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Abstract
The purpose of this dissertation is to research the myths surrounding Richard III, him being a usurper, a serial killer, his relationship with his niece, Elizabeth of York and others such as this. Then an insight into modern day perceptions of Richard III through media and a survey given to a group of individuals in hope to get a true view of what people see Richard to be after the discovery of his body in 2012, compared to large amount of negative perceptions from before the king was found in the car park. The reason for this is due to a fascination with demonised figures in history in particular, Richard III, the notoriously evil king depicted by the likes of William Shakespeare. The evidence on Richard is contradictory and there is next to no contemporary evidence to examine due to his brief reign as if there was evidence it was destroyed during the reigns of the Tudors.
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Introduction
This dissertation will focus on Richard III, in particular the mythology associated with him and what the modern perceptions of him are. Richard was born on 2nd October 1452 at Fotheringhay Castle in Northampshire, he was the youngest son of Richard Plantagenet, Duke of York and Cecily Neville.[footnoteRef:2] Richard became king on 6th July 1483 and reigned till his death at the Battle of Bosworth Field on 22nd August 1485.[footnoteRef:3] Richard was and still is to this day one of the most controversial monarchs of English History, over the last five hundred years he has been painted in numerous lights, both good and bad. The main writers to depict Richard nefariously were William Shakespeare and Thomas More. Shakespeare described him as ‘subtle, false and treacherous’ and More described him as ‘malicious, wrathful, envious’.[footnoteRef:4] There are others such as the Croyland Chronicle, Vergil and Rous who describe Richard in a similar fashion, but they will only be briefly addressed within this dissertation.  [2:  K. Flude, Divorced, Beheaded, Died…, p.90, C. Markham. Richard III, His Life and Character, pp.2-3]  [3:  Flude, 	Divorced, pp.89-91]  [4:  W. Shakespeare, Richard III, 1.1.40, T. More, History of Richard III, p.34] 

There are other writers that have appeared in history that wished to change the view of Richard, the first to do so was George Buck, who introduced new historical sources such as the Croyland Chronicle and the Titulus Regius which was created by Richard in 1484 to defend his right to the throne of England.[footnoteRef:5] Turner who also wrote about Richard commented that Buck’s work was ‘too feeble and too random to have any effect’, suggesting little reasoning behind Buck’s work.[footnoteRef:6] Turner also claims any public sympathy was destroyed by the Tudor kings who aimed to justify their own reign, Sir Clements Markham and Horace Walpole also have this belief.[footnoteRef:7] This dissertation will focus primarily on the mythology surrounding Richard, that is presented by William Shakespeare and attempt to address the supposed crimes of a man whose personal motto translates into Loyalty Binds Me.[footnoteRef:8] This dissertation will discuss how in a few short years Richard changed from the man who gave his father and older brother, Edmund, a true funeral once his brother Edward took the throne to a man who murdered his nephews, the sons of the King he had served with unwavering loyalty.[footnoteRef:9] [5:  G. Buck, The History and Life of Richard III, R. Plantagenet, Titulus Regius]  [6:  S. Turner, History of England in the Middle Ages Vol. 3. p.371]  [7:  Turner.History.p.370-1, Markham. Richard III, p.278, H. Walpole. Historic Doubts. p.158]  [8:  Markham, Richard III, p.42]  [9:  H. Bicheno, Battle Royal, p.270 , M. Dougherty, Medieval Kings & Queens, p.65] 



Part One: Mythology
The different mythologies surrounding Richard III shall be addressed in the following five chapters each focusing upon a different myth. These myths being the following: that Richard III was born deformed, with a hunched back and had a crippled arm; that Richard usurped his nephew in order to claim the throne of England; that Richard was a serial killer who was responsible for many deaths from the period such as his own wife; that he wished to marry his niece, Elizabeth of York and that he was responsible for the fates of the Princes in the tower, a mystery that still baffles people to this day. Each of these myths shall be addressed and answered from evidence collected.



Deformed, Unfinished, Sent Before My Time.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Shakespeare, Richard III, 1.1.20] 

The first myth to be addressed that is associated with Richard III, is that Richard was a hunchback and cripple with a withered arm. Was this just a Tudor myth or was Shakespeare’s description “Deformed, unfinished, sent before my time, into this breathing world scare half made up, and that so lamely and unfashionable, that dogs bark at me as I halt by them.” truly what Richard looked like?[footnoteRef:11] Until 2012 any comments on Richard’s physique were speculation only as there was no body to answer the questions that were presented. Firstly, the word hunchback or crook backed is not a medical term, but instead slang used to describe a spinal condition or deformity.[footnoteRef:12] [11:  Shakespeare, Richard III,  1. 1. 20-4]  [12:  Richard III: The King in the Car Park, 4 February 2013, Channel 4, 2100-2235] 

The original belief from Ricardians was that Richard was not a ‘hunchback’, this being an exaggeration from Tudor accounts, with one of his shoulders being higher than the other due to extensive training in warfare since childhood due to his duty as nobility as well as the turbulent times that Richard had lived in.[footnoteRef:13] Upon discovering the body of Richard III, it was discovered that Richard suffered from severe scoliosis, the cob angle of the curve in his spine measured between 60° and 80°, in modern day standards those who suffer with scoliosis often have surgery to try and correct the curve when it reaches around 50°.[footnoteRef:14] Due to his scoliosis Richard had suffered with chronic osteoarthritis, bone had also formed where ligaments should have been between vertebrate which would have resulted in a stiff spine and caused a number of problems, all of which Richard over came to have been in battle by the age of eighteen and in command of an army at the age of twenty five.[footnoteRef:15] Richard’s scoliosis occurred within his thoracic spine, due to the curve and the rotation of the spine his ribs would not have expanded and contracted correctly.[footnoteRef:16] His spine curved to the right, making the right shoulder sit higher than the left, resulting in an asymmetrical chest.[footnoteRef:17] He would have had no waist due to there being a very small gap between his last rib and his pelvis on his right side.[footnoteRef:18] Which would have resulted in him needing specialist armour that the weight would have had to have been braced upon the shoulders compared to normal armour where the weight was carried by the waist, amour like this would have caused Richard intense pain, thus hindering him in battle.[footnoteRef:19] Also Richard’s scoliosis would not have been visible under clothing as his curve was to the right side, he would have looked and walked like anyone one else, with the only noticeable feature being that of his shoulders being slightly uneven but even that could have been rectified by padding on his left shoulder.[footnoteRef:20] To make up for this Richard would have had to be in top physical condition and very highly trained, for him to be the skilled warrior and horseman that he is known for.[footnoteRef:21] Richard was also believed to have had a withered arm, upon examination of his skeletal remains it was discovered that this was just a myth, both arms were symmetrical to one another, though it was noted that Richard had gracile or feminine bones which caused some question on the sex on the skeleton originally.[footnoteRef:22] [13:  The King in the Car Park, C. Ross, Richard III, p.139]  [14:  The King in the Car Park, Richard III: New Evidence, 17 August 2014, Channel 4 2100-2200]  [15:  New Evidence, The King in the Car Park]  [16:  New Evidence]  [17:  New Evidence, King in the Car park]  [18:  New Evidence]  [19:  New Evidence]  [20:  The King in the Car Park]  [21:  New Evidence]  [22:  J. Ashdown-Hill, The Mythology of Richard III, p.33, The King in the Car Park] 

Therefore, it seems the myth of Richard being a hunchback was a Tudor myth, an over exaggeration of a curved spine that would have not been noticed in everyday life, and was likely to have been discovered when Henry Tudor later Henry VII removed Richard’s naked body from the field of the battle of Bosworth after it had been stripped upon Richard’s death.[footnoteRef:23] Could it be that that most of the myths presented by William Shakespeare were all just Tudor weapons to blacken the name of their predecessor in order to justify their own weak claim to the throne of England? [23:  The King in the Car Park] 



The King! Who’s That? I Mean The Lord Protector[footnoteRef:24] [24:  Shakespeare, Richard III, 4.1.18] 

Within this chapter the mythology of Richard III being a usurper will be addressed. Before labelling him as such it must be established as to what as usurper is, John Ashdown Hill describes a usurper by the definition is when a person seizes as well as holds the power and rights of another by force or without legal authority.[footnoteRef:25] Every king within the fifteenth century is regarded as a usurper whether they be Yorkist, Lancastrian or Tudor, due to the way they came into power.[footnoteRef:26] Henry IV, Edward IV and Henry VII all usurped the throne from their predecessor, whether it be in battle or through seizing power, interestingly enough not one of these three kings are described as usurpers by historians or the general public, Richard III however did not take the throne by force or through battle even though some historians argue against this such as Dan Jones.[footnoteRef:27] Henry Tudor described Richard as a usurper to blacken Richard’s name and to justify his own reign.[footnoteRef:28] Richard, however claimed the throne through line of inheritance with the support of the city of London. [25:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth p.74]  [26: J. Potter Good King Richard? p.44]  [27:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.74]  [28:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.83] 

Upon, Edward IV’s death, the then Queen regent, Elizabeth Woodville, along with her brothers and her son by a previous marriage attempted an illegal coup to prevent Richard taking his place as Lord Protector for his nephew as his brother had wished for.[footnoteRef:29] It was attempted for a pro-Woodville council to take control of the state while Edward was still under age.[footnoteRef:30] Elizabeth did not inform Richard of Edward IV’s death, he was told by Lord Hastings, Elizabeth attempted to arrange a rapid coronation for her son who was accompanied by his Uncle, Lord Rivers from Ludlow, one of Elizabeth’s other brothers, took part of the royal treasury and fled England.[footnoteRef:31] Richard marched south, to meet his nephew, visiting nobles on the way to ensure that they swore allegiance to Edward V, upon meeting his nephew at Stony Stratford, Richard took control of the escort.[footnoteRef:32] Lord Rivers, Richard Grey and Thomas Vaughan were then arrested and taken to Pontefract, on the belief that they plotted to make an attempt on Richard’s life.[footnoteRef:33] John Ashdown-Hill suggests that it was down to Lord Buckingham that Edward’s previous escort were arrested, as it was known of Buckingham’s dislike of the Woodville family, whom had become increasingly unpopular towards the end of Edward IV’s reign.[footnoteRef:34] Upon reaching London, Edward was taken to the Tower of London, which was then royal quarters, Elizabeth had fled into sanctuary with her daughters and her other son, Richard, who would later join his brother in the Tower of London, (whose fate will be discussed in a later chapter). Lord Hastings turned on Richard in May 1483, possibly due to the elevation of Buckingham’s status but others argue it was due to Richard’s plans to usurp the throne.[footnoteRef:35] Richard’s claim to the throne became public in the form of a sermon by Dr Ralph Shaw on 22nd June 1483, who was the brother of the Mayor of London.[footnoteRef:36]  [29:  Potter Richard p.37]  [30:  Potter Richard p.37]  [31:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.75, D. Hipshon Richard III p.121]  [32:  Ashdown-Hill Myth pp.75-6]  [33:  Hipshon Richard p.125]  [34:  Ashdown-Hill Myth pp.75-6]  [35:  Potter Richard p.39, p.12]  [36:  Potter Richard p.40] 

Shaw claimed at Paul’s Cross that Edward’s children were bastards and quoted the Old Testament ‘Bastard slips shall not take root’.[footnoteRef:37] This is due to around the 9th June 1483, Robert Stillington, Bishop of Bath and Wells came forward to claim that Edward’s marriage to Elizabeth Woodville was invalid due to either marriage or pre-contract to Eleanor Butler née Talbot.[footnoteRef:38] This was due to canon law which stated that if a man was pre-contracted to one woman he was not free to marry another.[footnoteRef:39] Since Eleanor did not die till 1468 and the Woodville marriage taking place in 1464, the second marriage was invalid.[footnoteRef:40] Henry VIII used the pre-contract to make his marriage to Anne Boleyn invalid due to a previous contract she had with Percy, Earl of Northumberland.[footnoteRef:41] Stillington claimed that he married Edward and Eleanor prior to 1464 and was the correspondent between the two.[footnoteRef:42] Edward was known for seducing women, he reportedly had several illegitimate children, Edward kept his marriage to Elizabeth secret initially, and he may have done this previously.[footnoteRef:43] Eleanor was known for being very religious and it is likely she would have refused to be Edward’s mistress at a time when they both were unmarried.[footnoteRef:44] The evidence that supports this supposed marriage is that upon Henry VII claiming the throne he proceeded to remove Eleanor from history, he replaced her with Elizabeth Lucy who was a known mistress of more than one man, but he also arrested Stillington just after Bosworth.[footnoteRef:45]  Edward and Elizabeth had been questioned some six years before by George, Duke of Clarence.[footnoteRef:46] Upon, the declaration of Edward’s children being illegitimate, parliament offered the throne to the next prince of the blood, which was legally in the line of succession.[footnoteRef:47] Richard became king through right of inheritance with the support of the city of London.[footnoteRef:48] [37: A. Cheetham The Life and Times of Richard III p.120]  [38:  Potter Richard p.41]  [39:  Potter Richard p.41]  [40:  Potter Richard p.41]  [41:  Potter Richard p.41]  [42:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.78]  [43:  Potter Richard p.34]  [44:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.80]  [45:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.83, Potter Richard p.43]  [46:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.80]  [47:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.81]  [48:  Potter Richard p.36] 

Dan Jones argues that Richard’s actions in 1483 broke every political rule of propriety thus allowing for Henry Tudor to have a claim to the throne of England.[footnoteRef:49] When Henry VII seized the throne after Bosworth it is estimated that twenty nine people had a stronger claim to the throne than the son of a disgraced Lancastrian Lord, Henry VI’s half-brother, from his mother’s second marriage to a lowly courtier after the death of Henry V.[footnoteRef:50] Upon Henry VII taking the throne, he did everything in his power to blacken the memory and actions of Richard in his 26 month reign. He systematically branded Richard as a usurper, attributed him to the murder/disappearance of his nephews and even went as far to claim that Richard had links to the worship of the Devil.[footnoteRef:51] In the early part of Henry’s reign he claimed that the princes were still alive somewhere but upon Perkin Warbeck claiming to be Richard, Duke of York.[footnoteRef:52] Henry claimed that Richard had murdered his nephews, by doing this Henry blackened Richard’s reputation further as well as making it more difficult for others to claim to be one of the princes.[footnoteRef:53] Any account of history under Henry VII and his descendants categorise Richard as a usurper.[footnoteRef:54] [49: D. Jones The Hollow Crown pp.304-5]  [50:  Potter Richard p.18]  [51:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [52:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [53:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [54:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.10] 

The events between April and June 1483 have been described as too organised. Mancini described Richard’s usurpation in this light.[footnoteRef:55] From the seizing of Edward V, followed by Lord Hasting’s execution, removing Richard, Duke of York from sanctuary, Dr Shaw’s Sermon proving the children of Edward IV bastards and the supposed farce of a petition.[footnoteRef:56] These actions indicate at a cynical and merciless intelligence, which systematically removed any opposition to Richard claiming the throne of England.[footnoteRef:57] However, this supposed portrait of Richard seems a little farfetched compared to his character in previous years, through service as a solider, commander and an administrator who had a distaste for court conspiracies as well as political bickering.[footnoteRef:58] Therefore this creates a need to research Richard’s ascendance to the throne of England and the events surrounding that occasion. [55:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [56:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [57:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.57]  [58:  Cheetham Richard p.124] 

The first person to call Richard a usurper was Henry Tudor, the self-styled earl of Richmond, in a letter to gain support in England in 1484.[footnoteRef:59] Mancini’s De occupatione regni Anglie per Ricardian, is thought to translate to The Usurpation of Richard III, however John Ashdown-Hill suggested it translates to Richard III’ takeover of the Kingdom of England, the Croyland Chronicle is not very positive towards Richard, but it does not call him a usurper but mentions Edward’s marriage to Eleanor.[footnoteRef:60] Therefore, this shows that it was in fact Tudor propaganda that gave Richard the title of usurper. [59:  Ashdown-Hill Myth p.83]  [60:  Ashdown-Hill Myth pp.82-3] 




Is There A Murderer Here? No: Yes, I Am.[footnoteRef:61] [61:  Shakespeare, Richard III, 5.3.184] 

Another mythology that has appeared about Richard III is that he was a serial killer. Shakespeare attributes the deaths of Edward of Westminster, Henry VI, George Duke of Clarence, Anne Neville, Lord Rivers, Richard Grey, the princes in the tower, Lord Hastings, Thomas Vaughan and the Duke of Buckingham to Richard III as these are the ghosts that visit him the night before Bosworth.[footnoteRef:62]  The deaths of the two princes will be discussed in chapter five. Richard was branded by later Tudor accounts as a mass murderer, in contrast to his successors, Henry VII and Henry VIII, who systematically killed any surviving members of the House of York, by doing this they are characterised as strong kings.[footnoteRef:63] The crime of murder is commonly defined as unlawful, premeditated killing by one human of another.[footnoteRef:64] All the deaths occur in the latter stages of Richard’s life, the only person to claim Richard was a murderous child was Shakespeare who claimed that Richard was responsible for the death of the Duke of Somerset in 1455, Richard was only three years old.[footnoteRef:65] [62:  Shakespeare, Richard III, 5.3.118-76]  [63:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.39]  [64:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.39]  [65:  W. Shakespeare, Henry VI Part II, 5.2] 

The first supposed murder attributed to Richard is Edward, Prince of Westminster, who was killed at the battle of Tewksbury, there is some debate whether Edward died in battle or was later captured and executed by the three sons of York.[footnoteRef:66] There is no evidence to suggest that Edward was killed after the battle or by Richard and in a contemporary letter, George Duke of Clarence, states that Edward was killed in battle.[footnoteRef:67] [66:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.41]  [67:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.42] 

The second murder is that of Henry VI, it is often reported that Henry died on 21st May 1471, based on an account by John Warkworth.[footnoteRef:68] However, this date cannot be confirmed, Wolffe claimed 22nd May, Markham the 24th May, the most likely date is the one suggested by Markham, due to contemporary evidence.[footnoteRef:69] This evidence also clearly states that Henry died of natural causes.[footnoteRef:70] It is more likely that Edward ordered the death of Henry.[footnoteRef:71] The supposed murderer would have had to get past the Constable of the Tower, who was Anthony Woodville, Earl Rivers at this time. [68:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, pp.42-3, H. Bicheno, Blood Royal, p.201]  [69:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.42-3]  [70:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.43]  [71:  Bicheno, Blood, p.201, Jones, Hollow,p.260] 

The death of George, Duke of Clarence was attributed to Richard, but George was executed by Edward IV for treason against the crown. George raised doubts about the validity of Edward’s marriage to Elizabeth.[footnoteRef:72] George also never stopped claiming that Edward was a bastard and kept a copy of a letter signed by Henry VI stating that George would be Henry’s successor should Henry’s line die out.[footnoteRef:73]  George was put to death on 18th February 1478 in the Tower of London.[footnoteRef:74] It is said that Richard protested against his brother’s execution.[footnoteRef:75] [72:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.46]  [73:  Bicheno, Blood, p.248]  [74:  Jones, Hollow,p.277]  [75:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.47] 

Earl Rivers, Richard Grey and Thomas Vaughan were tried and executed at Pontefract Castle on 25th June 1483, under the direction of the Earl of Northumberland.[footnoteRef:76] Richard was not directly responsible for the executions as he was in London at the time of the executions.[footnoteRef:77] [76:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.49-50, Bicheno, Blood, p.288, Jones, Hollow, p.298]  [77:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.50] 

In contrast a death that Richard was directly responsible for was the death of Lord Hastings. Hastings, Bishop John Morton, Lady Margaret Beauford and Lord Stanley (Margaret’s husband) were believed to have been plotting an attack upon Richard’s life, due to the belief that Richard wished to seize the throne from Edward V.[footnoteRef:78] Hastings was the only one of the plotters to be executed, if Richard had been a murderer and an ambitious plotter, to which he had been attributed, he would have killed Morton, Lady Margaret and Lord Stanley.[footnoteRef:79] [78:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.55, Jones, Hollow,p.297]  [79:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.56] 

Henry Stafford, Duke of Buckingham was another death attributed to Richard, Buckingham was executed for treason in 1483, after he incited a rebellion.[footnoteRef:80] The rebellion was to free the princes in the Tower and to put Edward upon the throne of England, with Buckingham as Lord Protector, putting him in the highest position in England at the time due to Edward being under age.[footnoteRef:81] It was more than likely that Lady Margaret Beauford and Buckingham’s Woodville wife, Catherine, played a considerable role in convincing Buckingham to turn his loyalty away from Richard.[footnoteRef:82] [80:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.59, Jones, Hollow, pp.308-9]  [81:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.59 ]  [82:  Bicheno, Blood, p.297] 

The last death associated with Richard is the death of his Queen, Anne Neville. Rous claimed that Richard poisoned his wife, but there is no evidence to prove that Richard did this.[footnoteRef:83] Anne died in March 1485, Anne had a long-term illness, probably tuberculosis much like her son, it was often reported that Anne looked unwell at Christmas in 1484.[footnoteRef:84]  [83:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth, p.59]  [84:  Bicheno, Blood, p.312, Jones, Hollow,p.316] 

Therefore none of the deaths that are attributed to Richard occurred from his own hand, while he may have ordered the executions. Being accused of murdering Anne and George whom it has been recorded that he loved very dearly were used as tools to blacken his name further by Tudor writers. ne



I Must Be Married To My Brother’s Daughter[footnoteRef:85] [85:  Shakespeare, Richard III, 4.2.60] 

Another myth that is associated with Richard due to Shakespeare and other historians regards Richard’s relationship with his niece, Elizabeth of York, the eldest daughter of Edward IV and Elizabeth Woodville, who would later marry Henry VII. The myth is that Richard wished to marry his niece Elizabeth, evidence coming from these lines “I must be married to my brother’s daughter, Or else my kingdom stands on brittle glass. Murder her brothers and then marry her!”[footnoteRef:86]  [86:  Shakespeare. Richard III 4.2.60-2] 

At the time of the rumours of Richard’s wish to marry Elizabeth, Richard was at a dynastic impasse, due to the death of his son, Edward.[footnoteRef:87] Dynastically and politically a marriage to Elizabeth would have made sense to secure the House of York’s control of the crown, it would have also denied Henry Tudor, a bride from the House of York as Elizabeth’s only sister of marriageable age, Cecily, was rumoured to be married off to someone of an obscure rank.[footnoteRef:88] Also under Canon law there was nothing against the marriage and the church had previously made dispensations for uncle-niece marriages, however never in within the English royalty.[footnoteRef:89] It could be viewed that Richard’s actions for not marrying Elizabeth and her sisters off was suspicious and be for his own gain.[footnoteRef:90] This however was politically shrewd of Richard due to any male children produced by any of the daughters of Edward IV, bastards or not would have a claim for the throne of England, possibly a stronger claim than Richard himself.[footnoteRef:91] It is believed that Catesby and Ratcliffe, two of Richard’s most loyal advisors claimed that a marriage between Richard and Elizabeth would cause a rebellion from the Northern Lords, that they would have accused him of murdering his Queen, Anne the daughter of Richard Neville, the Kingmaker, Earl of Warwick, in order to curb the incestuous lust he supposedly held for his niece.[footnoteRef:92] [87:  D. Seward, Richard III England’s Black Legend p.171]  [88:  Seward, Richard III pp.171-2]  [89:  Seward, Richard III p.172]  [90:  Bicheno, Blood, p.308]  [91:  Seward, Richard III p.174]  [92:  Seward, Richard III p.173] 

However, there is no evidence to suggest Richard wished to marry Elizabeth, only rumours, there is however evidence to support that Richard did not wish to marry Elizabeth. Richard publicly denied that he planned to marry Elizabeth, on 30th March 1485, at the Priory of the Knights of St John, Clerkenwell, Richard openly denied any plans of marriage between himself and Elizabeth to a group of significant citizens including the Mayor of London, who then gave orders to arrest and punish anyone who added fire to the rumours.[footnoteRef:93] He then sent instructions to York with the same order.[footnoteRef:94] Richard’s attentions for his niece were closely related to his own marriage plans, Richard had planned to marry Joana of Portugal, who was a direct descendant of Henry IV sister, thus through his second marriage uniting the Houses of York and Lancaster.[footnoteRef:95] Richard had planned to marry Elizabeth to a cadet branch of the Portuguese royal family the Duke of Beja who would later become the King of Portugal.[footnoteRef:96]  George Buck used a letter written by Elizabeth to the Duke of Norfolk to prove that Richard had no plans to marry Elizabeth.[footnoteRef:97] Elizabeth pleaded for Norfolk to be a mediator between her and Richard about a marriage to a man that Elizabeth claimed “was her onely joy and maker in this world”, Buck assumed that she meant Richard, however, John Ashdown Hill suggested that the letter was not about a marriage between Richard and Elizabeth but instead Elizabeth’s marriage to the Duke of Beju, where Elizabeth would have regained her royal status.[footnoteRef:98] [93:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth p.106]  [94:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth p.106]  [95:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth p.106]  [96:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth pp.104-5]  [97:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth pp.104-5]  [98:  Ashdown-Hill, Myth pp.104-5] 




The Sons Of Edward Sleep In Abraham’s Bosom.[footnoteRef:99] [99:  Shakespeare, Richard III 4.3.38] 

Another myth that is associated with Richard is the Princes in the Tower. It was one of the best-known murder mysteries that is still unsolved today. When it comes to Richard III the fate of the princes in the tower is very closely linked and possibly one of the defining moments of his reign, that supplied him with his notoriety. No one knows what happened to Edward V and his brother Richard, it is likely that no one ever will. While Richard is the main suspect in regard to the princes there are others who have been cast as their supposed murderers such as Buckingham and Henry Tudor as well as Tyrell who supposedly confessed that he killed the two boys when arrested by Henry VII.[footnoteRef:100] However there is no complete certainty as to what became of the Princes in the Tower.[footnoteRef:101]  [100:  Jones, Hollow, p.352]  [101:  Ashdown-Hill Myth, p.56] 

Edward V was placed in the Tower first in preparation for his coronation, where his brother Richard, Duke of York soon joined him, upon the two boys being declared bastards, Richard, Duke of Gloucester, was offered the throne and became Richard III.[footnoteRef:102] It is speculated that Edward attended his uncle’s coronation in 1483, meaning that Edward was alive in June of that year.[footnoteRef:103] The time in which the Princes were murdered is likely to have been between the end of July to August, but the last recorded sighting of the princes was between late summer and early autumn.[footnoteRef:104] Mancini’s report in December 1483 stated Richard’s intention to murder or the deaths of the Princes at Richard’s hand, was merely a rumour and that he was unable to confirm what exactly had happened to the two young boys.[footnoteRef:105] Historians and writers on the deaths of the princes take Mancini’s work as factual evidence that the princes died at the hands of their uncle, Richard.[footnoteRef:106] Hugh Bicheno argues that there is no rational doubt that Richard was responsible for the murders of his nephews.[footnoteRef:107] He believes this due to the evidence that Richard had made them defenceless by removing their titles and also that the boys were in the custody of men that were sworn to him.[footnoteRef:108] Another way in which it is believed that Richard was responsible was by his own behaviour which indicated his guilt in the deaths of the Princes.[footnoteRef:109] Unlike when Edward IV produced the body of Henry VI to show there was no opposition to his rule, Richard producing the Princes dead or alive would not help him.[footnoteRef:110] The princes being alive and presented would have led to rebellions and attacks on the Tower, but presenting the children’s bodies would have been categorically worse, Richard would have been implicated for their deaths and would have caused more problems for his reign by killing his brother’s sons. The best course of action for Richard was to remain silent, as the princes being dead would have been useless to him, he would have gained nothing from their death due to them being named bastards.[footnoteRef:111] Because of this it allowed him to have some form of innocence, as there were not any bodies to present.[footnoteRef:112] This allowed the belief that the two princes were alive at the time.  [102:  Potter, Richard p.40]  [103:  A. Williamson The Mystery of the Princes p.66]  [104:  E. Jenkins, The Princes in the Tower p.185, Jones, Hollow p.300]  [105:  Williamson, Mystery p.16]  [106:  Williamson, Mystery p.16]  [107:  Bicheno. Blood p.291]  [108:  Bicheno. Blood p.291]  [109:  Ross. Richard, p.102]  [110:  Ross. Richard p.102]  [111:  Williamson, Mystery pp.92-3]  [112:  Williamson, Mystery pp.92-3] 

Another suspect for the murders of the princes was Lord Buckingham. If Buckingham did kill the princes, it is debated whether Buckingham did it for Richard or himself. Paul Murray Kendall was the first to argue Buckingham’s possible responsibility for the fates of Edward and Richard, he argues that he ordered their deaths to remove all obstacles to Richard’s claim to the throne, and subsequently to his own, as it was known that Richard’s son, Edward, was sickly and unlikely to make adulthood,  it was also unlikely for Richard to have more children to Anne, who also suffered with illness, leaving Richard without a suitable heir. [footnoteRef:113]  Both Neville daughters produced sons that had physical and mental impediments. Anne’s son Edward was an ill child that only lived till age eleven and possibly died from tuberculosis, and Isobel’s son, Edward, was believed to have had learning difficulties.[footnoteRef:114] Edward, Earl of Warwick was also removed from succession due to his father, George, Duke of Clarence, being executed for treason, this had placed Buckingham in a position to claim the throne, should Richard die. Buckingham would have also needed a warrant with Richard’s signature on to get past the Constable of the Tower, Robert Brackenbury, a loyal friend of Richard’s.[footnoteRef:115] Kendall’s hypothesis has merit due to Buckingham’s ambitious nature, but it would have been unlikely that Buckingham would have decided to kill the princes on his own initiative.[footnoteRef:116] This could suggest that another person gave Buckingham the idea to kill the Princes, an individual who would gain from the deaths of the boys, one such person was Margaret Beauford. As without the princes, her son, Henry Tudor, would only have Richard to oppose him for the throne of England. However, Anne Neville could have also suggested the removal of the princes as they were a threat to the reign of her husband. These however are just speculations, both women would have had the means, but it is unlikely that Anne was involved due to Richard’s growing distrust for Buckingham and it would have been the last loyal act Buckingham would have committed for Richard. It could also be argued that Buckingham was executed due to his role in the deaths of the princes which Richard discovered.[footnoteRef:117] Sir Clements Markham casts Henry Tudor in the role of the princes’ killer as he was the one to gain the most from their deaths.[footnoteRef:118] [113:  Jenkins. Princes p.185]  [114:  Jenkins. Princes p.185]  [115:  Jenkins. Princes p.185]  [116:  Jenkins. Princes p.185]  [117:  Williamson. Mystery p.81]  [118:  Ross. Richard p.103] 

More’s story of the death and burial of the Princes comes across as fanciful, as it would have meant that the princes were buried, unnoticed or unheard of by the 600 people of the Tower.[footnoteRef:119] None of these people questioned where the princes had gone or came forward with evidence of odd goings on within the reign of Henry VII.[footnoteRef:120] George Buck claims that there was an extensive search of the Tower upon Henry taking the throne and nothing was found.[footnoteRef:121] However, in 1647 and 1674, two sets of human remains were found, the first set no longer exists and has since been disregarded as the Princes.[footnoteRef:122] The second set were proclaimed to be the bodies of the two princes.[footnoteRef:123] In 1933, they were examined by two experts, Tanner and Wright, they concluded that the two remains were aged between nine to eleven and twelve to thirteen.[footnoteRef:124] Dr Ross concluded that the remains were around twelve and ten, with some blood relation, which is about the age of the two princes upon their disappearance, however the sex of the two skeletons is unknown as they are not developed enough to see the differences between a male and female skeleton.[footnoteRef:125] The inability of determining a sex for the remains throws into question whether these are the remains of Edward and Richard. They have been carbon dated to around 1483 but retrieving a DNA sample from the remains would damage them thus preventing any proof that these are the remains of the princes.[footnoteRef:126] [119:  Williamson. Mystery p.84]  [120:  Williamson. Mystery p.84]  [121:  Williamson. Mystery p.84]  [122:  Ross, Richard p.97]  [123:  Ross, Richard p.97]  [124:  Drewett, Redhead. Trial, pp.61-4]  [125:  Drewett. Redhead. Trial p.64]  [126:  Drewett. Redhead. Trial p.64-6] 

It will probably never be determined what happened to the princes, whether one or both escaped to Flanders, the home of their grandmother’s family, or that they were killed by Richard, by his orders or by someone close to him, we will never know. However, Richard’s actions could be explained as to why he never made the disappearance of the princes public, being due to the guilt and grief he felt for failing to do as his brother asked as the boys were under his protection and he failed to keep them safe.


Part Two: Modern Perceptions

Within this section, different modern perceptions of Richard will be addressed. Firstly, Richard through media, this will include discussing how Richard has been presented in the last twenty years, though books and TV. This will include The Hollow Crown and The White Queen, which have depicted Richard in vastly different lights. Following this is the analysis of the results of a survey given to a range of people from all different walks of life, to determine a perception of Richard III, from the version of history that the individual participant is aware of.



Media And Richard
Within this chapter, the depictions of Richard III in the media will be discussed, such as the TV series, The Hollow Crown and the White Queen. The White Queen and the Hollow Crown depict Richard in very different ways. While unable to complete an in-depth analysis of Richard in the Cousin’s War series by Phillipa Gregory, there will be points that are compared to the White Queen series, as it is based on the Cousin’s war series.
Within the White Queen series, Richard is a major character in the series and is not introduced till the very end of the first episode.[footnoteRef:127] Richard is not depicted with any form of physical abnormality, but is cursed by Elizabeth Woodville, so his sword arm is weakened.[footnoteRef:128] Richard is depicted as incredibly loyal, he is described by Margaret Beauford “As loyal as a hog, as loyal as a dog”.[footnoteRef:129] This quote contrasts the famous rhyme by William Colyngbourne “The Cat, the Rat and Lovel our Dog. Doe rule all England under a Hog”. Richard is often associated with the imagery of a hog due to his personal sigil being that of a white boar. This imagery presented by Margaret expresses Richard’s loyalty to his family, in particular his elder brother. Within the books Margaret attempts to create a match between herself and Richard, stating that no York would stay loyal with a stepson with a claim to the throne, these plans are to no end due to Richard marrying Anne.[footnoteRef:130] His loyalty is supported by his actions in an earlier episode, in which the sons of York first captured Henry VI, Richard moved to kill him in response to Henry’s part in the death of his father Richard and his brother Edmund, this loyalty is profound to his family.[footnoteRef:131]  As well as Richard’s animosity towards his brother George, who betrayed Edward on multiple occasions, going as far to mock him at the funeral of Richard Neville, Earl of Warwick, where George claims that his head should be placed upon a spike for betraying the house of York, Richard reminds George that he once followed Warwick in the hopes of becoming king.[footnoteRef:132] Within the Cousin’s war series, Elizabeth Woodville distrusts Richard, she plots with others to kill Richard, and as with in the tv series Elizabeth replaces her youngest son with a servant boy.[footnoteRef:133] Richard also executed Buckingham for betrayal and the belief that Buckingham was responsible for the deaths/disappearance of the Princes of the Tower.[footnoteRef:134] Richard goes to Elizabeth to ask her if she has her sons, as he wishes for them to be safe and alive, he later grieves for his nephews, he adamantly refuses that he had no part in the boys disappearance. Explaining to Elizabeth Woodville, that if he had killed the princes in the tower he would have presented the bodies of the young princes to prove their death, as without a body there is no proof that they were dead.[footnoteRef:135] Richard begins to take an interest in his niece, Elizabeth of York, spending a lot of time with her, Anne challenges him for his actions, Richard implies that his interest in Elizabeth is due to her engagement to Henry Tudor who was Richard’s rival.[footnoteRef:136] Upon the death of his son, Edward, Richard is grief stricken and finds comfort from Elizabeth. After the death of their son, Anne dies shortly after, filled with grief Richard dismisses Elizabeth, only for them to later become lovers before the battle of Bosworth.[footnoteRef:137] In this portrayal, Richard seems to be easily manipulated by the women around him, as it is Anne, his wife and Cecily, his mother, who convince Richard to take the throne from his nephews due to their hatred and mistrust of Elizabeth Woodville and her family.[footnoteRef:138] It also portrays him to be a skilled warrior and unwaveringly loyal to his brother while he lived compared to his brother George. [127:  The White Queen Episode 1, In Love With the King, 16th June 2013 2100-2300]  [128:  The White Queen Episode 9, The Princes in the Tower 11th August 2013 2100-2300]  [129:  The White Queen Episode 6, Love and Death  28th July 2013 2100-2300]  [130:  P. Gregory, The Red Queen, pp.212-9, The White Queen The Princes in the Tower ]  [131:  The White Queen Episode 2, The Price of Power 23rd June 2013 2100-2300]  [132:  The White Queen Episode 5, War at First Hand 14th July 2013 2100-2300]  [133:  P. Gregory, The White Queen, pp.282,296-9, ]  [134:  The White Queen The Princes in the Tower ]  [135:  The White Queen, The Princes in the Tower]  [136:  The White Queen, The Final Battle, 18th August 2013 2100-2300]  [137:  The White Queen, The Final Battle]  [138:  The White Queen, Episode 8 The King is Dead, Long Live the King, 4th August 2013 2100-2300] 

Richard is depicted as a major character in two episodes of the Hollow Crown, Wars of the Roses series. Richard’s physical appearance is a man with a hunched back, a withered arm with limited range of motion and walking with a limp, dragging his foot slightly.[footnoteRef:139] In his first scene he rides behind one of his brothers which contradicts the knowledge that Richard was a skilled horseman, he seems in awe of his surroundings and very supportive of his father’s wish to claim the throne of England, he urges his father to take the throne from Henry VI.[footnoteRef:140] When Margaret of Anjou attacked York at the supposed battle of Wakefield, Richard is to leave with his mother, Cecily and brother Edmund: Richard and Edmund don’t leave with their mother but hide instead, Edmund is discovered and captured, Richard watches in horror from hiding as his brother has his throat slit by Clifford.[footnoteRef:141] After the battle when Edward, George and Richard are informed of their father’s death at the hands of the Lancastrians, Richard states that he cannot weep, that weeping is for children and urges Edward to claim the throne.[footnoteRef:142] This is the first appearance of sociopathic behaviour by Richard. He goes on to mock the injured and refuses to show mercy to Clifford.[footnoteRef:143] Richard’s withered left arm is always portrayed as covered with a cloak unless Richard is in armour, perhaps showing that within this depiction of Richard he tried to hide his malformity from the world, showing him to be ashamed of his imperfection in his eyes.[footnoteRef:144] Richard within the episode is depicted as loyal to his house, he threatens Warwick who refuses to bow down to Edward, often defending him from harm in battle, he throws wine at a traitor who claimed that Henry was the true king.[footnoteRef:145] Richard is shown to systematically kill anyone who challenges his brother’s claim to the throne: firstly he kills Richard Neville, Earl of Warwick; he then kills Edward of Westminster in front of his mother, Margaret of Anjou and laughs (more sociopathic behaviour being displayed by Richard); he then plots to kill Henry, leaving the battlefield to return to the Tower of London, to murder Henry.[footnoteRef:146] Richard stabs Henry’s body multiple times in anger at Henry’s comments about his birth, that he was born with teeth, owls screeched and dogs howled, claiming that Cecily suffered more than a mother normally bringing him into the world to foreshadow the pain Richard would cause in his life.[footnoteRef:147] Richard described himself as monstrous, disproportioned in every part of his body, because heaven decided to make his body deformed, hell did the same to his mind.[footnoteRef:148] He also compares himself to Judas which shows him to be the ultimate deceiver.[footnoteRef:149] At the start of the episode, the audience may feel pity towards Richard, as the episode progresses, the feelings towards Richard change from dislike to hatred at the brutality of his actions towards others such as Edward of Westminster. However, the Hollow Crown is based on the historical plays written by William Shakespeare, so Richard appears demonised in both his physical form of imperfection as this was seen as being associated with the Devil in the medieval period, but also his actions and impulsivity. [139:  The Hollow Crown, Episode 2, Henry VI Part II, 15th May 2016 2100-2303]  [140:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [141:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [142:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [143:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [144:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [145:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [146:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [147:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [148:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II]  [149:  The Hollow Crown, Henry VI Part II] 

In episode three of the Hollow Crown, which is based on the Shakespeare play, Richard III. Richard is still depicted with a hunchback and a crippled arm, he had a large hump upon his back, his ribs large and prominent, his figure grotesque and unsightly to cause revulsion in his form to align with the revulsion of his acts.[footnoteRef:150] Richard uses his manipulative nature to cause distrust between his brothers, Edward and George, resulting in George being imprisoned in the Tower.[footnoteRef:151] During George’s imprisonment, Richard arranges for him to be murdered, after this he calls himself a villain and seems amused by this, showing himself to be a skilled actor.[footnoteRef:152] Richard uses his acting skills to woo Anne Neville, he blames the death of Edward of Westminster on his brother Edward, claiming he had no part in his death.[footnoteRef:153] He manipulates Anne into feeling pity for him resulting in her accepting his proposal of marriage, he uses sweet words and subservience to convince her.[footnoteRef:154] Upon Anne’s acceptance he admits to the audience that he has no plans to keep Anne, implying that she is to be one of his victims.[footnoteRef:155] He is described as the devil by Margaret of Anjou and by his own mother, Lady Cecily.[footnoteRef:156] Richard conspires with Lord Buckingham to take the throne from Edward, Prince of Wales, he allows Buckingham to suggest their course of action to allow Buckingham to believe that they are equals in their endeavour, but it is Richard who holds the true power in their alliance.[footnoteRef:157] Richard also uses kind words and flattery to convince his nephew, Edward, to do as he suggests, allowing his manipulative nature to become more obvious to the audience.[footnoteRef:158] He grows angry when he’s mocked by his younger nephew, but uses words to show that he’s unaffected by the child’s actions which is far from the truth of his feelings towards the young prince.[footnoteRef:159] Richard executes Lord Hastings, and begins to distrust Buckingham, he organises for Anne to die and then the princes, by hiring Tyrell to kill the boys.[footnoteRef:160] Richard paranoia grows as the episode progresses, he is often shown as tapping at ranging speeds that increase then stop then begin again but this time slower and steadier.[footnoteRef:161] [150:  The Hollow Crown, Episode 3, Richard III, 21 May 2016 2100-2310]  [151:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [152:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [153:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [154:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [155:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [156:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [157:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III ]  [158:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [159:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [160:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III]  [161:  The Hollow Crown, Richard III ] 

While the depictions of Richard are greatly different, Richard is hated within both, distrusted and plotted against. While in the White Queen and the Cousin’s war series, Richard truly loves Anne Neville and later Elizabeth of York. The different portrayals allow for different perspectives to be seen regarding Richard, they also show the changing views towards Richard between the 16th century from which the plays the Hollow Crown are based on to the 21st century book series that the White Queen is based upon, due to a wider range of evidence found for the audience to make their own decision on which they believe to be the correct ideal of who Richard was.



Survey Analysis
A series of fourteen questions within a survey which I created were given to and answered by a group of people from all different countries and walks of life, about their beliefs and perceptions regarding Richard, Duke of Gloucester, later Richard III. Two hundred and seventy-one people answered this survey. Within this chapter, the results will be interpreted, visual interpretations of the data can be found in appendix one.
The first two questions were generic asking for the age group of the participant and what country they came from. The most common age range from the data was 51-60, which is rather surprising due to the demonisation of Richard, generally by the public up until recently. Perhaps the reason for this is due to the Trial of Richard III that took place in 1984, and the written version appearing three years later. Within this trial, Richard was found not guilty of murdering the Princes in the Tower, Edward V and Richard, Duke of York. Two hundred and twenty-one of the two hundred and seventy-one, were aged 41 +, which is interesting due to the changes in the media presentation of Richard in the last ten years due to the White Queen and finding his body which was within a few years of each other. The smallest age groups was aged 20 and below and 21-30, which was found interesting due to the spotlight that has been upon Richard since his remains were found in 2012, perhaps the last Plantagenet king simply does not interest a large group of people from this age group, compared to those over 41.  
The second question related to the country of origin of the participant, as expected the highest number came from England, numbering at one hundred and thirty-nine of the two hundred and seventy-one, with a further eight from Scotland, eight from Wales and one from Northern Ireland, resulting in one hundred and fifty six responses from the United Kingdom that being over 57% of the responses. What was interesting is the other 43% of responses and the wide range of countries that they come from. With seventy responses from the continent of North America, eleven from Canada, fifty-seven from the USA, one from Jamaica and one from Mexico as well as a response from Brazil in the continent of South America. It was unexpected to how far the knowledge of Richard III spread throughout the world. Fourteen participants chose not to answer, and the remaining thirty-four responses come from all over Europe except for one response from India. The wide range was not expected but found quite fascinating.
The third question asked the participants, which side of the Wars of the Roses they associate with, if they do at all. 76% (or two hundred and six participants) answered that the side they associate with is the House of York, only 4% (or eleven participants) associated themselves with the House of Lancaster and 20% (or fifty-four participants) answered that they associate with neither of the Houses. It was interesting to see the positive association with the House of York considering the Tudor propaganda against the last head of the House of York and the Tudor fondness of killing those with the name Plantagenet.
The fourth question proposed to the participants was what the persons opinion on Richard III was, a man with severe scoliosis or a hunchbacked cripple with a withered arm. Two hundred and fifty-nine of the two hundred and seventy-one participants had the opinion that Richard III was a man with severe scoliosis. Only four had the opinion that Richard III was a hunchback cripple with a withered arm, with eight leaving the question unanswered.
The fifth question asks which writer from between the fifteenth and twentieth centuries contributed the most to the view of Richard III.  One hundred and fifty-two participants answered that William Shakespeare (16th Century) contributed to the view on Richard from his historical plays Henry VI part II & III and Richard III. Thirty-seven participants answered that none of the historical writers contributed the most to the view of Richard, perhaps they believed that more than one of the writers contributed to the view of Richard III equally. Thirty-one participants answered that Thomas More (16th Century) contributed the most on the view of Richard from his work, History of Richard III.  Fourteen participants believed Polydore Vergil and his 16th Century account of Richard III in his Anglia Historia contributed the most to the view of Richard III. Ten answered that Sir Clements Markham’s account in his 20th Century work, Richard III: His Life and Character contributed the most. Ten answered that is was Horace Walpole (18th Century) in his work Historic Doubts on the Life and Reign of Richard III, contributed the most to the view on Richard III. Six answered that it was Paul Kendall Murray’s (20th Century) work contributed to the view of Richard Plantagenet. Five answered that it was George Buck (17th Century) who was the first to question the ideas on Richard in his History of the Life and Reigne of Richard III was the one to contribute the most to the view on Richard III. Four answered that it was Sharon Turner (19th Century) and his History of England in the Middle Ages was the historical writer to contribute the most to the view on Richard. One stated that it was the Croyland Chronicle (15th Century) and one stated it was all the writers combined. It is interesting to view that the oldest writer, the Croyland Chronicle which was contemporary to Richard’s reign only had one participant claim it contributes to the view of Richard the most. It, however, was expected that the writer to contribute to the view of Richard the most was William Shakespeare as he is often what most people first think when they hear Richard III.[footnoteRef:162] [162:  The King in the Car Park] 

The sixth question presented to the participants was a multiple-choice question on words and phrases they thought described Richard. There were one hundred and sixty-two responses that thought that Richard was demonised by Tudor propaganda. One hundred and twelve responses believed that Richard was the rightful king in contrast to twenty-five stating that he was a usurper. One hundred and eleven stating that he was a man of his time along with one hundred and two responses believed that a strong military leader was a phase that described Richard. Eleven believed that murderer described him best, with four claiming that he was a villain. Six responses claimed that Richard was a reformer. Two claiming that he was pious, seven claimed that he was lawful, with five claiming him to be loyal. Three responses agreed that he was a loving brother, father and husband. Five agreed that he was misunderstood, while five claimed that Richard was ambitious. One claimed that he was all these things. The last result is quite contradictory as Richard could not be a usurper but the rightful king at the same time but perhaps this is due to misleading mythology making it difficult for a person to have a solid belief regarding Richard. 
The seventh question asks whether the participant believed that Richard wanted to marry his niece. One hundred and seventy-seven participants answered that no he did not wish to marry his niece; this is about 65% of the participants. In contrast to the 26%, or seventy participants that believed that Richard did want to marry Elizabeth. With about 9% (24 participants) being unsure whether Richard wanted to marry Elizabeth or not. The result that occurred was not expected, as it was expected for a higher amount to believe that Richard wanted to marry Elizabeth.
Question eight asks if the participant believed that Richard was a good king. Two hundred and thirty-two or 86% said that they thought that Richard was a good king. Thirty-one said that Richard was not a good king (11%). While eight or 3% chose not to answer the question. A more balanced result was expected, with a few percent in difference but this was not the case.
Question nine asks the participant if they thought that Richard was an effective king. The question is vague so the participant can decide what they believe an effective king was. 14% (thirty-nine participants) answered that they believed that Richard was not an effective king. Where 83% (two hundred and twenty-five participants) believed that Richard was an effective king. 3% (seven participants) chose to leave this question unanswered perhaps due to the question being so vague that they found themselves unable to answer.
The tenth question asks the participants if they thought that Richard was a usurper. Two hundred and eleven said that he was a usurper, where only sixty answered that he was not a usurper. This response was not expected due to the positive response towards Richard in the previous questions.
Question eleven was a multiple-choice question regarding the deaths presented by Shakespeare, that the participants believe Richard to be responsible for. One hundred and forty-three responses believed Richard to be responsible for the death of Lord William Hastings, one hundred and thirty-four believed that he was responsible for the death of Henry Stafford, Duke of Buckingham and one hundred and twenty-six for the death of Anthony Woodville, Lord Rivers. Eighty-two believed him responsible for the death of Lord Richard Grey, thirty-six for Sir Thomas Vaughan, twenty-eight for Edward, Prince of Wales and twenty-three for his brother Richard. Twenty-four responses believing Richard was responsible for the death of Henry VI, with sixteen responses believing him responsible for the death of Henry’s son, Edward of Westminster. Nine responses believed Richard to be responsible for the death of his wife and Queen, Anne Neville. Thirteen believed Richard to be responsible for his brother, George, Duke of Clarence’s death, with three believing him to be responsible for the death of his other brother, Edward IV. But there were fifty-five responses that believed that Richard was not responsible for any of the deaths. While this is very unlikely it is interesting to see how much some people believe Richard’s innocence and demonisation by the propaganda presented by the writers of Tudor history.
Question twelve asks the participant who they thought was the true heir to the throne in 1483. One hundred and forty participants believed that Richard, Duke of Gloucester was the true heir. One hundred and two believed the heir to be Edward, Prince of Wales. Eleven believed that Edward Plantagenet, Earl of Warwick (son of George, Duke of Clarence) was the heir. Six believed that Henry Tudor, earl of Richmond was the heir and one believed that the heir was Richard, Duke of York. Five were unsure and six left the question unanswered.
Question thirteen asks if the participant believes that Richard is portrayed correctly within the media. Two hundred participants answered that Richard was not represented correctly. Sixty-two answered that they believed that Richard was correctly portrayed. Nine participants did not answer the question.
Question fourteen was a multiple-choice question on the media watched or read by the participants. There were one hundred and three responses for The Hollow Crown TV series, one hundred and ninety-three responses for having watched The White Queen and eighty-six responses The Cousin’s War series that the White Queen is based upon. One hundred and fifty-two had read The Daughter of Time, with one hundred and fifty-three responses for reading The Sunne in Splendour, while nine had read We Speak No Treason and five had read the King’s Grave. Four responses for A Rose for the Crown, three for Some Touch of Pity, Two for I, Richard Plantagenet, three for The Lodestar and three for Richard III. Each of the following received one response for each: The Maligned King; The King’s Grey Mare; Britain’s Bloodiest Dynasty; Fortunes Wheel; The Order of the White Boar; Dickon; The Bloody Crown; Cold Case Reopened; The Betrayal of Richard III; The Last Days of Richard III; Good King Richard (a play); The Wars of the Roses; The Last Plantagenet; Monarchs of England; Black Adder and none. While eighteen responded that they had read or watched a large amount. This was interesting as I did not believe there to be so many books on Richard III and the Wars of the Roses.




Conclusion
Within this dissertation some of the mythologies around Richard III have been addressed, from the research, it has been found that only some of the myths can be dismissed such as Richard being a hunchback and him being a serial killer as most of the deaths were executions not murders. While the other myths are harder to dismiss due to lack of true evidence, such as Richard’s involvement with the Princes in the Tower and his relationship with Elizabeth of York. The myths cannot just be dismissed as Tudor defamation of Richard and his character due to the lack of contemporary evidence from Richard’s reign. Whilst it is easy to be swayed by either side of the argument, staying neutral Richard seems to be the best approach. It is likely that the Tudors over exaggerated traits that Richard had, such as having a great respect for justice to executing anyone who opposed him. But it can also be argued that the writers were using the examples of Henry VII and Henry VIII to create their versions of Richard, whilst still remaining loyal to the crown. The problem with the evidence is that history is written by the victor, the truth is warped to fit with the victors needs and orders, to portray the victor in the best light and to demonise their opponent.
Richard III is not the only person from history to be demonised a more modern example is that of Eva Peron, who was branded a gold-digging whore. With demonised figures, the evidence has to be carefully navigated in order to try and get a truer image of them and their lives, but most evidence is likely to have been destroyed or retold to suit the needs of their opponent such as in the case of Richard. As Rous wrote an account of Richard that was positive but on Henry taking the throne it was retracted. There will always be problems with researching individuals demonised through history, but it makes it more intriguing when something is discovered that contradicts the image we have been supplied with.
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Appendix One

Question One: How old are you?
[image: ]
	Age
	People

	0-20
	3

	21-30
	17

	31-40
	30

	41-50
	51

	51-60
	137

	71+
	33


Question Two: What is your country of origin?
[image: ]
	Country
	Participants

	Australia
	10

	Austria 
	1

	Brazil
	1

	Canada
	11

	Channel Islands
	1

	England
	139

	France
	1

	Germany
	4

	Hungary
	1

	India
	1

	Italy
	1

	Jamaica
	1

	Mexico 
	1

	Netherlands
	2

	New Zealand
	2

	Northern Ireland
	1

	Poland
	2

	Republic of Ireland
	2

	Romania
	1

	Scotland
	8

	Sweden
	1

	Unanswered
	14

	USA
	57

	Wales
	8


[image: ] Key: Country in colour had at least a participantWorld map depicting countries participants originate.

Question Three: Which side do you associate with, if any?
[image: ]


	Side
	Participants

	Lancaster
	11

	York 
	206

	No Side
	54



Question Four: What is your opinion on Richard III?
[image: ]


	Opinion of Richard III
	Participants

	A Man with Severe Scoliosis 
	259

	Hunchbacked Cripple with a withered arm
	4

	Unanswered
	8



Question Five: Which writer from history do you believe contributes the most to the view of Richard III?
[image: ]Croyland Chronicle


	Historical Writer
	Participants

	All
	1

	Croyland Chronicle
	1

	George Buck
	5

	Horace Walpole
	10

	None
	37

	Paul Murray Kendall
	6

	Polydore Vergil
	14

	Sharon Turner
	4

	Sir Clements Markham
	10

	Thomas More
	31

	William Shakespeare
	152



Question Six: What do you think describes Richard from these options?
[image: ]
 
	Opinion
	Number

	Villain
	4

	Demonised by Propaganda
	162

	Usurper
	25

	Man of His Time
	111

	Rightful King
	112

	Murderer
	11

	Strong Military Commander
	102

	Misunderstood
	5

	Loving Brother, Father and Husband
	3

	Loyal
	5

	Lawful
	7

	Pious
	2

	Ambitious
	5

	Reformer
	6

	All of the above
	1




Question Seven: Do you think Richard III wanted to marry his niece, Elizabeth of York?
[image: ]
	Marriage to Elizabeth of York
	Participants

	Yes
	70

	No
	177

	Unsure
	24




Question Eight: Do you think that Richard III was a good King?
[image: ]
	Good King
	Participants

	No
	31

	Yes 
	232

	Unanswered
	8



Question Nine: Do you think that Richard III was an effective King?
[image: ]
	Effective King
	Participants

	No
	39

	Yes
	225

	Unanswered
	7




Question Ten: Do you think that Richard was a Usurper?
[image: ]
	Usurper
	Participants

	Yes
	211

	No 
	60



Question Eleven: Which deaths presented by Shakespeare do you think Richard III was directly responsible for in some way?
[image: ]Sir Thomas Vaughan

	Deaths
	Number

	Prince Edward of Westminster
	16

	King Henry VI
	24

	King Edward IV
	3

	George, Duke of Clarence
	13

	Anne Neville
	9

	Anthony Woodville, Lord Rivers
	126

	Lord Richard Grey
	82

	Edward, Prince of Wales (Edward V)
	28

	Richard, Duke of York
	23

	Lord William Hastings
	143

	Sir Thomas Vaughan
	36

	Henry Stafford, Duke of Buckingham
	134

	None
	55



Question Twelve: Who was the true heir to the throne in 1483?
[image: ]Edward Plantagenet, Earl of Warwick


	Heir to the Throne
	Participants

	Edward Plantagenet, Earl of Warwick
	11

	Edward, Prince of Wales
	102

	Henry Tudor, Earl of Richmond
	6

	Richard, Duke of York
	1

	Richard, Duke of Gloucester
	140

	Unanswered
	6

	Unsure
	5



Question Thirteen: Do you think Richard III is represented correctly within the media?
[image: ]

	Representation in the Media
	Participants

	Yes
	62

	No
	200

	Unanswered
	9



Question Fourteen: What media have you watched or read regarding the Wars of the Roses?
[image: ]













	Media on the War of the Roses
	Number

	The Hollow Crown, TV Series
	103

	The White Queen, TV Series
	193

	The Cousin's War Series
	86

	The Daughter of Time
	152

	The Sunne in Splendour
	153

	We Speak No Treason
	9

	King's Grave
	5

	Large Amount
	18

	The Maligned King
	1

	The King's Grey Mare
	1

	A Rose for the Crown
	4

	Britain's Bloodiest Dynasty
	1

	Fortunes Wheel
	1

	Some Touch of Pity
	3

	I, Richard Plantagenet
	2

	The Order of the White Boar
	1

	Dickon
	1

	Loyalty
	1

	The Bloody Crown
	1

	The Lodestar
	3

	Cold Case Reopened
	1

	The Betrayal of Richard III
	1

	The Last Days of Richard III
	1

	None
	1

	Good King Richard (Play)
	1

	Richard III
	3

	The Wars of the Roses
	1

	The Last Plantagenet
	1

	Monarchs of England
	1

	Black Adder
	1







Appendix Two: Family Trees of the Wars of the Roses
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