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The Napoleon Series 
An Interview with Gareth Glover: Part I 

By Robert Burnham 
Editor’s Note: This is the first in a multi-part interview with Gareth Glover, a frequent 
contributor to the Napoleon Series. He is best known for unearthing and editing primary 
sources that have never been published before. In September 2018, his book, Letters 
from the Battle of Waterloo: Unpublished Correspondence of Allied Officers from the 
Siborne Papers, will be re-issued with new material and a foreword by John Hussey. 
Since Gareth lives in Wales and I ten hours away in Hawaii, we decided do the interview 
via e-mail. Although I had a list of questions for him, it quickly turned into a free flow of 
questions and answers and then more questions based on his answers. Neither the 
publisher nor Gareth asked that I avoid any topics. 

In 1830, Lieutenant William Siborne was commissioned to create the now famous 
Waterloo Diorama. As part of his research he sent a letter to over 3000 British officers 
who had fought at Waterloo. The response was tremendous. He used these letters to 
create the diorama and for the basis of his book: The History of the Waterloo Campaign, 
which was published in 1840. His son, Major General Herbert Siborne inherited the letters 
and in 1890 published many of them. However he did not publish all of them. In 2004, 
Letters from the Battle of Waterloo was published and it contained about 300 letters that 
were not included in Waterloo Letters. 

Question #1: You are the most prolific author of the Napoleonic Wars in the 21st Century 
with over 60 books in the past 15 years. Most of these books deal with primary sources. 
Why did you choose to focus on memoirs, letters, and diaries? 

Gareth: I think it found me! Having delved into the archives, I have realized that much of 
the history we think we know comes from a long time ago and it just gets rehashed every 
generation with little real change. However, going into the archives and publishing all of 
this material challenges the ‘established histories’ with contemporary accounts which do 
not agree with the established version. Every one of these sets of journals/letters etc I 
have published has brought something new to our knowledge. That just makes me hungry 
to produce even more and there are still dozens upon dozens still out there to be mined! 
I am very driven and I will not rest before I am well past 100, as long as people buy them! 

Question #2: Discovering the unpublished Siborne Letters was quite a coup. How did 
you hear about the unpublished letters? 

Gareth: I knew of them, but the catalyst for doing something about them was Hamilton 
Williams claims that dark secrets were held within them and proved that the Sibornes had 
corrupted history – all of which I proved conclusively to be totally untrue, but then I had 
caught the bug… 
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Question #3: Let’s talk about this collection of original letters held by the British Library. 
Did you ever get access to them or were you sent copies?  

Gareth: I initially looked at them in their folios at the British Library, but realizing the 
massive workload decided to have copies sent to me to work on at my leisure. 

Question #4: How were they organized? 

Gareth: They are in a number of folios just filled with a mass of loose papers within, each 
page numbered sequentially, including blank pages and illustrations etc 

Question #5: What size paper were the letters on? 

Gareth: They were generally on A4 or A3 size sheets which had been folded for posting, 
but some were smaller. 

Question #6: Let’s talk about this letter, which was a very innovative way of obtaining 
information. How many copies were sent out? 

Gareth: I would estimate that he sent out letters to up to three thousand individuals 

Question #7: Was it sent to individuals or was it sent to the regiment, which forwarded it 
on to the relevant officers? 

Gareth: Where possible he wrote to their known address (in the forces still or private 
address if retired). Some were also sent to officers who had indicated that they were in 
correspondence with others he did not know the location of. 

Question #8: Do you have any idea what percent actually responded? 

Gareth My estimate is between a quarter and a third replied, but of this number about a 
third at least admitted that they could remember nothing of value. 

Question #9: Were some units not included in the letters? If so, why not? 

Gareth: All British/Hanoverian units were contacted and he had some sort of reply from 
most units on the battlefield or at Hal. However his attempts to obtain information from 
Prussian sources was not very successful and from the French, not surprisingly non-
existent. He does not appear to have attempted to gain any information from the 
Netherlands troops at all, a major failure. 

Question 10: In the letter, Lieutenant Siborne chose the attack of the Imperial Guard for 
the focus of the letters for his model, instead of other major events such as the great 
cavalry charges or the destruction of D’Erlon’s Corps by the Union Brigade. Why do you 
think he did? 

Gareth: The defeat of the Imperial Guard was seen by him as THE decisive moment of 
the battle and as it was of relatively short duration and memorable as being at the end of 
the day, he hoped that it would aid memory in fixing where they were and what they 
saw/did. It would show the moment of victory. 
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Question #11: Since he sent every officer the same letter and asked them to respond to 
the questions in it, based on what they saw and what their unit did. Did most of the letters 
follow the format that he asked for in the letter? 

Gareth: No. A few answered his letter point by point, but most simply gave their memories 
and impressions of the battle, some sticking to the period he was concentrating on, but 
others giving all they could remember of the campaign. 

Question #12: Did Siborne send his circular letter to noncommissioned officers? If not, 
why not? If so, how many replied? 

Gareth: He did not send to noncommissioned officers, partly because of the social norms 
of the time and possibly because he deemed that they were less likely to have known 
what was going on around them, being fully focused on their men. He did however receive 
a few replies from NCO’s who had been given a copy of their letter. 

Question #13: There are over 300 letters in Letters from the Battle of Waterloo that 
were not printed in Siborne’s Waterloo Letters. When you first came across them, what 
were you expecting to find? 

Gareth: to be honest, I had no idea. If I am honest I feared that they would not bring 
anything new to the table. 

Question #14: Considering the quality of many of them, were you surprised that they 
were not published already? 

Gareth: Once I had realized how important a number of the letters were I was 
astonished that they had not previously been published. Given the success of Siborne’s 
book it amazes me that the publishers did not push for a second volume! 

Question #15: Let’s talk about the sample letters you have provided. Specifically 
Letters # 61 and 62, which were written by Lieutenant Anthony Bacon of the 10th 
Hussars. An examination of your book reveals there are another twelve letters from 
officers in the 10th Hussars.  This is more than any other regiment, including in Siborne’s 
book.  Many are highly detailed. Why do you think Siborne did not publish them? 

Gareth: I think that they did not get published is that there were so many that they 
would simply have looked like favouritism – They were in Hussey Vivian’s brigade – a 
major benefactor and advocate for Siborne’s projects. 

Question #16: Both of Lieutenant Bacon’s letters are some of the most detailed and 
fascinating letters in either Siborne’s original book or this book. Among other things, in 
Letter # 62 Lieutenant Bacon was quite vocal in his condemnation of General 
Vandeuleur.  . . stating “Vandeleur’s stupidity very nearly compromised Vivian’s brigade; 
he never was fit for the command of cavalry, as all those who like myself served in his 
brigade in the Peninsula will have some recollection of: he was always at variance with 



© 1995 – 2018 The Napoleon Series 

Frederick Ponsonby who commanded the 12th and always making some blunder.” This 
was very harsh criticism of a general who was still alive. I am not sure I have seen such 
candor before.  Why do you think Siborne did not publish either letter? 

Gareth: I have to say they were too hot to publish.  

Question #17: Are there other letters that criticize senior officers? 

Gareth: Not so much in this book. If there were, William Siborne certainly did not 
contemplate publishing them, for he would not want to offend still living officers. 

 

To be continued. 
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