
Research Notes  and  Queries

Sheriff Hutton: A Geological Note
From Pauline Routh:—

In October 1981  I  was approached by Dr. R. J. Firman of the
Department of Geology, University of Nottingham, regarding sources of
alabaster in Yorkshire in connection  with a  projected work. I drew Dr.
Firman’s attention at  that time  to the  unusual  form of alabaster  used  for the
Sheriff Hutton effigy (P. Routh and R. Knowles, The  Sheriff Hutton
Alabaster: A Re-assessment, 1981, p.17), and his curiosity was sufficiently
aroused for him to  make  the journey to see it  —  ‘a most rewarding and
important  visit’ he later commented.

Dr. Firman’s article has now  been  published (R. J. Firman, A  Geological
Approach to the History of English Alabaster, Mercian  Geologist:  Journal  of
the  East  Midlands Geological Society, vol. 9, no. 3. March 1984, pp.161-178).
Writing of the Yorkshire Permian alabasters (p.175) he says: ‘particularly
characteristic is the gypsum from Ripon Parks  with  its dark selenite
porphyroblasts set in an alabasterine matrix.  This  texture so  closely matches
that  used for the fifteenth century effigy in Sheriff Hutton church  that  it is
tempting to postulate that the alabaster came from the Ripon Parks area.
However, other parts of the Permian sulphate deposits as at Hurworth Place
(near) Darlington, and Hillam have similar textures, and more fieldwork is
needed before  a definitive  attribution of provenance can be established  . . .
Although it may not be possible to identify the precise source locality,
textures in the Sheriff  Hutton  effigy are diagnostic of a Yorkshire alabaster.’

This is the first notice we have of scientific  evidence  supporting the
hypothesis  that  the material used for the monument was  a  ‘local’ product. It
would seem  that  the Sheriff  Hutton  effigy is unique in that it is, as far as is
known, the  only one surviving carved from this particular alabaster.

Dr. Firman  tells  me  that  both  nodules  (the  ‘selenite  porphyroblasts’) and
matrix, are forms of gypsum and of  equal  hardness, thus the initial carving
process would  only be inhibited by a tendency for selenite to split along its
cleavages, a difficulty not insurmountable to a skilled craftsman. The nodules
however, due to structural differences, are more resistant to weathering than
the matrix, which is why the present surface of the effigy, with  nodules
standing proud of their more quickly weathering surroundings, or even so
loosened as to be  lost  from  them, points to continued exposure to the
elements, particularly rain, at some  time.  Which  possibly poses  a  new
question  —  was the  monument  for some of the period between the  visit  of
Dodsworth in  1623, when  it seems to  have  been complete, and  that  of Torre
in 1690, when it was in pieces in the north  chapel, consigned to the open air?

William Patron  and the  death  of the  Princes
William  White  has sent the following comment:—

M. K. Jones in his review of C. A. J. Armstrong’s  England, France  and
Burgundy in the  Fifteenth Century (The  Ricardian, vol.  6, no. 84, 1984,
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pp.310-311) mentions the  value  of an ‘apparently rather obscure  piece’
printed therein: ‘An Italian Astrologer at the Court of Henry VII’.  This paper
appeared originally in  Italian Renaissance  Studies, edited by E. F. Jacob
(London 1960) and in it Mr. Armstrong dealt  with  the prognostications of
Henry’s  court  Astrologer, ‘William Parron’ (the anglicised form of Gulielmus
Parronus Placentinus). Parron’s almanac for the year 1500, Anni  MD
Prognosticon, was printed by Richard  Pynson  on 24 December 1499 and, as
Dr. Jones says, expresses the belief  that  the sons of Edward IV had been dead
for more than fourteen years  (Le.  since before Henry’s succession —  although
Richard III is not named as being directly responsible). In this William Parron
went somewhat further than in his De  Astrorum  Vi  Fatah’ (Oxford Bodleian
MS Selden Supra 77) in  which  Armstrong says he passed ‘discreetly’ over the
question of the disappearance of the Princes by the use of the phrase de
innocentibus  (Jones, p.311).  This  was in  1499, however, with  Perkin Warbeck
still imprisoned in the Tower of London. By the time  that  the  Anni  MD
Prognosticon  appeared Warbeck had  been  executed and, thus, even those
who believed the latter’s claims concerning his own identity would  have  been
forced to agree  that  the Princes were dead!

Armstrong drew attention to the prevailing climate in  which  prophecy
was mistrusted as potential sedition and the occult was associated with
treason. Hence Parron was  mindful  of the danger of any departure from the
official  line  with  the risk of  a  prehension for the crime of seditious libel or
treasonable horoscope re iction (Armstrong, p.436; J. R. Spencer,
‘Criminal Libel’, Crimina  Law  Review, vol. 23, 1977, pp.383-394). A  notable
example of the latter had been the prophecy, in 1475, of an early death for
Edward, Prince of  Wales, the memory of which may have  fuelled the early
rumours of the death of the Princes during Richard’s reign, (J. G.  Bellamy,
The Law of Treason  in the  Later  Middle Ages, Cambridge 1970, p.127).  Thus
Patron ridiculed  those  who  believed  that  the Princes were still alive by
likening them  to the Flemings, who claimed  that  Charles the Bold had not
perished at the Battle of Nancy, or to those who yet awaited the return of
King Arthur (Armstrong, p.450). The latter  shaft  was directed specifically
against the Cornishmen who had rebelled in 1497. However, it appears
unduly cynical and  politically insensitive when one considers how much
Parron’s patron owed to the  Welsh  among whose numbers were similar
adherents of the Arthurian  cult  and who, even if they had not welcomed
Henry as the returned Pendragon, had not opposed his landing in 1485 (S. B.
Chrimes, Henry VII, London 1972, p.4; B.  Witlieb, ‘A Fifteenth-Century
Prophecy’, The  Ricardian, vol. 4, no. 57, 1977, pp.15-19).

Armstrong reveals  that, like John Rous and Pietro Carmeliano, his own
countryman, William Parron was at pains to ingratiate himself with Henry
VII in order to live down past services to the Yorkist cause (Armstrong,
pp.442-443). He  attempted  to minimise his involvement by maintaining that
he had employed his ‘true science of cheiromancy’ to warn traitors to  stay out
of mischief  (ibid., p.443).  Such  a  ‘traitor’ was Edward Frank, sheriff of
Oxfordshire under Richard III and who while in  hiding in Cumberland after
Bosworth was entrusted  with  communications to  Viscount  Lovel  (ibid.,
p.445; CPR  1476-85, pp.371, 400, 489, 539, 554 and 569; W. E. Hampton,
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Memorials  of the  Wars  of the  Roses, Upminster  1979, no. 40, p.36 and no.
431, p.254).  Although  he was excluded from the general pardon after the
Battle  of Bosworth he was pardoned after  Stoke, following a brief
incarceration in the tower (CPR  1485-94, pp.132-133; Armstrong, pp.445-
446).  Edward Frank  finally was apprehended during the project to release the
Earl of Warwick from the Tower and was executed on Tower  Hill  in 1490
(Armstrong, p.447).

The downfall of William Parron appears to have been the result of  quite
a  different astrological prediction, however. Upon the death of Arthur,
Prince of Wales, in 1503 Parron sought to console the bereaved parents by
forecasting that  the Queen would  live  on to the age of  eighty (ibid., p.451).
Unfortunately for all of  them  Elizabeth of  York  was dead within the space of
a year  and, at the age of  thirty-seven, was yet another of the progeny of
Edward IV and Elizabeth  Woodville  who failed to  fulfil  a normal life-span —
afsubject  which  deserves a fuller study.  Nothing is heard of William Patron
a  ter this.

Book Reviews

BRITISH LIBRARY HARLEIAN MANUSCRIPT 433, ed. Rosemary Horrox
and P. W. Hammond:  Vol.  II:  Second  Register of  Richard III; Vol.  III:
Second Register of Edward  V  and Miscellaneous  Material; Vol.  IV: Index,
cgm  iled  by Rosemary Horrox (Richard III Society, London 1980, 1982,
1 83  .

The first volume of  this  important  archive  was published in 1979 and reviewed
in this Journal in December of  that  year.  That  the work is now  triumphantly
complete is due to the scholarly dedication of its editors as well as a generous
grant in aid of  publication  from  the British Academy.

In  these  days of  high costs  and cut corners, the editors’ almost  obsessive
attention  to detail  compels  admiration, as does the  dignified  format of the
four  volumes.  Latin  entries, however  long, are given an English translation
within  square brackets. The fourth volume is  divided  into  an index of names
of 228 pages, into  which much  additional research has been put, and  a  subject
index of  twenty-nine  pages, giving a  ratio of a page of index to  every three of
text.

As explained in the Introduction, the register  contains most  but not all of
the grants  which  passed the  Signet  between  Spring 1483 when Edward  V  was
King and the  last  week of June 1485  when  Richard was in the Midlands
awaiting Tudor’s invasion. The disbursement of  royal  grants and revenues,
especially through  the Chamber, which forms so large  a  part of the subject-
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