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An Interview with Gareth Glover: Part II 

By Robert Burnham 

Editor’s Note: This is the second interview of a multi-part interview with Gareth Glover, 

a frequent contributor to the Napoleon Series. The first part can be seen at An Interview 

with Gareth Glover: Part II 

Question #18: The whole premise of “Waterloo Letters” is that these letters were 

excluded from Herbert Siborne’s “Waterloo Letters”. Why did Siborne omit publishing 

these letters? 

Gareth: Herbert simply cherry picked what he thought gave the most information and 

perhaps were descriptive. Lack of space is the clear answer as to why the others were 

not published, although given its success it is strange that he did not consider a volume 

2 then. 

Question #19: You said earlier that that he contacted every unit that was part of British 

Army in Flanders. Yet in “Waterloo Letters” did not contain those from the KGL, which 

played a crucial part in the battle, such as the defense of La Haye Sainte. Why didn’t he? 

Gareth: William Siborne certainly wrote to the KGL officers and received a large number 

of replies from them in German. Why Herbert did not publish any of them can only be 

surmised. Herbert had studied in Germany for 2 years but we cannot be sure how good 

his German was and secondly he was writing in Victorian times of a British Victory and 

he only published British material. The only KGL officer he published in his volume was 

an Englishman. 

Question #20: Many of the letters in your book were originally written in German. Did you 
translate them yourself? 

Gareth: No, I cannot read German and not especially old German (there is argument 
over whether it is Suterlin or not and I am not able to comment). I had a number of people 
help me, but by far most was translated by my daughter Sarah’s math tutor Desidor 
Golten, a German Jew shipped to Britain just before WWII who did an excellent job.  

Question #21: Letter 131 is by Captain Goeben, who eventually commanded the 1st KGL 
Line Battalion after its commander, Major Robertson, was seriously wounded. It is an 
excellent account of du Plats KGL brigade and its part in the defence of 
Hougoumont. Letters from the 1st KGL and 2nd KGL Brigades are also well represented 
with 29 letters in 78 pages!  Were there any gems among the KGL letters? 

Gareth: Yes, the material from the German officers was of particular note, including 

Baring’s FULL account indicating that he did know he would be defending the farm the 

night before, but did not do anything about securing an ammunition supply and the KGL 
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joining in a flank attack on d’Erlon’s troops and the KGL involvement in the defence of 

Hougoumont. 

Question #22: What was your favorite letter from the Germans? 

Gareth: Probably an unusual choice – Letter 194, which is a long letter by Colonel 
Charles Best, who commanded the 4th Hanoverian Brigade in General Cole’s 6th Division.  
I found his account of the forgotten brigade fascinating including his honest statement on 
the poor training of his own troops. 

Question #23: One of the sample letters we are including with our interview are from 

Lieutenant Lewis Heise, an officer in the King’s German Artillery. They concern the 

Hanoverian artillery at Quatre Bras and Waterloo. The two hand drawn maps had detail 

that I have not seen any place else. For example the placement of his battery’s 

ammunition reserve. I counted 15 maps that were supplied by Siborne with the circular 

letter where the correspondents drew the positions of their units. Additionally, there were 

another 13 hand-drawn maps and sketches. Two were very unusual.  One was done by 

a 3rd Foot Guards officer of the firing step that lined the wall of the Formal Garden at 

Houguomont, while the other was by a 10th Hussars officer of the final charge of the British 

cavalry. Did the material held by the Siborne Collection in the British Library contain other 

maps and sketches that you could not identify the individual who drew them?  

Gareth: Not with the collection I worked on, but there are still a few attached to the 

correspondence of those published in Siborne’s work and therefore not covered by me.  

Question #24: Did you include them? 

Gareth: I only included Letter 20 – the letter was published by Herbert, but not the plan, 

which I felt was important, indicating how Somerset’s cavalry charge had been split by La 

Haye Sainte 

Question #25: On page 12 of your book you write that “I have included a few letters that 

Herbert published but with huge tracts removed. These have been included for the further 

valuable information they contained and as an example of the kind of information Herbert 

omitted.” What letters were these? 

Gareth: These are letters 63 (Henry Murray) and 73 (Whinyates)  

Question #26: Why do you think Siborne did not include those passages? 

Basically, he removed many of the notes and secondary passages and of course any 

personal comments to his father, but I printed a couple to illustrate what had been omitted, 

because of the claims of Hamilton Williams – which I found to be without basis in fact. 

Passages thought irrelevant or of secondary importance were often left out of published 
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correspondence. See also Major Baring’s narrative (No 163) which highlights passages 

not published by Beamish in his History of the KGL.  

Question #27: Earlier you said that you estimate that between 25 – 33 percent of those 

who contacted actually responded and in about a third of the letters said the officer said 

he had nothing to add. Excluding those with nothing to add, do you think between the two 

books that there are any letters that are missing?   

Gareth: There are undoubtedly are a few (but only a handful). I published the maximum 

I could (given publishers word limits). I was therefore forced to ignore the correspondence 

of those who had already been published by Herbert. One such letter by Vivian which 

Herbert did not publish at all, I later published in the Waterloo Archive series. 

Question #28: Considering that the letters were written 15 – 25 years after the battle and 

many of the officers might have died, besides Wellington are there any British or KGL 

officers whom you might have liked to see letters from, but did not? 

Gareth: There are so many - I would love to have found more letters from Nassau and 

Guards officers to clear up questions at Hougoumont, more from those involved in the 

defeat of the Imperial Guard and every other controversy that still exists today. Every 

other officer who did not reply for any reason is a loss as every eyewitness account 

furthers our knowledge of some aspect of the battle – even if only helping to verify what 

others have claimed. However, General Hill stands out I think as an important eyewitness 

statement that we do not have. 

Question #29: Any thoughts why they did not? 

Many on distant shores probably never received the request, but beyond that many either 

probably did not think that they had anything to add of importance or simply were trying 

to forget the horrors they had experienced.  

Question #30: In the past several years I have come across several historians who 

question the validity of primary sources that were written so many years after the vents. 

Their position is that as the longer the time lapse between when the event occurred and 

when the writer writes down his version, the less reliable it is. The memories are often 

influenced by other accounts or histories and thus the line between a true memory of an 

event and what the writer has read about becomes blurred. Many of the letters in your 

book were written 15 – 30 years after Waterloo. While you were reading the letters in your 

book did you see any examples where you felt the writer’s memory is not accurate? 

Gareth: Firstly, I would agree that eye-witness accounts do need to be handled with care 

because of false memories etc. and I am always amused that those who shout this the 

loudest, as the often then quote a memoir to prove their own beliefs, even when it is the 

ONLY account that agrees with them!! Personal accounts can only be used with any form 

of certainty if they agree with other accounts and that the general body of evidence takes 

you in that direction, but you must also be sure that they have not been influenced by 

others. With regard to Waterloo, although a number of personal accounts in the form of 
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letters had been published, the early histories published were quite general and not 

detailed. Subsequent to the production of Siborne’s History of the Waterloo campaign, 

there is a danger that later statements/memoirs are much more likely to have had an 

influence exerted on them, no matter how small. The letters in the Siborne files being 

before his published history, cannot therefore have been heavily influenced by others. 

The fact that many admit they cannot remember much at all is actually reassuring, but as 

we know today with World War II veterans, many have their awful memories seared into 

their brains, who wouldn’t believe some of the Waterloo veterans to be the same? And 

what they say is often based (as they say) on notes made at the time or very soon after.  

Furthermore a great number of them challenge the traditional view of a number of aspects 

of the battle, indeed a number have answered problems that have been argued over for 

years, these witness accounts being ignored/forgotten. One such example is Charles 

Gore’s Letter (No 175) which finally answered how Byjlandt’s troops fitted into the front 

line and the answer was not the one being expounded by any military historian! 

Inaccuracies in the statements are not often significant and they usually readily admit 

when they cannot remember. Those who had a real point to make and wanted to influence 

the debate heavily (often wrongly) published themselves, some of the most famous 

Waterloo memoirs can be the most questionable on accuracy. 

Question #31: If you found where that a letter was inaccurate how did you handle it? 

Gareth: Where a statement was made which challenged the perceived understanding of 

events, I checked against the other letters and in fact all other memoirs which described 

the incident, to gain the best answer of what really happened. If it stood alone, without 

corroboration, I have highlighted this fact and weighted my comments to indicate that the 

jury is still out.  

 

To be continued. 
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