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Richard 111 and Nineteenth Century German Historians
Mrs  Doreen  Court has  sent the  following note:

Max Budinger was only one of  a  number  of German historians who  wrote
critical  essays  comparing dramatic representations of Richard with character
analyses  of the historical  King.  (See Notes and  Queries, The  Ricardian.  no. 67
(1979) p.144).

Budinger, himself, was brought up in a strictly orthodox  Jewish  faith.  He
studied  history, philosophy and  religion  and ultimately became converted to
Roman  Catholicism.  His stay in Vienna was quite  short.  For  most  of his life he
was  Professor  of History at Innsbruck. A  book  dedicated to him by his colleagues
and students in 1898 is in the Bavarian State  Library and pays tribute to his
thoughtful  tolerance  and humanitarianism. He was particularly interested  in
national  characteristics  and  their  influence on the  personalities of individuals,
especially those  who became  members  of a  ruling class in a state which was not
their country of  origin.

During the nineteenth century there was a great  surge  of popularity for
Shakespeare’s plays  in  Germany and this  seems  to have  coincided with  the
stimulus for studying and  rcassessing aspects of English History at many
Universities including those  of Berlin, Heidelberg, Leipsic  and Weimar.

Reinhold  Pauli, after completing a  multi-volume  Geschicte  von  England,
produced a  two-volume  Aufsatze  of  critical  essays on the  English  Kings depicted
in  Shakespeare’s Plays (Leipsic 1869). His analysis of Richard III is similar to
that of  Budinger.  He  sees  him as  a  forceful  man  inspired  by the traditions of his
family, dazzled  by the  symbols  of  personal  power  and led by them into crime.
Knightly traits  are  also  found  in Richard: tenderness for his  mother, caring
provision for  those  he had  killed  or  outlawed, interest in the  universities  of Oxford
and Cambridge and the  sponsorship of  music.  Pauli  proclaims  him ‘thc  most
clear-sighted of the high-ranking men of his time’ and is of the opinion  that  the
image of Richard as an incarnation of evil was largely due to the  success  of the
Tudors. '

Like  Budinger, Pauli  regards  the elimination of the sons of  Edward  IV as
inevitable. He thinks that  Richard  may have made  a  snap decision  and  ordered  a
comparatively humane  killing in  order  to  suppress further  insurrection and
bloodshed, without realising the full extent to which this action  could  be turned
against him. And that he  never  got  over  it!
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Insanity and the Stafi'ords
From  Mr W. E.  Hampton comes  a  postscript  to the  matter  of  Henry,  Duke

of Buckingham’s  consorting with Nandyke the  necromancer  in  1483.
The following intriguing entry occurs  among the burials of St. Botolph’s,

Billingsgate for 9  April  1608: ‘The Lady Marye Bohun alias Stafford,  buried  out
of Bethlehem House  (Bedlam) aged  140’ (Complete Peerage,  vol.  2,  p.391  note).
This  lady does  not  appear  in the pedigrees of the Stafford earls and  dukes,  but as
the Bohun  inheritance  was  theirs  it is difficult to see where  else  one can  look  for
her  possible parentage.  If one takes her great age seriously, one may postulate
that she was  a  child  of Duke  Henry or even an  undiscovered child  of Margaret
Countess  of  Richmond  by her second, Stafford,  husband.  The lady’s  residence  in
Bedlam was  possibly due to  senility rather than to insanity or to  some sub-normal
condition but there was indeed madness in Duke Henry’s  ancestry  as in that of
Margaret Beaufort. This little  mystery should  perhaps be  borne  in mind when the
unstable  character  and incnnsistent  behaviour  of  Henry Stafford are  considered.

Technical Editor  of the Ricardian

Irene Cooper filled  this  post  from December  1975 to December 1979 when due to
pressure of  other work  she  decided  to  resign.  Peter Hammond and Anne Sutton,
past  and present  editors  of The Ricardian  would  like to  record  their gratitude to
her for so ably overseeing the  production  of the journal for the past seventeen
Issues.

Book  Review

RICHARD lll PART TWO by David Pownall. Published (with Motocar) by
Faber  & Faber 1979.  Paperback. £3.95.
Richard  -III Part  Two has been reviewed twice  before  in this journal, as a stage
production and (by me) as a  radio  play, so to avoid repetition  I  shall try to give
the further  impressions  I got from  reading it, having earlier  seen  and  heard  it
performed. .

Like many plays that  really are plays rather than  closet drama, this does  not
read  particularly well, in one sense.  Some  of the key moments  are visual:
Chrysostom’s first  entrance in outrageous Renaissance get-up; the dance, literally
with  bells  on, of the kings at Amiens; the  mimed burial  of Prince Edward; and the
revealing of the  completed  window which shows Richard murdering children.
These have to be imagined in reading, as does the  music (printed  in outline only at
the end of the play) which is  .-,essential to the play’s  development.  Pownall  says  in
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