, or in defending the cause
of the adverse faction, the highest nobles in the
land thought only of inciting their infant progeny
to deeds of arms, or steeling their young minds
against the subtilty and want of faith which so
unhappily disgraced the age. The art of printing
was as yet scarcely known, so that all accounts,
whether historical or traditional, were written in
manuscript with great cost and labour: family ar-
chives and private memoirs, therefore, must neces-
sarily have been rare at that period; and it cannot
be doubted, that the few public documents of the
times were influenced by party spirit and prejudiced
views.

Of the scanty references that did exist, many of
the original MSS. were either wholly destroyed, or
the copies so mutilated and injured, not only from
the warfare and desolation that pervaded the land
arising from civil discord’, but also from the de-
struction of the religious houses which so speedily

1 Some idea may be formed of the fatal consequences which re-
sulted to literature from the ravages of an infuriated mob, even at a
much later period than that now under consideration, by referring to
Stow’s description of the conduct of Wyatt’s followers in their attack
on the magnificent palace of the Bishop of Winchester, at Bankside
(1554), in the ancient and valuable library attached to which the
books were so numerous, that the historian, in speaking of the num-
bers which were cut up and wholly destroyed, says, *that men
might have gone up to their knees in the leaves so torn out and
scattered about.” — Stow’s Survey.
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followed, that in many important points, doubts
can no longer be removed, difficulties solved, or
the contradictory statements of contemporaries be
reconciled or explained.

No historian of eminence flourished at the close of
the Plantagenet dynasty. No learned biographer or
philosophical statesman lived during King Richard’s
short and turbulent reign, to narrate minutely
the combination of circumstances which led to his
aspiring to the crown'; and to describe the muni-
ficent acts and wise regulations, which are still
preserved in the national archives, and corroborated
by rare and valuable manuscripts?® bear evidence in-
disputable of this monarch’s powerful mind, and of
his comprehensive and vigorous views. These,

however, have only recently been made partially
known, from attention being directed to the subject,

1 The chronicler of Croyland, and Rous, the Warwick antiquary,
are almost the only contemporary annalists of King Richard’s reign.
The first is valuable authority; for the author was ““a doctor of
canon law, and one of King Edward the Fourth’s councillors” (Cont.
Croy. in Gale, vol.i. p. 557.); but his narrative is brief, being a
mere epitome of events, which is the more to be lamented as his
facts are authenticated by parliamentary documents. Rous, on the
contrary, by dedicating his work, ‘“ Historia Regum Anglice,” to
Richard’s rival, cannot be considered an impartial authority, even
had he not rendered himself unworthy of credit by his contradictory
account of this monarch, written previous to the above-named histo-
rical work, which was compiled for King Henry VIL — Supplement
to Walpole’s Historic Doubts.

2 The Harl. MS. Number 483. contains a register of the grants,
&ec. which passed the privy seal or. sign manual during the reigns
of King Edward V. and King Richard III., consisting of no
less than two thousand three hundred and seventy-eight articles.
In addition to the above No. 18. contains manuscripts and collectanies,
out of the Parl. Rolls of Richard III., and No. 22. a short abstract,
taken out of the Parl. Rolls, of the private acts during the reign of
Richard 111. — See Prefuce to the Catalogue of the Harl. DMSS.,
p. 16.

B3



6 RICHARD THE THIRD.

owing to the publication of provincial histories’,
the examination of municipal records, and the
correspondence or private diarics of reputable and
disinterested contemporaries.?

On the other hand, biographers and annalists of
known ability, encouraged by the patronage be-
sstowed onlettersby Henry VI1I., Richard’s successor,
~ used their talents during his long and tranquil
reign to laud the victorious sovereign; to perpetuate
the wisdom, foresight, and piety of him who had
brought peace to the desolated land; and to seek
or hope for favour and advancement, by eulogising
the reigning prince, and vilifying the fallen
monarch.?> Had Richard III. survived the battle of
Bosworth, and lived to perfect in a series of years
the wise laws, the profound views, and judicious
measures framed in the course of a few short
months, posterity would in all probability have
heard but little imputation against the Duke of

1 See Drake’s Hist. of York ; Surtees’s Hist. of Durham ; Whitta-
ker’s Hist. of Richmondshire, and other eminent northern historians.

2 See also several of the works recently published by the Camden
Society, together with that valuable collection of original letters, en-
titled ¢ The Paston Correspondence.”

3 Bernard Andreas, the biographer of Henry VII., was poet
laureate to that monarch, and tutor to Prince Arthur, his eldest son.
His work, which is full of curious matter, has never been published,
but the manuscript may be found in the Cott. MSS. Dom. A. xviii.
It was written in the year 1500. Polydore Virgil, Dean of Wells,
historiographer to Henry VII., completed his history, which was
begun in the year 1505, under the immediate patronage of that
monarch’s second son and successor, King Henry VIII. Fabian, the
city chronicler, was a zealous Lancastrian, and compiled his work
during the reign of Henry VII. Lord Bacon’s well-known Life of
this sovereign, though not written until after the accession of JamesI.,
was a transcript from the Tudor historians, from whose chronicles he
obtained the leading facts, which he perpetuated in his own more
finished style of composition, — See Archaologia, vol. xxyii. p. 158.
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Gloucester ; whilst his ambition and alleged usurp-
ation would have been overlooked, like that of
Henry IV. and other of his predecessors, in the
benefits which resulted to the realm at large from
his powerful rule, and the brilliancy which marked
his kingly career.

But it was otherwise decreed. Richard was a
fallen and a vanquished foe, the victim of that all-
absorbing ambition, on which his enemies have
grounded their accusations, and which was more
than a counterpoise to his legislative zeal and
ability. Those faithful and firm friends who could
best have testified to his good deeds, or have de-
fended his memory from unjust aspersions, were
nutbered with himself amongst the slain at Bos-
worth Field. Those who had dealt treacherously
with their patron and benefactor felt their con-
sciences soothed, and themselves relieved from
odium, by the obloquy that increased tenfold after
his death. While the kingdom at large, rejoicing
in the union of the Red and White Roses, the con-
tests between which had so long desolated the land
with all the misery attending domestic warfare,
cared but little that the crimes of King Ed-
ward IV., out of courtesy to his daughter the
reigning queen, were laid wholly to the charge of
the much-execrated Gloucester, or that. the ac-
cession of his peacefully disposed successor was
left undisputed, and rendered more acceptable to
the populace by the unworthy actions and crimi-
nal deeds unsparingly ascribed, whether justly or
unjustly, to the last monarch of the House of
Plantagenet. The superstitious belief in omens,

B 4



8 RICHARD THE THIRD.

warnings, and predictions, which peculiarly charac-
terised the period that closed the brief career of
King Richard, were industriously promulgated to
invest with the terror of supernatural appearances
the simplest and most natural events; while the
ferocious deeds, which so sullied the brilliant rule
of the House of York, withdrawn by common con-
sent from the shoulders of the elder brothers, to
burden exclusively the memory of the fallen Glou-
cester, were believed firmly to have been proved, as
by a judgment from on high, in the accumulation
of untoward events, which so early sealed the fate
of one of the bravest soldiers and most potent
monarchs of the age in which he flourished.
Except by those well versed in our national
history, during the disastrous times that termi-
nated the Plantagenet dymasty, it is scarcely
possible to be conceived the state into which
England had degenerated ; the struggle for pre-
eminence between the rival factions, having led its
inhabitants to despise every acquirement that had
a tendency to soften the minds of individuals, or
to interfere with the progress of vengeance and
ambition.  Caxton, who was the chief agent in
dispelling the grievous darkness that so filled the
land, gives, in his Picture of London!, a feeling
portraiture of the existing state of things; but
though the magic of his wonderful art gradually
swept away the mists that had long enveloped all
that was good and great, yet the advantages arising
from its powerful influence were experienced less

1 See Appendix B.
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in his own particular time, than in after years.
Richard III., to whom he dedicated one of the
rarest of his works', and to whose chivalrous
feelings and princely demeanour he bears such
conclusive testimony, by his eloquent appeal in the
preface, lived not long enough to benefit from an
invention which, by enumerating the generous and
noble qualities of his youth, and perpetuating the
wisdom of his legal acts, might have made a
powerful contrast in after years with the Tudor
chronicles, which detailed only his crimes, whether
real or imputed.

But no such favourable circumstance befriended
this monarch. His early childhood, from the
causes just named, was wrapt in mystery. His
maturer years were stigmatised by accusations
equally opposed to reason and unsupported by
proof ; while his entire conduct and actions, from
his birth to his death, are rendered so obscure by
the contradictory statements and marvellous cir-
cumstances which mingle with some few well-
attested facts, that they have hitherto distracted
the biographer, and defied the general historian
to unravel them. Richard Iil. was destined to
terminate with his brief reign the darkest period,
morally speaking, of our national annals; for with
his reign terminated that unceasing period of feudal
oppression and civil warfare, which, commencing at
the Norman conquest and ending with the defeat
at Bosworth, is usually designated “ the middle
{}gﬁas-”

I The Booke of the Order of Chivalry or Knighthoode: Caxton,
1484.
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With the Tudor line, as with the Norman race,
a new and brighter order of things dawned upon
the land. The decisive battles of Hastings and of
Bosworth, the most important in a political point
of view, perhaps, of any of our domestic contests,
were parallel in their subversion of the ancient
order of things, and also in the effect which they
produced of establishing a distinct chronological
era in English history; for with the subjugation of
the Saxon monarchs and the accession of William I.
commenced that chivalric though despotic period
which reached its climax during the brilliant reigns
of the Plantagenets, and terminated in the ruin
and downfal of that divided house, in the person
of its last representative, Richard III. On the
other hand, Henry VII., from whom all subsequent
monarchs of this realm have descended, may justly
be considered the founder of those liberties, and
the father of that civil and political freedom, which
so distinguishes the last three centuries from the
state of tyrannical oppression that immediately
preceded it; rendering the one the age of proud
nobility and servile vassalage; the other, that of
an enlightened aristocracy, with a generous and
free-born people.

The coincidence, indeed, of circumstances and
results, arising from the defeat respectively of
Richard and Harold, were most remarkable, as
relates to their important effect on the kingdom
at large. Henry of Richmond, like William the
Conqueror, ascended the throne with all the fame at-
tendant on victory; and profited no less by the odium
that must ever attach to the violent and unjust
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deposition of a youthful sovereign.! Their claims,
too, were alike aided by the religious enthusiasm
already kindled in their favour, from their con-
nection with the pious kings Edward the Confessor
and Henry VI.; the former canonized as Saint
Edward, the other only denied a corresponding
exaltation in consequence of the enormous fees
which were demanded by Pope Julius for the
apotheosis of ¢ Saint Henry of Lancaster.”? The
reign of the latter, also, like that of the former
monarch, encouraged by its weakness the pre-
ponderating influence of an overbearing aristocracy,
and they tended in like manner to facilitate the
revolution by which that powerful body was in its
turn subdued. Again, the circumstance of Edward
the Confessor being the son of a Norman princess®
gave carly encouragement to the expectations of
his kinsman, and furnished the duke at his decease
with a pretence for asserting his right to the crown;
so also it is well known that Henry VI. ecarly
prognosticated the succession of Henry of Rich-
mond, and that his words, considered prophetic in
that superstitious age, greatly aided the claims,—

1 Harold 1. was appointed Regent of England, and Richard II1.
was nominated Lord Protector of the realm during the minority of
the lawful heirs of the throne ; and both these princes deposed their
sovereigns, who were minors, and took upon them the royal prero-
gative. — Sundford, book i. p.4.; book v. p. 407.

2 « The general opinion was, that Pope Julius was too deare, and
that the king would not come to his rates.”” — Bacon’s Henry VII.,

R
3 3 William I. of England, and seventh Duke of Normandy, was
cousin to Edward the Confessor ; his mother Emma, the wife of King
Etheldred, being the daughter of Richard fifth Duke of Nor-
mandy, who was uncle to Willlam, surnamed the Conqueror. —
Sundford, book i. p. 1.
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that of being the son of a Lancastrian princess', —
on which Richmond based his pretensions to the
crown. The imbecility of the lawful heirs to the
crown, the unfortunate Edward of Warwick? and
“the gentle” Edgar Atheling, who is described as
wholly unfit to govern, both in mind and body?, by
destroying the hopes of the advocates for legitimate
succession, and precluding opposition to the in-
vaders, left the crown open respectively to the
founders of the Norman and Tudor lines; who,
though cementing eventually the old and new
dynasties, by marriage with the female repre-
sentative of the former, were nevertheless more
palpably usurpers than the monarchs whom they
so unsparingly branded as such; in consequence
of legitimate male issue being alive?, when they

1 Henry VII. of England, and second Earl of Richmond of that
descent, was nephew to Henry VI., being the son of that monarch’s
half-brother, Edmund Tudor, espoused to the Lady Margaret Beaufort,
only child of John Duke of Somerset, the grandson of John of Gaunt,
Duke of Lancaster. — Life of Margaret Beaufort, p.43.

2 Edward Earl of Warwick was about 10 years of age (Dugdale
vol. ii. p. 162.) when Henry VII. contested the crown with Richard
I11. at Bosworth ; but in consequence of the severities and close
imprisonment which this hapless prince had endured from his early
childhood, his mind had become so enfeebled that he was altogether
incapacitated from being the leader of his party or assuming the
reins of government. Nevertheless, as the only surviving son of
George Duke of Clarence, King Richard’s elder brother, he was the
lawful inheritor of the English throne upon his uncle’s decease, and
after the disappearance of the young princes his cousins ; for although
the daughters of Edward IV. were alive and at liberty, yet up to
this period of English history females had not exercised the regal
authority in Britain.

3 Milton, Hist. Brit., book vi. p. 82.

4 On the demise of Edward the Confessor, there were three sur-
viving children of his nephew Edward, son of Edmund Ironside,
who, had not that prince died before his uncle, would by heirship
have succeeded to the throne. These consisted of a son, Edgar

B e T S ————
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seized the throne by violence, and established
themselves on it by right of conquest. Finally, the
discontent of the opposing parties speedily mani-
festing itself in insurrection, conspiracy, and revolt,
the policy of William, as also of Henry VII., aimed
at subduing the power of the nobility, weakening
the authority of the clergy, and augmenting the
liberties of the people. In both cases the accession
of these monarchs formed epochs of mental culti-
vation in their subjects, which could not fail to
reflect brilliancy on their reigns: the Norman
princes, by their love of minstrelsy and poetry,
their patronage of letters and of learned men,
laying the foundation of that thirst for knowledge
which reached its climax under the Tudor monarchs

Atheling, constitutionally weak, but the undoubted heir of the crown,
and his young sisters Margaret and Christina. Prince Edgar was
acknowledged king upon the decease of his great uncle, but was
speedily dethroned by his kinsman Harold, who had been appointed
regent during the young king's minority. Edgar lived under
Harold’s government until that prince was slain by the Norman
Conqueror ; upon whose usurpation a pension for life was settled
upon the dethroned monarch. Of the two daughters, Margaret, the
elder, married Malcolm III., King of Scotland, and Christina took
the veil. By the subsequent union of Matilda, Margaret’s daughter,
with the youngest son of King Williain, eventually Henry I., the
Saxon and Norman lines were united.—Milton’s History of Britain,
book vi.; Sandford, book i. On the accession of Henry VII. seven
legitimate heirs to the crown were living, viz. the five daughters of
Edward 1V., and the son and daughter of George Duke of Clarence,
who had been put to death in the Tower. Of these, the unhappy
Edward of Clarence, a state prisoner from his infancy, was even more
rigidly guarded than before by the Tudor monarch; failure of issue in
the deceased king, Richard III., having rendered Prince Edward the
last male survivor of his ill-fated race. He was finally beheaded by
Henry on frivolous accusations, but really from political jealousy, at
the early age of twenty-four, in the year 1499 ; and by the marriage
of this monarch with Elizabeth, the eldest of King Edward the
Fourth’s daughters, the long divided houses of York and Lancaster
became united. — Eacerpta Historica, p. 123.
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from the adventitious aid of printing, and the en-
couragement bestowed by Henry VIL and h%s
family on the earliest typographical efforts. It is
therefore apparent that the founder of the Tudor
dynasty must have possessed, as was before stated,
the full benefit of contemporary biographers
and able historians to enumerate his virtues and
extenuate his errors; while Richard III. was
selected by these self-same writers as the vietim
to exalt the fame and magnify the judicious
policy pursued by his more cautious and successful
rival.

As the image of the deceased king faded from
remembrance, deformity of body, without sufficient
co-existing proof!, was gradually associated with
alleged deformity of mind ; thus strengthening the
contrast, bodily as well as mental, between the
new monarch and his fallen predecessor — the
distorted appearance of the one seeming in unison
with his dark and crooked policy ?; while the moral

! Stow, in his valuable work, ¢ The Survey of London,” de-
clared, ‘“that he could find no such note of deformity in King
Richard 11T1. as historians commonly relate ; ’ and he acknowledged,
viva wvoce, that he had spoken with some ancient men, who, from
their own sight and knowledge, affirmed that he was of bodily shape,
comely enough, only of low stature. Now, as ‘ honest John Stowe”
was born in 1525, only forty years after Richard’s decease, he must
have had many facilities for speaking with those who had both known
and seen the king; he was also remarkable for his circumstantial
detail of the persons of princes, and ¢ very inquisitive,” too, in the
description of their persons and features. — Life of Stow, prefixed
to his Survey of London, p. xviii., ed. 1720.)

2 ¢ There never was in any man a greater uniformity of body and
mind than was in him, both of them equally deformed. Of body he
was but low, crook’d-backed, hook-shouldered, splay-footed, and
goggle-eyed ; his face little and round, his complexion swarthy, his
left arm from his birth dry and withered ; born a monster in nature,

“f
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and religious habits of the other, being annexed to
superiority of form and feature', speedily secured
golden opinions for the second Alfred, — * the So-
lomon of England,?” — and increased to positive
frenzy the odium and abhorrence which to this
day attaches to * Crook-backed Richard,” the de-
mon incarnate of prejudice, of superstition, and of
political malevolence.> Let it not, however, be
supposed, that in entering on the arena of contro-
versy respecting the alleged acts of Richard III.,
any desire is entertained of exalting him into a
hero of romance. The crimes laid to his charge,
whether real or imaginary, (for thisis not the place
in which to discuss their validity,) were many
and grievous; and his elevation to the crown was
marked by transactions which, to speak in the ,
mildest terms, were open to severe condemnation,
unmitigable censure. But the same unerring guide,
Truth, will equally aid the historian in collecting
well-attested facts, whether adduced in corroboration
of good or evil deeds ; and in the absence of all proof
— nay, of even substantial foundation for imputed
crimes greater and more heinous than were ever
perhaps heaped on the memory of any individual,—
surely the charitable and truly English feeling
claimed for the vilest of malefactors, until he has

with all his teeth, with hair on his head, and nails on his fingers and
toes. And just such were the qualities of his mind.” — Baker’s
Chronicler, p. 234.

I See Appendix C.

2 Bacon’s Henry VII.,, p. 231.

2 “ Since the heavens have shap’d my body so,

Let hell make crook’d my mind to answer it.”
Richard I11., Act 1. Scene I.
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CHAP. IL

Offspring of Edward ITI.— Richard II. deposed by Henry of Lan-
caster, who usurps the throne. — Superior title of the Earl of
March.— The Earl of Cambridge conspires to dethrone Henry V.
— He is seized, and executed for high treason. — Rivalry of the
Houses of York and Lancaster.— The honours of the race of
Clarence and of York centre in Richard Plantagenet, heir of the
attainted Cambridge.— His childhood, wardship, character, and
high reputation.— Unpopularity of Henry VI.— His loss of
reason. — Duke of York is made Protector. — Birth of Edward
Prince of Wales. — Hostility of Queen Margaret towards the
Duke of York.— He asserts his title to the throne. — His claims
admitted by Parliament. — Indignation of Margaret. — Battle of
Wakefield. — The Duke of York is slain.— Edward, his eldest
son, proclaimed king.

Berore entering on the more particular and per-
sonal history of Richard Duke of Gloucester, in
order that the nature of his political position may
be clearly understood, it will be necessary briefly to
review the state of public affairs up to the birth of
that prince; so far, at least, as is requisite to show
what was the situation of his parents, both as re-
gards their connection with the throne, and likewise
with that faction of which they were the acknow-
ledged head. The offspring of Edward III. and
Philippa of Hainault, who commenced their reign
in the year 1327, consisted of seven sons and five
daughters.' Of these the eldest, Edward the Black
Prince, died of consumption shortly before his
father, so that the crown, in 1377, devolved on a
minor, Richard II., his only surviving child.

That prince, weak, irascible, and self-willed,
though endowed with amiable and affectionate qua-

1 See Appendix D.
VOL. 1. C



18 RICHARD THE THIRD.

lities, was deposed in 1399 by his cousin Henry of
Bolingbroke, heir to John of Gaunt, Duke of Lan-
caster, the fourth son of Edward III. Parliament,
however, had previously nominated as successor
to Richard II., who had early been united te Ann
of Bohemia, but without issue, Roger Mortimer,
Earl of March!, the grandson of Lionel Duke of
Clarence, elder brother to John of Gaunt, and the
legitimate heir to the throne; Prince William, King
Edward’s second son, having died young. *

The House of Lancaster being powerful, wealthy,
and highly popular, this branch of King Edward’s
family retained possession of the usurped sceptre,
and transferred it to their lineal successors for three
consecutive reigns; viz. that of Henry IV., who
forcibly seized it, his son Henry V., and Henry VI.
his grandson; the three sovereigns who compose
that branch of the Plantagenet dynasty, which in
our regnal annals is denominated the Lancastrian.

But their sway, though uninterrupted for up-
wards of half a century, was neither peaceful nor
altogether uncontested. Notwithstanding the al-
leged abdication of Richard II., and the fact that
Parliament ratified ® the usurpation of Henry IV.4,
the claims of the descendants of Lionel Duke of
Clarence were considered, at Richard’s decease, in-
disputable by the laws of inheritance. This Prince
Lionel left an only child, Philippa, married to
Edward Mortimer, Earl of March, in whose son

1 Rot. Parl., vol. v. p. 484.

% In the Cott. MSS. there is preserved a very interesting contem-
poraneous account of the funeral of this young prince, who was born
at Hatfield in 1836, and dying 8d March, was buried at York,

9 Edw. IIL. — Cott. MSS., Nero C. viii. fol. 218. ¥
3 Rot., Parl., vol. iii. p. 416. 4 1bid., p. 424.
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Roger centred the above-named claims." This son,
however, dying before the deposed monarch, his
heir, a child seven years of age, with an infant
brother, were imprisoned for many years at Wind-
sor Castle? and their wardship bestowed on the
Prince of Wales, afterwards Henry V., that their
rich possessions and rival claims to the crown
might ensure from the heir apparent continued and
safe custody. Unusual as is such a result in such
cases of conflicting interests, a chivalric and roman-
tic friendship sprang up between the prince and
his imprisoned cousins; so that, upon his accession
to the throne, Henry V. experienced no opposi-
tion from Edmund Mortimer3, but numbered him
amongst his most devoted followers.

Thus stood matters during the usurping reign of
Henry IV. as regards the four eldest branches of
Kind Edward’s race.* The fifth son of that monarch

1 Sandford, book iii. ch. xii. 2 Hume, vol. iv. p. 62.
3 Kennet, vol. i. p. 315.
4 The annexed pedigree will exemplify more clearly this portion
of the narrative.
Epwarp IT]. = Pairirra.
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was Edmund Langley, Duke of York, who married
Isabel, daughter and co-heiress of Peter King of
Castile and Leon.! John of Gaunt having espoused
her sister, a double connection by birth and by
marriage united for a brief period the houses of
York and Lancaster; but this alliance produced a
mere temporary submission to the usurpation of the
latter; for the Duke of York’s second son? the
Earl of Cambridge, espousing the Lady Ann Mor-
timer, sister to the above-named Earl of March, and
grand-daughter of Philippa of Clarence, that branch
speedily and with great energy advocated the rights
of primogeniture, which had been tacitly abandoned
by Edward Mortimer, the rightful heir. This no-
bleman was childless®, so that no personal ambition
stimulated opposition to his early friend and former
guardian; and the other male branches of the
house of March having gradually fallen victims to
zeal for their race, or dying without issue, the lineal
rights of their ancestor; Lionel of Clarence, be-
came vested, after Edmund Mortimer’s decease, in
Richard Plantagenet, the only son of the Lady Ann
Mortimer and the Earl of Cambridge.* Now this
latter prince was not of a temperament quietly to
abandon his child’s just claims; consequently, in
the third year of King Henry’s reign, upon the eve
of that monarch’s departure on an expedition into
France, he joined in a conspiracy with some leading

! Testamenta Vetusta, vol. i. p. 134.

2 Richard of York, surnamed of Coningsburgh, from the place of
his birth, and created Earl of Cambridge by Henry V. shortly after
his accession to the throne. — Parl. Ann. 11 Hen. V.,

3 Sir Francis Biondi’s Hist. of the Civill Warres, vol.i. p. 114,

4 Testamenta Vetusta, vol. ii. p. 110.
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nobles, the Lord Treasurer Scroop, and Sir Thomas
Grey, who were favourable to his cause, to depose
Henry V., and restore the lawful heir to the throne
in the person of the above-named Edmund Mortimer,
Philippa’s grandson, and his own brother by mar-
riage. Being, however, betrayed by the Earl of
March, to whom he had disclosed this conspiracy,
the ostensible design of which was to place him on
the throne of his ancestors, but doubtless with the
ultimate view of his son’s succession, he was seized,
tried, and condemned on his own confession?, and
beheaded with the other conspirators at Southamp-
ton® in the year 1415, and third of Henry V.

The untimely death of this prince, who was
much and deservedly beloved, induced in his race
a particular and personal cause of hatred against

1 Some of the early chronicles ascribe this conspiracy to Charles VI.
of France, stating that he offered a million of gold for the betrayal
or murder of King Henry ; but the high esteem with which Richard
of Coningsburgh was regarded by his royal kinsman, who had created
him in the year previous Earl of Cambridge, a title which had
before been borne by his father and brother, renders it highly im-
probable that any less powerful inducement than that of preserving
the right of his posterity to the crown, would have induced in the
earl so desperate and ungrateful a scheme.— Sandford, books v. p.366.

2 The indictment of the Earl of Cambridge may be found on the
Rolls of Parliament, vol.iv. p.64.; and the substance, in English,
in the Lansdown MSS. No. 1. art. 27. The letter of confession
from the earl to King Henry V. is preserved in the Cottonian MSS,
Vesp. C. xiv. fol. 39.; and his memorable letter, suing for mercy
after his condemnation, is also contained in the same collection,
Vesp. F.iii. fol.7. These letters, as autographs of so remarkable
a person, are most curious and interesting ; but as the whole have
been published by Sir Henry Ellis in his valuable collection of
‘¢ Original Letters,” vol.i. 2d series, it is not considered necessary
here to give more than correct reference to the genuine documents,
which so minutely detail the unhappy end of the grandsire of
Richard III.

3 Cott. MSS. Vesp. C. xiv, fol. 39.

(000
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the line of Lancaster; and the two branches of
Clarence and York being united by marriage, and

influenced by mutual feelings of indignation from -

injuries inflicted by the reigning family, they hence-
forth became leagued in one common cause of
enmity against them; whence the unceasing and
exterminating warfare that characterised the period
in which their several claims were so fiercely con-
tested under the well-known appellation of the
Wars of the Roses.! By the demise of Edward?
eldest son of Edmund Langley, Duke of York, who
was slain at the battle of Agincourt, and left no
issue, the infant heir of the recently executed Earl
of Cambridge became the head of this family, and

1 The precise period at which the Red and White Roses were
adopted as hostile emblems in the divided house of Plantagenet, has
never been satisfactorily ascertained ; but an ancient contemporaneous
MS. (see Appendix E), discovered by Sir Henry Ellis in the
Bodleian Library at Oxford, proves that the White Rose was an
hereditary cognisance of the house of York, and borne as such by
the duke when he inherited the title. Camden states, that the
Lancastrians devived the badge of the Red Rose from their ancestor
Edmund, first Earl of Lancaster, ‘ on whose person,” says Sandford,
‘“ was originally founded the great contention betwixt the two royal
houses of Lancaster and York.” And in a curious article, entitled
“ Impresses,”” Camden in his Remains, p.451., asserts, that “ Edmund
Crouch-backe, second son of Henry III., used a Red Rose, where-
with his tomb at Westminster is adorned.” Also, that ¢ John of
Gaunt, fifth Duke of Lancaster, took a Red Rose to his device, as it
were by right of his first wife, the heiress of Lancaster, grandchild
to the above-named Edmund Crouch-backe ;” and that * Edmund
of Langley, Duke of York, his younger brother, adopted as his
emblem the White Rose.”

? Edward Plantagenet was created Earl of Rutland during his
father’s lifetime, 13 Richard II.; but on his decease, in 1402, suc-
ceeded him in his titles and estates as Duke of York and Earl of Cam-
bridge. This latter dignity, as stated in a former note, was granted
to his younger brother, Richard of Coningsburgh, in the second year
of King Henry V., who held it at the time when he was executed
at Southampton for conspiracy against the king. — Sandford,
book v. p. 363.

e I T —— R ——
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the inheritor of his uncle’s fortune and honours?;
but in consequence of his father’s rebellion and
subsequent attainder, these latter were withheld
from him.

At the death of the Duke of York in 1415, a
few months after the execution of the Earl of Cam-
bridge, Richard Plantagenet was only three years
of age; nevertheless the suspicions induced by the
earl’s conspiracy, and the jealousy resulting from
the justness of his son’s maternal claims on the
crown, led to his being immediately apprehended
and committed to the Tower, under the custody
and vigilant care of Robert Waterton? brother to
King Henry s favourite attendant: there he con-
tmued closely imprisoned for a considerable time,
associated with the celebrated Duke of Orleans and
other noble prisoners who had been captured at the
battle of Agincourt, in which his uncle had so
recently fallen.

So long as Henry V. survived, and for some
time after the accession of his son Henry VI., the
young Plantagenet experienced all the evil effects
of his father’s unfortunate rebellion and attainder.
His mother dying during his infancy was spared a
participation in the misery that afterwards befell
her husband and her child.* On the decease, how-

1 Nichol’s Royal Wills, p. 222.

2 A petition from Waterton, praying for payment of the 150/
per annum, awarded to him for the board and safe keeping of the
infant prince, is published in Rymer’s Feedera, vol.ix. p. 317. See
Appendix F.

3 The Lady Anne Mortimer died young, and left two children by
the Earl of Cambridge ; a son, the above-named Richard Plantagenet,
and a daughter, Isabel. From the tender years of her brother at his
father’s death, and from the circumstance of the Earl of Cambridge

c 4
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ever, of her only surviving brother, the before-
named Earl of March, without issue, her orphan
son, already heir to the vast possessions of the
house of York, succeeded also to the immense
wealth and hereditary honours of this his maternal
uncle, including the earldoms of March and Ulster,
and the lordships of Wigmore, Clare, Trim, and
Connaught: he consequently united thus in his
own person the representation of King Edward’s
third and fifth sons, and by virtue of direct heirship
from the former became the lineal inheritor of the
sovereignty of England.?

It was not, however, until the fourth year of the
reign of Henry VI. that the young Richard Plan-
tagenct, then about thirteen years of age® after

having married again some time before his execution, the lady Isabel
was in all probability the eldest. She was afterwards united to
Henry Bourchier, Earl of Essex and Viscount Bourchier, by whom
she had a numerous family. The second wife of Richard Earl of
Cambridge was Maud, the daughter of Thomas Lord Clifford, by
whom he had no issue. She subsequently espoused John Lord
Latimer, and died about the 25th of Hen. VI. — Sandford, book v.
p- 367.

! On the accession of Henry VI., the Eail of March was ap-
pointed lord lieutenant of Ireland, and died in that country, 8d
Henry VI., 1424. — Sloane MSS., 17. 6. Of this ill-fated noble-
man we find the following notice in Biondi, book iv. p. 25.: — At
this time (Hen., VI. 1424), Edmund Mortimer, Earl of March,
formerly deprived of his liberty, died at Trimmes in Ireland, where-
upon his just and lawful pretences fell upon Richard Plantagenet,
sonne of that Richard Earl of Cambridge who by the commandment
of Henry V. was beheaded at Southampton in 1415.” — See also
Sandford, book iii. p. 225.

2 Sandford, book v. p. 869.

3 Richard Plantagenet being three years of age when the Duke of
York was slain at Agincourt, 25th October, 1415, he must have
been in his twelfth year when he succeeded to the honours of the
house of March on the demise of his uncle (3d of Hen. V1. 1424),
-and aged about thirteen when fully restored to his dignity as Duke
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being knighted with his youthful monarch, was
fully restored to his twofold rank', as Duke of
York and Earl of Cambridge and Rutland on the
paternal side, and Earl of March and Ulster in
right of his mother. The reigning family appeared
at this time too firmly seated on the throne to
dread a revival of those claims which had now
remained in abeyance for three generations, and in
the meantime had been confirmed to themselves by
repeated acts of the legislature. Great care was
also taken that from his earliest childhood the heir
of the house of York should be intimately asso-
ciated with, and carefully guarded by, leaders of
the Lancastrian party, his wardship? having been
assigned to Ralph Earl of Westmoreland, who had
married the Princess Joane Beaufort, daughter of
John of Gaunt, and sister to Henry of Bolingbroke,
the founder of the Lancastrian dynasty. The evil
fortunes which so early overwhelmed the family of
the Earl of Cambridge appear to have been pro-
ductive of singular benefit to his infant son and
successor in tempering his character and conduct;
for all the writers of that perind agree in admitting
that he was a prince of considerable ability, and
one of the most upright and excellent characters
that adorned the age.

Courageous and intrepid, humane and beneficent,
he was remarkable for his heroism in the field of
battle and for his temperate and conciliating con-

of York in the Parliament assembled at Leicester in the fourth year
of that monarch’s reign. — Sandford, book v. p. 365.

1 Vincent on Brooke, p. 621.

2 Feedera, vol. x. p. 358.
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duct in political affairs’; and this too under circum-
stances of strong excitement and peculiar tempta-
tion.? These estimable qualities, and the factious
spirit which early agitated the court of Henry
VI. (arising from the struggle for power between
Humphrey Duke of Gloucester and Cardinal Beau-
fort), accelerated the advancement of this promising
young prince, and laid the foundation for that popu-
larity which eventually restored the diadem to
the House of York in the person of his eldest som,
King Edward IV. Upon the departure of Henry
VI. into France, to be crowned monarch of that
realm, he nominated the Duke of York to be con-
stable of England?®; and after the demise of the
king’s uncle, the Duke of Bedford, in 1435, Richard
was appointed, at the early age of seventeen®, to the
regency of France.® Recalled from this arduous
station by the machinations of the opposite party,
the Duke of York became so distinguished for his

! Hume, vol. iv. p. 168. 2 Sharon Turner, vol. iii. p. 174.

3 Rot. Parl. Hen. VI. p. 1. m. 7.

4 Tt was in allusion to this high appointment, that his great poli-
tical antagonist, Edmund Duke of Somerset, exclaimed, at a subse-
quent period, ¢ that if York had not learned to play the king by his
regency in France, he had never forgot to obey as a subject in Eng-
land.” — Echard, vol.i. p.214.

5 This most important command bestowed on one so young,
affords a remarkable proof at how very early an age after Richard’s
restoration to his rank and title his dormant elaims on the crown
were tacitly admitted. ¢ Bedford, the king’s uncle, being dead,”
says Biondi, “a new choice was made of who should succeed him
as regent of France. Of two that pretended thereunto, the Duke
of York bore away the bell ; whereat the Duke of Somerset was
scandalised, who, being the king’s cousin, thought to have been pre-
ferred before him, but the council was of another opinion: York’s
true pretence unto the crown, though at that time mot spoken of,
was perhaps the cause why they would not discontent him.” —
Biondi, vol. ii. p.96.

f
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military prowess and daring achievements, that in
1440 he was again, appointed ‘lieutenant-general
and governor-general” of that kingdom'; but
being superseded at the expiration of five years,
really through the ambition of John Duke of
Somerset, but under pretence of suppressing a for-
midable insurrection in Ireland? he displayed on
that occasion such strong judgment and such emi-
nent self-command, that it revived in full force the
recollection of those regal claims which were pos-
sessed by so noble a character®, and considerably
strengthened his title to that throne which was ere
long to be openly contested.

The Duke of York himself gave no encourage-
ment for many years to cabals or conspiracies in
his favour. The unhappy fate of his parent had
been an awful and a severe lesson to him in child-
hood. The carlier years of his life had been de-
voted to warlike exploits in other lands, and as a
natural result he was but little connected with po-
litical schemes at home. He was loyal to the reign-
ing monarch, and submissive to the laws of the
realm. He ruled justly and wisely as the vicegerent
of that sovereign, and cheerfully obeyed his man-

1 Minutes of Priv.Coun. 19 Hen. V1. 1440.

2 Stow asserts that ““in 1449 there began a new rebellion in
Ireland ; but Richard Duke of York, being sent thither to appease
the same, so assuaged the fury of the wild and savage people there,
that he won such favour among them as could never be separated
from him.” It has been also observed by Sir Henry Ellis, that “in
justice to the Duke of York it must be stated, that the acts which
were passed in the Parliament of Ireland under his administration
reflect the greatest credit on his memory.” — Ellis, Original Letters.
vol. i. p. 107.

3 Sandford, book v. p. 371,
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date when officially recalled from the honourable
appointments ' before mentioned; but a combina-
tion of events in after years (which it is unneces-
sary here to do more than very briefly advert to)
forced him eventually to take a decisive part in
the domestic struggles that agitated his country, and
finally in self-defence to enforce those pretensions
to the crown which he clearly inherited from
Edward III. through the royal descent of his
illustrious mother.

From the time that Henry VI. ascended the
throne as an infant but eight months old, this coun-
try was little less than one continued scene of dis-
order and contention. Naturally weak and timid,
possessed of every mild and endearing virtue that
could attach the affections in private life, but defi-
cient in vigour of mind, in judgment, and those
nobler qualities which dignify the character, and
are indeed essential in the ruler of a great and
powerful nation, this amiable sovereign became
from his earliest childhood the victim of ambitious
guardians *, and continued through life the tool of

! Sir Harris Nicolas, in his preface to ‘ Minutes of the Privy
Council,” 15 Hen. VI. 1437 (p. xi.), states that “on the 7th of
April the council ordered letters to be written to the Duke of York,
whose command as lieutenant of France had expired, and who was
unwilling to retain that office thanking him for his services, and
requesting him to continue in France until his successor arrived.”
The same learned writer also adds (p. xiv.), “ there seems to have
been considerable difficulty in finding a successor for the Duke of
York, &c. &c. After much consideration, Richard Beauchamp,
Earl of Warwick, accepted it, on condition that he had the same
powers granted as his predecessor.” (pp. xi. xiv.) A most convincing
proof of the trust reposed in him, and of the confidence entertained
in his loyalty and high principles.

2 Cont. Croyland Chron., p. 52.

3
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designing and selfish ministers. The measure of
his misfortunes was completed by his marriage with
Margaret of Anjou', a princess of singular beauty
and accomplishments, but of so masculine a spirit
and so unyielding a disposition, that she increased
the disaffection which was felt towards her royal
consort, and by her violent temper and inordinate
ambition fed the discontent that arose from the
misgovernment of those evil counsellors who in-
fluenced the simple-minded king in his unpopular
measures. The illness of Henry V1. in the thirtieth
year of his reign? (about thirteen years after his
union with Queen Margaret) ending in imbecility
of the most distressing kind? openly rekindled the
long smothered contentions between the rival
branches of the house of Plantagenet ; and the Duke
of York, by the death of different members of the

1 This princess was the daughter of Reyner Duke of Anjou,
titular king of Jerusalem, Sicily, Arago, Valence, &c., and Isabel
his wife, third daughter of Charles Duke of Lorraine. She was
united to Henry V1. at Southwick in Hants, on the 22d of April,
1445, and on the 30th of May following was crowned at West-
minster. — Sandford, book iv. p.290.

2 W. Wyr,, p.477.

3 The melancholy state of the unfortunate monarch is most
affectingly described in the parliamentary record which perpetuates
the event. Certain nobles, accompanied by the Bishop of Chester,
were deputed by the House of Lords to ascertain by a personal inter-
view the exact condition of the afflicted king, and to endeavour to
learn his pleasure on public matters of importance, ““to the which
matters nor to any of them they could get no answer nor sign ; for
no prayer nor desire, lJamentable cheer nor expectation, nor any thing
that they or any of them could do or say, to their great sorrow and
discomfort. After dinner they came to the king’s highness in the
same place where they were before, and there they moved and stirred
him by all the ways and means that they could think to have answer
of the said matter . . .but they could have no answer, word, nor
sign, and therefore with sorrowful hearts came their way.” — Rot.
Pari., vol. v. p. 241.
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reigning family without issue, having become first
prince of the blood, and consequently next in order
of succession to the throne, apart from his dormant
maternal claims, was unanimously elected by par-
liament' ““protector and defender of the realm,”
and in April, 1454, invested with all the state and
importance attached to heir presumptive of the
crown.

The birth of an heir apparent, Edward Prince
of Wales, at this critical juncture, and under cir-
cumstances of painful suspicion as regards his le-
gitimacy, increased rather than diminished the
strength of the opposing party.? The distraction
which had so long desolated the kingdom was at-
tributed, and most justly, to the long minority * of
the reigning sovereign and the factious spirit of his
regency ; the prospect therefore of similar evils re-
curring in the person of his infant son, born so
many years after his marriage, and when the king,
by reason of his infirmities, was in a manner dead
to his subjects, aroused a feeling of discontent in
the supporters of the rights of primogeniture, that
was daily fostered by the imperious conduct of the
queen-mother and the obnoxious measures of her
ministers.

A curious and striking proof of the general
feeling relative to the claims of the Duke of York,
and of the favourable manner with which they were
advocated by the people at large, is evinced by
some contemporaneous rhythmical lines, quoted by

1 Rot. Parl., vol.v. p. 242. 2 Fabian Chron., p. 456.
3 Sharon Turner, vol. iii. p. 192.
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Augustine Vincent', the learned antiquary, from an
ancient roll in his possession?; which verses attest
the pains that were taken to promulgate the lineage
of York at the time he was advanced to the pro-
tectorate®, by means of itinerant minstrels, the
popular historians of the day.*

The power of the Duke of York® thus gaining
ground, notwithstanding the birth of an heir ap-
parent, and the jealous indignation of Margaret of
Anjou being roused past all control, an open rupture
was the result; and for a space of ten years the
animosity, the hatred, the spirit of vengeance, which
characterised the two parties, can only be estimated
by perusing the minute and particular accounts
written by contemporary annalists® of the principal
battles which marked, and may truly be said to

1 Vincent’s Catalogue of the Nobility, p. 622.

2 See Appendix G.

3 The composition in question was written by an Augustine
friar of the monastery of Clare in Suffolk, the manorial rights of
which were the lineal inheritance of the now popular Duke of York.
— Weever's Funeral Monuments, p.734.

4 It was chiefly by means of these metrical traditions that the
people of England, before the introduction of printing, became ac-
quainted with the leading events of their national history; and
through the medium of wandering musijcians, the chroniclers of those
early days, who chaunted their rude verses in the several houses of
entertainment which they frequented in their rambles, much inter-
esting matter was transmitted from generation to generation, and thus
preserved for the benefit of more enlightened times.

5 < Tt is not unworthy of observation, that the rebels of this period
expected increased popularity from connecting their insurrections
with any name appertaining to the House of York.” Jack Sharpe,
for example, was “ of Wigmore’s lands in Wales,” and Jack Cade
was “a Mortimer,”’ cousin to the Duke of York (as he termed himself
at least) ; and this rebel’s ejaculation, “Now is Mortimer lord
of this city,” when on passing the famed London Stone he struck it
with his sword, is familiar to all acquainted with the history of this
period. — Ellis’s Original Letters, 2d series, p. 118.

6 Whethamstede, pp. 353—481.; also W, Wyr., p. 484,
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have disgraced, this most sanguinary age.! Of
these no farther notice is here required than the
simple statement, that at the expiration of that
period (October 1460) the Duke of York, being
irritated to extremity by the political and personal
opposition of the queen, and goaded by his incensed
party to revenge the insults which had been re-
peatedly offered to them by the house of Somerset,
who considered themselves next to the infant
Prince of Wales in heirship to Henry V1.2 at length

1 Amongst the Harleian MSS. (see No. 901. art.5.) has been
preserved an original document, containing the names of the kings,
princes, and nobles slain during these desperate battles between the
houses of York and Lancaster, when they so fiercely contested for
the crown. In the brief period of fifty-four years it numbers en
the list, 3 kings, 12 dukes, 1 marquis, 17 earls, 1 viscount, and
24 barons.

2 The connection of the house of Somerset with the reigning
family was as follows: — John of Gaunt was thrice married. By
his first wife, the Lady Blanch, heiress of the Duke of Lancaster
(and in right of whom he assumed that title), he had one only son,
Henry of Bolingbroke, afterwards Henry IV. By his second wife,
the Princess Constance, co-heiress of the King of Castile and Leon,
he had no male issue. But during her lifetime he had four sons
and one daughter by Dame Katherine Swynford, widow of Sir Otes
Swynford, formerly a knight in his service) afi@ whom he eventually
espoused after the decease of the Princess Constance.

By an act passed in the reign of Richard II. (Ret. Parl., vol.
iii. p. 843.) these children, surnamed De Beaufort, were, on the
duke’s marriage with their mother, legitimised by Parliament, and
the eldest son was forthwith created Earl of Somerset; but though
thus permitted to share with the lawful offspring of John of Gaunt
the enormous wealth and vast possessions of their common parent,
yet the deed itself was not at that time considered as entitling them
to succession to the crown ; but, on the contrary, as excepting them
by special reservation (Eacerpt. Hist., p. 153.) from all regal immu-
nities that might accrue to the descendants of their illustrious parent.
From this important point originated the enmity and personal
Jjealousy that subsisted between the Duke of York and the above-
named family of Somerset, the latter acting on all occasions, as indeed
they considered themselves to be the representatives of the House of
Lancaster on failure of direct male issne ; and the former, as heir
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publicly appealed to Parliament for a recognition
of his title to the throne' as the descendant of
Lionel Duke of Clarence.

His claims having been presented in legal form
to the Lord Chancellor, were by him submitted to
the twelve judges, and after being argued at con-
siderable length by the great law officers of the

presumptive, and entitled to the crown by lineal and unimpeachable
descent, disdaining the claims of the De Beauforts, springing as
they did from a corrupted and illegitimate source.

The high position, however, which the Earl of Somerset occupied
at the court of Henry V1. is evinced by his being styled, in a letter
from the privy council to the inhabitants of Bordeaux when ap-
pointed Lieutenant General of France, as “a powerful and distin-
guished prince of the King's blood and lineage” (Minutes of Priv.
Coun., civ.) ; by his being created Duke of Somerset, and Lord of
Kendale, with precedence above the Duke of Norfolk; and by his
being allowed to inspect the register of the King’s lands, that he
might select those which he thought proper. — Ibid., cx.

This nobleman died in 1444 ( Collins’s Peerage, 1.197.), and was suc-
ceeded in his titles and station by his brother Edmund, whose haughty
and imperious manners rendered him generally unpopular ; while the
ascendancy which he obtained over King Henry and Queen Margaret
caused great indignation amongst the ancient nobles of the land,
which increased to open hostility, when, through the influence of
his royal mistress, the obnoxious favourite was chosen as chief minister
of the crown. To this source may unhesitatingly be ascribed the
origin of the Duke of York’s rebellious conduct towards his sovereign
(Paston Letters, vol. i. p.65.), which was first evinced in a petition
urging the arrest of Somerset, and calling on the King to institute in-
quiry into his conduct ( Rot. Parl., v. p. 316.), and which was followed
by articles of impeachment exhibited against him as chief minister
in 1451 (Cott. MSS., Vesp. C. p. 14.) His personal influence over
the Queen increased the odium of his maleadministration ; and his
being publicly arrested “in her chamber” (Sandford, book iv.
p- 294.) and presence, during the King’s appalling illness, and thence
committed by the lords to the Tower, did not tend to discourage the
reports relative to the illegitimacy of the Prince of Wales; although
Somerset’s committal is by himself alleged to have been ordered by
the privy council solely to secure his personal safety.— Harl. M S. 543.,
p- 163.

I The Duke of York’s title to the throne will be more clearly
shown by the following pedigree : —

VOL. I. D
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per annum, an enormous sum in those days, was
awarded to Richard Duke of York; when this new
parliamentary admission of his title was added to
the lineal claims of the house of Mortimer, of which
he was the representative.

The Queen was sojourning with the young
Prince, at the castle of Harlech in North Wales?,
whither she had fled for refuge after the capture of
King Henry, and the defeat of the Lancastrians at
Northampton 2 when this important decision was
communicated to her, accompanied by the royal
mandate, enforcing, in no measured terms, their
immediate and peaceable return to Court.® Spurn-
ing with indignation and disdain an enactment
which deprived her son of his inheritance, and
limited her own and her husband’s regal position
to the mere sufferance of parliament, Margaret fled
instantly to Scotland, and implored, in all the
agony of desperation, assistance from its youth-
ful monarch? through the medium of the Queen-
Regent, Mary of Gueldres, his mother, who ruled
during his minority. She assembled, by the co-
operation of her northern partisans, the Earl of
Northumberland and the Lord Clifford, such a
powerful force in so incredibly short a period, that
it enabled her immediately to defy the decision of

1 Warkworth Chron., p. 35. 2 Paston Letters, vol. ii. p. 51.

3 W. Wyr., p. 481.

4 James 1., King of Scotland, married in 1424 Joane, daughter
of John I., Earl of Somerset, and grand-daughter of John of Gaunt.
It was from their grandson James III., thus closely allied to the
house of Lancaster, that Margaret of Anjou at this time entreated
assistance ; his royal parent, James II., having fallen a victim to
zeal for her husband’s cause a few months previously at the siege of
Roxburgh, August 8d, 1460. — Granger's Biog. Hist., p. 33.

I
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parliament, and to resist the commands of her pusil-
lanimous lord and sovereign.

The Duke of York, unprepared for such prompt
measures, hastened to crush at its outset an op-
position so formidable to his recently admitted
claims to the crown. He foresaw not that he was
hastening to his destruction, and that the crown so
fatally contested by his ancestors, so recently se-
cured to himself and his heirs, would never grace
either his own brow or that of his youthful rival.
Accompanied by his second son, Edmund Duke of
Rutland, and by his brother-in-law, the Earl of
Salisbury, he reached, by forced marches, his patri-
monial castle of Sendal, with about 6000 men, on
the 21st December, 1460, in which stronghold he
held his Christmas, and was to have been speedily
joined there by a powerful force from Wales, headed
by his eldest son the Earl of March, whom he
hastily dispatched to summon his vassals on this
important occasion. But the fate of Richard Plan-
tagenet was destined to be irrevocably sealed, and
the furious contests between him and Margaret of
Anjou brought to a sudden and final close, by the
approaching battle of Wakefield. The intrepid
Queen had already crossed the Scottish frontiers,
and being joined by her favourite Somerset, and
the heroic Earls of Devon and Wilts, she reached
the gates of York before the Duke was in any
position to encounter the formidable force which
she had assembled. Heedless of the advice of his
friends®, and regarding only the taunts of his

1 W. Wyr., p. 484. 2 See Appendix H.
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enemies, in an unguarded moment, the brave and
high-minded Duke of York sallied forth from
his castle!, and was induced, under peculiarly
disadvantageous circumstances, increased by the
breach of faith and dishonourable conduct of the
Lancastrian leaders, to encounter his vindictive
foes.

The battle was brief, but the result was most
important ; for after a desperate conflict, and the
display on the part of the Duke of coolness,
courage, and valour, worthy of his high repute, the
noble warrior, covered with wounds, and maintain-
ing his intrepid courage and his undaunted spirit
to the last, was surrounded by foes, and over-
powered by superior numbers.” Being taken
prisoner, with his faithful kinsman the Earl of
Salisbury, he was, after a short delay, put to death
in a manner so aggravated by the bitter insults
that preceded its execution, that it portrays far
better than all comment the ferocious spirit which
degraded the character of the English nobility
during these domestic feuds.

Being dragged in mockery to an ant-hill, and
crowned by a diadem of knotted grass® he was
insultingly placed there as on a throne, before
which his enemies deridingly made their submis-
sion, exclaiming, in-unhallowed perversion of sacred
language, ¢ Hail! King without a kingdom. Hail!
Prince without a people.”*

I W. Wyr,, p. 485.

2 Whethamstede, p. 489. 3 Ibid.

4 John Whethamstede, otherwise called Frumentarius, from whose
contemporary authority the above revolting details have been taken,

D 3



38 RICHARD THE THIRD.

Cruelty having been heaped on scorn, and the
worst passions of vengeance and hatred indulged to
satiety, he was at length beheaded ' amidst the most
exulting shouts.? His head, fixed on a lance, was
presented in triumph to the Queen, and speedily
placed by her commands over the gates of York?
surmounted in derision by a paper crown*; by its
side were also arranged the heads of Salisbury and
many of his devoted adherents.’

The Earl of Rutland, his second son, a youth
of seventeen® most prepossessing in appearance
and of singular beauty, flying from the fatal spot
with his tutor, Robert Aspell, the Duke’s chaplain,
was overtaken by the Lord Clifford ; and the royal
stripling, in reply to his prayers for mercy, was
stabbed with unrelenting ferocity to the heart.”

The inhumanity of this savage deed, and the
active part taken by this nobleman in the death
and insults offered to the Duke of York, procured
for him in after-years the appellation of the * Black
Clifford.” The murder of the inoffensive Rutland,

was Abbot of St. Alban’s during the reigns of Henry VI. and Ed-
ward 1V. He was an historian of repute, and wrote divers treatises ;
amongst others, a book of the record of things happening while he
was Abbot, which book Holinshed had seen, and in some passages
of his time followed.— Baker’s Chronicle, p. 201.

1 Hall’s Chron., p. 251. 2 Appendix I.

3 Cont. Croyland, p. 530. 4 W. Wyr., p. 485.

5 Rot. Parl., p. 466.

6 Scarcely two historians agree respecting the age of the Earl of
Rutland at this period ; some representing him as sixz, others as
having attained his zenth and twelfth year. But the coeval testimony
of William of Wyrcester leaves no doubt as regards the date of his
birth, which he fixes at Rouen in May, 14438 ; consequently, at the
time of his assassination, the young earl must have been seventeen
years of age. — See W. Wyr. Ann. apud Hearne, p. 461.

7 Whethamstede, p. 489. Hall, 251.
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however, was fully avenged by the heavy retri-
bution which was visited on the offspring of this
cold-hearted chieftain after his own speedy decease,
which occurred within a few months following that
of his innocent victim; and as if in requital for
the treachery practised to York by means almost
similar! to that which had effected the destruction
of this prince and his son. The romantic fate of
Henry “ the Shepherd Lord,” Clifford’s heir, is too
well known, however, to require a more particular
detail in these pages.*

Sad as was the tragedy which thus prematurely
terminated the career of Richard Duke of York,
who, like his illustrious parent, was suddenly cut
off by a violent and untimely death, it speedily put
an end, for a brief interval at least, to the bar-
barities exercised for so many years by the con-
tending factions. Goaded to desperation by the
bitter insults heaped on their idolized leader, the
Yorkists speedily rallied their full force round the
heir of the unfortunate duke; and fighting with
an energy and zeal that nothing could resist, they
quickly recovered, under the young Earl of March,
the ascendancy that seemed irrevocably lost on the
execution of his ill-fated parent.

Victory followed upon victory, and vengeance
was suminarily taken on the sanguinary leaders
of the late disastrous affray. Henry VI., Queen
Margaret, and their son, Edward Prince of Wales,
after many desperate conflicts, fled into Scotland
for refuge; and Edward of March, now Duke of

1 Habington’s Life of Edward IV., p. 16. 2 Appendix J.
D 4
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York, having proceeded to London', whither
he was invited both by the mnobles and the
people, was proclaimed king, under the plea that
Henry had violated his solemn pledge to the
nation?, but in reality from that monarch’s utter
incapacity to rule, and the odium excited in the
metropolis, and throughout the country generally,
by the excesses’ of the royalists’ party both at
Wakefield and St. Alban’s. Whatever was the ac-
celerating cause, the transition of the sceptre from
the line of Lancaster to that of York was rapid
and decisive ; the young duke was elected king,
and taking possession of the throne of his ancestors,
he was crowned at Westminster within three
months of his father’s untimely death*; and by the
title of Edward IV. became the acknowledged
sovereign of these realms, and founder of the

Yorkist dynasty.

Leaving him in the full enjoyment of dominions,
which had been secured by so fearful a waste of
human life and treasure, and having briefly por-
trayed the existing state of public affairs from the
usurpation of the line of Lancaster, in the person
of Henry IV., to the period which chronicles the
accession of the House of York in that of King

1 W. Wyr., p. 489. 2 Rot. Parl., p. 465.
. 3 The chronicler of Croyland, in narrating the effect of the battle
of Wakefield on the minds of King Henry’s supporters, states that,
“ elated with their victory, they rushed like a whirlwind over
England, and plundered without respect of persons or place. They
attacked tbe churches, took away their vessels, books, and clothes ;
even the sacramental pyxes, shaking out the eucharist, and slew the
priests who resisted. So they acted for a breadth of thirty miles,
all the way from York nearly up to London.”—Chron. Croy., p. 531.

4 W, Wyr,, p. 490.
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able for the varied fortunes that marked her troubled
life, and for the vicissitudes to which she was exposed
in consequence of her political connection. She is
therefore entitled to a distinct and especial notice,
not merely as one of the most eminent women of
the age in which she flourished, but because Cecily
Duchess of York will be found a most important
personage, and to have occupied a very prominent
position in the eventful life of her youngest son
Richard III. '

Of high birth, superior attainments, and such rare
and exquisite beauty, that she obtained in child-
hood, throughout the district adjoining her father’s
abode, the appellation of the “Rose of Raby,”* she
yet evinced a greatness of mind during periods of
unexampled trial, and displayed a zeal and rectitude
of purpose in the active performance of conjugal
and maternal duties of no ordinary description, that
render her even more an object of respect and
admiration, than of sympathy for the poignant
sorrows which marked her sad and eventful career.
This distinguished lady was the youngest of twenty-
two children? of Ralph Neville, Earl of Westmore-
land, nine of whom were by his first wife, the daugh-
ter of Hugh Earl of Stafford, and thirteen the issue
of his second marriage with the Princess Joane
Beaufort, the illegitimate daughter of John of Gaunt
and Dame Katharine Swynford before mentioned.
Though by birth a_ Lancastrian, — her mother
being half-sister to the usurper Henry of Boling-

1 Strickland’s Queens of England, vol. iii. p. 817.
2 Blore’s Monumental Remains, part iii.
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broke, — yet from very early childhood the Lady
Cecily was the companion of the attainted heir of
the House of York, who was brought up and edu-
cated in her father’s house ; the wardship' of the
young Plantagenet, her future husband, having been
bestowed by Henry V. upon the Earl of Westmore-
land? shortly after the execution of Richard’s father,
the Earl of Cambridge.? This it was hoped would
afford security to the reigning family against future
rebellion from that source; as principles of loyalty
would naturally be infused into the youthful mind
of Richard Plantagenet by the House of Neville,
bound as they were by ties of consanguinity to the
ruling House of Lancaster.

Of the place, or the precise period, at which
the marriage of the Duke of York with the Lady
Cecily was solemnized, no record has been found,
but it probably occurred before the expiration of
his wardship, and when the parties were mere
children; the guardians of rich minors at this early
period having the privilege of marrying their
wards to whomsoever, and on what terms they
pleased *: and this arbitrary power was generally
used, and, indeed, granted, for the purpose of en-
riching the family of him on whom the boon was

1 Feedera, vol. x. p. 858.

2 See Appendix K.

3 The documents printed in the Feedera, relative to the custody
and wardship of Richard Duke of York, enables this Prince’s career
to be clearly traced from the period of his father’s execution and
attainder, until he was restored to the family honours, both on the
paternal and maternal side. This is not only interesting but very
important, as relates to various circumstances connected with his poli-
tical career, and that of his offspring, Edward IV. and Richard 111.

4 Paston Letters, vol. iii. p. 227.



RICHARD THE TIIRD. 45

conferred.! The Lady Cecily was about two years
younger than her noble consort, having been born
on the 3d of May, 1415?; and the loyalty of the
young couple, and their entire submission to King
Henry VI., who was first cousin once removed to
Neville’s daughter, as also the interest and attach-
ment felt by that monarch for them, is evinced by
the fact of his standing godfather?® to their eldest
son, who was thence named Henry, in deference to
his royal sponsor and kinsman.

A numerous progeny was the result of their
union, although it would appear from a passage in
the ancient contemporary roll before mentioned 4,
that many years elapsed after their marriage before
there was any prospect of perpetuating, in a direct
line, the hereditary wealth and honours that had
become centred in the young Duke of York.

The illustrious couple were, however, blest even-
tually with twelve children®, eight sons and four

1 Excerpta Historica, p. 8. 2 W. Wyr,, p. 458.

3 Archelogia, vol. xiii. p. 7. 4 Vincent, p. 621.

5 The children of Richard Duke of York, by the Lady Cecily
Neville his wife, were as follows: —

Ann of York, Duchess of Exeter, born at Fotheringay, 10th
August, 1439; married first to Henry Holland, Duke of
Exeter, secondly to Sir Thomas St. Leger, Knt.

Henry of York, born at Hatfield, 10th February, 1441.

Edward of York, born at Rouen, 28th April, 1442, afterwards
Edward 1V, 1

Edmonde of York, born at Rouen, 17th May, 1443, Earl of
Rutland.

Elizabeth of York, born at Rouen, 22d April, 1444, married to
John De la Pole, Duke of Suffolk.

Margaret of York, born at Fotheringay, 3d May, 1446, married
to Charles Duke of Burgundy.

William of York, born at Fotheringay, 7th July, 1447.
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daughters. Of these, Henry, the eldest son, above
mentioned, as also William, John, and Thomas, their
fourth, fifth, and seventh sons, died in boyhood ;
Edmonde, the youthful earl of Rutland, was slain
on the same day with his illustrious parent; and
Ursula, their youngest child, died in infancy.?

Thus, on the demise of the Duke of York, three
sons and three daughters alone survived him. The
former were Edward, the second son, Earl of March,
his heir and successor, born at Rouen 28th of April,
1442 % during his father’s regency in France, who
succeeded to the dignities of his house, and ob-
tained that crown for which the life of his sire
and his grandsire had been prematurely sacrificed ;
George, the sixth son, afterwards Duke of Clarence,
born in 1449, at Dublin, during his parents’ abode
in Ireland ; and Richard, the eighth son, the future
monarch of England, born in the year 14523, at
the castle of Fotheringay, the patrimonial seat of
his ancestors.*

John of York, born at Neyte, near Worcester, 7th November,
1448.
George of York, born in Ireland, 21st October, 1449, afterwards
Duke of Clarence.
Thomas of York, deceased in infancy, probably between the years
1450 and 1451.
Richard of York, born at Fotheringay, 2d October, 1452, after-
wards Richard III.
Ursula of York, 'of whom no other mention is made than of her
name, and that she died young.
Wm. of Wyrcester, apud Hearne, p.461.; Sandford,
book v. p. 874. ; Vincent on Brooke, p.621.
1 Vincent on Brooke, p. 621.
2 W. Wyr., p. 462. 3 Ibid., p. 477.
4 Fotheringay Castle was erected by Edmund Langley, first Duke
of York, the fifth son of Edward III., and the great grandsire of
Richard of Gloucester.— W. Wyr., p. 478.
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Greater stress has been laid on the number and
succession of the offspring of the Duke of York
and the Lady Cecily !, because inattention to the
vast difference of age between Edward Earl of
March, their third, and Richard of Gloucester, their
eleventh child, has been one leading cause of con-
fusion as to dates, and also of many conflicting
statements relative to important events, in which
the latter prince is considered to have acted a pro-
minent part, but which it will be hereafter seen
was improbable, if not actually impossible, by rea-
son of his extreme youth. From the odium at-
tached to many of these, consequently, this simple
but material fact in great measure exoncrates
him. Happily on a point so conclusive, so essen-
tial towards a clear perception of the character of
Richard III., there remains no room for doubt, or
occasion for conjecture ; as the ancient roll% which
has been already noticed on two occasions in this
work,—and which was written evidently by an ec-
clesiastical partizan of the house of York,— after
tracing the pedigree on which was founded the
claim of that house to the crown, terminates in
such minute particulars of the Duke’s immediate
family, so distinctly and separately names each
child in their order of birth, and narrates the whole
domestic history with such a quaint minuteness,
that were not many of the facts therein stated

1 See some pointed remarks on this subject, in the  Excerpta
Historica,” wherein it is stated, that ““a history of the royal family,
with a correct account of their births, marriages, and deaths, is still
a desideratum in historical literature.” — Adden. et Corrig., p. 427.

2 Vincent on Brooke, p. 622.
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corroborated by graver records, the original style
and tenor of this obsolete ballad would of itself
sufficiently bespeak its genuineness and authen-
ticity.'

The birth-place of Richard of Gloucester has
been variously stated by different authors, some
having fixed it at Berkhampstead Castle, others at
Fotheringay, both which domains, however, at the
time he was born, were the occasional abode of his
illustrious parents ; but the authority of William of
Wyrcester?, a contemporary historian of credit,
places the scene of his birth beyond dispute,
establishing the fact from his own knowledge of its
having occurred at Fotheringay on Monday the
2d of October, 1452.% This likewise marks the
exact age of the young Prince at the period of his

"father’s decease; which event happening on the
31st of December, 1460, it will be seen that he had
just attained his eighth year, and was, consequently,
about ten years younger than his royal brother at
the time that Edward IV., in the eighteenth year
of his age, ascended the throne of England.

But the personal history of Richard III. must

1 Authority so unimpeachable as that of Vincent and Sandford,
both members of the College of Arms, and writers of undoubted
veracity, united to that of Weever, the indefatigable antiquary and
obituary, are sufficient to warrant the genuineness of the rhyth-
mical lines referred to in the text (chap. ii.), and inserted in Appen-
dix G.

2 William Botoner, called Wyrcester, was born on or about the
year 1415, 3d Hen. V., and died in 1490. Many of his letters are
preserved in the Paston Collection, vol.i. Dr. Lingard terms him
‘“ a contemporary and well-informed writer”<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>