Assessment: Part 2: Video Review
By using new technology and new scientific methods, archaeologists are able to discover how certain battles were won and lost. Therefore, for this his part of the assessment, I will be conducting a video review from an episode of the documentary series; Battlefield Detectives. This series originally ran from 2003 to 2006 on the History Channel. I will reviewing its content and accuracy, as well as its participants and sources. Whilst also discussing the visual focus and media of the video.
The premise of the document series is as follows (according to History television);  “This series approaches the perennially interesting topic of famous battles in a fresh and exhilarating way. Focusing on the battlefield itself, each programme takes an important battle telling its story and posing a puzzling central question about the battle that recent scientific research is helping to illuminate - a contemporary journey of discovery and a compelling story from the past”.[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  History Television, Battlefield Detectives (2020) <https://web.archive.org/web/20110719195543/http://www.history.ca/ontv/titledetails.aspx?titleid=68732> [accessed 8 March 2020].] 

[bookmark: _Hlk34679649]The episode under review is from series one, episode seven and follow the Battle of Agincourt. Prior knowledge of the battle not essential when viewing the battle but is advantageous. The battle occurred on the 25th of October, 1415, during the Hundred Years’ War near Agincourt in the north of France. The battle was fought between the Kingdom of England and the Kingdom of France. The battle would result in an English victory. Historian Remy Ambühl states that “The Battle of Agincourt continues to be of immense national and international interest”.[footnoteRef:2] This extract demonstrates the importance of the battle in English history and how the fascination of the battle would make a great topic to showcase in Battlefield Detectives documentary series. This particular battle is renowned for the use of a large number of English longbows victory and their victory over the French mounted knights. This particular episode focus on how the longbows could have defeated the wealthy heavily armoured French knights.  [2:  Remy Ambühl, 'Agincourt in context: war on land and sea. Introduction', Journal of Medieval History, 43.1, (2016), p.1.] 

The opening of the episode is filled with drama for the benefit of the viewer. Dramatic music is played whilst showcasing the English soldiers preparing to fire their bows. This is a strong opening to the episode because it quickly gives an indication of the tension and drams of the battle to come. For the benefit of those with no prior knowledge of the conflict; the narrator then relays the story how a small band of Englishman; through the use of the longbow, were able to defeat a French army that greatly outnumbered them. 
A re-occurring theme of the series is to interview experts in the subject that’s is relevant to the topic of the episode. There are numerous experts interviewed and in the case of this episode, Anne Curry is one expert being interviewed. Anne Curry is a Professor at the University of Reading. More importantly however, she is a leading expert in the 100 Years’ War. From the interview with Anne Curry, the audience are informed how many numbered the small English army and exactly how they were organized for this encounter with the French. Matthew Bennet of the Royal Military College, Sandhurst is also interviewed, he informs the audience how they were lined up before the battle. However, we are not told how the English had planned to draw in the French, as well as the hours of waiting they had to do prior to the battle. Following an inspection of various armours, Professor and archaeologist David Sim, of the University of Reading, is interviewed in regards of the quality and manufacturing process of a bodkin. Following my own research, this part of the episode was slightly misinformative. Whilst it is true that arrows were generally not retrieved following a battle, however by stating that arrows were made from cheap materials due to iron being so expensive is not entirely accurate. Military historian Robin Neillands states that all “weapons, armour and horses had to be produced for inspection”.[footnoteRef:3] Arrows were a part of the weapon inspection and it was vital they were produced to a high standard. Arrows quality was such an importance; that there was a law governing their quality. Fines were possible if an arrow failed the weapons inspection. This demonstrates that perhaps not all aspects of this had been thoroughly researched by the Battle Detectives team. [3:  Robin Neillands, The Hundred Years War (London: Routledge, 2002), p. 58.] 

Following the armour and bodkin inspection, the team then decided to conduct an arrow test to conclude whether a longbow arrow could have penetrated the armour available in that time period. Expert archer and bowyer Hector Cole, conducts the test and it is determined that arrow was not strong enough to pierce the armour. However this test has to be taken with a pinch of salt as a number of factors could alter the test results. The bow strength used is never revealed, this is vital because without the proper bow strength, the test results cannot be accurate. Also the type of steel and iron used for the armour and bodkin does not reflect the similar product quality of the time period. These factors lead to an inaccurate test being conducted. The narrator concludes this segment by claiming that the longbow arrows could not possibly have killed any knights, however there are accounts disproving this. Neilland states in his book The Hundred Year War; “Skilled hand could deliver the arrow on target at ranges up to 300 yards away with sufficient impact to penetrate chainmail and some plate”.[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  Ibid, p. 61.] 

The rest of the documentary focuses on the soil and topography of Agincourt. The documentary unveils that the soil from Agincourt; when wet, can retain water well and form into thick mud. This is vital as it is stated that this mud would made it difficult for the French knights to get back up onto their feet due to the suction of the mud on their armour. The topography also demonstrates that a stretch of land dropped off on either side of the battle, this is where the English longbows would have been stationed. These factors played a great part in the English victory at Agincourt. 
In conclusion, this episode of Battlefield Detectives was interesting, but not without it’s flaws. The episode is a great introduction for those with no prior knowledge of Agincourt. However, there are issues with the accuracy of some information relayed. Perhaps deeper research would have been advantages for the documentary series. Despite this, it is still a well put together documentary and enjoyable to watch.
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