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ABSTRACT

SIR THEMAS WIDKES: A STUDY IN ELIZABETHAN

DIPLOHACY, GOVERNMENT, AND PATRONAGE

By

P. Jeffrey Platt

This dissertation is a detailed study of the public career (1573-

1598), of the Elizabethan diplomat and administrator, Sir Thomas Wilkes.

It attempts to illustrate not only the ideas and principles that motivated

him but also the remarkably important role such a secondelevel government

official could play in sixteenthacentury politics.

The first, and by far the major portion of the study covers wilkes'

career as a diplomat. During his twenty-five years of public service,

'he served a total of twelve missions in France, Spain, the Palatinate,

the Spanish Low Countries, and the United Provinces. Never assigned as

a resident ambassador, he was invariably used as a kind of diplomatic

”troubleéshooter" or'"ambassador-at-large" who was sent to deal with

pressing international problems. His early years in France (1573-1576)

as a private secretary to the English ambassador Valentine Dale, and as

an advisor to the Huguenot and politigue factions, provide a good oppor-

tunity for a close look at the troubles besetting France in the years

following the St. Bartholomew Massacre. Likewise, his later assignments

to Henry IV of trance during the 1590's afford a chance to witness that

king's struggle for his throne, and to illuminate some dark corners of

too often neglected post-1588 English diplomacy.

Hilkes' brief 1577-78 missions to Philip II of Spain and to Don

Juan, the Spanish Governor of the Low Countries, are important for the

background and insight they give into the great Anglo-Spanish quarrel
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of the 1580's and 1590's. It was in the midst of this conflict, and

during the Earl of Leicester's 1585-1587 Governorship of the Netherlands,

that‘wilkes served his most lengthy and important mission as an English

member on the Anglo-Dutch Council of State (1586-1587). An in depth look

at the complexities of this particular assignment reveals much about the

personalities and methods of both Elizabeth and the Earl that made inevi-

table the ultimmte failure of Leicester's administration. Wilkes served

one more mdssion to The Hague in the summer of 1590, but it too only

emphasized the inability of the English and the Dutch to work together

in harmony under the articles of the 1585 Treaty of Nonsuch.

The second portion of this three-part study covers Wilkes' career

as a Clerk.of the Privy Council (1576-1598). By looking at his respon-

sibilities and experiences in this capacity, much light is shed on the

workings of this surprisingly important office as well as on the Privy

Council itself.

The third part of this dissertation considers Wilkes as a case

study in non-salaried remuneration. As the holder of the largest salt

patent in Elizabethan England, and as an avid purveyor of Crown privi-

leges, his life demonstrates conclusively that the almost constant

solicitation of such patronage was the accepted means by which a diplomat

survived the crushing personal expense of foreign service.

A.variety of materials were used in.making this study. The

primary sources were mainly of a diplomatic and administrative nature,

especially those manuscript collections in the British Museum and Public

Record.0ffice in London. Nhny other private, city, and county'manuscript:

collections, too numerous to list here, were also used. Numerous printed

sources and secondary works were likewise consulted.
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PREFACE

I wish to acknowledge a special debt of gratitude to Professor

Delmar Jensen of Brigham Young University who first directed my interest

to the coqlicated but fascinating field of sixteenth-century diplomacy.

To Professor narjorie E. Gesner of Michigan State University I am

most indebted for her unfailing direction and encouragement in the research

and writing of this dissertation. Ber extensive knowledge of English

History as well as her devotion to the needs of her students has been a

constant source of inspiration.

To Professor Thomas L. Bushell I owe special thanks for his in-

valuable suggestions and painstaking editing of the entire manuscript.

His other efforts in my behalf have made it possible to complete the

dissertation on schedule.

I must also express sincere appreciation to Professor William J.

Brazill for his willingness to serve on late notice as the third member

of the dissertation co-ittee. Bis consents and suggestions were not

only helpful but most encouraging.

. 0f the numerous other people whose assistance and advice have been

useful, the following merit particular mention: Professor Joel Hurstfield

of the University of London who both advised me on some of my research

problems, and made suggestions on the outline and scope of the dissertation;

Kiss Norahrl‘uidge for information on Sir Thomas Wilkes gleaned by the

"History of Parliament Trust;” and the‘archivists and librarians of the
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of the Public Record Office, British Museum, and numerous private,

city, and county collections throughout England.

Finally, my deepest appreciation must go to my dear wife Colleen,

who not only typed the entire manuscript,but without whose sacrifice

and unfailing encouragement this study would not have been possible.

Because Sir Thomas Wilkes' career was comprised of three major

areas of activity, this study is divided into three parts. Hapefully,

this sacrifice of continuity for the sake of clarity will aid the reader

in better understanding Wilkes' contributions to Elizabethan government.

The first, 'andby far the major portion,'will cover his extensive

and diverse diplomatic career which spanned nearly twenty-five years and

included assignments to Germany, France, Spain, the Spanish Netherlands,

and the UnitedProvinces. The second part will be an administrative

history dealing with his duties as a Clerk of Elizabeth's Privy Council,

and the third portion will look at Sir Thomas as a case study in. non-

salaried relaneration.

Throughout this study the spelling of all sixteenth-century

quotations will be modernized, and with few exceptions all dating after

the year.1582 will be based on the "old style" Julian calendar rather

than the "new style" 61°egorian calendar. The few exceptions to this rule

will be followed by the letters "N.S.," signifying "new style."
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INTRODUCTION

In the writing of any history the historian must realize that the

essence of nearly all he writes lies within the personaliti- his subject

covers. To lose sight of this fact is not only to forget the real pur-

pose of writing history but also to fail to realize that men are the

vessels in which history has its being and the vehicles by which it moves.

Historiography has for many years been moving away from the impor-

tance of the political biography and towards the study of the more general

and impersonal problem areas of economic, social, political, and even

intellectual history. While the effects of this have been beneficial

in that biographers have more and more realized that they can no longer

ignore the total milieu in which their subject exists, there has, at

the same time, been established a tendency to undervalue the worth of

biography by the suggestion that such history is of necessity too

limited in its outlook.

While this may be the fault of some biographers, most others now

realize that only by drawing from the best of both approaches to histor-

ical scholarship can truly great history be written. Two good examples

of this method comes from the pen of the brilliant Renaissance historian

Garrett Mattingly. His biography Catherine 2; £589.! (Boston, 1941)

is superb in its ability to make this unfortunate queen the focal point

of an international struggle, yet, at the same time, evincing a complete

awareness of the external forces playing upon her and the problems she

faced.
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In his more general problem study The £12295 (Cambridge, Mass:

1959), Mattingly again achieves the same success but this time through

a different approach. Here he focuses on the great Anglo-Spanish

quarrel of the 1580's, but at the same time his splendid character

sketches illustrate that never once has he lost sight of the fact that

it was the individual personalities who were most responsible for the

drama of that great struggle.

In spite of the contention that the more recent institutions of

duocracy and a free press invalidate the above approaches to modern

biographies, there is much evidence to support the contention that

even today the conditions which most affect the lives of the vast

majority of the world's inhabitants (whether for good or bad), are

brought to pass by those who initiate and carry out decisions on the

political level. This is especially true at the diplomatic level where

almost without exception an elite few control international policy

”kins.

If this is true in the present century, in spite of the limiting

factors of democratic institutions, then how much more valid is the

argt-ent in the case of a sixteenth-century political figure. In a

society where popular pressure and freedom of the press were almost non-

existent, the governing elite was left virtually free to control all

affairs, even to the point of making a man's inherited faith illegal.

While this study illustrates the tight rein that Queen Elizabeth

kept on her civil servants, it attempts at the same time to illustrate

the insane value to be found in the biographical approach to sixteenth-

century political history. The subject chosen for this task is the

ruarkable career of Sir Thomas Wilkes: secret agent, diplomat, member

of the Anglo-Dutch Council of State, Clerk of the Privy Council, Pay-

Mter-General of the English forces in the Netherlands, Member of



I
"
.

t

‘-

"I

g
!

.
I
'



3

Parliament, and Justice of the Peace. This study ‘of his public career

will not only lead one through a quarter-century of England's internal

and foreign affairs, but also will illustrate the important effect an

intelligent and rising middle class servant could have on Elizabethan

policy. Though there exists no pretense that this biography will even

begin to approach the standard already spoken of, it is none the less

the ideal towards which this study is directed.

Early Life and Training

Obscure as Sir Thomas Wilkes' early life has been and remains to

historians, several fairly reasonable suppositions can be made as to

the year and place of his birth as well as to the circumstances under

which he was raised.

Born after the year 15411 and probably no later than 154s,2 Sir

Thomas was one of at least five boys born to Thomas Wilkes Sr.. and his

wife Jane Edge. Thomas Sr. 's father, Robert Wilkes, was a younger son

of eighteen children (of which "12 had issue") sired by the patriarch of

the fuily, William, whose uncle, another Sir Thomas Wilkes, was slain

'at Tewkesbury in 1471. Robert's eldest brother John was the heir to

 

1The hard pressed English diplomat Robert Beal, in a letter to

the Privy Council, dated 18 April 1600 (H.M.C., Calendar 22 the Manuscripts

g; the Marguis 2g Salisbur , Preserved _a_t_ Hatfield Mae, Hartfordshire

(London: H.M.S.O., 1910), 31, p. 114 [hereafter cited: Salisbury],

asked to be '_ treated as generously as had Sir Thomas Wilkes "who was

younger in years andnot subject to such infirmities as I am." The

D,N,B., IV, p. 3, lists Beal's birthdate as 1541.

2With no explanation of how he arrived at the date, A. F. Pollard

(Q,N,B., 1.11, p. 251) lists Wilkes' approximate birth date as 1545. But

this date seems a bit late because it would make Wilkes barely sixteen

Years old when he began his eight years of travel on the Continent in

1561; and though this is entirely possible, it seems safer to seems he

V“ born around 1543 which would make him eighteen when he started his

travel abroad. See Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career. April 1573,

“1.0., S.P. 12, com, doc. no. 154.
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his father's estates in Hodnell, County Warwickshire, but whether or

not this forced Robert and his family to settle outside the same county

is not known. Nor is it known where Robert's son, Thomas St. (Sir Thomas

Wilkes' father) and his family settled. While the senior line of the

patriarch William's progeny (the Hodnell Wilkeses) is easily traceable,

it is the junior line (Robert‘s descendents) that is almost impossible

to pinpoint so far as geography is concerned. There are several reasons

for this. First, since they are a junior line, sixteenth-century

inquisitors and genealogists were not much concerned with supplying such

information on them. Second, the relatively unimportant role Sir Thomas'

sixteenth-century ancestors played in their country's affairs kept them

out of other records that might point to their county of residence. Third,

there are a great number of little known and almost untraceable families

of the same surname throughout various areas of England, especially in the

Midlands. Fourth, Sir Thomas's four brothers (Robert, James, William,

and John ) all died without issue thus closing this possible avenue of

discovering his place of birth.1

Anthony 3 Wood, the seventeenth-century author of Fasti Oxonienses

gr Lan_a_l_g gf _t_l_1_e_ University _o_f_ M, stated quite directly, but without

any indication as to where he obtained his information, that Wilkes "was

a Sussex man born." Now, even a cursory glance at any of the genealogical

records of that county will show that in the sixteenth century there were

few if any Wilkeses living there. Still, A. F. Pollard, in his brief

biographical sketch of Sir Thomas in the Dictionary g_f_ National Bio a h ,

 

1course of Arms Mss., 2, n, 14 n, r. 112, and "Visitation of

Warwickshire," B.M., Harl. Mss. 1563, f. 3. See Appendix B for the

Wilkeses genealogy.
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(LXI, pp. 251-53), felt Wood's source dependable enough to quote him

as to the origins of Wilkes.1

S. T. Bindoff's recent consents on Wilkes in the monumental

"History of Parliament Rust," take exception with the above position.

He feels that because Sir Thomas' cousin, William Wilkes D.D. was born

within the diocese of Lichfield and Coventry it is likely that both men

were of Midland stock.2 This position is bolstered by the fact that

most of Sir Thomas' other cousins came from Warwickshire and that this

surname is almost non-existent in the county of Sussex.3

The problem would be left at that if it were not for a letter in

the Lansdowne Mss. in the British Museum which provides us with several

strong hints that there is an element of truth in both the above positions.

On April 25, 1573 Tobie Matthew, the President of St. John's College,

Oxford,‘ wrote a letter to Lord William West, the heir to the ancient

Sussex family of Delewarre,5 in which he defended Wilkes' good name against

 

1Wood's Fasti Oxonienses (London: E. C. and J. Rivington, 1815),

was originally published in 1692- in two volumes, however I have used

the 1815 edition, value V, p. 188.

ZSince the "History of Parliament Trust" has not yet published its

findings on Elizabethan Parliamentarians I must thank Norah Fuidge for

her willingness to give me what information the Trust has been able to

find concerning Wilkes.

3See supra, p. 4, footnote no. 1., and W. Bruce Bannerman, ed.,

Harleian Society,1905).

“Matthews was three years later appointed dean of Christ's Church

and then three years after nominated Vice-Chancellor of the University

by the Earl of Leicester, and then Chancellor. He was installed as Dean

of Durham in 1583 and in 1595 was made Bishop. He took a prominent part

in the Hampton Court Conference under James I and in April 1606 was

made Archbishop of York in place of the deceased Matthew Hutton. He was

the father of the brilliant Sir Tobie Matthew. D,N.B., XXXVII, pp. 60-63.

5Mstthew to Lord Delewarre, St. John's College, Oxford, 25 April

1573, B.M., Lansd. Mss. 17, f. 135. William West was 10th Lord Delewarre.

Born before 1520 he was the nephew and heir male of his uncle Sir Thomas

West 9th Baron DeLaWerr who died in 1554 s.p. William was also heir of '

his father Sir George West of Warbleton Sussex who died in 1538. Because
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some recent slanderous charges. Young Wilkes had just left All Soul's

College, Oxford to serve as private secretary to the new English Ambassador

to France, Sir Valentine Dale. By quitting his studies while only a

probationer instead of a fellow, he not only ran into difficulty with

the authorities of that college but also opened himself up to the lies

of his enemies.

In explaining his qualifications to make a judgment on the charac-

ter. of Wilkes, Matthew wrote of his close association with him "by daily

conversation and sometimes conference." He assured the staunch Puritan,

Lord Delewarre, that both in his "life and learning" Wilkes demonstrated

a "zealous profession of the gospel" and further encouraged him not to

be "so maliciously discouraged" at the false rmrg‘ for,

Albeit I know Eur good lordship will pp_t_ pf 2.1.51 suffer ppy

_m_a_mg wholly dependng 91; your denocion [7] to be overun and

overtrodden in wrongful sort, and especially by such. So,

if there were any cause why my suit should ought [be] private

(as indeed there is merely none) I would become a most instant

and lowly particione'r; the rather [that] at my most earnest

and humble desire, your lordship would both with expedition

and to effect, show yourself 93.5 patron, [as] hither 52 many

other ways, 93 herein are after 3 parent pp Lip, thereby binding...

him..._t_g pray £93.; your honor pp 115 hath long done.T

In relation to the problem of where Wilkes was born and raised

several things become apparent from reading this less than articulate

 

he supposedly tried to poison his uncle Sir Thomas in 1549 he was tried

and disabled from all honors. He was later restored to the blood in

November 1569 as William West esq., and as joint Lieutenant of Sussex

was knighted by the Earl of Leicester in February 1570. At the same time

he was by Parliamentary Patent made Baron Delewarre. He was one of the

Peers who tried the Duke of Norfolk in 1572 and the Earl of Arundel in

1589. He died in December, 1595 and was succeeded by his son Thomas,

11th Baron DeLaWarr who in turn was succeeded by his son Thomas, 12 Baron

DeLaWarr, who in 1610 became the first Governor of the New World Virginia

Colony and after whom is named a state, river, bay, and Indian tribe.

See G.E,C., IV, pp. 156-61 and Sir Egerton Bridges, Collins' Peerage _o_f

gland (London: F.C. and J. Rivington et. a1, 1812), V. pp. 13-23.

lMatthew to Lord Delewarre, St. John's College, Oxford, 25 April

1573, 3.11., Lansd. 17, f. 135. (My mute.)
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letter. First, statements that Wilkes was "wholly depending" on Lord

Delewarre, that the latter was ”a patron" to Sir Thomas, and like "a

parent to him" all indicate that Thomas Wilkes was probably raised in

the household of Lord Delewarre at Offington House, Broadwater Parish,

Sussex." .

Matthew's statements upholding the religious zeal and good name

of Wilkes and asking Lord Delewarre not to be so discouraged over current

ruors, also indicates a very personal interest in and even responsibility

for Wilkes on the part of this Sussex nobleman. Whether this means that

Wilkes was orphaned at a young age or simply placed in the home of a

patron as was the custom of so much of the English aristocracy and rising

middle class, is not clear.

There is one other indication of Wilkes' connection with the

Delewarre fnily. Later in 1592 when he was knighted by the French king,

Henry IV, Sir Thomas took as one of the quarters of his coat of arms the

"lion rampant within an orle of Fleurs-de-lis air" which was also a part

of the Delewarre coat of arms.2 Thus, it seems one is safe in inferring

that Wilkes was born somewhere in the Midlands but more importantly,

raised in Sussex.

Tobie Matthew's letter also strongly suggests that Wilkes may

have been a Puritan. At least Matthew felt it necessary to assure Lord

Delewarre that young Thomas was still "zealous" in his adherence to the

gospel. Whether this predelection for Puritanism came from his parents

or as a result of his stay in the Delewarre household is not certain but

Wilkes' later close friendship with the strongly Puritan Earl of Leicester

 

1Ihid., and Thomas Walker Horsfield, 1kg Histo , Antiguigy, 933

mg; _th_e_ Coungy pf Sussex (London: Nichols \and Son,‘ 1835), II,

p. 195. Broadwater Parish is in the rape of Bramber.

2H.W. Forsyth Harwood, ed., 3 Genealogist (London, G. Bell and

Sons, et.al., 1913), XXIX, n.s., p. 184, and W. Harry Rylands, ed.,
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and Francis Walsingham also lends credence to this position.1 Further

proof of young Wilkes ' Puritan leanings is found in Manchester .'s John

Ryland's Library in an early fifteenth-century book entitled E1912

Treatises. Attributed to Wycliff, this strongly Puritan work also

contains the signatures of its former sixteenth-century owners among

which is Thomas Wilkes. While this fails to guarantee his Puritan

sympathies, it does lead one to believe that Wilkes, like most men of

the sixteenth- century, would not purchase what was no doubt an expensive

hand-printed book if he was not interested in it, let alone affix his

signature to a work containing doctrines he did not espouse.2

Up to the year 1561 there is no referencewhatsoever to Wilkes'

early life. ‘It was at this time, and possibly under the sponsorship of

Lord Delewarre, thathe began "eight years travel in France, Germany,

and Italy."3 Apparently undertaken with an eye to preparing himself for

Elizabeth's diplomatic service, these years of travel eminently prepared

the young man for his future responsibilities. Along with his familiarity

with Continental affairs, he returned home in 1569 with a comendable

 

Pedigrees from ghg Visitations 2; Hampshire, 1530, 1575, and 1622 (London:

Printed for the Harleian Society by Ye Wardour Press, 1913), p. 104.

1'In a July 12, 1584 Letter to Leicester Wilkes make it clear

"that my preferment to her Majesty's service, grew first by your lbrdship's

good means and furtherance." See B.M., Cott. Mss. Titus B. VII, f. 30.

hoses Tyson, Magtg_f £h_e Collection o__f_ Epglish Mss. in Lhe

J_gh_n Rylands Librsg manchester:Manchester University Press, 1928),p.

19,no. 85. One further indication that Wilkes may have been a Puritan

comes from a consent made about him in January 1578 by Philip Sega, the

Papal Nuncio in Spain. Writing to the chief Papal secretary the Cardinal '

of Como,-he among other things described Wilkes as "a most corrupt heretic.’

Whether or not most Catholics distinguished between the various forms of

Protestant "heresy" is not certain, but Sega certainly seems to be doing

so in this col-ant. 991. Rome., 11, pp. 367-68.

3Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, April 1573, ”1.0., s.r.

12, CCIV'L, doc. no. 154.
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"sufficiency both in the Italian and French tongues."1 This, coupled

with his abilities in Latin and a less adequate conmand of Spanish, was

to make him a valuable asset to Elizabeth's diplomatic corps as well as

to her Privy Council which he served so well as a clerk.

Upon his return to England in 1569 at the approximate age of

twenty-four, Wilkes entered All Soul's College, Oxford on June 27th.

Here, until April 1573, he continued his studies towards a B.A. degree,

and it was while here that he received and accepted an offer to serve

abroad as Valentine Dale's private secretary.2 To be offered such a

position idlile still attending the university was not unusual in Elizabeth's

reign. In fact, the Queen had previously instructed the Chancellors of

both Cadridge and Oxford to compile a list of promising young graduates,

along with their colleges and standings, explaining that when an ambassador

was appointed, she would nominate certain of these university graduates

to be his secretary and chaplain. To these young men the possibility of

being chosen for such a prestigious assignment served as a "switch and

spur on their industries."3

 

1Valentine Dale to Lord Burghley, Paris, 21 April 1573, Ibid.,

S.P. 70, CEXVII, f. 39.

2cm. Boase, ed., Register p_f_ the Univers ig o_f_ Oxford (Oxford:

Clarendon Press, 1885), I, p. 274. There is a sticky problem concerning

the years of Wilkes' college career. Andrew Clerk in his Register 9_f_ £13

Universigy 2; Oxford (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1888), II, iii, p. 25

states the following "[All Soul's], Wilkes, Thomas; suppl. B.A. 26 Jan.

adm. 20 Feb. 1573 [Fellow of All Soul's in 1572]." A. F. Pollard's

biographical sketch of Wilkes in the D.N.B. supports Clark's aux-nary by

concluding that Wilkes "became probationer-fellow of All Soul's" in

1572 "graduating B.A. in February 1572-3." Did Wilkes supplicate for a

degree in June 1569'! If so, he was apparently refused, otherwise he

would not have supplicated for the same degree again in January 1573.

However, Wilkes according to a letter written by Valentine Dale on

April 21st 1573 (P.R.O., S.P. 70, CXXVII, f. 39), was still not a fellow

at the time but only a probationer. Obviously the records are confused

somewhere.

3Montague Burrows, Worthies 2; All Soul's (London: Macmillan and

Co., 1874), p. 91.
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No doubt, the young and ambitious Wilkes was pleased when he learned he

had been selected to serve as Dale's secretary in what was England's

only fully-accredited foreign embassy.

Wilkes' Personality

The portrait that will emerge in the following pages is that of

an energetic and idealistic young government official who rapidly ages

and mellows under the rigors and disappointments of Elizabethan service.

Quick of mind, unshakably loyal to his Queen, and Puritan in sympathy,

he was a man of the same mold as his close friend Sir Francis Walsingham.1

Well educated, and gifted in the arts of diplomacy and government,

he was endowed beside with keen political insight which made him more

constant than most men to untangle the innumerable threads 4 of European

politics. His years of travel along with his Oxford education combined

to give him a valuable sense of history and a realistic perspective of

the role England was capable of playing in sixteenth-century politics.

Wilkes was a man whose intellectual abilities were above average,

and throughout his life his mind retained that rare capacity to drive

to the heart of a difficult problem. That Elizabeth and her Privy Coun-

cilors were aware of his abilities is evident from the reliance they

placed on his diplomatic correspondence. in making their policy decisions.

Though likewise conscious of his own abilities, Wilkes was not the kind

to tear down others in order to build up himself in the eyes of his super-

iors. Confident and unassuming, he moved through Elizabethan society with

a self-assurance and detachment that was rare even for the Elizabethan

personality.

 

1Unfortunately no painted portrait of Wilkes exists and no written

description survives--not even a casual reference to something like his

height, weight, or eye color. Nor does any such description exist on any

newer of his family which might provide such clues.
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Whether angry over Elizabeth's indecisiveness or unfairly confined

to prison as a result of her anger, Wilkes' loyalty to the Queen and to

England remained unshakable. With one or two notable exceptions, he

generally accepted her lukewammness for the Protestant cause without

complaint. Though he would have liked to see England in a position to

assume the leadership in the anti-Catholic crusade, he, unlike Elizabeth's

more militant Puritan councilors, realized that the burden would be too

great for his country's resources. This keen sense of the possible

combined with his other abilities to make Wilkes one of the most trusted

and valuable of Elizabeth's public servants.

Though basically Puritan in outlook, Wilkes displayed only the

finer qualities of those who espoused that religious philosophy. He

was honest to a fault, a hard_worker, and possessed a capacity to endure

adversity like few men of his day. He was a devoted family man and a

diligent provider. Though conmitted to the English governmental system,

his 1587 debate with the Dutch States-General on the principle of sover-

eignty revealed his leanings towards democratic forms of government.

Like his mentor Walsingham, Wilkes seldom revealed his emotions.

If he had a sense of humor, it never appears in any of his correspondence.

He seldom, if ever, let slip a disparaging word against his enemies. .In

a society where facade and pretense were often the passwords to advance-

‘ment, his remarkable integrity was not only in sharp contrast but at

times brought him into conflict with some of Elizabeth's more powerful

but less scrupulous servants. Polite, tactful, and always the gentleman,

he could at the same time be firm and even fierce in his censure of those

whose actions threatened England's welfare.

Whether working all day without food or drink, or utilizing a

‘walking stick to drag,his gout-ridden legs to a session of the Dutch

Council of State, or even accepting a difficult foreign assignment that
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he correctly suspected would result in his death, the picture is that of

a couitted public servant. There were times when exhaustion and ill-

health drove him to petition Elisabeth for permission to retire, but

always, his importance to her government prevented her from ever cons ider-

ing such a request.

Whether recording the confessions of racked prisoners or witnessing

the inhabitants of a city being put to the sword, Wilkes could‘write about

such suffering with a detachment that is typical of his age, but almost

incomprehensible to the present-day mind. Even so, he was a man of

compassion and high principles. lie would endanger his own position at

Court in order to defend the good name of a close friend. He would

jeopardise his personal financial security to borrow money to relieve

the suffering of English soldiers in the Netherlands. He would even

risk his own life and diplomatic inunity as well as the quality of

England's foreign relations to save the lives of innocent foreigners.

he was a valuable friend and a worthy opponent. I

noughthis study purposely goes into more detail on the diplomatic

problems and institutions of sixteenth-century England than is necessary

for a purely biographical work, .its main purpose is to assess Wilkes

as a diplomat, office holder, man of property, and above all, as a

husn being. his kind of approach makes it possible to penetrate many

of the unyielding simface-generalities of sixteenth-century diplomatic

history, and at the same time, to gain an understanding of and appreciation

for the contributions Sir Thomas Wilkes made to that exciting age.



CHAPTER I

THE FRENCH.HARS OP RELIGION

In March 1573 England's exceptional and highly experienced ambass-

ador to France, Sir Francis Walsingham, was called home for reasons of

debt, ill health, and a pregnant wife.1 To replace him Queen Elizabeth

had finally decided upon the learned and not inexperienced Doctor of

Civil Law and Member of Parliament, Valentine Dale. Educated at All

Souls College, Oxford and Orleans in France, this discerning scholar

whose abilities have never been fully appreciated, brought to troubled

France a sorely needed spirit of moderation.2

The French Scene

For sometime prior to Doctor Dale's arrival in Paris in April 1573,

French affairs had been in considerable turmoil. In August of the previous

year- the tragic Massacre of St. Bartholomew, in which thousands of French

Protestants were killed, had almost undone all that his predecessor had

worked to accomplish and very nearly resulted in a severance of diplomatic

relations between France and England. Most of the responsibility for

 

]'Sir Thomas Smith, Principal Secretary, to Walsingham, Greenwich,

19 March 1573, Dudley Digges, ed. , _Tllg Complete Ambassador (London,

Thomas Newcomb, 1655), p. 333, and Conyers Read, 13. Secretary Walsingham

its 93 Policy g_f_ Queen Elizabeth (Cambridge, Mass: , Harvard University

Press, 1925), I, pp. 257-61.

2Unsigned letter from London, 7 April 1573, 93),. 8 sin, 11, pp.

467-68, C. W. Boase, ed., Register of the University of Oxford (Oxford,

Clarendon Press, 1885), I, p. 201, and D.N.E., X111, p. .387. Hardly more

than a sentence or two can ever be found concerning Dale's Embassy to

France in any standard work on sixteenth -century English history.

13
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this turn of events lies at the feet of the QueenfiMother and widow of

Henry II, Catherine deiHedicis. Sensing a threat to her personal power

and jealous of the growing friendship between her son, the young French

King Charles II, and the Huguenot leader, Gaspard de Coligny, she had

contrived the massacre in a vain attempt to avoid what she felt would

be the dangerous consequences of a bungled assassination attempt on the

Admiral's life.1

Catherine's favorite son and heir to the throne, the ardently

Catholic Henry, Duke of Anjou, had, along with his confederates, the

Ultra-Catholic Guise faction,2 been deeply implicated in the massacre.

With their fanatical hatred of Coligny and all Protestants, the results

of that treachery was clearly a victory for both. But it was a victory

that was to cost France dearly, for St. Bartholomew immediately pre-

cipitated the fourth of the religious civil wars that had and were to

plague France for thirty-six years.3

Opposing the Guises were the French Houses of Bourbon and'Montmorency,

who had obviously been the most thwarted by that faction's return4 to

 

LBertrand de Salignac de lafinothe Penelon, French Ambassador in

England to Charles IX, [London], 11,13 and 19 Sept. 1572 and 6 April

1573, Correspondence Diplomatiqge de Bertrand de Sslignac_de 1s.Mothe

Fénélon (Paris, Bethune, 1840), V, pp. 115-18,120-31,138-49,and 293-

%[hereafter cited Correspondence], Guido Lolgi to Alexander [Cardinal]

Farnese, Paris, 25 Aug. 1572, 931. Home, II, pp. 36-37, Walsingham's ’

servant William Faunt to Burghley, Paris, 22 Aug. 1572, 99):. 193., X,

p. 171. News from France, 22‘Aug. 1572, Ibid., p. 170, Valentine Dale

to the Lord Treasurer Burghley, Paris, 21 April 1573, Ibid., p. 318, and

'Msssacre of St. Bartholomew," Sept. 1572, Ibid., pp. 183-86.

enamed after their former founder and leader Francis of Lorraine,

Duke of Guise, who after being assassinated in 1563 was succeeded in the

leadership by his son Henry, Duke of Guise.

3James Westfall Thompson's The Wars of Religion_in France 1559-

1576 (New‘York, Frederick Ungar Publishing Co., 1909), Ch. 's 15 and 16,

andRead's Walsinghgg:, I, Ch. 4 give scholarly accounts of these events.

4It mmst be remembered that during the short period that'uary Stuart

was the wife of the short-lived French King Francis 11 (1559-1560) her

uncles, the Guises, were in ascendancy at the French Court.
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power. The former through religious ties and the latter through ties of

blood had both been strong supporters of Coligny, and his death was a

severe blow to them. Though the Montmorencys were‘good Catholics, they

had long opposed the Guises for personal and political reasons. The old

patriarch of the family, Anne, Constable of France under Henry II, had

been survived by four sons. The eldest two, Francis, Duke of Montmorency

and Henry Damville were both Marshals in the French army as well as the

acknowledged leaders of the family, while the two younger sons, the Counts

of Merh and Thoré were still boys at the time of St. Bartholomew. Though

suspect and forced to remain out of contact with the court after the

Massacre, the Montmorencys, because of their Catholicism and past loyalty

to the crown, were allowed to retain their freedom and offices.1

The leaders of the Bourbon family at this time were the young and

ambitious princes, Henry, King of Navarre and his cousin Henry of Condé,

both of whom had saved their lives during the Massacre by. abjuring their

Protestant faith. Even though lacking in experience, after Coligny's death

they were the recognized leaders of the Huguenot faction, and as such,

represented a serious threat to the French Court. Consequently, imediate-

ly following St. Bartholomew, they were both put under close house arrest

along with Catherine's youngest son, Francois, Duke of Alencon. The

latter, though the only one of Catherine's sons who refused to participate

in the Massacre, had long been discontented with the small part his mother

and Charles I! had forced him to play in French affairs. Basically neutral

in the question of religion and most decidedly an opponent of the Guises,

he naturally tended to drift into the ranks of the opposition.2

 

1Wal‘singham to Sir Thomas Smith, Paris, 13 and 16 Sept. 1576,

Digges, The Complete Ambassador, pp. 239-40.

21bid. , pp. 239-40, Guido Lolgi to Alexander Cardinal Farnese,

Paris, 25 Aug. 1572, Cal. Rome, 11, pp. 36-37, and Antonio Maria Salviati,
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Thus it was, that within a few days' time, Elizabeth, who before

had been slowly reversing England's ancient policy of friendship with

Spain.and enmity towards France,1 suddenly found herself faced with a

France ruled by the faction she most feared. She was to react by return-

ing to her policy so often used in the previous civil wars; that of

weakening the French throne by encouraging the dissident elements in

French politics, i.e., the Huguenots, and especially after St. Bartholomew,

the Politigue .2 It was in carrying out this policy of Elizabeth that

Valentine Dale's embassy was to serve such an important role in the

coming*months.

By the time Doctor Dale assumed his Ambassadorial duties in France

inHApril of 1573, Anglo-French relations were better than they had been

for some.timo. There were several reasons for this. The momentary strain

caused by St. Bartholomew had passed, Charles Ix was much too occupied

'with domestic problems to represent much of a threat to England's interests,

and Elizabeth had realized that witthnglo-Spanish relations continuing

to be strained, she could not afford to have France alienated too.

 

Huncio in France to Ptolemy Galli, Cardinal of Como, Paris, 25 Sept.

1572, Ibid., p. 52.

1For two years prior to the massacre Elizabeth had not only been

involved in marriage negotiations with the Duke of AnJou but also had

signed the defensive Treaty of Blois inwApril 1572 (Sir Thomas Smith to

Burghley, Blois, 16 April 1572, 92;,‘225. XVII, p. 478). During the same

period her seizure of Spanish pay ships in 1564, the subsequent cutting

off of all trade with the Spanish Netherlands,and then the discovery of

Spain's role in the Ridohphi Plot fellowed by the dismissal of the Spanish

Ambassador Guerau de Spes placedAAnglo-Spanish relations at the breaking

point.

eThe name given to that moderate group of both Catholics and

Protestants who formed themselves into a middle party around 1573. They

regarded peace and political reform as more urgent than resorting to arms

to settle their religious differences.
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Private Secretary to Ambassador Dale

Prior to his departure for France, Dale had set about to collect

an efficient embassy staff. One of his first requirements was a know-

ledgeable private secretary who was skilled in the diplomatic languages

of Europe. His choice fell upon young Thomas Wilkes, who at the time

'was a probationer at Dale's Alma Mater, All Souls College, Oxford.

Whether or not he personally knew Wilkes at the time is not certain, but

at least three other key figures of Elizabethan government were acquainted

with him and no doubt recomended him to the new ambassador.1

One of these was Walsingham, who very probably came to know Wilkes

during the latter part of the young man's eight years of travel and study

on the continent. It is possible that the latter had spent some time at

the English embassy in Paris or had even been used by Walsingham to gather

news of foreign events during his travels.2

The other two men who knew Wilkes were Lord Delewarre, whose

connection with Wilkes has already been discussed,3 and Elizabeth's favor-

ite, Robert Dudley, the Earl of Leicester. It was the latter whom Wilkes

in later years acknowledged as the one most responsible in the beginning

for "my preferment to her Majesty's Service."4

Whatever the source of Dale's preference for Wilkes, the latter will-

ingly accepted the invitation to serve as his private secretary. Yet,

because he was a probationer and not yet a fellow of All South, the Warden,

 

1

f. 128.

Dale to Burghley, Moret, 31 May 1573, P.R.O., S.P. 70, CXXVII,

21bid.

3See introductory chapter.

“Wilkes to Leicester, London, 12 July 1584, B.M., Cott. Mss.,

Titus B. VII, f. 30, and Leicester to Wilkes, [The Court], 3 May 1574,

Cal. For. Addenda, XVII, p. 499.



'I

I
)

.
4
.
’



18

Subwarden, Deans, and fellows of that college were not prepared to allow

him a leave of absence. "Loath to lose his College" through an unauthor-

ized absence Wilkes expressed his misgivings to Dale who imediately

prevailed upon the Archbishop of Canterbury, Matthew Parker, to write the

college recon-sending Wilkes' leave. But this gesture convinced only

the Warden. The fellows still objected, no doubt, because Wilkes had

gone along to Paris with Dale anyway. By now Dale had become exasperated,

especially having witnessed what he termed as Wilkes' "sufficiency both

in the Italian and French tongue and other ”good learning and experience."

Innediately the Ambassador sent a letter to Lord Burghley asking him "to

write to my Lord of Canterbury to order the matter; he is their founder ,1

and by the Statutes hath the direction of such cases. . . . Surely," Dale

pleaded, "he is one whom I cannot spare."2

The Lord Treasurer finally resolved the whole problem by sending

a Privy Council letter to the Warden and fellows ordering them to grant

the requisite licence of absence. Later, in a letter of thanks to Burghley,

Dale revealed his own longstanding irritation with his Alma Mater by

declaring that Wilkes was "sufficient for that college and a better

place."3

For his first nine months at the English embassy in the Faubourg

Saint Germain in Paris, Wilkes' infrequent correspondence reveals little

 

1Dale is here referring to the office of Archbishop of Canterbury,

for it was the holder of that office Henry Chicheley (1414-43), who

founded A11 Soul's in 1438.

2Dale to Burghley, Paris, 21 April 1573, P.R.O., S.P. 70,

CXXVII, f. 39.

31mm to Burghley, Moret, 31 May 1573, Ibid., £01. 128, and 24

May 1573, A,P,C., VIII, pp. 106-7. Dale was refused admittance to

Oxford for a B.A. degree in 1541 and though eventually elected a fellow

of All Soul's College in 1542 he was later repeatedly denied the right to

earn a doctor of civil law degree in the same college, forcing him even-

tuagéy to obtain that coveted degree at Orleans in France. D.N.B'. , XIII,

. 7. "
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in the way of specifics about his duties. Along with his regular duties

as Dale's private secretary, it is quite clear that he was also working

under the direction of Walsingham. 1 His correspondence indicates that

he corresponded officially with no one but Sir Francis and these letters

are filled with intelligence reports affecting England's security as well

as details on French affairs. In fact, in January 1574 he acknowledged

the receipt of 200 crowns from Elizabeth which he promised Walsingham he

would do "good service therewit ." Exactly what "good service" he meant

is not certain, but what is clear is that since his arrival, affairs in

France had been moving in a direction that was to provide him with an

important opportunity to serve England's-interests.2

Since the confinement of the three princes, Alengon, Havarre, and

Condé, following St. Bartholomew's Massacre, Catherine de Medicis and

her two elder sons, Charles IX and Henry of Anjou, had been resting

uneasily. In May of 1573 the factions nobles of Poland had compromisingly

elected.AnJon to the vacant post of King of Poland. Flattered by this

honor yet fearful of its possible consequences, Catherine and Henry

vacillated. If the latter went to Poland as its King, he would leave

behind the aspiring.Alengon, who would then be the closest to the French

throne. Should the sickly Charles IX suddenly die, Alengon, who was

beginning to be the rallying point for Huguenot and Politigue dissatis-

faction, just might succeed in acquiring that throne. Catherine's ‘

 

1Since Walsingham seems to have held no official office in Eliza-

beth's government from the time he arrived home in,April 1573 until his

appointment as "Second Secretary" to the unwell Sir Thomas Smith in

December of the same year, it is unclear in.what capacity he functioned.

Ho doubt.Burgh1ey recognized his vast knowledge of Continental affairs

and so utilized his advice and willingness to help inymatters of foreign

p011¢y.

aWilkes to Walsingham, Paris and Poissy, 31 July and 8 Aug. 1573

and 19 Jan. 1574, Cal. £95., X, pp. 395, 403 and 460, B.M., Harl. Mss.,

1583, f. 11, and B.M., Cott. Mss. Calig. E. VI, f. 279.
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indecision ended when the Polish nobles began to grow angry at the latter's

delay in going to Poland. Quickly deciding it was too ripe a plus to

let fall, Catherine finally induced her reluctant son to set off for

Cracow in Hovember of 1573.1

With Anjou off to Poland and Charles IX's health failing, Catherine's

worst fears'began to ‘be realized. 'Now, Alengon, who had no strong

feelings one way or the other when it came to religion, began to emerge

as the nominal head of the Politigue elements in France, be they Protes-

tant or Catholic. Should he or either of the other two captive princes

escape, the opposition forces, which had been growing especially strong

since St. Bartholomew, would no doubt be able to obtain outside aid and

eventually dictate terms to the Government. Elizabeth too began to, see

the possibilities of these events and soon several plots were in the

offing to free Alengon and the other two princes.2

The first, in December 1573 was designed to help the former escape

to England, but it came to nothing.3 Much better planned, the second

escape attempt was to take place on the morning of March 1st, 1574 while

the Court was at St. Germain. Taking advantage of the February 28 Mardi

Gras feast the Huguenots were to capture several towns, and during the

confusion a troop of Huguenot horse was to ride close enough to St.

 

l“Catherine. to Penelon, Fontainbleau, 25 May 1573, Correspondence,

VII, pp. 414-15, "Election of the Ring of Poland," 5 June 1573, _C_a_1_._.

295., X, pp. 383-84, Dale to Burghley, Paris, 6 Sept. 1573, Ibid., p.

414, Pietro Bizarro to Burghley, Augsburg, Ibid. , p. 445, and Dale to

Burghley, Poissy, 12 Feb. 1574, Ibid., p. 466.

21bit!" and "Political Discourse," [1574], Ibid., p. 591.

3'Hector de La FerriEre, "Les Denieres Conspirations du Rhigne de

Charles IX, 1573-74," Revue 92 Questions listoriques, 2 Seq. , XLVIII

(1890-91), pp. 421-70. This article goes into detail not only on this

first escape attempt but also on the subsequent ones,” which were far more

important in terms of the reaction they caused at the French Court.
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Germain to enable Alenyon and Navarre to escape. If it succeeded, the

plan was to declare Henry of Anjou dispossessed of his rights as heir-

presumptive and to recognize Alengon as the heir to the crown along

with granting him his rightful title as Lieutenant-General of the

Kingdom. Everything went as planned in the "Enterprise of St. Germain"

until the unit of horse under Seigneur Guitry1 arrived ahead of schedule

thus forewarning Catherine. Losing no time, the Queen Mother imediately

”bundled up" the two princes and hurried them off to Paris, there to be

cross-examined by a furious Charles 111.2

Much to the dismay of the Guises and the Chancellor, Charles de

Birsgues, the emotional and revealing interview of the Princes with the

King resulted in a nominal reconciliation of Alengon and Navarre with

Charles. It also saw the appointment of Condé (who had convinced both

Charles and his mother that he had known nothing of the above plot), to

the vacant post of Governor of Picardy as a sop to Southern Huguenot and

and Politigue bellicosity. This latter development had the not surprising

result of Condé's eventual escape from Picardy into Germany where he

i-ediately set about solicitingaid for the Huguenot and Politigue cause.3

Frightened by the near success of the recent escape attempt and

angered by the pardons granted to the three Princes, Alengon and Navarre's

 

1Chief of the confederates in Normandy. The Counts Mart: and Thoré

were also in'on the planning.

2am“ to Walsingham, Paris, 16 April 1574, P.R.0., S.P. 70,

cm, f. 206, Dale to Burghley, Paris, 22 April 1574, C_a_l. 35., X,

p. 491, Antonio Maria Salviati Nuncio in France to Cardinal Como, Papal

Secretary for Affairs of State, [Paris], 13 March 1574, 951. Rome, II,

pp. 149-50, and Sigismondo di Cavalli, Venetian Ambassador in France to

the Signory, Paris, 28 'Feb., 10, 17, and 24 March 1574, .C_a_1_.._V_§_!_I.., VII,

pp. 500-504. It is. evident that Elizabeth was well informed of this

plot and had gone so far as to guarantee a safe-conduct to Alengon should

he desire to escape into England. See "Safe Conduct," Greenwich, 16

March 1574, Qa_. £29, X, p. 477 and Dale to Walsingham, Paris, 1

April 1574, Ibid., p. 484.

3See previous footnote.
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enemies at Court apparently devised a plot to destroy them. In early

April, when these two failed in their third bid for freedom, they suddenly

found themselves the victims of their adversaries' strategy. A rumor

was quickly spread that these two along with the Marshal Montmorency

(who had foolishly accepted an invitation by Charles to visit the Court),1

had planned an Easter Day attempt against the King and his mother.

Primed to believe such a rumor,2 especially after recent events, and

spurred on by the Guises and the Chancellor Biragues, the unwell Charles

decided to act promptly. On April 8th, Alenpon, Navarre, and Montmorency

had the gates of the Castle of Bois de Vincennes suddenly shut on them

and a heavy guard posted. Two of the farmer's entourage, the cowardly

La Mole and assassin Coconnas were imediately arrested as accomplices,

and in spite of their master's vain entreaties, were beheaded and quarter-

ed. Shocked at such drastic measures, Alengon and Henry of Navarre were

terrified that, "either by public justice or secret violence their lives

should have been taken from them. "3 Had it not been for the hasty inter-

vention of Catherine and some of the Council there can be no doubt but

 

1'It was hoped by some, including Montmorency's wife, who was a

sister to Charles IX, that his appearance at Court would help to pacify

the rebellious Huguenots in Languedoc who were cooperating with the

Marshall's brother, Damville. See Wilkes to Walsingham, Poissy, 12

Feb. 1574, B.M., Harl. Mss. 1582, f. 11, Cavalli to the Signory, Paris,

5 and 9 April 1574, §a_l. 293., VII, p. 505, and Dale to Burghley, Paris,

5 May 1574, gal. 193., X, p. 496.

athere is some confusion among historians as to whether there was

a third escape attempt or only a rumor of such concocted by their enemies

to destroy them. See Henry M. Baird, History 91 the Rise o_f. £15 Huguenots

23. France (New. York, Charles Scribner's Sons, 1879), II, p. 627 and

Thompson, Wars'gf Reli ion, pp. 480-81. A careful reading of all the

relevant documents seems [to indicate the validity of the above position

that there was a third escape attempt and that the Princes' enemies

exaggerated the intentions of the plot in an effort _to force the Ring

into drastic action. See Cavalli to the Signory, Paris, 10 April 1574,

_Ca_l. 1231., VII, p. 506, Dale to Burghley, [Paris], April 1574, 931.

33., X, p. 487, "Occurents in France", 10 April 1574, Ibid., Dale to

Burghley, Paris, 7 April 1574, Ibid., p. 485, and Wilkes to Walsingham,

Paris, 22 April 1574, P.R.0., S.P. 70, cm, f. 215.

3Wilkes' report on conditions in France 1574-1576, [1577], P.R.O.,
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that Charles would have been pushed into executing Navarre, Alengon, and

the Marshals Cosse and Montmorency. She apparently realized that to

allow such drastic action would have sunk France into a bloodbath such

as it had not yet known in its Civil Wars.

Remaining in such "distress and fear of their lives" the two Princes

i-sediately found the means to let Doctor Dale know of their serious

plight and to ask that Elizabeth be "moved to use her mediation to

intreat for their safety and liberty. " Surprisingly, it was not until

this point that Elizabeth became concerned enough about the safety of

Alencon, Navarre, and now Montmorency to take serious steps for their

safety. Desirous of knowing first hand the exact nature of the prisoners'

situation and determined to convey to them her assurances of support,

Elizabeth found in Wilkes the abilities and courage necessary to establish

secret contact with the Princes.1

 

S.P. 78, I, ff. 144-48, Charles IX to Fénélon, Vincennes, 17 April 1574,

Correspondence, VII, pp. 455-59, Charles IX to Penelon, Vincennes, 2 May

1574, Ibid., pp. 465-68, Claude Haton, ed., Collection _d_§_ Documents Inédit

765, Cavalli co‘c'he Signory, Paris, 10, 14, and 19 April 1574, 9511.

Lag” VII, PP. 506-9, "Occurents in France", 10 April 1574, FA!- 335.,

X, p. 487, and Dale to Burghley, Paris, 22 April 1574, Ibid., p. 491.

The imprison-ant of Montmorency was a near success for the Guises who

hoped to feed their old and bitter hatred of the Montmorency-Chatillon

houseby the~execution of the Marshal. But it was not to be, for the

Guises and the Court had been erroneous-1y informed that his brother

Damville, the Governor of Languedoc had been captured. When Catherine

and Charles learned soon after. that Damville was still at large and very

much in league with the Huguenots of the South they dared not allow his

brother's execution. Dale to Burghley, Paris, 5 May 1574, Ibid., p.

496 and Dale to Walsingham, Paris, 9 Aug. 1574, Ibid., p. 538. The two

youngest Montmorency brothers Thoré and Merh by this time were following

Conde in exile.

1Dale to Burghley, Paris, [2], 22 and 27 April 1574, 931. 235.,

X, pp. 487, 491, and 493, Wilkes to Walsingham, Paris, 22 April 1574,

P.R.0., S.P. 70, GXXX, f. 215. Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career,

May 1574, P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCIVL, doc. no. 154, and Fénélon to Charles

IX, 16 May 1574, Correspondence, VI, pp. 110-17.
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Because of the obvious dangers involved in such a plan,1 Eliza-

beth and Walsingham wisely felt it best to instruct Wilkes personally

rather than risk having letters of instruction intercepted. So, sometime

early in April of 1574 Wilkes was back in England and then quickly

before the middle of the same month, was on his way back to Paris with

his directives. Coming by way of Picardy he found that province "sore

troubled" because of Condé's recent departure into Germany. In fact,

he found the whole area of North-western France "In such combustion

that I doubted my safe arrival at Paris." Upon his return Wilkes found

that his hurried trip to England was so suspect that he was "forced"

to hand over his packet of letters for inspection at the French Court

before delivering them to Doctor Dale. Fortunately, Wilkes' secret

instructions were not among those documents in his packet, nor do they

seem to have been preserved in any document. Still, the outline of them

can be seen fras his subsequent conduct and it clearly shows that

Elizabeth was determined to help the Princes effect an escape.2

At the Court later the same day, Wilkes learned that the Princes

and Montmorency were still prisoners in Vincennes and "in great danger

of their lives ," though the latter was not so closely guarded as the

other two. In spite of Dale's earlier contact with the prisoners, Wilkes

was forced to find his own "means" of secretly conmunicating with them.

Later the reason for this became evident when Wilkes learned that they had

come to distrust Dale whom they felt had revealed their last escape attempt.3

 

1'Henry M. Baird, _T_l_1_g Huguenots and Henry _o_f_ Navarre, (New York:

Charles Scribner's Sons, 1886), I, p. 16, in an incorrect footnote (no. 3),

quotes one French source as claiming that Catherine had surrounded ’

Alengon and Navarre with as many as twenty-six spys.

Wilkes to Walsingham, Paris, ‘16 April, P.R.0., S.P. 70, cm,

f. 206.

311111.23 to Walsingham, Paris, 16 and 22 April 1574, Ibid., ff. 206

and 215, and Dale to Burghley, [Paris], April 1574, Cal. 295., X, p. 487.
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Wilkes soon found a "gentlewoman" whom he knew "to be very sure ,"

who promised to deliver to and receive secret information from Alengon.

By April 22 he was able to report to Wals ingham that both Navarre and

Alencon (who still suspected Dale) desired a "privy token" from Elizabeth

so that they might be assured of her friendship. Because they were so

"willing" Wilkes pressed Walsingham to obtain the "token" so that matters

might go forward quickly. He also reported what must have been reassuring

news for Elizabeth, that the Princes, though "straightly kept" were no

longer in mediate danger. 1

Wilkes was not the only secret agent employed in this matter; for

Walsinghsm's trusted embassy servant Jacomo Manucci was also being used.

Whatever his duties were, Dale was very soon pleased with the results

obtained by both agents. Not only had Jacomo done well but "Wilkes

travail," according to Dale, "may serve to great purpose not only for

this present but for any time hereafter." Together their efforts were

winning "honest hearts marvelously" for Elizabeth.2

Elizabeth too soon expressed her appreciation for Wilkes' "careful

and discreet service" and instructed Leicester to send him the "token"

asked for by the Princes. He was admonished no longer to trust the

"gentlewoman" he was using as a liason with the Princes and to see to

it that if he and Dale must use such means that it be an individual

appointed by the Privy Council and no other. Wilkes was ordered personally

to deliver the "token" and Leicester's letter as proof of Elizabeth's

sincere desire to help the prisoners out of their unfortunate situation.3

 

1Wilkes to Walsingham, Paris, 16 and 22 April 1574, P.R.0.,

S.P. 70,'CXXX, ff. 206 and 215.

21121.». to Walsingham, Paris, 22 April 1574, 11.11., Add. M88. 4104,

f. 611:.

3Leicester to Wilkes, [T], 3 May 157.4, §_a_1_. £93., Addenda,

xvn, PP. 498-990
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How Wilkes managed to deliver these items without being discovered

is not known, but this and such further rendezvous as he made were not

carried out without great danger to his own life; a fact that Henry of

Navarre would not soon forget and one that Alencon apparently failed to

appreciate.1

With Wilkes' intelligence on the Princes being directed back to

England, Elizabeth, in May, decided to send Sir Thomas Leighton, Governor

of Jersey, as a special envoy to remonstrate with Catherine concerning

Alencon's and Navarre's safety. Ostensibly sent to convey Elizabeth's

sympathies at the protracted illness of Charles IX, his instructions were

to advise peace and to counsel the Queen Mother to avoid precipitate and

impassioned actions. He was also instructed to ask permission to speak

with Alencon.2

Upon his arrival in Paris in the middle of May, the English envoy

found it impossible to hold open comunication with Alencon and so was

forced to do the same secretly through the medium of Wilkes. In this

manner it was learned from Alencon that the expected death of Charles IX

greatly jeopardized his safety. Informing Wilkes that a possibility for

escape existed only if he could acquire the necessary money to bribe his

guards, he asked that Elizabeth be induced to send him thirty to forty

thousands crowns for that purpose. Informed of this, Leighton and Dale

i-ediately passed this information on to Burghley and Walsingham who,

no doubt with Elizabeth's approval, feverishly worked out a plan for

helping Alengon to escape. Taking up the Duke's suggestion that money

be sent to bribe the guards the Lord Treasurer arranged to have it sent

 

1Brief on Wilkes diplomatic career, May 1574, P.R.O., S.P.

l2, CCIVL doc. no. 154, see this chapter pp. 29-31.

2Leighton's instructions, 2 May 1574, 931. $5., X, pp. 495-96.



27

into France by several means and in small amounts since secretly conveying

large sums was always difficult. For a while it began to look as

though Wilkes' assigmnent was to be doubly dangerous and arduous. But

within a month's time two surprising developments occurred which thwarted

this plan; the first, though expected, came sooner than anticipated and

the second was totally unexpected.1

The first development occurred on May 30th before Leighton had

been able, both diplomatically and secretly, to accomplish 'much in behalf

of the two Princes. The French King died at the early age of twenty-

three after his recent dissipated and perverted behavior (spawned by a

vain attunpt to blot out the horrors of St. Bartholomew) had only the

more quickly destroyed his already frail body.2

Fearing that both Alencon and Navarre would find imense advantages

in the suddenly confused political situation, and to forestall any new

escape attempt before the new King was crowned, Catherine imediately

transferred them from Vincennes to the Louvre. There she placed an even

tighter guard upon them, and even went so far as to have bars fastened

to the windows of their living quarters.3

 

1Dale to Elizabeth, Paris, 17 May 1574, Ibid., p. 499, Dale to

Burghley, Paris, 22 May 1574,1bid., p. 503, Leighton to Walsingham,

Paris, 22May 1574, _I___bid., p. 503-4, Burghley to Walsingham, [7],26

May 1574, Ibid., pp. 506-7, Wilkes oration to Catherine de Medicis, Lyons,

7 Sept. 1574, P.R.0., S.P. 70, CXXXII, ff. 7- 10, and Fabius Mirto

Frangipani, Nuncio in France to Cardinal Como, Paris, 11 Aug. 1574,

93],. Rome, II, p. 183.

23alviati to Cardinal Como, 2 June 1574, Ibid., p. 175.

3News from Paris, 7 June 1574, 93;. 13., x, p. 512 and Cavalli

to the Signory, Paris, 9 June 1574, 921. 1911., VII, pp. 513-14. Catherine's

fears were well grounded, for time after time, between the death of

Charles IX and the arrival of Henry III, Alengon and Navarre tried to

escape. See Cavalli and Moros ini to the Signory, Paris, 16 June and

26 July 1574, Ibid., pp. 514-17.
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Meanwhile, informed of his brother's death, the Duke of Anjou

"escaped" from his newly acquired post as King of Poland and hurriedly

started back to France and the title of Henry III. He and his mother

Catherine had long been suspicious of Alencon's political designs on the

French crown and now that the latter was a step closer to the throne and

had a significant following in France, the Queen Mother would have to

watch him doubly close until Henry was safely seated on the French

throne.1

No doubt, Catherine also suspected that if the English Queen and her

counselor-s had any plans to help free Alengon in hapes of his being able

to extract significant concessions from the French Government, it would

be at this time of political instability. She knew that Anjou's ardent

Catholicism, pro-Guise tendencies, and extreme dislike of Elizabeth all

posed a serious threat to England. It was these suspicions on the part

of Catherine that resulted in the second development which thwarted

Elizabeth's plans to assist in Alencon's escape.

With the increased surveillance of the two Princes, it was not

long before Wilkes' actions became suspect by Catherine. By the second

week in June she had written to the French ambassador in London, Seigneur

de la Mothe Fénélon, concerning his "menees" and expressed her opinion

that there was afoot some practice against the French Court. Fénélon

complained to Elizabeth about it but nothing was admitted and apparently

Wilkes was not even warned of Catherine's suspicions.2 A short while

 

1Henry Xillegrew, English Ambassador to Scotland to [Walsingham],

Edinburgh, 18 July 1574, §_a_l. 333., X, p. 532, Dale to Smith and Walsing-

ham, Paris, 21 June 1574, Ibid., p. 518, Dale to Burghley, Paris, 21

June 1574, Ibid., pp. 517-18.

2Paris, 11 June 1574, Lettres 313 Catherine £15 Medicis, ed. M.

Le cte Baguenault (Paris: Imprimerie Nationale, 1901), V, pp. 12-14

[hereafter cited: Lettresl, and F5nélon to Catherine, [London], 27

June 1574, Correspondence, VI, pp. 157-58.
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later Catherine's suspicions were confirmed.1 A trap was laid in Paris

to apprehend both Jacomo and Wilkes, but fortunately, through the timely '

"intelligence" of Henry of Navarre, who had somehow learned of the trap,

Wilkes escaped. The less fortunate Jacomo, however, was captured and

inediately clapped into prison.2 Fearing for his own safety, Wilkes

was soon dispatched back to England by Dale but not before Catherine's

"bitter" and personally written "letter of complaint" was delivered into

Elizabeth's hands. In that letter, dated from Paris on July 10, 1574,

the Queen Mother accused Wilkes of having stirred up Alengon "to rebellion"

by telling him that Elizabeth was willing to send men and 50, 000 crowns

to assist in his escape. She also warned the English Queen not to trust

the many lies that Wilkes would dishonestly claim were spoken by Alengon

and Navarre. Her most disconcerting revelation however, was Catherine's

claim that all this information had been revealed to her by Alengon.3

According to FEnélon, Wilkes had an interesting and, as it turned

'out, surprising interview with Elizabeth upon his arrival back in England.

 

1'It is unclear how Catherine learned of Wilkes' activities. In

later years Wilkes himself claimed that Alengon had revealed them (P.R.O. ,

S.P. 12, CCIVL, doc. no. 154), and indeed this is what Catherine herself

wrote to Elizabeth (Paris, 10 July 1574, §_a_l_... 229, X, p. 529). However,

it seems very possible that the Queen Mother gained her information from

another source (as she herself later intimated. See Wilkes to Walsingham,

Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, P.R.O., S.P. 70, CXHII, fols. 18-19), and merely

told Elizabeth that Alengon was the informer in order to create distrust

between her youngest son and the English. Further evidence that Alengon

did not reveal the information is shown by the fact that Elizabeth still

trusted him enough to insist that secret rendezvous continue to be made

with him, (see Ibid.). Still one should not lose sight of the fact that

Alengon had the type of personality that could have purposely wrecked

something designed to benefit him and One has also to remember the influ-

ence Catherine could at times exercise over her sons.

2Ber on Wilkes diplomatic career, July 1574, P.R.O., S.P. 12,

com, doc. no. 154.

3'l.ettres, V, pp. 53-54. Even the Venetian Ambassadors in Paris,

Cavalli and Morosini, were aware at this time that Jacomo and Wilkes had

been working "to corrupt the guards to allow the escape of the princes."

15 July 1574, C_s_l. 33., VII, pp. 516-17.
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Elizabeth displayed great interest throughout the interview and concluded

along with Burghley, Leicester, and walsingham, that Catherine had

proceeded in this matter more from conjecture than from evidence.

Leicester told Fénélon that Elizabeth was completely against following

"the fashion of the world" which would mean leaving the whole issue

without satisfaction, and therefore intended--and this is what must have

surprised as well as dismayed Wilkes--to send Wilkes hot-footing it back

to Catherine to justify his actions or never see her [Elizabeth's] face

again. .Always willing to place the blame on another, Elizabeth, with

tongue-in-cheek, wrote Catherine expressing her astonishment that Wilkes

was engaged in such activities. She further said that if his complicity

‘was proved he "should be made to smart well" both for casting suspicion

on her own name and to teach him "not to meddle in the affairs of princes."1

Disheartened and "to the apparent danger of my poor carcass,"

Wilkes dragged himself back to France to clear his name with Catherine.

Not only did he fear the wrath of the Queen Mother but amazingly Eliza-

beth had commanded him to re-establish contact with Alencon and Navarre.

Setting out on.August 9th Wilkes discovered the Court had moved from Paris

to Lyons. Traveling on alone and "with much appearance of danger"

Wilkes slowly made his way along the thirty-five posts that made up the

distance between Paris and Lyons. Arriving on September 3rd he found

Catherine gone again, this time to meet her son returning fromLPoland.

So he cooled his heels until the new‘Xing and his mother returned on the

7th, which day he, along with Valentine Dale, had audience with her.2

 

1FenElon to Catherine, 28 July 1574, Corres ondence, VI, pp. 199-

200, and Elizabeth to Catherine, Gloucester, I0.Aug. 1574, le.‘§g£.,

X, pp. 538-39. See also Wilkes report [1577?], P.R.O., S.P. 78, I,

ff. 144-48 and brief on Wilkes diplomatic career, Aug. 1574, P.R.O.,

S.P. 12, CCIVL, doc. no. 154.

2Ibid., and Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, P.R.O.,
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The meeting did little to satisfy either party and a great deal

to worry Wilkes. The latter began by presenting a letter from Elizabeth

to Catherine who, after methodically reading it began to charge Wilkes

with "evil offices in meddling too far" in French affairs. Wilkes asked

her to be more specific and she complied by charging him with personally

visiting Navarre. To this Wilkes admitted having made two such contacts

but he insisted both were for relatively unimportant reasons. The first

was only to inform him that his mother's jewels which Elizabeth held for

safekeeping were still his whenever he should come for them, and the

second visit was made under the direction of Mr. Leighton to ask Navarre

whether or not the envoy's intercession for their liberty had done any

good. Ignoring the first answer, Catherine retorted that Mr. Leighton

need not have worried since neither of the Princes was in danger.

When Wilkes next questioned the validity of Catherine's claim

that Alencon had been the source of such revelations, the Queen Mother

quickly denied that Alengon had done such. She insisted that she had

learned the same from another in whom Wilkes had confided. "Thrice" and

"very intently" Wilkes urged her to confront him with his accusers.

Bluffing, Catherine stated that she would do so, but upon seeing Wilkes'

eagerness for such a confrontation she quickly changed the subject.

Wilkes, realizing she was through talking to him, stepped aside while

she issued a solemn warning to Doctor Dale. As England's chief repre-

sentative to France she "required him" to see to it that none who worked

under him and especially Wilkes, should ever again deal in any such

"practices.” If, Catherine warned, the latter were again to "intrude"

himself into French affairs he would be made to "repent it," for they

 

S.P. 7o, emu, ff. 18-19.
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would be forced "to do what they would not willingly do. " The Queen

Hother then concluded the interview by professing her good will towards

Elizabeth.1

As if Wilkes were not convinced she meant it, others came to him

advising him to "beware" of Catherine in the future. In fact, so worried

did Wilkes become by the whole affair that he pleaded withboth Wals ingham

and Leicester to secure for him a letter of defense from Elizabeth "that

it may be a sufficient shield to defend me against any of their privie

dealings against me for I assure you I do not trust her." In fact,

he continued,

[I am] forced to have a special and narrow eye to their dealings,

that if I see any danger I may trust to a fair pair of heels if

. need be: for some wisemen‘ are of the opinion that honesty will

scant keep his head on his shoulders long among them.

For some unexplained reason, Wilkes was allowed to remain in

France and so was able to continue gathering valuable information. One

of his letters from Lyons, written to Walsingham on November 4th 1574,

is a classic in its assessment of the personalities of Catherine and

Henry III, the power structure of the French Court at that time, and the

conditions under which he and many others were having to carry out their

responsibilities.

Whereas you write that some of judgement are of opinion that the

Queen Hother's authority will be abridged by this King, I can

assure you, that she hath it now as ample as ever, using that art

with which she did with the late King to-withdraw him from the

knowledge of affairs. And certainly it seemeth that his travail

hath little augmented his knowledge; and his capacity is far

inferior to the others. He is more in show and in countenance ,

than Charles [III] was; but far more simple. The greatest matters

are carried away by the Queen Mother and the Chancellor [Rene

 

1Ibid., and Dale to Sir Thomas Smith and Walsingham, Lyons, 11

Sept. 1574, B.M., Add, Mss. 4101, ff. 101-6. See also Catherine to

Eénélon, Lyons, 8 Sept. 1574, Lettres, V, pp. 84-86 for her brief report

of this audience. '

aWilkes to Leicester, Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, B.M., Earl. Mss.

287, ff. 13-14.
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,de Biragues]; and Chiverny [Phillipe Hurault M. de,] serveth for

a third Person with a yea or a nay, to confirm or deny with them

what they will do or undo. The other part of the Council is 3'

divided from them; they urge peace; the three aforesaid with all

their power persuade the Wars ,1 so that the King floateth between

the storm and the rock. The Queen Mother's pestiferous counsel

enchaants him and the present misery of him and his country appalleth

hm.

With information like this coming in, it is no wonder that Walsingham and

especially Elizabeth allowed Wilkes to stay in France in spite of the

French Court's suspicions concerning him.

Three days after his stormy interview with Gatherine, Wilkes, not

surprisingly, reported to Walsingham that as yet he had not come up with

"any convenient means to speak unto Alengon and Navarre to see how they

be satisfied, and to deal with them according as Elizabeth comanded me."

Still, he promised to keep trying. By October 23rd he had succeeded in

re-establishing contact with the two Princes ,3 but as one would expect,

his efforts in this matter were more and more hampered. No doubt a great

deal more cautious in his intelligence work, certainly more closely watched

by the French, much disliked by Catherine, and running extremely low on

funds for such activities, Wilkes' value to the English effort in France

 

]'At first appearance it may seem that Wilkes erred in attributing

a desire for war to the normally compromising and "Politigue" nature of

Catherine de Nedicis. However, a careful reading of the documents of this

period will indicate quite clearly that it was Catherine who, in advance

of her son's arrival from Poland, had made military preparations to resume

the war against the Huguenots. Such plans were made to the great dismay

of many who hoped that Henry III would be encouraged and inclined to

seems a conciliatory policy. See Dale to Smith and Walsingham, Lyons,

11 Sept. 1574, B.M., Add. Mss. 4101, ff. 101-6 and Wilkes to Walsingham,

Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, P.R.O., S.P. 70, CXXXII, ff. 18-19. Also for a

superb character sketch of the new King, Henry III, see DeLamar Jensen's

Diplomacy _a_n_d Domtism (Canbridge, Hass.: Harvard University Press, 1964),

p. 30.

2Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 4 Nov. 1574, B.M., Add. Mss. 4104,

f. 116.

3Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, P.R.O., S.P. 70,‘

011111, ff. 18-19 and Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 23 Oct. 1574, 991.

For., X, p. 567.
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became noticeably less. Thus, in the closing months of this, his first

diplomatic assignment, one hears less and less of him.1

In.October of 1574 Elizabeth had dispatched to France one of

Leicester's men, Roger, Lord North. Sent ostensibly to congratulate the

new'King on his accession, actually he came to encourage Henry III to

make peace with the Huguenots, to renew the Anglo-French alliance,2 and

most important to discern the feeling of the French court towards Eng-

land.3 In November Wilkes reported that North's reception had been less

than warm, and that "we wax every day colder than [the] other, and all

we can do will kindle no fire where it should be."4 North certainly

seconded this report in his own correspondence. He conveyed to Elizabeth

the no doubt infuriating report that Catherine had openly mocked her in

his presence by poking fun at two dwarfs dressed up like the English Queen.

This, along with lesser indignities and the desire to aid the Huguenot

cause in France, eventually pushed Elizabeth into the decision to send a

secret agent into Germany. It was approximately at this same time that

someone in her Privy Council drew up a list of "noblemen and gentlemen

that have served and are fit to be employed in foreign messages" and on

that list was "Hr. Thomas Wilkes'" name.5 He had served well in his first

 

1;l_>id., Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 10 Oct. 1574, P.R.O., S.P.

70, GXXXII, ff. 18- 19, and Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 4 and 8 Nov.

1574, 3.14., Add. Mss. 4104, ff. 116 and 117.

2The Treaty of Blois signed on,April 19, 1572 between England and

France. It provided for a defensive league between Charles Ix and

Elizabeth, and itemized the amounts of sea and land forces to be provided

by eitherparty if needed.

3North's instructions, 5 Oct. 1574, 95;,,§g£,, X, pp. 560-62, and

Secret instructions for Lord North, Ibid., pp. 563-64.

4Wilkes to Walsingham, Lyons, 8 Nov. 1574, B.M., Add. Mss. 4104,

f. 117.

53.11., Lansd. Has. 683, ff. 48-49 and Dale to Burghley, Paris,

5 Hay 1574, 93;. 125., x, p. 496.
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assignment in France, he was knowledgeable in Continental affairs, and

his usefulness to the embassy in Paris had become lbmited due to trouble

with the Queen Mother. So it was, that in February 1575 the decision was

reached to call Wilkes home to be that secret agent.1

Mission to Frederick III

Since his escape from Picardy into Germany in the early spring of

1574, the Prince of Condé had been using Strasbourg as his headquarters

in drumming up support for the Huguenot and Politigue cause. Initially,

some felt this young, inexperienced, but "worthy young impe"2 could not

help but fail in his grandiose designs. Frangipani, the Papal Nuncio

in France, offered his Opinion that because Condé "is a boy without

authority, valor, experience in governing, or money," he would fail in

his attempt to "raise foreigners for the invasion of this realm." How-

ever, the Nuncio underestimated both Conde and the sympathy for French

Huguenots felt by many foreign princes.3

Within a short time Condé's efforts with Frederick III, the Elector

Palatine,“ had gained a solid promise of 8,000 horse for use in an "armed

intervention into France," while from Bern and Zurich came money to raise

more men. Then, his confederate the Count Merh, whose eldest brother

‘was still being held at the French Court, arrived in London in the early

part of September 1574 to plead for aid in obtaining the release of the

 

1Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, Feb. 1575, P.R.O., S.P. 12,

CCIVL, doc. no. 154.

2Thomas Randolph to Walsingham, Paris, 11 May 1576, 951. Egg”

XI, p. 3310

3Frangipani to Cardinal Como, Paris, 11 Aug. 1574, 95;. Home,

11, p. 183.

4Sometimes referred to as Frederick the Pius. He had been not

only the first German prince to accept Calvinism but was also the most

active. Under him.Heidelberg became the foremost center of German

Calvinism and since the acceptance of that faith almost invariably meant
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Marshal. His efforts struck a responsive chord with Elizabeth who was

soon to promise a loan of money for Candie.1

At the same time anti-Government sentiment had been increasing

among the Huguenot and Politigue factions in Southern France. Upset at

Damville's independent course as Governor of Languedoc, the blundering

new King, Henry III, in August 1574, summoned him to Court to answer for

his actions. Not wishing to repeat his elder brother's mistake, Damville

refused the smmnons and set about to create a firm alliance among the

two southern opposition groups, where before there had only been weak

cooperation. Successful in his efforts, Damville, a strong Catholic,

was recognized as the coalition's leader and he in turn opened his

council to several Protestant members.2

The logical sequel to these separate centers of rebellion was a

coordination of Condé'sa’nd Damville's efforts. 'Thus, in November of‘.the

same year a "union" was concluded between the two with Damville becoming

Conde's lieutenant.3

No doubt it was the ominous and growing threat of such intrigues

by the Bourbon and Montmorency families that began to turn Catherine and

 

the adoption of an activist foreign policy, Condé naturally made over-

tures to him.

l’liorosini to the Signory, Lyons, 28 Aug. 1574, £51. 1955., VII,

p. 519, Horosini to the Signory, Paris, 12 March 1575, Ibid., p. 527,

Salviati to Cardinal Como, Lyons, 6 Sept. 1574, ga_1. Home, II, p. 184,

Wilkes to Walsingham, Paris, 31 May 1574, §_§_l_. £25., X. p. 507, Dale to

Smith and Walsingham, Lyons, 23 Oct. 1574, Ibid., p. 566, and Herb to

Elizabeth, London, 9 Sept. 1574, Ibid., p. 548.

2"League in Languedoc," 25 April 1575 [2], Ibid., x1, pp. 48-49.

The date of this league appears to be wrong. Thompson in his Wars of

Reli ion, p. 489 claims it was concluded in August 1574. See also Dale

to Smith and Walsingham, Lyons, 23 Oct. 1574, 92.}.- _1'_'¢_>_r_., X, p. 566.

3Dale to Burghley, Lyons, 9 Dec. 1574, Ibid., pp. 577-78,

Doctor Thomas Wilson, English envoy to the Spanish Netherlands to

Burghley, [Antwerp], 27 Dec. 1574, Ibid., p. 585, and Morosini to the

Signory, Lyons, 26 Nov. 1574, 92;. 192., VII, p. 522.



37

Henry III from a war policy to one of negotiation. In fact, in December

1574, the Ring made some preliminary offers of peace to Conde who was

interested in the possibility of settling matters diplomatically rather

than by force of arms; that is, if all his conditions were met. As a

result of this apparent willingness to negotiate, Condé and "many other

Huguenot chiefs" assembled in conference at Basel during December 1574

and January 1575 to discuss the conditions of peace they would submit to

Henry 111.1

As reports of these peace overtures between Condé and Henry III

began to reach England, Elizabeth, who was seriously considering sending

money to Conde, began to doubt the necessity of having to do so. Counsel

was taken, and in early February a decision quickly reached to call

Wilkes home from France to be sent on a secret mission to the Elector

Frederick 111 in Heidelberg.2

Wilkes' instructions were: first, to find out from Count Frederick

if indeed Conde and his party still planned to raise an army of invasion,

and secondly, to obtain the Elector's opinion as to whether or not such

an army could be reasonably expected to withstand the French King's

forces for sufficiently long to achieve a victory. Because of Elizabeth's

hesitation to break openly her signed peace with France, Wilkes was also

instructed to ask the Count's Opinion on the feasibility of a negotiated

settlement. If his reply were negative he was to be informed of her

'willingness to lend Conde the funds necessary to aid the Huguenots.

Wilkes was to admonish Frederick to remenber that if the invasion failed,

 

1Morosini, to the Signory, Lyons, 29 Dec. 1574, Ibid., p. 523, and

Jerome de Federicis, Nuncio at Savoy to Cardinal Como, Turin, 18 Jan.

1575, Cal. Home, II, p. 194.

aWilkes' instructions, 16 Feb. 1575, Cgl.‘§g£., XI, pp. 15-17.
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Conde and his confederates would in all probability be constrained to

accept a settlement with more disadvantages than they now suffered.

Finally, he was instructed to acquaint Hertz with all these matters. 1

To maintain the secrecy of the mission Wilkes was told to travel

under the guise of meeting Sir Philip Sidney, the Elizabethan soldier,

statesman, and poet, who would shortly be traveling home from Prague via

Heidelberg. Then, upon meeting Frederick III, Wilkes was to "require him"

to let it be believed that he was there concerning,

a certain horrid damnable book lately made in Germany, entitled

against Hoses, Christ, and Nohomet, and to require him [Frederick]

that the same may be condemned and punished as so unspeakable and

devilish attempt may be vanquished and suppressed.2

Departing for Heidelberg on February 22, Wilkes traveled by way

of Antwerp and Brussels arriving sometime after the middle of March. He

expected it to be a quick mission, though as always it turned out to be

much longer. This, along with the secrecy of the mission and the fact

that he reported no "convenient" means to send a written report, most

likely resulted in his delivering only a verbal report when he returned

home early in Hay 1575. Consequently, there remains no written record

of his negotiations, even though subsequent events make it possible to

reconstruct them with a fair degree of accuracy.3

It appears that Wilkes conferred with both Frederick III and his

son Duke John Casimir. He learned from his negotiations that there was

little if any chance of a negotiated peace in France. He was then

 

1Ibid. This was not the first such action Elizabeth had taken nor

certainly the last. She nearly always turned to the Palatinate when

she wished to assist the French rebels. First it was to Frederick III

until his death in 1576 and then to his younger son John Casimir.

21b id.

3Brief of Wilkes' diplomatic career, Feb. 1575, P.R.O., S.P.

l2, CCIVL, doc. no. 154, Doctor Wilson to Burghley, Antwerp, 13 March

1575, Lettenhove, VII, p. 475, Wilkes to Burghley, Heidelberg, 30 March
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asked if Elizabeth could provide a loan of 150, 000 crowns, payable in

Cologne, to help finance a second army to assist the one presently under

preparation. They told Wilkes this second force should consist of 6,000

cavalry, 4,000 Swiss, and 5,000 or 6 ,000 arquebussiers as well as artillery

and munitions. Casimir would undertake to raise and lead the army into

France to aid Conde (who would be leading the first army). and a promise

was given that no peace would be concluded without the town of Calais

reverting to Elizabeth. Frederick himself promised to contribute 50,000

crowns, and Elizabeth was to be allowed to send an English agent to

accompany the Duke throughout the campaign. Authorized to negotiate

such terms, Wilkes, on April 11th, signed with Frederick an agreement

vhich emitted Elizabeth to a 150,000 crown loan. This agreement

along with letters of credence from Frederick and Casimir were delivered

to Wilkes with the promise that they would serve as the Count Palatine's

guarantee to contribute his share of the money.1

Two days later Wilkes quickly dispatched a young Scotsman of

Frederick's household, Sir William Melville,2 to England with these

results, apparently remaining behind himself to clear up such minor

 

1575, Cal. For., XI, p. 38, and Penelon to Henry III, 12 May 1575,

Correspondence, VI, p. 425.

1'See M. Le Baron Kervyn de Lettenhove, 113.1 Huguenots e_t_:_ _ng Gueux

(Bruges: Beyaert-Storie, 1884), III, p. 489, and "Memorial for Sir '

William Melville," Heidelberg, 13 April 1575, 9:5. £215, XI, pp. “'45.

Large as this sum was there can be littledoubt that Elizabeth had in-

structed Wilkes to offer this amount. That part of his instructions

(which are only a rough draft) indicating the total number of crowns to

be offered was left blank (see p. ), but the fact that Elizabeth was

not later angry with Wilkes (even though she later greatly reduced the total

amount she would loan) indicates he did not exceed his instructions.

2Frederick 111 to Walsingham, Heidelberg, 28 Nov. 1571, Ibid.,

IX, p. 583, Read, Walsingham, I, p. 290, confuses the dispatch of Melville

by assming that the "Memorial for Sir William Melville" (mentioned in

the previous footnote) was a set of instructions from Elizabeth to Mel-

ville when in fact a cursory reading of the same clearly indicates'that

they were given to Melville by Wilkes to be delivered to Elizabeth. Thus

we see that unlike Head's conclusion Elizabeth did not send Melville with

an offer of 150,000 crowns.
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details as remained. Having done this he returned home in early May,

arriving in London with several letters and dispatches from Basel, as

well as from Germany, for Elizabeth and Count‘Merh, who was still solicit-

ing English aid.1

Elizabeth found most of the agreement acceptable but having had

time to think, she now objected to the stipulation that she contribute

150,000 crowns to Conde's effort. So, late in May, she sent Melville

hurrying back to Heidelberg with instructions to inform the Count and

his son.Casimir that she would contribute only 50,000 crowns on condition

that a guarantee of repayment be given and that secrecy on her part in

the transaction be maintained.2 She later explained that her decision

to loan only part of the requested money was due to her late renewal of

the Treaty of Blois with Henry III. She said she could not in all good

conscience loan BO‘EUCh money to his enemies. Though displeased when

he learned fromfiMelville of Elizabeth's determination to loan only one-

third of the requested amount, Frederick realized that it was better

than none at all and so accepted the fact.3

Believing his assignment to be completed, Wilkes fully expected

to be able to spend sufficient time in England to repair his increasingly

poor financial situation. He did procure a Privy Council Warrant in

June granting him.fifty pounds for "certain services heretofore...done in

France" and even obtained a promise from Elizabeth to be appointed as a

 

1Fénelon to Henry III, 12 May 1575, Correspondence, V1, p. 425

and Morosini to the Signory, Paris, 12 March 1575, Cal. 1251., VII, p. 527.

2Elizabeth to Frederick III, and Casimir, [7], [May] 1575, 92;.

£25., XI, p. 65. According to "Obligation and Quittance of Condé,"

Heidelberg, 23 July 1575, Ibid., P. 96, each crown was the equivalent of

six English shillings sterling. Therefore the 50,000 crown loan would

equal £15,000 sterling.

3"The Queen's answer to Sir William Melville," 10 June 1575,

.Ihjgh, p. 172. The treaty was renewed 19 April 1572 ("League between

Henry of France and Elizabeth,? Ibid., p. 49.).
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Clerk of the Privy Council. But news of the continued progress of Condé

and Casimir's military preparations and Elizabeth's desire to send the

money to Conde via the Count Palatine, in as secret manner as possible,

again convinced her of the need to dispatch Wilkes back to Frederick.

Taking all or part of the 50,000 crowns with him, and in company with

Merh, Wilkes in early July departed for Heidelberg with instructions to

"observe and follow" both these preparations and the subsequent "warfare."1

In Heidelberg, Wilkes delivered the money and then he and Frederick

on July 23rd signed an agreement in which the latter acknowledged

receiving 50,000 crowns from Elizabeth, guaranteed to transfer the same

to Condé, and promised to keep Elizabeth's role in the transaction a

secret. The Elector also assumed full liability for repayment of the

same "before the army now levied in Germany for service in France shall

depart [return from] France."2 Wilkes then "observed the negotiation of

Merit" with Frederick concerning Condé's need for continued support. When

a short time later both Wilkes and Herb departed from Heidelberg towards

Strasbourg the latter had been assured by the Count Palatine that he

would not only render Condé all the assistance necessary for the enter-

prise but also would send him Casimir to conduct the German cavalry forces.

0n route to Strasbourg they met the Prince of Condé, M. de Thoré,

"and a reasonable troop of gentlemen" on their way to Heidelberg to take

"final resolution for the receipt of their money, and the time and order

 

1"Warrant for Thomas Wilkes," Hatfield, 24 June 1575, A.P.C., VI,

p. 456, Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 29 Aug. 1575, Lettenhove, VII,

pp. 560-62, Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, April 1575, P.R.O.,

S.P. l2, CCIVL, doc. no. 154, Fénélon to Henry III, 1 July 1575, Corres-

pondence, VI, p. 456, and Morosini to the Signory, Paris, 12 July 1575,

93;. 193., VII, p. 531.

2Condé's Obligation, Heidelberg, 23 July 1575, 95;. £35., XI, p.

96. In spite of every effort to keep the loan a secret the quick witted

French Ambassador in London, .Ftanélon, discovered it and immediately

protested to Elizabeth. Fénélon to Henry III, [London], 8 July 1575,

Corres ondance, VI, pp. 461-62.
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of their marching." Betracing their steps, Wilkes and‘Merh returned to

Heidelberg with the rest and there were much surprised at the change

that had come over Frederick. Claiming distrust of Condé's Catholic

counselors, the Count insisted that before he would assist the French

Prince‘with troops the latter would have to marry his daughter,and that

when a‘military victory or "pacification" was achieved he, Frederick,

mmst receive the three important bishoprics of Metz, Toul, and Verdun.

Condh's initial refusal to accept these demands caused a breakdown in

the negotiations and he returned to Strasbourg having received only the

promised 50,000 crowns loaned by Elizabeth via the Elector.1

Concerned over the failure of the negotiations, Wilkes correctly

assumed that William of Nassau, the Prince of Orange and his side Doctor

Junius, Governor of Veere, were to blame. Both men had desired the

help of the Palatinate and France to aid the Dutch revolt against the

Spanish King Philip II and to have both these possible sources of men

and‘money fighting each other was unthinkable. What it was the Prince

of Orange and Doctor Junius offered Frederick to gain his ear is not

certain, but Wilkes reported two of the suppositions circulating at the

'time. First, that the Prince of Orange had offered Zealand to Frederick

in return for military assistance, and secondly, that through Doctor

Junius, who had recently been in France, Henry III had sent the Elector

"some crowns" as a bribe to abandon Conde. This latter explanation

appears to be the more believable one.2

After his abrupt return to Strasbourg Conde realized that the only

‘way he could expect to regain the absolutely essential aid of the

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 29 Aug. 1575, 93}, £25,, XI, pp.

118-19.

2Ibid.,‘Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 20 Sept. 1575, Ibid., pp.

138-39, and Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 29 Aug. 1575, Lettenhove,

VII, pp. 560-62.
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Palatinate was to concede to Frederick's demands regarding the three

bishOprics. So he "sent back [to Heidelberg] two deputies with full

powers to accord the same." There on 27 September 1575 they signed what

Wilkes was later to refer to as the "Contract of Heidelberg. " By it

Conde agreed not to lay down his arms without first delivering Metz,

Toul, ' and Verdun to Gas imir, who would serve as Governor of them through-

out his life. He promised to allow Casimir 12,000 crowns a month for

his expenses during the upcoming campaign and 100,000 crowns in pensions

as soon as peace was made. Condé also pledged that no peace overtures

would be made to anyone without Cas imir's knowledge and in the event of

the latter's death, he was to see to it that the Duke's debts were paid,

especially the 50,000 crowns owed to Elizabeth by his father the Elector.

Casimir, in return, promised Conde 5,000 German cavalry, 2,000 horse,

8:,000 Swiss, nineteen pieces of artillery, and the willingness to serve

under the French Prince as one of his generals.1

It was this "capitulation" that became the basis for an expanded

{and loosely knit association not only of the Palatinate, Conde, and

unofficially, Elizabeth, but also of all the royalist opposition who

still remained in France. It was to be an association that would result

in the most revolutionary peace settlement to date in the French Civil

Wars and would also prove to be the rock upon which the success of the

whole invasion and confederate effort nearly crumbled.

Throughout all these preparations Henry III of France had been

growing understandably more apprehensive. He was well aware of the growing

strength and unity of his diverse enemies and was doing all he could to

 

1Capitulation between Condé and Casimir, [Heidelberg], 27 Sept.

1575, 931. 1195., XI, pp. 295-96, Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 20

Sept. 1575, Ibid., PP. 138-39. See also Wilkes to Walsingham, "Boisset

en la Limange d'Auvergne, a league from Gannat," 28 Feb. 1576, B.M. ,

Add. Mss. 4104, ff. 251-52.
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discover, defuse, or prepare to defeat them. Secret agents of Condé and

Merit had been intercepted going to and from England and one was even

executed. Henry's German Colonel, Gaspard de Schomberg, had in June been

sent across the Rhine to discover if Conde was indeed raising an army,

and if so to levy 8 ,000 mercenaries for service in the French army. The

French King had even redirected the Prince of Orange's peace commissioner,

Doctor Junius, towards Frederick III with the impression that it was

the latter who in fact was the one most responsible for the present threats

of war.1

Then, on September 15th, in the midst of all Henry's efforts to

stave off an invasion, the Duke of Alengon (who since his brother Henry

had become king had automatically become the Duke of Anjou but who was

more often to be called 'Monsieur") finally managed to escape from the

Court. Hoping to convince him to ‘return, Catherine frantically attempted

to intercept him as he fled southward towards Languedoc, but she failed,

and he soon joined his own following of Politiques with the forces of

Damville and the southern Huguenots.2 Fearful of pushing the younger

Montmorencies to extremities Catherine and Henry III formally liberated

the Duke of Montmorency on October 2nd and in doing so gained his support

in a series of attempts to dissuade Alengon from making war.3

 

lMorosini to the Signory, Paris, 25 July 1575, 93;. 29,, VII,

pp. 531-32, Morosini to the Signory, Paris, 27 March 1575, Ibid., p.

528, Salviati to Cardinal Como, Paris, 15 Aug. 1575, 951. Rome, 11, p.

213, "Newsletter," Rome, 3 Sept. 1575, Ibid., p. 214, "Newsletter,"

Paris, 13 July 1575, Ibid., p. 211 and Baird _T_h_e. Huguenots and Heng _o_f

Navarre, I, pp. 65-66.

2Dale to [Smith and Walsingham], Paris, 21 Sept. 1575, 931. 1725.,

XI, pp. 140-42, Dale to [Smith and Wals ingham], Paris, 3 Oct. 1575, Ibid.,

p. 148. Catherine to Emanuel Philibert Le Due de Savoie, Paris, 15

Sept. 1575, Lettres, V, pp. 132-34, and also footnote no. 1 of same letter

pp. 132-36.

3Dale to [Smith and Walsingham], Paris, 3 Oct. 1575, _c_g_1_. 195.,

XI, p. 148, Dale to [Smith and Walsingham], Paris, 11 Oct. 1575, Ibid.,

p. 154, Catherine's negotiations with Alengon, 23 Oct. 1575, Ibid., pp.
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The panic Alengon's escape caused in the French Court can be better

understood by looking at the emotions it evoked from an outsider, the

Venetian Ambassador in Paris, Giovanni Francesco Morosini. In a letter

to the Signory, dated the 16th of September 1575, he said:

Yesterday the event took place, which has constantly been dreaded,

and which may be considered to be the total ruin of this unfortun-

ate and ill-starred Kingdom, namely, that Monsieur the Duke of

Alengon escaped from the Court.

...A greater misfortune than this affair could not have happened to

the King at the present time.1

No doubt the Venetian Ambassador foresaw that the ultimate conse-

quence of Anjou's escape would be an eventual juncture between the German

forces being readied by Condé and Casimir, and the Huguenot-Politigue

forces of Monsieur and Damville. While it was true that standing as a

barrier between the two sympathetic armies were several staunchly Catholic

provinces where almost no Protestants were to be found, no one was

foolish enough to suggest the confederates would not in fact attempt to

codine forces. This was especially apparent after November 27, 1575

when the secret "Contract of Heidelberg" between Frederick, Condé, and

Elizabeth was expanded to include an alliance with Monsieur, Damville,

and the Politiflues of southern France.2

 

Rage 513 Henri III, 1574-1589 (Paris: Gallimard, 1943), p. 84.

199;. 229., v11, pp. 537-38 and Dale to [Sir Thomas Smith and

Walsingham], Paris, 28 Sept. 1575, _C_a_]._. 125., XI, p. 145.

2081a to [Smith and Walsingham], Paris, 3 Dec. 1575, Ibid., pp.

196-97, Baird, ‘_r_h_e_ Huguenots and Egg _o_f_ Navarre, I, pp. 77-78, and

Thompson, Wars _o_f_ Reli ion, p. 521. This expanded alliance contained a

promise by Damville to meet Conde's invading army with pay money, 12,000

foot, and 2, 000 horse. Casimir's opinion was to be sought on all questions

of peace and war and he agreed to sign the contract in force between the

Huguenots and Damville. As with the "Contract of Heidelberg" one of the

articles insisted upon by Casimir was that when peace was: negotiated with

Henry III, Metz, Toul, and Verdun had to be turned over to his father with

himself as royal governor of the same.
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Meanwhile, after the "Contract of Heidelberg" was finally secured,

Wilkes eventually reached his original destination of Strasbourg. It

was from here during the months of August through October that he carried

out his responsibilites as an observer, reporting mostly the news of

Thore's diversionary expedition into France which was designed to keep

Henry III's army occupied until Conde's preparations were completed.1

Then with Monsieur's escape in September and the good harvests

in October everything seemed ready to guarantee the success of "one of

the finest armies that for twenty years had issued from Germany. "2 The

army was complete and poised for attack, but it was first necessary to

find more money if it were to be kept in the field sufficiently long to

achieve success. For this reason Conde, Frederick, and Casimir all desired

Wilkes to make yet another journey home to inform Elizabeth of the complete-

ness of their preparations and, more importantly, to induce her to make

another financial loan, or at least not to insist on repayment of the

first. So bearing letters dated the 28th October and 1 November 1575

Wilkes hurried back to England.3

Informed of this new request Elizabeth, as usual, hesitated. Then,

when informed that since Alengon's escape Catherine de Medicis had been

talking of nothing but peace, she decided that because of this and the

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 27 Sept. , 8 and 20 Oct. 1575,

Cal. £95., XI, pp. 144, 151, and 159.

aMorosini to the Signory, Paris, 9 Aug. 1575, 931. 1955., VII,

p. 533, states "The harvest in France is generally good,..but the corn

is not yet stacked. This condition of things renders war more doubtful,

because any foreign army entering France might suffer from famine." See

also Merh to Burghley, Strasbourg, 28 Oct. 1575, H.M.C., Salisbury, II

p. 119.

3Conde to Burghley, Strasbourg, 28 Oct. 1575, A Collection 93 State

Papers Relating_to Affairs in Lhe Reigp__of Queen Elizabeth, From the Year

l__5__7l to _1_.__596, ed.William Murdin, (London: William Bowyer, 1759), II, p.

298[hereafter citedzMurdin, Collection], Casimir to Burghley, Heidelberg,

1 Nov. 1575, Ibid., p. 291, and Frederick III to Elizabeth, Heidelberg,

1 Nov. 1575, gal. £33., XI, p. 172.
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fact that the army was ready to march, she would forego making another

loan. So in keeping with the original agreement Wilkes was sent to work

out the necessary arrangements with Elector for his repayment of Eliza-

beth's 1575 loan.}

By the time Wilkes had returned to Heidelberg and completed his

assigment with the Elector, the German armies of Condé and Gas imir had

moved out of Germany and into North-eastern France.2 Leaving Heidelberg

about the 12th of December Wilkes, after an eight-day journey, caught up

with the army at Sallome, in the province of Lorraine. From there he

made an unexplained journey to Paris probably to confer with Doctor Dale

and then to Poissy, arriving in the latter town on or before the 19th

of January. From Poissy he seems to have rejoined the invading army as

it feigned an attack on Paris and then veered sharply southward, working

its way into Burgundy.3

As previously mentioned, Damville had promised to come northward

with troops and money to meet Condé's army, but events in Languedoc

decided him against this and so instead he sent only as many troops as

he could spare under the Viscount of Turenne. Without the anticipated

money and no more to come from Queen Elizabeth, Condé found himself

saddled with an unpaid and typically brutal German army."

 

1"Memorial for Wilkes," 25 Nov. 1575, Ibid., p. 188.

2They had actually started their march towards France near the

end of November. See Dale to Burghley, Paris, 26 Nov. 1575, Ibid., p.

188 and "Events in France," 28 Nov. 1575, Ibid., p. 187.

3M. Fermin [7] to Walsingham, Sallome, 21 Dec. 1575, Ibid., p.

206, Wilkes to Burghley, Vichy, 13 Feb. 1576, Ibid., pp. 243-44,:and

Wilkes to Walsingham, Poissy, 19 Jan. 1576, B.M., Add. Mss. 4104, f. 230.

“Wilkes to Burghley, Vichy, 13 Feb. 1576, 0.1.1- For., x1, pp.

trans. Edward Grimeston (London: George Eld. , 1607), p. 677 [hereafter

cited: Serres, Inventorie].
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Wilkes who was with the army and "mounted at my own charge" gave

"from time to time account of all that succeeded in that enterprise."

He matter-of-factly reported that due to the inhabitants scorched-earth

policy Condéharmy was forced "to burn and spoil where they went," even

going so far in their siege of the town of Nuits to "put the pe0ple to

sword" after having "razed it. " By the time the army reached the province

of Bourbonnais, Wilkes could with understandable exaggeration state that

"all the world trenbles when they pass."1

With little resistance from the bankrupt French Government, the

invading army succeeded in effecting a juncture with Damville and Anjou's

forces, and on March 11 on the plains of Soze, Monsieur was proclaimed

General-in-Chief of the combined armies which now numbered a formidible

30,000 men.2

It was in the midst of all this trouble that the French Court .

received its crowning blow: Henry of Navarre, who had been a prisoner

since St. Bartholomew, escaped from the Court in early February, renounced

his pretended Catholicism, and fled to Saumur. Though at first trying

to make light of this new development , the French King was not unaware of

the dangers it presented. Navarre was now the true leader of French

Protestantism3 and "with many gentlemen of the religion...both out of

Picardy and Normandy" flocking daily to his standard it was not long

before he too would have a sizeable army. Catherine and Henry hurriedly

 

1winter to Burghley, Vichy, 13 Feb. 1576, 95;. 55., x1, p. 243-44

and Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, April and Oct. 1575, P.R.O.,

SOP. 12, CCIWI, dOC. n0. 1540

2Ibid., Serres, _Ianentorie, p. 678. Baird, T_hg Huguenots 53g

gem 9_f_ Navarre, I, p. 89, and Dale to Smith and Walsingham, Paris,

25 March 1576, Cal. For., XI, p. 280.

5'0de was always considered to be more of a Politigue than a true

leader of the Huguenots.
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sent out peace feelers and on March 1st at Moulins a three week's truce

was patched up while both sides parleyed for term. But the extreme

demands of the rebellious confederates caused the truce to break down.

Anxious to march on Paris, Casimir was growing more and more impatient,

and in the early spring Navarre's newly formed army had joined up with

Alengon's. Finally. around the first of April when it looked as though

the entire confederate forces were going to march on Paris, the terrified

Henry III sued for peace.'l

During the first attempts to bring about a truce at Moulins in

February and early March, Wilkes had written home both for instructions

and to let Elizabeth know that in the upcoming negotiations she would

have as "good [an] opportunity to solicit promises...as the rest." He

sent her letters from Casimir and Alengon desiring her "furtherance in

this treaty" and suggesting that if she was of a "min " to send someone

to deal in this matter it was "high time, for they are entered already

into general terms." In the meantime, he suggested that "40 crowns...be

sent me forthwith from the Ambassador [Doctor Dale] to Moulins to bear

my charges there during the treaty [that] I may do some good to see the

handling of things there. "2 He received his money ,3 and from his dis-

patches it is clear that throughout the negotiations he was constantly

(but no doubt secretly) representing England's interests in the peace

negotiations. All his mail traveled to England via Dale in Paris for

 

l'Dale to Sir Thomas Smith and Walsingham, Paris, 14 Feb. and 16

March 1576, §_a_]._. £93., XI, pp. 245 and 274-75, and Serres, _I'nventorie,

p. 678, Wilkes to Walsingham, Boisset, 28 Feb. 1576, B.M., Add. Mss.

4104, ff. 251-52, Dale to Burghley, Paris, 10 April 1576, Ib__i__d., f.

267b, Wilkes to Burghley, Boisset and Moulins, 1 March and 1 April 1576,

£91. £93., XI, pp. 256 and 298, and John Willes [a courier?] to Walsingham,

22 Feb. 1576, Ibid., p. 249.

aWilkes to Walsingham, Boisset, 28 Feb. 1576, n.s., Add. Mss.

4104, ff. 251-52 and Dale to Walsingham, Paris, 16 March 1576, Ibid., f. 260.

3'Dale to Walsingham, Paris, 16 March 1576, gel. 29;” XI, p. 274.
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reasons of safety and in order to keep the English Ambassador up to

date on all new developments. Eventually Elizabeth sent Walsingham's

uncle, Thomas Randolph, to France, ostensibly to mediate for peace but

in reality to warn Henry III to ignore the Prince of Orange's recent

appeals for help against the Spanish in the Low Countries. However, by

the time he arrived in France in the middle of April it was too late to

affect the peace negotiations one way or the other. 1

With the Marshal Armand de Biron, the liberated Montmorency, (and

Louis, Duke of Montpens ier, representing Henry III, and Monsieur, Navarre,

Condb,‘ Maria, and Thore, the confederates, the deceptive Peace of Monsieur

was signed on May 5, 1576 at the Chateau de Beaulieu. Basically, all

the rebel's demands were met but one--Casimir's demands for the three

bishOprics. His insistence on receiving the same almost wrecked the

whole negotiation but he was finally induced to forego them in place of

several other extremely lucrative offers. Aside from this, the treaty

appeared to be a great victory for Protestantism. It granted freedom

of worship to all Huguenots everywhere in France except in Paris and

where a particular lord objected to its practice on his lands. Protes-

tants were free to educate their own children, perform all Protestant

ceremonies, and enjoy civil equality in the law courts, as well as take

over eight fortified towns in the southern provinces. Henry III publicly

apologized for the St. Bartholomew - Massacre which he said happened

against the will of the Crown, and finally a promise was given that the

States-General would assemble at Blois by the coming November.2

 

lRandolph's instructions, 2 April 1576, Ibid., pp. 302-4, Randolph

to Walsingham, Paris, 11 May 1576, Ibid., p. 332, and Morosini to the

Signory, Paris, 17 April 1576, 951. 2933., VII, p. 548.

2"Hostages and Towns," 6 May 1576, 931. 132;. , XI, p. 326, "The

Accord," 6 May 1576, Ibid., p. 327, Wilkes to Walsingham, Boisset, 28

Feb. 1576, B.M., Add. Mss. 4104, ff. 251-52, Wilkes to Burghley, Sens,

10 May 1576, Ibid., ff. 285-86, and Serres, Inventorie, pp. 78-79.
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These concessions were little short of revolutionary, but appear-

ances were deceiving. Catherine de Medic is and her son never intended

to endure such humiliations for long and as Thomas Randolph told the

Venetian Ambassador to France, Morosini: "the Huguenots were madmen to

make this peace, as they had no security that any promise given to them

would be kept." But not all saw it so clearly as Randolph, especially

the Guises who not only determined to leave the French Court, if the

peace were signed,1 but also, along with other ardent Catholics in

France, were so shocked at these concessions to heresy that they initiated

a backlash that eventually resulted in the infamous French Catholic

League.2

With the conclusion of the Peace of Monsieur, Wilkes was anxious

to return home to England. For over two years he had devoted all his

energies to help restore conditions in France back to what they were

just prior to the Massacre of St. Bartholomew--conditions that allowed

Huguenots and their sympathizers a reasonably secure and unharried exis-

tence. Hoping, for reasons of safety, to return to England with

Randolph, Wilkes was informed that he should stay in France "to attend

her Majesty's pleasure with Monsieur." Apparently Wilkes was asked to

remain because Randolph, who was unable to see Monsieur until the last

moment, had been unable to fulfill all his instructions concerning the

French Prince. A few weeks later, in early June, Wilkes was finally

called home. Arriving in England later the same month, he carried letters

from Anjou and Condé expressing their appreciation for his services in

France and comending his abilities to the Queen. Several days later

 

"Morosini to the Signory, Paris, 5 May 1576, £51. 33., VII,

p. 549.

2Jensen, Diplomacy and Do tism, Ch. 2, traces the origins of

this league.
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on the 16th of June Elizabeth fulfilled her earlier promise and had

Wilkes sworn as a "Clerk of the Privy Council in ordinary." For the

next year and a half domestic duties were to be his major concern.1

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, Sens, 10 May 1576, B.M. , Add. Mss. 4104,

ff. 285-86, Randolph's instructions, 2 April 1576,Ca1. For., XI,

pp. 302-4,A1encon and Conde to Elizabeth, Chatillon,9 June 1576, Ibid.,

p. 339, and.Brief on Wilkes diplomatic career, June 1576, P. R.0., S. P.

12, CCIVL, doc. no. 154.
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CHAPTER II

THE SPANISH NETHERLANDS

Unlike his first three years of foreign service, Thomas Wilkes'

next two diplomatic assignments covered only a five-month period; and

the focus of his responsibilities shifted from France to the Low Countries.

Here events had been coming to a head since October 1555 when Philip II

had 'succeeded his father Charles V as head [of these northern. provinces.

Political, religious, and economic factors all played a significant part

in these events. The replacement of the Duke of Savoy's weak adminis-

tration by the stronger hand of Philip II's half-sister Margaret ‘of

Parma resulted in a smoldering resentment among the young and restless

nobles like William of Orange and the Count of Egmont. Increasingly they

and many others of lesser position began to chafe at the Spanish King's

tendency to rule the provinces through foreigners. Rapidly growing Cal-

vinism among the Netherlanders caused them to loath Spain's repressive

religious policies; and merchants fumed over Philip's heavy taxes. The

result of this growing unrest was a series of unfruitful concessions on

the part of Margaret of Parma followed by Philip 11's angry repudiation

of her rule. Finally, came the dispatch in early 1567 of 10,000 men

under the Duke of Alva and the start of the eighty-year-long revolt of

the Netherlands . 1

 

1l’etrus Johannes Blok, Histopp__of the Pe0p1e_of t__he Netherlands

trans. Ruth Putnam (New York: G. P. Putnam's Sons, 1900),III, pp.

1-39.
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Hilliam of Orange, who narrowly escaped Alva's coming, became

the symbol of this rebellion and for the next decade he and his support-

ers in the northern maritime provinces of Holland and Zeeland were an i

ever growing thorn in Philip's side. Aware of England's, France's, and

the Empire '3 "never-ending interest in those Spanish provinces, the

Prince of Orange invariably resorted to seeking outside help to thwart

Philip's power. In 1568 he turned to Germany for help and from 1570—

1572 to France, but both attempts to inflict defeats on Spanish forces

with outside aid conpletely failed. Similar efforts to obtain help from

England during these early years of the revolt and indeed until 1576

bore little fruit. Then, between April 1576 when Philip II's half-

brother, Don Juan of Austria, was called to replace Alva's suddenly

deceased successor, Don Luis de Requesens, and late November, when the

Victor of Lepanto arrived in Luxemburg to assume his governorship,

several events occurred that not only changed the whole complexion of

Spanish rule in the Low Countries, but also radically altered Elizabeth's

attitude towards them.1

when Hequesens died in March 1576, the Spanish tr00ps were left

without either his stern leadership or their monthly wages. The result

was a large-scale mutiny that was capped by the terrible sack of Antwerp

on November 3rd. Enraged at this "Spanish fury" the previously loyal

southern provinces joined with Holland and Zeeland in rebellion and on

November 8th representatives both of the Spanish and Dutch provinces,

already assembled in a Congress at Brussels, hastily signed the revol-

utionary Pacification of Ghent. By it, peace and free intercourse were

established between the two rebel provinces and the rest of the Low

Countries; and the States-General was charged with the responsibility

 

111m” pp. 40-94, and Read, WalsinghLm, 1, pp. 306-26.
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of deciding upon.what conditions Don Juan's governorship might be accept-

ed. .Also,all parties pledged to do everything possible to rid the

provinces of the Spanish soldiers. The whole affair was completely spon-

taneous. Catholic and Protestant alike joined together in a vigorous

attempt to lighten their unwanted Spanish yoke.1

When Don Juan arrived in Luxemberg on November 23, 1576, he

discovered to his dismay that he would have to negotiate with the States-

General before he could assume his duties as Governor. The price he

eventually paid to be allowed to fill that vacant office was the "Per-

petual Edict" of February 12, 1577. By signing this he not only ratified

the Pacification of Ghent but also promised to dismiss all Spanish

soldiers fromnthe provinces within twenty days. In turn, the States—

General promised 600,000 guilders (i.e. £60,000) to pay off the Spanish

soldiers; and pledged themselves to maintain Catholicism throughout the

Low Countries. Distrustful of the new governor, William of Orange

refused to sign the Edict and subsequently set about to undenmine Don.

Juan's position in any way he could.2

Across the channel, Elizabeth had been keeping a close watch on

these events by dispatching numerous envoys to the States-General, the

Prince of Orange, and Philip II. In turn they had sent agents to her

either with requests to aid them, or as was the case with Philip, not

to meddle in his affairs at all. In one instance the Queen actually went

so far as to lend the States £20,000.3

 

1Daniel Rogers, English envoy to the Netherlands, to Burghley,

Antwerp, 7 March 1576, H.M.C., Salisbur , II, p. 128, Thomas Heton,

Governor of the company of herchant Adventurers to Walsingham, Antwerp,

10 Nov. 1576, _Cg_1_. £95., XI, pp. 417-18, and Blok, Histo , III,

pp. 105-6.

erid., pp. 113-17. The Perpetual Edict is sometimes known as

the "Peace of the Duke of Aerschot."

3Elizabeth to Philip 1:, Hampton Court, 24 Sept. 1576, _C_s_._l_. s sin,
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The upshot of all this was that Don Juan's position became more

and more tenuous. His opposition in the States—General became larger

and his chief enemy, the Prince of Orange, not only continued to gain

strength but even went so far as to formulate a plot to seize the Spanish

Governor.1 By June of 1577 Don Juan felt the personal dangers to be too

great to remain in Brussels and so retreated to Mechlin. Later, on June

24th under the guise of a hunting party, he suddenly seized the citadel

of Namur and from there demanded that the States-General swear an oath

of fealty to him‘as well as support him in a war against William.of

Orange, should the latter refuse to negotiate. He then set about to

return the Spanish soldiers he had previously been forced to send out

of the Low Countries.2

The effects of this 2222‘g{g£g£_were momentous. It literally

drove the States-General, who before had been not unwilling to work

with Don Juan, over to the side of William.of Orange. The Spanish Gover-

nor was left alone without either instructions from Spain or enough

Spanish soldiers to face the combined strength of the Low Countries.3

 

II, pp. 533-34, Francis Walsingham, "Journal," Camden Miscellany, ed.

Charles Trice‘Nartin (Westminster: J. B. Nichols and Sons, 1870), VI,

pp. 28-30, [hereafter cited: walsinghamds Journal], ddAubigny's instruct-

ions, 18 Oct. 1576, Lettenhove, VIII, pp. 481, James Harvey's instructions,

10 Oct. 1576, Ibid., PP. 474-75, M. de Sweveghem, envoy of the States to

England, to the Estates General, London, 24 Dec. 1576, Ibid., IX,‘

pp. 99-100, Edward Horsey's instructions, 14 Dec. 1576, Ibid., pp. 85-90,

Doctor‘Wilson's instructions, 1 April 1577, Ibid., pp. 254-56, and N.

de Farmas' instructions, 10 Feb. 1577, Ibid., pp. 185-92.

1Daniel Rogers to walsingham, Enckhuyzen, 24 July 1577, Ibid.,

pp. 416-24 and.Antonio de Guaras to [Gabriel de Zayas, Secretary of

Philip 11?], London, 20 Sept. 1577, 92;. Spain, II, p. 544.

2rh111p de Narnix de St. Aldegonde to Count Jean de Nassau,

Brussels, 28 July 1577, Archives on Corre_pondance inedite de lafiuaison

d'Ora e-Nassau, ed. G. Groen vanPrinsterer, (Leide: S. etJ.Luchtman' s,

1839) 1st ser., VI, pp. 113- 19, and Blok, Histo , pp. 117--18.

31bid., pp. 113-19.
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Elizabeth too, was troubled by Don Juan's seizure of Namur. She

had suspected that the Spanish Governor had designs upon the English

throne. Reporting these suspicions the Spanish agent in London, Antonio

de Guaras, said:

It is publicly stated in court...that Don Juan of Austria has

come to the States, not only with the intentions of conquering

them, but also to marry the Queen of Scotland and change religion

and govermnent here.

Elizabeth's fears went even further than this. She felt that if

Don Juan were allowed to push the States too far, they might in desper-

ation call in French assistance, and for England to have the Low Countries

controlled by France was even more dangerous than their control by

Spain. In fact, both the States and the Prince of Orange had already

made and were presently making serious overtures to this effect.2 Learn-

ing of this, Elizabeth herself began to make some surprising offers of

military and financial aid to both the States and the Prince of Orange.3

Don Juan and Elizabeth were not the only ones worried about the

startling results of his coup. A significant number of the Catholic

 

1'Antonio de Guaras to Zayas, London, 30 Dec. 1576, §_al. Spain,

11, pp. 536-37 and Wilson to Walsingham, Brussels, 24 Jan. 1577,

Lettenhove, 1x, pp. 158-60. These suspicions are confirmed by Philip

II's secret instructions to Don Juan given on November 11th, 1576.

Ibid., 11, pp. 15-21.

2Prior to Requesens ' death the Prince of Orange had sent two

agents into France to obtain aid (Edward Chester to Burghley, Dordrecht,

8 July 1575, Ibid., VII, pp. 543-45), and just prior to the arrival of

Don Juan. in the Low Countries, the States-General had asked for and

succeeded' in_bringing Alengon and a French army to the very borders of ,

these provinces. He was asked to stay his army though as a result of Don

Juan's signing the Perpetual Edict (see 93;. £25., XI, pp. 419-passim).

When Matthias was recognized as Governor, Alengon's schemes of personal

aggrandizement seemed frustrated and so from then on it was not Gfituh

whether he intended to support the States or Don Juan (see Ibid. , XII,

pp. 288-passim, especially Davison to the Secretaries,_Antwerp, 29 Dec.

1577, Ibid., pp. 409-10, and Newsletter, Antwerp, 10 Jan. 1578, 91;.

Rome, II, p. 365.

3Marquis de Havrech and Adolphe de Heetkerke, envoys of the States

to the States General, Windsor, 28 Sept. 1577, Lettenhove, IX, pp. 542-45,

and Walsingham to H. de Farmers, agent for William of Orange, Oatlands,

2" Aug. 1577, _c_a_1_. £23., x11, p. 117.
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nobles of Brabant, in spite of their repudiation of the new governor,

were not willing to submit themselves to the suddenly augmented authority

of the Prince of Orange. As a result they began secretly negotiating;

with the Emperor Rudolph II's younger brother, the twenty-year-old Arch-

duke Matthias. They had hapes he would agree to assume control of the

Low Countries and at the same time serve as a check to the rapidly grewing

power of both Calvinists and William of Orange. Eagerly accepting the

offer, Matthias secretly arrived in the Netherlands on October 30th and

by the 8th of December was temporarily accepted as Governor by the States

General pending Philip II's confirmation of the sane}

The Prince of Orange surprisingly supported the appointment of

the Archduke but not without securing his own position first. He pre-

vailed upon theStates-General to appoint him as Lieutenant to Matthias

and saw to it that the latter was made completely subservient to the

States~General and a Council of Stated nominated by that assemly. The

object of this manoeuvre was the desire to separate Don'Juan and the

Spaniards from the Catholic Flemings and Walloons in order to create

' jealousy between the two branches of the House of Austria.2

Elizabeth was also-dismayed by the unexpected appearance of the

Archduke on the scene. She would have preferred to see the experienced

Prince of Orange as both the nominal and real leader of the Low Countries,

but when William went along with it all she had no choice but to accept

it for the time being.3

 

1lldvioon to Walsingham, Brussels, 23 Jan. 1577, Ibid., p. 467

and Blok, Histo , pp. 121-25.

2Q“. , pp. 121-25 and Davison to Walsingham, Brussels, 23 Jan.

1577, gal. 13., XII, p. 467.

~. 3Meetkerke's report, Windsor, 18 April 1577, Lettenhove, X, pp.

23-26, and Walsingham to Davison, [7], 26 Oct. 1577, Ibid., pp. 41-43.
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It was at this point that Don Juan's agent, Jean Marinier,

Seigneur ‘de Gastel, arrived in England to justify before Elizabeth the

Spanish Governor's recent actions. Granted an audience on December 1st,

1577, he, among other things, pleaded in behalf of his master that an

ambassador be sent to settle any points of difference between them. To

Elizabeth the opportunity for mediation was always welcome. Fully aware

of the might of Spanish arms, she had no desire to see the rebellious

Netherlands completely subdued by Philip's experienced soldiers. So,

after bombarding de Gastel with some strong words against Spanish oppress-

ion in those provinces, Elizabeth sent him back to Don Juan with her

[remiss to send two envoys to mediate in behalf of the rebellious

States: one to himself, and the other to Philip 11.1

Mission to Philip II

Leaving within two days of each other, these two envoys were

Thomas Wilkes and Captain Thomas Leighton. The latter was instructed to

inform both the States—General and Don Juan of Elizabeth's desire for

their surcease of arms. He was to explain that a second messenger was

being sent to the Spanish Ring to demand the same, and until the results

of the latter mission were known both parties ought to cease fighting.

Don Juan was also to ,understand that if Philip refused to make peace with

his subjects in the Low Countries, Elizabeth fully intended to assist

them in their rebellion against Spain.2

Leighton's mission was a short one, The States-General informed

him they had no desire to lay down their arms for fear this would provide

 

l'Gastel's instructions, Luxemburg, 28 Oct. 1577, Ibid., pp. 52-58,

Havrech's report, Brussels, 31 Dec. 1577, Ibid., pp. 190-204 (see

especially pp. 197-204), and Walsingham's Journal, p. 33.

2Leighton's instructions, 21 not. 1577, Lettenhove, x, pp. 174-78.
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Don Juan with an Opportunity to do them harm. The latter insisted that

duty to Philip II bound him not to treat with the rebels until they

fully accepted Spain as their true overlord. His mission completed,

Leighton returned to England on February 5th. 1

Wilkes departed for Spain with instructions that were even more

blunt than Leighton's. He was to let Philip know the only chance for

peace lay in the appointment of a new governor "of the Royal house, agree-

able to all classes" and a new ratification of the Pacification of Ghent.

Convinced of the "Princelet" Don Juan's ultimate designs against England,

Elizabeth had instructed Wilkes to make it clear that "the only way of

maintaining the amity" between her and Philip was for the latter to

remove from the Governorship "so bitter an enemy...to some place where

‘ he will'not find it so easy to injure her." For Elizabeth to allow Don

Juan to remain in the Low Countries would be "to foster a serpent in her

bosom” and before she would allow this she would come to the aid of the

States with both "men and money." On the other hand, if Philip would

agree to appoint a more acceptable governor and if the States still con-

tinued in their rebellion then Elizabeth promised to "turn her sword

against them, and aid the Ring with her forces."2 I

Seldom did Elizabeth speak so bluntly and from all appearances

she meant it. She imediately gave orders ”for mustering horses and

foot" for dispatch to the States, with instructions that such prepar-

ation were to continue until Wilkes returned out of Spain.3

 

1stitc- answer to Leighton, 7 Jan. 1578, Ibid., pp. 218-19, Don

Juan to Elizabeth, Marche, 24 Jan. 1578, Ibid., pp. 245-46, and

Walsgm's Journal, p. 34.

2Wilkes' instructions, .19 Dec. 1577,91. .n_r., 111, pp. 388-92,

and further instructions, 22 Dec. 1577, Ibid., pp. 399-400.

3Edward Horsey, Capt. of the Isle of Wight, to Davison, [Hampton

Court], 18 Dec. 1577, 9-__al. Dom., XI, p. 523.
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Equipped with £200 cash, a daily expense account of 40s. and

the status of "agent," Wilkes started for Spain on the 21st or 22nd of

December. With him he carried a letter from Elizabeth to Philip explain-

ing that she sent Wilkes instead of "a more formal embassy" because such

"acute diseases" needed "a speedy means of cure."1

Traveling by sea to St. Sebastian, Wilkes arrived in Madrid shortly

before the 12th of January 1578. Aware of the inadequacy of both his

diplomatic title and his official position as Clerk of the Privy Council,

Wilkes either intentionally or unintentionally led the Spanish Court to

heliwe that he came with Legatus rank. To the sixteenth-century mind

the term Legatus was equivalent to the term Ambaxiator and one who held

either title was of the highest diplomatic position. Consequently Philip

II arranged to have Wilkes escorted from his lodgings in Madrid to his

first audience by one of his "major domos," the Count of Fuensalida, and

"a great trOOp of gentlemen of the Household."2

Once in the Spanish King's presence Wilkes had but the "briefest"

audience. ~Apparently, speaking rusty Spanish, he saluted Philip in

behalf of Queen Elizabeth and requested that he read her letter of intro-

duction. This the Ring attempted but as he later explained, "I did not

understand a word of it." Wilkes next delivered to Philip a document

containing Elizabeth's proposals for peace with the explanation that if

any part proved unclear he would be around for two weeks to help clarify

the same. Philip was able to read enough of Elizabeth's letters to

 

117 Dec. 1575, P.R.O., Excheq. 403/2559, p. 125, Burghley's note,

22 Dec. 1577, Murdin, Collection, II, p. 780 or Walsingham's Journal,

p. 34. Elizabeth to Philip 11, Hampton Court, 22 Dec. 1577, 92;. S in,

II, pp. 549-50.

2Gerrett Mattingly, Renaissance Diplomacy (Baltimore: Penguin

Books, 1964), p. 25, Brief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, Dec. 1577,

P.R.O., S.P. l2, CCIVL, doc. no. 154, and Philip Sega, Nuncio in Spain

to Cardinal Como, [Madrid], 15 Jan. 1578, Cal. Rome, II, pp. 367-68.
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realize that Wilkes was not styled Legatus but only Nuncio (i.e. , with

the minor rank of an agent), and when asked about it, Wilkes was apparently

sorely embarrassed over the misunderstanding. Still, Philip did not let

on to the English diplomat the extent of his anger, and so with the con-

pluion of his polite reception the disarmed Wilkes wrote home reporting

"that there was never fairer weather made to the English nation in Spain

than there is at present. "1

On the other hand, Philip, who was always repelled at having to

speak civilly to any "heretic" wrote a note to one of his secretaries

in which he revealed his rage at having unnecessarily accorded a minor

English diplomat such a prestigious welcome:

I believe the Englishman has deceived us, as you will see that he

is not called Legatus but Nuncio, and is only a secretary of the

Council, so that much of that which we may arrange with him may

be repudiated....It seems to me that, both upon this matter and

the subjects contained in the documents, the Queen wishes to lay

down the law forum here, and, if I have understood well, I can see

no good to come from the matter, and no doubt this man lied to

you, the same as he did on the first point (i.e. , his standing),

respecting which in good truth he was abashed.....2_[.t=will be well

_to send the man off long before his fortnight is upL and this

before he co-its some imartenence which will obligeZus to burn

him.

Whether Philip would have carried out such a threat on an accre-

 

dited envoy is doubtful, but what is certain is that in spite of his

anger Philip realized that he had never before received such strong

words from Elizabeth as those delivered by Wilkes. The last thing he

 

lLaurence Tompson, private secretary to Walsingham, to Davison,

Hampton Court, 1 Feb. 1578, §___al. Fo_r., XII, p. 485, Elizabeth to Philip

II, Hampton Court, 22 Dec. 1577, Cal. Spain, II, pp. 549-50 and Philip

II to [Zayas'l], [Madrid], 12 Jan.1578, Ibid., PP. 552-53.

2:9“. [My italics.) The Papal Nuncio, in Madrid, Philip Sega

also had some strong words concerning Wilkes'fitness to serve on this

mission: Inuit is publicly said, he [Wilkes] comes not with the title

of ambassador but of agent upon one sole errand, and is of very low rank,

being but under-secretary of the Royal Council of England, and is, by

what we understand, a most corrupt heretic." (Sega to Cardinal Como,

Madrid, 15 Jan. 1578, _C_gl. Rome, II, p. 368.°
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wanted was to give her reason to send troops into the Low Countries. As

a result, his final interview with Wilkes was without incident. He

informed theEnglish agent of his intention to send one :‘of his own envoys

to England with his answers to Elizabeth's proposals, and then, bestowing

on Wilkes the traditional gift of a gold-collar worth 400 crowns, he

dismissed him on February 2nd to return to England.1

Prior to Wilkes' arrival Philip had been worrying a great deal

about English designs in the Low Countries. Relations with Elizabeth

had been severely strained as early as December 1571 when she ordered

his adlassador Don Guera de Spes out of England for complicity in the

Ridolphi Blot. More recently, in October 1577, he had learned that his

agent in London, Antonio de Guaras, had been arrested for "prejudicial"

correspondence with Elizabeth's "rebel subjects and the Queen of Scotland. "

As a result of all this Philip had been seriously considering sending

another agent to Elizabeth to settle some of the differences. When

Willes arrived carrying Elizabeth's threats, he realized something more

was needed. Ilsediately he set about to resulne full diplomatic relations

with England by sending as ambassador the brilliant Spanish diplomat

Bernardino de Mendoza.2

Mendoza's instructions were of a highly conciliatory nature. He

was to express surprise that Elizabeth had not already learned of Philip's

October announcement to the States that a new Governor would be sent to

 

ISega to cardinal Cmo, Madrid, 2 Feb. 1578, 21d” p. 378,

Alberto Badoer, Venetian Ambassador in Spain, to the Signory, Madrid, 2

Peb.1578,Ca__l_. Lem, VII, p. 569, and Henry Rilligrew to Davison,

[7], 22 Feb.15.,78 Ca___1_._. Dom. Addenda, VII, pp. 532-33.

ZGuera de Spes to the Duke of Alva, London, 14 Dec. 1571, ga_1_._.

Spain, II, pp. 356-57, Juan de Aguirre, servant to Guaras, to Zayas,

London, 31 Oct. 1577, Ib__i_d., p. 549, Mendoza to Philip London, 31 March

1578, 21d" p. 573, and Mendoza' s first instructions, Madrid, 8 Jan.

1578,1bid., pp. 553-58.
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replace Don Juan.1 He was to make clear that she should not expect that

replacement to be the Archduke Matthias. He was to explain Philip's

willingness to restore peace if the peoples of the Low Countries would

observe the Catholic religion and submit to his rule as they did under

his father, Charles V. He was also to beg Elizabeth not to send any

aid to those rebellious subjects. Dispatched soon after Wilkes departed

for England, Mendoza unsuccessfully attempted to pick up letters from

Don Juan in Par-is and still arrive in England ahead of Wilkes in order

that Elizabeth would "not be forearmed with his information. "2

In the meantime, while Wilkes was making his way home via Paris,

the English Court had received some startling news. On January 31st

near Gedlloux in the province of Namur, Don Juan's forces, under his

brilliant lieutenant, the Prince of Parma, completely routed the States'

forces. Alarmed, Elizabeth and a majority of her councilors were in

favor of inedietely sending aid to the Low Countries. Captain Leighton,

who had just returned from his mission to the States-General, was quickly

sent back with assurances of her continued friendship and desire to loan

men and money. Thus, when Wilkes arrived at the English Court on Sunday,

February 16th, it looked as though Elizabeth had finally resolved to

assist the States Openly. Unfortunately, it was not to be.3

l'Angry at the disasterous consequences of Don Juan's seizure of

Namur, Philip had resolved to recall him and to replace him with either '

his sister Margaret of Parma or her son the future statesman and general,

Alexander Farnese, Prince of Parma. See Philip Sega, Nuncio in Spain to

Cardinal Como, [Madrid], 12 Oct. 1577, 95;. Rome, II, p. 339, Alberto ’

Badoer, Venetian Ambassador in Spain to the Signory, Madrid, 6 Oct.‘ 1577,

941. 1313., VII, p. 565, [7] to States-General, [Augsburg‘l], 31 Dec. 1577,

§a_l. £935., XII, p. 411, and "Occurents from Rome," 14 Dec. 1577, Ibid.,

p. 483.

2Piendoza's second instructions, 'Madrid," 26 Jan. 1578, _C_a_l. Spain,

II, pp. 558-60, Mendoza to Zayas, Irun and Paris, 16 and 26 Feb. 1578,

131-51,. , pp. 560 and 561, and Mendoza to Philip II,s Paris and London, 4,

19, and 31 March, Ibid., pp. 561, 564, and 571.

3'News of the Battle of Gembloux, 3 Feb. 1578, 93;. £15., XII,
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The "mild answer" Wilkes brought from Philip plus Mendoza's

unctuous words during his own March 16th audience soon calmed Elizabeth's

worst fears about Spanish intentions in the Low Countries. The Spanish

adiassador's promises that Philip was willing to recall Don Juan as

well as do all in his power to preserve the privileges of the States

was just what she wanted to hear. The upshot of it all was that Eliza-

beth not only continued to put off coming to the aid of the States but

also decided to attempt once more her old expedient of seeking to mediate

between the States and Don Juan.1

To Walsingham, Elizabeth's decision to try mediation again was

maddening. 4" The States ' representative in England, the Marquis de Heverch,

who had worked so diligently for English aid, begged Elizabeth not to

waste time by sending another agent to Don Juan. But it was all to no

avail. Elizabeth's mind was made up, and with Wilkes available an "well

acquainted in the matter" she decided that this time he was the one to

be sent.2

 

p. 487, Amias Paulet, English Ambassador to France, to the Secretaries,

Paris, 12 Feb. 1578, Ibid., p. 494, Leighton's instructions, 6 Feb. 1578,

Ibid., pp. 490-91, Read, W, I, pp. 364-65, and Walsipgham's

Journal, p. 35.

lnenry Rilligrew to Davison, [2], 22 Feb. 1578, ga_1. 995. Addenda,

VII, p. 532, Mendoza to Philip II, London, 19 March 1578, §_a_1_. S in, II,

pp. 564-67, Walsingham to Davison, Greenwich, 20 March 1578, Q5}.

£95., XII,~p. 552, Doctor Wilson to Davison, Greenwich, 27 March 1578,

Lettenhove, X, PP. 363-64, and Mendoza to Philip II, London, 31 March

1578, Joseph Lefhvre, ed., Correspondence de Philippe I_I_ sur les affaires

desPPazss-B__as (Brussels: Palais des Academies, 1940), 2nd pt. I,_pp.251-

52. It isdifficult to understand why Elizabeth expected any results

from sending another agent. More than likely it was a bluff. Speaking

of this mission Mendoza reported that during an audience with Elizabeth she

suddenly "said in a loud voice, that it might be heard by everyone present"

that "if her requests were not acceded to she would help the States with

all her strength." (Mendoza to Philip II, London, 12 April 1578, 9;}.-

.Spain, II, p. 573). Her strong words had apparently already helped to

convince Philip of the need to re-establish full diplomatic relations and

perhaps more such talk would bring other gains.

2Walsingham to Davison, London, 5 April 1578, Lettenhove, X, p. 399
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Mission to Don Juan

In the interval between his return from Spain and his departure

for the Low Countries, Wilkes had not been idle. He apparently had some

unfinished business to attend to. His previous one-and-a-half years of

domestic service as Clerk of the Privy Council (June 1576 to December

1577) had given him the spare time necessary to win the affections of a

young lady named Margaret, who at age sixteen was the eldest of eight

daughters of a wealthy London mercer, Ambrose Smith. It seems the court-

ship was well advanced by the time Wilkes was sent to Spain, for on

February 25th, 1578, a little over a week after returning home to London,

he married Margaret Smith at the parish church of St. Pancras, Soper

Lane. With his pretty teenage bride came a handsome dowery of £1,000

and, though Wilkes may not have known it then, periodic financial help

throughout the remaining six years of his father-in-law's life.1

Wilkes then departed on what Walsingham termed "his sleeveless

errand to Don Juan" on Friday, April 4th. He bore the same old stale

instructions. He was to suggest that the Spanish Governor "grant a

surcease of arms" by confirming the Perpetual Edict and to convey Eliza-

beth:'s determination to do all in her power to resist Spain's attempts

to reduce the Low Countries to "servitude." Such attempts, the instruct-

ions read, could easily result in the Low Countries being "possessed by

the French." His daily diet of 138.. 4d. coupled with £100 for additional

 

and Marquis de Haverch, to Lords 0f States Council, 3 April 1578,

Belle, Add. H88. 17,677 (A), ff. 3%‘7.

"W. Bruce Bannerman, ed. , "Marriages," The Register of St. ‘Pancras,

Soper Lane, London (London: Harleian Society, T915), VL, ptj—2Tp. H3,

WPeEerston, ed. , The Visitation _o_f £113 County _o_f‘. Leicester, 1619

(London: Printed for the Harleian Society by Taylor and Co. , Printers,

1870), pp. 66-67, W. Rawlins, ed. , _Tllg Visitation _o_f_ London, 1568 (London:

Printed for the Harleian Society by John Whitehead and Son Limited, 1963),

p. 18, Wilkes to Leicester, London, Feb. 1578, B.M., Cott. Mss. Titus ..

B. VII, f.'30, .and Margaret Wilkes' Funeral Certificate, 1596, college of

Arms ser., 1. 6. f. 42.
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expenses was significantly lower than his previous salary. Perhaps the

usual retinue required for safety in a journey like that to Spain was

not required in the much shorter mission to the Low Countries.1

On his way to Don Juan, Wilkes stopped at Antwerp long enough to

speak with Elizabeth's agent there, William Davison, as well as the

Prince of Orange, who expressed his keen "desire for her Majesty's open

declaration" of her intentions in the Low Countries. Wilkes also learned

that two of Monsieur's agents2 had recently arrived in Antwerp to

negotiate with the States-General in the matter of his intervention against

Spain.3

Leaving Antwerp, Wilkes traveled on to the town of Beaumont in

the province of Hainault where he was forced to wait three days for the

return of Don Juan from besieging the town of Chimey. Granting Wilkes

an audience on April 18th, the Spanish Governor used an interpreter '

throughout, "more for majesty's sake than for defect of speech in himself."

After giving Wilkes "very attentive hearing" Don Juan asked why Elizabeth

had dispatched him concerning the same matter Leighton had been sent

for. Had he not given sufficient answer to the first agent? Wilkes

explained that Leighton had been. unable to deliver Elizabeth's "full

resolution" on the matter of a truce and English intervention until he

[Wilkes] had returned from Spain with Philip's answer. Concerning

 

lWalsingham to Davison, London, 5 April 1578, Lettenhove, X,

p. 399, Walsingham's Journal, p. 36, 3 April 1578, P.R.O., Excheq.

403/2559, p. 128, and Wilkes' instructions, 5 [1] April 1578, C_a_l.

£93., XII, pp. 598-600.

2Antoine de Silly, M. de Rochepot, and M. des Pruneaux.

3stison to Burghley, Antwerp, 12 April 1578, _C__al. _F__or., XII,

p. 616, and Wilkes' report of negotiations with DonJuan, [30?]

April, Ib___i_d., PP. 644-50.
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Elizabeth's fear of French intervention, Don Juan indicated that Spain

was able to defend her own against any of her neighbors, and especially

France whose condition was such that she was unable "to embrace any

such enterprise." To this Wilkes replied that "the ability of France was

not so slender as he esteemed it, and that the Low Countries were a fair

morsel for the French King's brother." Also, for her own safety, Eliza-

beth would neither tolerate their subjection by the Spanish nor allow

the French to intervene. Angered by this threat, Don Juan retorted that

"neither he nor his brother liked to be threatened" and that they had no

intention of granting a surcease of arms which would only permit the

enemy "to fortify and increase his force," thus destroying the advantage

Spain now had over them. Equally unintimidated by this reaction,fi Wilkes

firmly repeated" Elizabeth's stern resolve not to allow the very thing

Spain was attemting, and asked Don Juan "to consider better" Elizabeth's

determination in the matter. This the Spanish governor promised to do,

and the audience ended with Wilkes indicating that he would remain in

Beamont until he could learn from the governor his further "resolution"

in the matter.1

Several days later Don Juan smmnoned Wilkes again and in a most

interesting audience revealed his own bitter and disappointed feeling

about the situation in which he found himself. He explained to Wilkes

that "he had no intent of prosecuting this war, to keep himself gover-

nor of these countries," in fact "he desired nothing more than to be re-

moved if it should please the King."

.For, [he continued], their natures may admit no governor among them,

but some women or some child, such as the Archduke Matthias is, and

no man of valor and virtue; and were this cause ended, I would not

 

lid.
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remain among them, if the Ring would give me the inheritance

of the whole countries.

Further discussion on the particulars of Wilkes' instructions

ended with Don Juan's stern reminder of Philip's resolve not to be inti-

midated by Elizabeth or any other prince and his determination to insist

upon the maintenance of his authority and the Catholic religion, "though

it be at the hazard of all his kingdoms and countries."2

The audience ended; Wilkes departed for home. Passing through

Antwerp on the 22nd of April he briefed.,Davison.xon‘his‘mission, picked up

some intelligence to deliver to Elizabeth, and then continued on his way,

arriving at the English Court on Tuesday the 29th.3 His report could

not have been surprising to Elizabeth. She must have known as did others

that his mission would accomplish nothing but a waste of time and money."

 

lid.

2Ibid.
 

3A problem exists with the dates here. The calendared "Report"

of Wilkes negotiation with Don Juan (see Ibid.), indicates that his

second audience took place on the 26th of April. Yet both Wals ipgham's

Journal, p. 36 and Mendoza's May 5th letter to Philip (Cal. Spain, II,

p. 579), indicate he arrived back hom on the 29th of April. Since it was

impossible to travel the distance from Beaumont to London in three days

the date in the calendared "Report" is obviously wrong. A newsletter

from Augsburg dated May 10th (9:11. Rome, 11, p. 427) indicates that

Wilkes passed through Antwerp on his way home on April 22nd. It is

therefore apparent that Wilkes "second audience with the Spanish governor

came sometime between the 18th and 22nd of April. See also Davison to

Burghley, Antwerp, 24‘April 1578, _C_a_l. £93., XII, pp. 634-35.

"One part of Wilkes' report may have proved disconcerting to many

at the English court. This was his explanation of how Don Juan hoped to

reconquer the Low Countries and at the same time win the people's loyalty:

"Considering the fearful nature of this people, Don Juan takes a course

which, if he follow it, will, as the effects already show, greatly further

his enterprise. When he takes any of these small towns by assault, or

'by the cannon, ' he in no way 'offends' the inhabitants; he receives the

soldier into the king's pay, if he will, and if not, permits him to depart

with his sword; he releases .the person in caused in any large town, with

only some slight acknowledgement of his fault, and sometimes gives him a

chain or like present; he does not allow his own men to spoil, or take

anything without paying, upon pain of death, and in punishing, he spares

no man. At his departure from any large town he leaves no garrison behind;
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To the States-General who were in desperate need of assistance

this mission undoubtedly appeared to be another stall tactic on the part

of the English Court. Such appearances could only and in fact did lead

the States to make more overtures for French intervention, which was the

very thing Elizabeth had been working to avoid.1 But for Elizabeth such

backing and filling always seemed to be the safest policy. It was less

expensive, it generally kept one's enemies off balance, and most important

it provided time in which either the problem might resolve itself or

simply disappear.

For Wilkes these first five years of public service had proven

him an able civil servant. Again and again he had been entrusted with

not only important but sometimes dangerous assignments. Always, his

responsibilities were of a nature that required a bright mind rather than

apprestigious presence. His service had not only won the praise of his

fellow Englishen such as Elizabeth, Walsingham, and Dale, but also the

plaudits of important foreigners such as Alengon, Conde, Casimir,2 and

Henry of Navarre. In fact the latter was so grateful for :Wilkesi'services

to him while he was a prisoner at the French Court that when he later

 

the people that live within the compass of his camp are maintained in as

great security as they ever had in those parts.

Hereby you will best judge what may be the issue of this kind of proceed-

ing; how mich it will assure a fearful people, already weary with these

sharp wars, who in the govermaent of the state have their authority with

the rest." (Ibid., p. 648. Unfortunately for Don Juan, Philip II's

failure to support him along with his own untimely death in October 1578,

gave him too little time to see the long range effects of such a policy.

1In fact , so earnestly did subsequent appeals for French aid

become that by the middle of July 1578 Alencon appeared in Hainault with

15,000 men. See Ibid., pp. 667-Essim.

21a a letter to Wilkes dated the 25th of April 1578, Casimir

praises the "dexterity" with which the English diplomat conducted

himself during his mission to the Spanish Ring (Ibid., p. 638).
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became Ring of France he honored the English diplomat with a title of

Xnighthood.1

Wilkes' services had also played a fairly significant role in

bringing about the successful invasion of Condé and Casimir's armies

in 1576. And though he had not specifically worked for it, his mission

to Spain was significant in that it helped to effect a partial end to a

six-year lapse in Anglo-Spanish diplomatic relations. His most recent

mission, the one to Don Juan, was by all standards a failure. It

could not have been otherwise and he no doubt knew this. Still, the

mission was carried out with dispatch and in his interviews with Don

Juan, England's position was not only well represented, but also the

honor of. Elizabeth was upheld.

For Wilkes these past five months, with their hurried diplomatic

assigrnents, had been both tiring and expensive. Few men, and certainly

none of Elizabeth's diplomatic corps, ever grew rich in foreign work.

If he was to provide himself and his family with a reasonable amount of

security he needed to spend time in England tending to his private

affairs. The next eight years were to provide that opportunity. They

were to be years of hard work, accomplishment, and the building up of

an adequate fortune. They were years that would better equip him for

his more important diplomatic assignments of the future.

 

1See Chapter VIII, pp. 307-8.
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CHAPTER III

LEICESTER, WILKES, AND THE UNITED PROVINCES:

DECMER 1585-mVDIBER 1586

Though soon imersed in the manifold and often pressing duties of

a Clerk of the Privy Council, Wilkes still managed to maintain a keen

interest in foreign affairs throughout the next eight years. His close

contact with the Council kept him well supplied with the latest foreign

intelligence and he not only wrote numerous letters keeping others inform-

ed on such news but also received much correspondence himself from those

serving abroad. I

Shortly after resuming his duties as a Clerk of the Council,

Wilkes was seriously considered for another fereign assignment. Valentine

Pardieu, better known as Seigneur de La Matte, as governor of the coastal

frontier town .of Gravelines, had defected to the Spanish side in the

spring of 1578. This bad news was soon followed by the rumor that he

was thinking of switching and throwing in his lot with Franglfiismuke of

Anjou, who in July had arrived at Mons with a French army. Fearful of

Anjou's well known designs upon the Low Countries, Secretary of State

Wilson on the 8th of Augustdispatched a letter to Walsingham who,

along with the Warden of the Cinque Ports, William, Lord Cobham, were

both in the Low Countries trying once again to effect a truce between

the States and Don Juan. In this letter he expressed the fear that the

future welfare of all Flanders depended upon La Motte's dealings. If

he were won over to the French side, as Wilson expected he would be, then

72
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"God knows-what universal harm will follow. " The only "able man"

Wilson knew who could dissuade La Hotte from “this course of action was

Wilkes; but “since the latter was "far from Court" such a remedy was

impossible. As it turned out, the crisis soon passed, for within a

week Wilson learned that Le Hotte had openly refused to join with Anjou.1

Two years later Wilkes was again thought of when a minor diplo-

matic crisis developed. On July 18th, 1580, Henri, Prince of Conde sudden-

ly and very unexpectedly arrived in England with intentions of once again

seeking support for the Huguenot'cause. Por Elizabeth, who was trying

to improve relations with Henry III, this surprise visit was most unwel-

come, and even more so after the French Ambassador; in London, Michael

Castelnau, Seigneur de Hauvissiere, lodged an official complaint. Still,

if she officially could not appear to welcome him she could do so un-v

officially. Wilkes was the logical choice for this, and was asked as a

personal friend of the French prince to attend him throughout his ten-

day visit. no doubt Wilkes took advantage of this opportunity not only

to renew their friendship but also to learn from Conde the more recent

developments in France's civil turmOil.

Such continued interest and contact with foreign affairs plus the

years of constant working with the financial and organizational details

of clerical worked proved invaluable to Wilkes, for in July 1586 he

began what was to become the most important as well as the most difficult

 

lbavison to the Secretaries, Ghent, 2 my 1578, 93;. £951., :11,

pp. 653-54, Davison to Burghley, Antwerp, 18 July 1578, Qid” XIII,

pp. 65-67, Wilson to Walsingham, The Court at Bury, 8 Aug. 1578, Ibid.,

p. 127, and letter from Nieuport, 15 Aug. 1578, Ib_j._d., p. 135. Where

Wilkes was at this time is not known.

2Conde to Walsingham, Sandwich, 1580, 11:14., p. 311, Hendosa to

Philip II, London, 29 June 1580, 93;. Spain, III, pp. 38-39, and Burghley

to Thomas Eadcliff, the Earl of Sussex, Wonsuch, [‘2] June 1580, John

'Strype, Annals 2!. the Reformation (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1824), IV,

pp. 668- 70 [hereafter cited: Strype, Annals], and Catherine de Medicis

to neuvissiere, Saint-Maur-des-Posses, 10 July 1580, Lettres, VII, pp.

271-720



[
’
2
'

l
l



74

diplomatic assignment of his career. He was first called to report on,

then later to represent, England's interests in the Low Countries during

a year of the Earl of Leicester's two-year governorship there.

Wilkes' Unexplained Mission to Antwerp

After Wilkes had returned from his mission of conciliation to Don

Juan in late April 1578, affairs in the Low Countries had worsened. The

spacious alliance of the seventeen provinces under the Pacification of

@ent was being seriously threatened by the political activities of the

Catholic nobility of the southern provinces as well as by the increasing

religious antagonism between Catholics and Protestants there. As pre-

viously indicated, the former were distrustful of the growing influence

of William of Orange and his fellow Calvinists, and were increasingly

anxious to maintain Catholic overlordship even if it meant some kind of

reconciliation with Spain. The more general problem of Catholic-Protestant

antagonism had been severely agitated by the increasing hostility of the

southern Calvinists. So severe had this "Calvinistic terrorism" become

that virtual civil war was deieloping between the two religious camps,

a development hailed by Spanish sympathizers.1

Though both William of Orange and the States-General found them-

selves unable to calm these disorders, the former was shrewd enough to

prepare against the danger these developments represented to the alliance.

Using the confederation of Holland and Zeeland as a basis for his plan,

the Prince proceeded to lay the groundwork of a possible union of the

northern provinces for the purpose of off-setting the dangers presented

by the possible defection of the southern provinces.2

k

I Y W

13101., Histo , 111, pp. 129-39.
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The Prince's preparations came none too soon for the Protestant-

Catholic conflict eventually resulted in January 1579 in a split of the

United Netherlands into the rival Unions of Arras and Utrecht. The

former, made up of the southern provinces, was not a reconciliation with

Spain but a threat to do so if the States-General did not i-aediately

put an end to Protestant violations of both the Catholic religion and

the Pacification of (tent. The Union of Utrecht, in spelling out its

aim of cm defence, made clear that its major concern was continued

apposition to Spain. Both Unions claimed continued adherence to the

Pacification, yet, it was clear that both were inclining towards its

eventual repudiation. 1

Again, the Prince of Orange's and the States' attempts to prevent

this growing separation failed, and in time the Union of Utrecht became

the foundation of the Netherlands Republic, while that of Arras the

basis for welcoming back the full authority of 3mm.2

On October 1st, 1578 Don Juan had suddenly died of the plague and

though news of his death was received with much rejoicing in England and

the United Provinces, it soon became apparent to both that his decease

was in fact a disaster for their own interests. On his deathbed Don

Juan had appointed as his successor his nephew the Prince of Parma whose

military abilities were soon to be recognized as unquestionably superior

to those of the Victor of Lepanto. But even more important, unlike his

uncle, Perms was a statesman whowas to win as many battles and cities

by diplomatic finesse as by force of arms.3

1.11%.

211m.

 

3navison to Burghley, Antwerp, 5 Oct. 1578, 93;. m” XIII, pp.

223-24, Wilson to Davison, Richmond, 19 Oct. 1578, Ibid., p. ‘241, and

Walsingham to Davison, Richmond, 11 Oct. 1578, Ibid., p. 231.
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With the reins of Spanish power in the firm grasp of Parma, the

Dutch States-General and the Prince of Orange had no other choice but to

increase their efforts so obtain outside help. By July the States-Cen-

eral was seriously considering accepting the Duke of Anjou as their Lord,

and within a year of that date such an agreement was so nearly concluded

that the worried Elizabeth began working overtime to dissuade Orange

and the States from this new union. But it was not to be stopped and

in Deceder. 1580 such an agreement was signed. Later in July 1581 the

States-General passed a resolution officially to depose Philip II thus

mung mum their titular sovereign.1

Until Anjou arrived to assume his responsibilities the government

was de m in the hands of the Prince of Orange as stadtholder of the

States. Anjou's delay was caused by his lack of funds and his desire

to win Elizabeth's hand in marriage before assuming the sovereignty. If

he could secure the Queen as his wife he knew he could win the necessary

financial backing for his enterprise from both her and his brother the

French King. In fact, Henry III in June of 1581 had suggested that if the

English Queen would marry his brother he would agree to assist him in

the Low Countries, and to enter a defensive and offensive alliance with

her against Spain.2

Elisabeth, for her part, had no real desire to wed the ugly Prince

nor to see his Netherlands expedition fully supported by Henry III. Fur-

thermore she was growing increasingly worried by what was going on around

 

111.3. [1] to Davison, Antwerp, 26 July 1579, Ibid., m, p. 24,

"memorial" and "substance" of considerations of the Council at' Nonsuch,

10 July 1580, Ibid., pp. 343-48, George Gilpin, Secretary of the'Herchant

Adventurers in Antwerp, to Walsingham,. Delft, 31 Dec. 1580, Ibid., p.

531, Pietro Bizarri to Walsingham, Antwerp, 25 Feb. 1582, Ibid., XV,

pp. 504-5, and Blok, Histgy, III, p.’ 151., '

2Instructions for Sir Henry Cobham, English Ambassador to France,

and John So-er, 20 June 1581, Cal. 195., XV, p.‘ 209.
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her. Jesuit missionaries were making great progress among discontented

English Catholics. Philip II had recently (August 1580) succeeded in

making good his claim to the vacant Portuguese throne and in doing so had

nearly doubled his naval strength. At the same thus in Scotland under

the instigation of the recently arrived Guise agent, Esme Stuart, better

known as Seigneur diAubigny, the pro-English regent James Douglas,

Earl of Norton had not only been imprisoned but executed (June 1581) on

the charge of complicity in the murder of the young Jmmes‘VI's father

‘Lord Darnley. Sent to create a situation in which Elizabeth would be

pressured into concessions concerning'Nary Stuart, ddAubigny had soon

won.the affection of the young king.1

Faced with these problems, Elizabeth decided that the best course

of action.was to dangle the possibility of marriage before Anjou in an

attempt to encourage his Netherlands enterprise. This, she no doubt

realized, would be the safest and cheapest way of restraining the hostile

purposes of Spain towards her. The upshot of the whole matter was that

in October 1581 Anjou made a visit to England to obtain money for his

new responsibilities, and to see what possibilities could be stirred up

.in the old marriage game. He was pleasantly surprised in both. By the

end of November he had not only exchanged rings with the Queen and been

convinced by her that she meant this time to marry him,‘but also had

received.a promise of a £50,000 loan.2

Unfortunately, Elizabeth's play-acting over the marriage was so

convincing thatlAnjou began to forget his interest in the Low Countries.

Eventually, it took two months, £60,000, Parma's capture of Tournai,

 

l'Read, Walsingham, II, Ch. 's VIII and IX go into great detail on

these problems.

211» id.
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and the insistence of the States-General to induce him to return to the

Low Countries. Arriving at Flushing in early February 1582 he soon after

made his formal entry into Antwerp and received homage as the Duke of

Brabant.1

A little over a month later (March 18) during the festivities of

Anjou's birthday celebration Orange was shot by the would-be assassin

Jean Jaureguy. While he clung to life for over 'a month, Elizabeth fretted

over the possibility of his death which would leave the figure-head Anjou

as the real power in the Netherlands. Again, the prospect of a French

dominated Low Countries loomed before her and again she resorted to the

old marriage game with Anjou as a possible solution to her dilemaa. But

she fooled no one, least of all Catherine de Medicis who sent her astute

advisor and CouncilorsofJState Pomponne de BelliZevre to, among other

things, discourage her son from listening any more to Elizabeth.2

Thomas Wilkes arrived in Antwerp at approximately the same time

as Bellihvre (end of May or first of June 1582). Why he was sent and

why there are no English references to his visit remains a complete

mystery. Even his own sumnary of his diplomatic career fails to mention

this apparently brief and perhaps secret miss ion to the Netherlands. The

possibilities for his presence at this particular time are several. He

could have been sent to congratulate William of Orange who by May 2nd had

recovered sufficiently to offer public thanksgiving in the Antwerp Cathe-

dral. He also could have been sent to get out of Anjou what little mileage

may have been left in the stale marriage negotiations. More probably

he was sent to discuss with Orange the best method of keeping tabs on

 

2Read, Hakim, 11, p. 102 and Catherine to Bellievre, Fontaine-

bleau, 15 Hay 1582, Lettres, VIII, PP. 29-30. Catherine in this letter

bluntly reveals her distrust of Elizabeth's intentions ever to marry.
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the unstable French Prince, and preventing an excessive growth of French

power in the Low, Countries. Whatever the reasons, while Bellihvre was

in Antwerp visiting with Anjou, the Prince of Orange asked winter to meet

with him. In the only known document concerning this visit, winter

reported to Walsingham the results of his several conferences with the

French agent.1

The English agent ascertained that Bellihvre's mission had three

purposes: First, to discover if the professed affection of the Low

Countries for Anjou was true or simulated. Second, to exhort the Prince

of Orange to take the affairs of the French Prince to heart and to "have

cars for his person,‘.' Third, to complain to Anjou of the "extreme insol-

ences and cruelties" of the soldiers being recruited in his name who were

daily pillaging northern France. Wilkes reported that the French agent

had carried out the latter two points and like himself [Wilkes] discovered

that the people were strongly affected at this point to Henry III,

Catherine, and the Queen of Navarre.

"We have sopken much of English affairs ," Wilkes continued, "but

all preposals seem to me to return to two heads:" First, Philip II's

fear of turning France and the Low Countries against him have kept him

from executing his enterprises against England. Secondly, the French

King has refused to support the Spanish King in his designs, not because

he is "assured" of Elizabeth's friendship but because it has been in

the best interests of France to keep Spain from becoming too powerful.

Bellidvre explained that France had not yet forgotten Henry VIII's

defection to Charles V's side after Pavia, and assured Wilkes that "they

 

1Wilkes to Walsingham, Antwerp, 9 June 1582, Mr. G. Groen van

Prinsterer, ed. , Archives 23 Correspondence Inhdite de La Maison 2-‘Orangg-
_—1

Nassau, lst series, VIII, pp. 105-111. In 95.1. 292., II, p. 52 we

learn that in ”April?" 1582 Wilkes was still in England. So his mission

obviously did not begin until after this date.
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‘would not suffer it again." He pleaded that Walsingham be induced to

convince Elizabeth to stop creating divisions betweenHAnjou and his

brother the Ring, and to realize that the only way any of them‘were going

to meet the Spanish threat was through their mutual friendship. Wilkes

agreed with this and in a sentence packed with overtones defended

Elizabeth and Walsingham by explaining that they were not so uninformed

that they did not understand that to Anjou, Henry III's friendship was

the most important thing in the world.

Next, Bellihvre complained about Walsingham's and Elizabeth's

dealings over the marriage question. He protested that while the French

King accorded everything that was demanded in this matter, Walsingham

*was either raising objections or refusing to "speak openly" on the subject.

What was Wilkes' Opinion on the possibility of a marriage?

To this query, the English agent responded that as before, he did

not expect there would be a marriage because, as he rather lmmely explained:

"if there had been no obstacle it would have come to pass before now."

He went on to explain that the reason for lack of candor on this subject

‘was Elizabeth's hesitation to enter into Open conflict with Philip after

having been at "peace" with him for so many years. He further suggested

that the French desist from pressuring the Queen to break.with Spain for

even without what little help she could give, France was "strong enough

to hold and bridle the Ring of Spain."

Then, Wilkes claimed that France had not always dealt with England

in the most genuine manner either. He gave as proof the machinations of

the Hbuse of Guise both in France and in Scotland. To these charges

Bellihvre replied that though unable to deny the power of the Guises in

France he knew'their credit with Henry III to be "very small." He ex-

plained that he could understand why the antics of d'Aubigny in Scotland
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worried Elizabeth but made it clear that the French King had "no practice"

with the Scots either. In fact, if James VI were openly to break with

Elizabeth, France would repudiate him.

Wilkes concluded his conference with the French agent by revealing

what had been and always were to be his goals concerning the future of

Western Europe:

I said that I felt. obligated to the realms of France, England, and

the Low Countries 'more so than to anything else in the world, and

that I would deem myself very happy if before my death I could see

those three countries in good friendship, for [then would] I hold

them to be invinceable.

Wilkes was to devote the remainder of his diplomatic career to achieving

this goal. He, like Walsingham, had long before realized that Spain

and not France was England's great enemy.

It is not known how long after June 9th Wilkes returned to

England but his and Elizabeth's suspicions concerning the trustworthiness

of Anjou were soon justified. Just six months later in early January

1583 he betrayed the Netherland's trust in him by attempting to seize

Antwerp. It was a stupid ploy to gain complete power and one completely

thwarted by the angry burghers of that city. No longer trusted by the

States and in danger of his very life, Anjou eventually returned to France

and an early death on Nay 31st, 1584.1

The Treaty of Nonsuch

The most serious threat to the eventual success of the rebellious

Provinces came but one month later when, on July 1st William, Prince of

Orange, was assassinated at his home in Delft. His death came at a most

 

1The attempt on Antwerp, 7-10 Jan. 1583, C_e_l. £95., XVIII, pp.

24-31, Sir Edward Stafford, English Ambassador in France, to Walsingham,

Paris, June 1584, Ibid., p. 533, and Thomas Stokes, English merchant at

Bruges, to Walsingham, 23 June 1583, Ibid., XVII, pp. 413-15.
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inopportune time, for Parma was successfully seizing city after city in

Flanders in preparation for his real goal, ’the capture of Antwerp. If

the Dutch revolt had been going this badly while Orange lived, what hope

of success had it without his guiding genius? The English Ambassador to

the States, William Davison, felt they stood little chance of maintaining

the struggle "being left by the Prince's untimely death as a ship tossed

in the midst of a tempest, without pilot or governor," He further con-

cluded that if English aid were not forthcoming the United Provinces

would either fall under the yoke of the Spaniard or cast themselves into

the arms of the French, and since the death of Anjou this latter possi-

bility was even greater. After debating the problem the English Court

took "half a resolution," that whether or not France agreed to help,

England would take some course for the defense of those provinces.1

 

1ci1pin to Walsingham, Middelburg, 2 July 1584, Ibid., pp. 580-81,

Walsingham to Stafford, Richmond, 17 July 1584, Ibid., p. 622, Davison

to Walsingham, The Hague, 5 Dec. 1584, Ibid., XIX, p. 178, and John

LothrOp Motley, History of the United Netherlands (New York: Harper and

Brothers, Publishers, 1861), I, pp. 23 and 134-43. In the confusion

following the death of William of Orange the ...States-General, which only

met twice a year, realized the need for a governing body for the interim

periods. _To fill this need it established in August of 1584 a "provision-

al executive board" called the Council of 'State. Headed by Count Maurice

of Nassau, one of the Prince of Orange'ssons, it contained eighteen

meders representing the Provinces of Holland, Zeeland, Utrecht, Friesland,

and those areas of Flanders and Brabant which were not yet under Spanish

power, (Gilpin to Walsingham, Middelburg, 29 Aug. 1584, C__a_l. _F__or. , XIX,

p. 38). As Motley explained, this council was "empoweredandenjoined

to levy troops by land and sea, and to appoint naval and military officers,

to establish courts of admiralty, to expend the moneys voted by the States,

to maintain the ancient privileges of the country,...Diplomatic relations,

questions of peace and war, the treaty-making powers, were not entrusted

' to the Council, without the knowledge and consent of the States-General,

which body was to be convoked twice a year by the State Council. " (See

Netherlands. 1, P5 18)._ Thebody could divide itself into two parts and

still function legitimately‘as it did in December 1584 with one part

”remaining in Utrecht, for the affairs of those provinces; the other for

the most part in Zeeland with the Count [Maurice] attending upon the

affairs of Brabant." (See Davison to Walsingham, The Hague, 5 Dec. 1584,

2;. 193., XIX, p. 178). Each mewer was elected to his post (Capt. Fremin

to Davison, Dort, 23 Dec. 1584, Ibid., XX, p. 234) and when Leicester ‘

arrived much of its proceedings were carried out in his name (Christoph): *-

Roels, Pensionary of Zeeland, to Davison, Middelburg, 27 Dec. 1584, Ibid.,,

p- 247)s
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This "half aresolution" continued as Elizabeth's policy for the

next eight critical months. Much ink was expended upon the subject of

"openly" aiding the United Provinces and many envoys were exchanged

between the two governments. 1

In the meantime, the increasingly desperate States—General

finally. sent deputies to Henry III with an offer of the sovereignty,

but beset by civil turmoils and swayed by Bernardino Mendoza who was at

that time the Spanish ambassador in France, the French King in March 1585

rejected their offer. Thus, having failed to obtain support from

France, unable to expect much if any assistance from the German princes,

and aware that Perms was slowly tightening his coils around beseiged

Antwerp, the States appeared to have nowhere to turn.2

Aware of the hopelessness of their situation Elizabeth finally

let the Dutch know that she was now willing "to take them into her

protection." Imediately the States sent deputies to England with, among

other things, an offer of their sovereignty. To them, the English Queen

represented their only chance to fight off the Spaniard and her help was

too valuable to be trusted to a mere military alliance. But when the

deputies arrived in July 1585 they found Elizabeth not at all anxious to

assume the sovereignty, especially considering the great expense such

an "honor" would bring with it.3

 

1'Ortell's propositions to Elizabeth, Aug. 1584, _C_s_1_. 19;. , XIX,

pp. 40-41, Discourse, [Oct.?] 1584, Ibid., pp. 129-32, and Papers Concern-

ing English aid to the Low Countries, 10 Oct. 1584, Ibid., pp. 95-98.

2nevicon's instructions, 13 Nov. 1584, Ibid., pp. 149-51, Derby

and Stafford to Walsingham, Paris, Ibid., pp. 315-17, Extract from letter

[to Count Maurice], [March'l] 1585, Ibid., pp. 387-88, Catherine de

Medicis to Messieurs D'Anvers, [Paris], 14 Jan. 1585, Lettres, VIII,

p. 233 (see also footnote no. 1).

3Mot1ey, _Nétherlands, 1, pp. 311-12, 11. s. Wernham, "English Policy

and the Revolt of the Netherlands," Britain 225.1. _t_hg Netherlands, eds.

J.S. Bromley and E. H. Kessmann (London, Chatto and Windus, 1960),

p. 32, Read, WalsinM, III, p. 93, and Walsingham to Davison, Barnelms,

22 April 1585, me me, XIX, PP. 423-24e
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In the meantime the seriousness of Antwerp's situation drove

Elizabeth to agree to send one of her finest soldiers, Sir John Norris,

with approximately 4,000 men to relieve the city. Then, finally, on

August 10th at Nonsuch, a treaty of assistance was signed with the States

binding England to furnish an additional army of 4,000 foot, 400 horse,

and a "nobleman" to comand them until the end of the war. In return,

Elizabeth was to receive the two towns of Ostend and Sluys as security,

as well as the right to have one or two Englishmen sit in the Dutch

Council of State.1

But all this came too late to save Antwerp. Just the day before

the Treaty of Nonsuch was signed, and long before Norris' troops arrived,

Antwerp surrendered to Farms. 2

News of the submission of this, the richest and most populous city

in the rebellious Provinces, "greatly troubled" Elizabeth. She knew she

would have to. act quickly if any semblance of victory were to be snatched

from this defeat. Increasing her tr00p comittment to 5,000 foot and

1,000 horse she eventually made this number additional to the 1,150 foot

 

1Walsingham to Thomas Bodley, Envoy to Denmark, The Court, 23 June

1585, Ibid., p. 557. Sovereignty was offered to Elizabeth by the United

Provinces in hopes that if she accepted this would force her to foot the

cost of their defence. Seeing through their scheme Elizabeth stoutly

refused and agreed only to assume a semi-protectorate relationship with

them. The Treaty of Nonsuch contained thirty articles the most important

of which are mentioned above in the text. Several other important articles

included: the States' promise to repay within four years all money disbursed

in their behalf by England; the return of Flushing and Brill to the States

when such debts were repaid; the stipulation that the Governor-General along

with the Council of State would have the authority to appoint or remove‘

any naval or military officer; that they would be responsible for the main-

tenance of the "public authority and military discipline of the Provinces;

that neither side would treat with the enemy without the consent of the

other, and that if any governor of a province or frontier city was to be

replaced the provincial Estates would choose two or three candidates from

which the Governor-General and the Council of State would make their choice.

See Jean Dumont, Corp; universel Diplomatigue_du Droi____§ De_s_ Gena (LaHaye:

P. Husson et Charles Levier, 1728), V, 1, pp. 454-55fora cepy of the

Treaty of Nonsuch.

2Blok, Histor , III, pp. 203-4.
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in the garrisons of Brill and Flushing, thus raising her total comitment

to 6,150 foot and 1,000 horse. Then, after much vascillation over whom

to put in charge as Lieutenant-General of the English forces she finally,

at the end of September, decided upon the Earl of Leicester. However,

until his arrival in the Netherlands on December 10th, Elizabeth's

mahassador there, William Davison, and Sir John Norris, as general of her

expeditionary army, were charged with the responsibility of working out

the details of the new alliance.1

Leicester's First Eight Months

Prior to his departure for the Netherlands, Leicester had been

informed by Elizabeth that he was not to assume the position of Governor-

General of the United Provinces if it were offered to him. Feeling that

he needed as much authority as possible if success were to be achieved

and overwhelmed by the enthusiastic reception given him upon his arrival,

Leicester, contrary to Elizabeth's "express conmandment," accepted both

the position and its title of "Excellency." It proved an ill-advised step,

for Elizabeth's angry reaction not only seriously undermined his authority

but also created serious distrust among Dutch leaders as to her motives

for assuming their protection.2

 

1Neale, "Elizabeth and the Netherlands," 8.11.11. (July 1930), VL,

pp. 373-75, Conyers Read, Lord Burghley and Queen Elizabeth (New York,

1900), p. 323, Walsingham to Leicester, The Court, 26 and 27 Sept. 1585,

John Bruce, ed. , CorresLondance of Robert Dudley, Earl of Leycester

During___His Government of t_1_1_e LowCountries (London: JohnBowyer Nichols

and Son,1844), pp. 4-5[hereafter cited: Bruce, Leycester' s CorreJon-

da__n_c_e], Leicester to Walsingham, [7] 27 Sept. 1585, Ibid., pp. 5-7,

Walsingham to Davison, The Court, 5 Sept. 1585, 931.. £21., XX, p. 8,

and Edward Burnham (servant of Wals ingham), to Walsingham, Flushing, 12

Dec. 1585, Ibid., pp. 212-13.

2'Christofle Reels, pensionary of Zeeland to Davison, Middelburg,

2 Dec. 1585, Ibid., p. 175, Sir Thomas Sirley (Leicester's cousin), to

Burghley, The Hague, 25 Jan. 1586, Ib__i_._d. , p. 320, Lords of the Council

to Leicester, 26 Jan. 1586,1bi___d., pp.322-24, Elizabeth to Leicester,

[1], 30 March 1586, "Not Sent," Ibid., p. 500, Leicester to Davison,
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There was another problem that started Leicester's Netherlands

venture off on the wrong foot. Just prior to his arrival, a rumor had

spread that Elizabeth was planning to demand the office of Stadtholder

of Holland and Zeeland for her new Lieutenant-General; her plan apparently

being to enhance his authority through that office's inherent right to

appoint governors in the provinces and cities. Uncertain of the English

Queen's aims, John Van Oldenbarnevelt (more co-only known as Barnevelt),

the pensionary of Rotterdam and a leader in the States-General, hastily

organised a successful motion in that assembly to invest the youthful

Count Mauricewith not only the office of Stadtholder, but also with the

questionable title of "Prince."1 Carried out on the first of Novedser,

both honors made him the first officer of the States. At the same time,

the turbulent and not often sober German nobleman, Count Hohenloe (often

called "lollock" by the French and English) was made Maurice's ~Lieutenant-

General. The latter's youth and inexperience made Hohenloe's new assign-

ment the equivalent of co-ander-in-chief of the States-General.2

Frustrated in his aflitious and feeling personally affronted,

Leicester was incensed with Maurice for his acceptance of the title and

with Barnevelt for having masterminded the coup. From then on he

 

[The Hague], 7 Feb. 1586, Ibid., p. 359, and Leicester to Walsingham,

[can before Zutphen], 20 Oct. 1586 , Bruce, Leycester's Corremndance,

p. 425. As Governor-General, Leicester was granted supreme authority

in civil and political matters as long as they were in accordance with

the custom prevalent in the reigh of the Emperor Charles V. All civil,

legal, and political appointments were to be made by him from among two

or three nominees chosen by the States of each province where the vacancy

occurred. And while the States-General swore an oath of fidelity to him,

Leicester in turn was required to promise that he would uphold the ancient

laws, privileges, and customs of the United Provinces. See Motley,

Netherlands, I, pp. 406-7.

l'Actually Count Maurice's elder brother Philip William of Nassau

who was still a prisoner in Spain, was the only one who had a right to

the title "Prince." Thus, Leicester's anger at this obvious violation

of Dutch custom was partly justified.

anoh, Histo , 111, pp. 207-8.
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distrusted both men as well as the Dutch States for having gone along

with this scheme to restrict his power."

Having displeased Elizabeth at the outset of his Governorship, it

was not long before Leicester found his warm welcome in the United

Provinces cooled by the displeasure he incurred at the hands of the Dutch

merchants, many of whom were members of the States-General.

Upset by the trading going on between the Holland and Zeeland

merchants on one hand, and Spain, the southern Netherlands, and Picardy

on the other, the newly reorganized Council of State (eight of whom were

either appointments of Leicester or English members),2 had on March

25th, 1586 induced Leicester to publish a "placard" prohibiting all

such trade that might aid the enemy. Apparently unaware that Leicester

had in fact opposed the measure, the surprised merchants and States'

deputies directed their hot anger towards the Governor-General and the

restriction they feared would divert their lucrative trade directly

towards the rival Hanse towns. Unable to change their minds concerning

his role in the trade prohibition, Leicester was to find this "placard"

an increasingly serious obstacle to his success in the coming months.3

 

1Ibid.

ahcforo Elizabeth had even decided which "nobleman" she would send

to the Low Countries, she had instructed the States-General in accordance

with the Articles of the Treaty of Nonsuch (which allowed two English

meters on the Council of State), to renew the powers of the Council of

State until her Lieutenant-General's arrival when he would then work with

them in reorganizing that executive body. Soon after Leicester's arrival

in Decefler 1585, he set about to organize the Council in as pro-English

a manner as possible. In January he was allowed to appoint five Dutch

meisera to the newly reorganized Council and agreed to fill each of the

remaining vacancies from among a selection of candidates chosen for that

purpose by each of the provincial States-Generals. Motley, Netherlands,

I, p. 406. [See Ch. IV. pp. 121 for a breakdown of the Council's member-

ship amd sympathies.] Walsingham to Davison, Nonsuch, 18 Sept. 1585,

_C_al. For., XX, p. 29, Christofle Roels, Pensionary of Zeeland, to

Davison, Hiddelburg, 27 Dec. 1585, Ibid., p. 247, and the Count of Moeurs,

Governor of Utrecht, Guelderland, and Overij sel, to Davison, Utrecht,

3 tab. 158‘, Ibid., P. 349.

3Leicester to Burghley, [Amsterdam], 17 March 1586, 1133],, p. 453,
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Leicester's next problem with the States came in June when he

established a Chader of Finances in an attempt to discover for Elizabeth

the abilities of the United Provinces to finance the total war effort.

One of the biggest objections the States raised to this second unexpected

innovation was Leicester's appoint-eat of a "foreigner," Jacques ningault,

as treasurer~General of the Council. As a refugee from Flanders who had

served as a Clerk of Finance under three successive Spanish Governors,

Eingault's considerable financial talents were as suspect to the Dutch

as was his recently professed Calvinism. And though he had served well

in the sane capacity under both Hillian of Orange and Francois, Duke of

Anjou, his njor role in establishing the Chamber of Finances won him

the undying euity of both the States and the rest of the merchant

e_unity.1

Iut again, this innovation in the governnent of the rebellious

Provinces was not just Leicester's idea. Weary of being responsible for

the economy of the war effort, the Council of State had also indicated

their desire that the Earl establish a Chamber of Finances. Us had done

so without the advice of the States-General not only because he intended

to use it to audit their income and expenditures but also to put a stop

 

Leicester's "Fleccart, " Utrecht, 25 lurch 1586, Ib__i__d., p. 489, Dutch

"Articles" concerning Leicester's Flacard, 16 July 1586, Ibi___d. , 111, ii,

pp. 157-60, Leicester to Elizabeth, From the Canp, 11 Oct.1586,_1__bid.,

p. 196, and blok, Histor , III, p. 212. The only two parts exemptedfree

the placards restrictions were Calais and the East Friesland city of Enden

whose Count, Edrard II, was already too upset with the States and too

friendly with Farms for Leicester to risk the English staple there by

pushing him completely into the arms of Spain. Edzard to [Elizabeth],

[won‘t], 24 April 1586, 931,. £93., a. Pp. 579-80, Wilkes "brief," 9 July

1586, Ibid., :11, ii, p. 82, and Leicester to Elizabeth, From the Canp,

11 Oct. 1586, Ibid., p. 196.

1"Further remonstrances of the States," 16 July 1586, Ib__i__d., p. 91,

latter. for Elizabeth, [19] June 1586, Ibid., p. 36, DoctorBartholomew

Clerk to Burghley, Utrecht, lo July 1586,2211” p. 73, Richard Cavendish

to Burghley, Utrecht, 18 July 1586,1hid., p. 33, Davison to Walsingham,

Flushing, 22 Oct. 1585, Ibid., xx, p. 108, notley, Etherlands, II,

p. 68, end llok, Histo , II, pp. 2119-15.
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to Eolland and Zeeland's constant violations of the larch 25th embargo.

The fore and membership the chader asst-ed surprised and in some cases

angered even the Council of State.1

the indie“ resistance of the United Provinces to this new council

ate. in part from its leadership which was made up of: l) Adolf von

Sol-s, Count of lieru and Stadholder of the frontier provinces of Utrecht,

Gelderland, and Overijsel, 2) Henry Eilligrew, English nember of the

Council of State, 3) Aesusijn van Reinhard, Seigneur van Erakel, a

noblenn of Utrecht, and 4) kingault. All were foreigners and thus

i-ediately suspect by the States-General. No doubt intended as a sop

to what Leicester knew would be the deputies' hard feelings, three native

"councilors" who were to serve as clerks were also chosen for the new

chader: 1) Sebastian van Loosen from Eolland, 2) ‘roos 'l'eelinck from

Zeeland, and 3) Paul Buys, of Utrecht, a former advocate of Eolland, and

an old friend of England. Incensed at being placed in a subordinate

position to Eingault whom he felt "not fit to be his clerk" Euys bluntly

rejected Leicester's offer. his refusal and Euys' subsequent conduct

towards the Chader of Finances, soon won hin Leicester's undying hatred.‘Z

As though he did not have enough troubles with Elizabeth's dis-

pleasure over his acceptance of the Governorship and the States opposition

 

l'Fredericke G. Oosterhoff. "The Earl of Leicester's Governor-

ship of the Netherlands 1586-87" (unpublished Fh.D. dissertation,

University of London, 1967), pp. 149-51. This well written thesis goes

into further detail on the Mar of Finance and its opponents.

2Doctor themes Doqu to Burghley, Utrecht, 24 June 1586 , C_al.

£95., 121, ii, p. 49, Leicester to Ualsinghen, last" 18 June 1586,

Bruce, Leicester's Correspondence, p. 310, and llotley, Netherlands, 11,

pp. 70-71. As England's friend, Paul Buys had anxiously worked for

granting the sovereignty of the letherlands to Elizabeth. when he real-

ized that her constant refusal of the same was final, he in despair began

to look to the King of Denmark as one who might possibly accept the honor.

Eis efforts in this direction not only increased Leicester's hatred for

hin but also caused concern at the English Court. See Ch. IV, p. 130,

Leicester to Elizabeth, Utrecht, 20 June 1586, 931.. £25., 111, ii, p. 38.
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to his fiscal policies, Leicester next embroiled hinself in a heated

personal quarrel with his own subordinates, Sir John lorris and his

brether, Captain Edward. Sons of his old eneey the Earl of Sussex,

these two brothers held a special place in the Governor-General's

unity. Sir John, who had been co-ender of the English forces prior

to Leicester's arrival, was a soldier of greater nilitary experience

and success than the Governor-General; a fact which the States never let

the Earl forget. But, Ferris was also a difficult, proud, and unruly

man.1 he returned Leicester's hate measure for neasure, especially

after he felt himself to have been reduced in responsibility by Leicester

from "first" officer in the field to "fifth.” After several months of

having his military counsel ignored, his. officers swayed against him,

his abilities scorned in the presence of others, and even his very life

threatened by the Earl, Norris was ready to return home.2

As Leicester's stay in the Netherlands lengthened, things went

free bad to worse. In the beginning of this foreign venture, Elizabeth

had estimated “her annual expenditure in the Low Countries would total

£126,180 10s. or approximately two-thirds of her ordinary goveruent

expenditure and nearly one-third of the ordinary annual receipt. By

the middle of July 1586 it was becoming clear that expenditures were

lLeicester to mum, lhe m, 30 July 1586, Bruce, um..-

ter's Correspondence. P. 379, and Leicester to Walsingham, last, 10 June

1586, my, p. 301. Walsinghan's appraisal of Sir John is interesting;

"I would to God that with his value and courage he carried the mind and

reputation of a religious soldier. The chief experience and nurture

that he hath received in the war hath been in those countries where

neither discipline-military nor religion carried any sway, and therefore

it hath taught hin nothing else but .a kind of a licentdeuss and corrupt

governent, such as being weighed either in policy or religion can never

prosper." Walsingham to Leicester, The Court, 11 April 1586, Q“. ,‘ p. 222.

2Leicester to Ualeinghan, the lague, 30 July 1586, 21d” p. 380,

"lotes of remedrance delivered by llr. Edw. Dorris," Sept. 1586, _C_a_1_.

£95., 111, ii, pp. 173-74, and Sir John lorris to Wilkes, Gan at

Doeshurgh, 6 Sept. 1586, Ibid., p. 150.



mm

W!

m n

If!!!

mm

he re

nfm

tum

dim

dim

'3 lec:



91

running far in excess of that am. Not only were the States failing to

supply the necessary funds but also corrupt disbursements of the soldiers

pay were quickly draining away English funds. Leicester did not help

matters any by increasing the £170 monthly pay per company by 5 5s. and

raising his own daily wage from fi to £10 13s. 4d. In many instances

noney nsant for English companies in Elizabeth's pay was diverted to

these English troops in the States pay who had not received their wages.

the results of all this were constant appeals for nore nosey. Elizabeth's

refusal to send any more than originally budgeted resulted in nt-erous

desertiens, and a subsequent decrease in the effectiveness of the war

effort.1

Ferhaps the most serious development that began to underline

Leicester's effectiveness in these early nonths of his administration

was the States' growing awareness that Elizabeth and Farms were involved

in secret peace negotiations. Always anxious for peace Elizabeth had

quickly grabbed the bait Farms offered. Unaware that these overtures were

designed to throw her off guard until Fhilip 5111's Armada preparations

were complete, she foolishly persisted in the long-drawn-eut affair until

it had done irreparable harm to her position in'the Netherlands.2

Leicester was one of the first to sense the crippling effect

such overtures were having on Anglo-Dutch relations, and it was this

protracted threat of being forced by ‘Jllizabeth to make peace with spain

which eventually pushed the States into open opposition against Leicester.3

 

13.x. s..1., "Elizabeth and the Netherlands, 1586-7," t,l,k.,

(July 1930) , VL, pp. 373-96, and Leicester to Walsingham, ‘l‘ergowad, 7

Aug. 1586, brute, Lreycester's ggrresjondeue, pp. 384-90.

28ee Hotley, Netherlands, I,Ch. 8 for a detailed survey of the

Anglo-Spanish negotiations. See also :‘. Bernardino lenders to Fhilip II,

Paris, 24 June 1586, pg. Spain, II, p. 584, and Letters to Paris,

lrussels, 23 June 1586, _C_al. £93., 111, ii, p. 46.

3Leicester c. Burghley, The Eague, 7 2.». 1586, Ibid., xx, p..359.
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.‘fhus, with the serious opposition for-ing against his Governorship

fron nerchant and ruling classes alike, displeasure expressed from Elisa-

beth, trouble with his subordinates, financial chaos, and to top it off

the cerroding effects of the "secret" Anglo-Spanish negotiations, Leicester's

position was anything but comfortable. Fmstrated at every turn, worried

by Elizabeth's increasing criticisu, and no doubt feeling the need-for

someone when the States did not already distrust te convey Elizabeth's

assurances of continued support, Leicester wrote the English Queen a

letter requesting that "sone sufficient person ofq'credit" be quickly sent

over both to convey her feelings to bin and to "see how all goes" in

the Low Countries.1

At first "loath" to undergo the additional expense of sending

such a "special person," Elizabeth eventually decided. that the "many

great difficulties" besetting her favorite warranted the fulfilling of

such a request. So, on July 11, 1586, she personally chose "that excellent

man of business," Ir. themes Wilkes te be the one sent.2

Wilkes' Nission of Observation

St-ened into Elizabeth's presence on July 18th, Wilkes was given

letters, written instructions, and charged "by long speeches of her

Najesty" to observe conditions in the Low Countries, caln their suspicions

about her intentions to make a secret peace with Farms, and to help smooth

 

lLeicester to Elizabeth, Eo-ell, 6 June 1586, 93;. 33., III,

ii, p. 4,end Elizabeth to Leicester, The Court, 19 July 1586, Ibid., p. 94.

21111., Eurghley c. mum, n. Court, 11 July 1586, 94;. 1.3.,

II, p. 338, Walsingham to Leicester, Earnelms, 11 July 1586, Eruce,

master's Correspondence, p 343, and Notley, Netherlands, I, p. 179.

8[Making of Doctor Clerk a quiet and acadenic nature which was so unsuited.

fer diplomatic work motley says "Wilkes was of sterner stuff. Always

ready te follow the canp and to face the guns and drus with equaninity,

and endowed beside with keen political insight, he was nuts cometent than

nest use to unravel the confused skein of Netherland pelitics." (Eidn

'e 11, P. 89.)
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over the differences rising between Leicester and the Dutch leaders.

lore inortantly, he was to inform hi-elf of the capacity of the States

to fulfill their financial pledges to England. lad these pledges been

kept or were Leicester's complaints of lack,of cooperation true?1

The same day Wilkes received his verbal and forual written instruct-

ions. Ee was also given a don-eat headed "A brief of the perils and

the reminders." Apparently, these "perils" were not only to be explained

to Leicester but Wilkesflwas also to see to it that their itenised

"renedies" were i-ediately implemented.2

the nut.‘..~p.:11" to be dealt with was a group of "pond. men"

who either for religion's sake, their private wealth and authority, or

a desire to escape all taxes, would never return to the obedience of

Spain, but instead would seek to have Elizabeth or same other prince

assua the sovereignty of the Netherlands. Wilkes was to uake than

understand that while Elizabeth would never asst-e the sovereignty until

convinced that they alone could naintain thenselves against the enemy,

she did fully intend to continue in their defense.

the second danger consisted of false ruers that Leicester was

raising "new taxes" for his own and England's private use. The renedy A

was toudeny then publicly and at the sane tine to co-ission some principal

men of good reputation "as superintendentls] for the finances.“

111a third peril concerned Leicester's recently acquiredeneny, Paul

Euys. Apparently, sorely disappointed with'Elisabeth's refusal to accept

the States' earlier offer of sovereignty, and still angry at Leicester for

attqting to place hiu in a subordinate position in the Mar of

 

‘Wilkes instructions, 17 July 1586, 1.11., Add. lies, 43,011., ff.

263-66, Elisabeth to Leicester, The Court, 19 July 1586, L. £15., XII,

ii, p. 94, and "Docquet of Parcels of Dir. Wilkes' dispatch, 20 July

1586," 21th, p. 95.

2st... up 9 July 1586, delivered to Wilkes on 13 July, Ibid., pp.

81-32.
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Finances, Euys had secretly turned to the Danish King, Frederick II, as

one who might possibly accept what the English Queen so bluntly refused.

Wilkes was to reassure both buys and his accoqlices of Elisabeth's

co-ittnent to the Dutch cause, possibly to imprison then if they persisted

in their intrigues, and to see to it that Leicester hinself sent an

envoy to learn the Danish King's feelings on the whole matter.

The fourth peril was the possible defection of the North German

Count of Enden to the Spanish side, which would seriously threaten the

English staple in that port. The suggested remedy was to warn the Count's

brother John and others there who favored the English trade of the detri-

mental effects of a loss of the English staple. At the same tine feelers

were. to be sent out to some of the towns in Holland to see if any of

them would serve as a staple center for English cloth.

The unjust valuation of English money in the Low Countries was

the fifth peril and Wilkes was to insist on the proper valuation of all

English coin and to prohibit any further coinage of English money there.

Finally, Elisabeth wished Wilkes to nake it clear to the States

General that she: 1) intended to uphold her contract with them, 2) con-

demned "their credulity of runors to the contrary," and 3) was displeased

with then "for non-performance of their promises in yielding to their

contributions.”

With these instructions, a £100 advancement for "furniture," and

a daily salary of 40s. Wilkes departed on his assignment on July 20th

with the c1c1. of "Lord Anbassador."1

Wilkes arrived in Utrecht on August 1st and after delivering

Elisabeth's letters to Leicester, he and the Governor-General traveled

 

1Doctor Thomas Doqu to Burghley, Utrecht, 8 Aug. 1586, 21d. ,

p. 116, and Excheq., 403/2559, p. 245.
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on to Gouda where they were given a warm welcome by the Council of State

which had come free The Eague to meet them. Once there, Wilkes quickly

beta-e aware of the depth of anxiety the Netherlands people felt con-

cerning Elisabeth's intentions. In a letter to the Queen, Wilkes explain-

ed that "the constant bruit brought from the enemy of the supposed treaty

of peace between your uajesty and hin...had so amazed" the members of

the Council. of State that they had begun to "abandon all hope." Fortun-

ately, his own timely arrival had inspired in them "a wonderful joy, as

though they had been raised from a deep despair to a certain hope of your

Najesty's continuance of succor towards them. "1

' Leicester too was pleased with Wilkes ' performance and said as

much to 11.11.111.11... "surely h. behaved 1113.“: exceedingly well, and 1

think will do more good than any you sent these seven years." And in

another letter he remarked "her Haj esty doth not know what a jewel she

11.111 of 11111."?

After the Council of State rendered Elisabeth "i-ortal and

eternal thanks" for her assurances of continued support against Spain,

they invited Wilkes to accompany them to The Eague in order fully to

acquaint him "with the state of all the Provinces United. "3

 

1111111.. 1:. Elizabeth, Gouda, 7 Aug. 1586, 11.11., Add. 11... 40,014,

f. 267.
.

2Leicester to Walsingham, Tergoad, 7 Aug. 1586, Eruce, Lgcester's

gorrespondance, pp. 383, and 388-89. There were other reports of Wilkes'

success. Leicester's Treasurer, Sir Thomas Shirley wrote Walsingham that

Wilkes' coming was "to very good purpose, for great need there is of all

good means...te keep thepeople constant unto us." (11 Aug. 1586, 99;.

195., III, ii, p. 127). Doctor Bartholonew Clerk, one of the English

mefiers ef the Council of State wrote lurghley that Wilkes was running

"a diligent and honest course, without pleasing of huors." (16 Aug.

1586, Ibid., p. 132). Leicester in a letter to Eurghley said of Wilkes,

"he is a marvelous sufficient man, and her liajesty could not have chosen

a fitter for this purpose than I see he is like to prove." '(10 Aug.

1586, 21d” 17. 122).

311111... to manna, com, 7 Aug. 1586, 3.11., Add. 11..., 48,194,

£0 2‘7. '
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There can be no doubt that Wilkes arrived at a critical juncture

in the Anglo-Dutch venture. Animosities, jealousies, and unwillingness

to discuss the opinions of either side had all but paralyzed the effective-

ness of the war effort. To most, including Leicester, Wilkes represented

at least a dry shoulder to cry on and hopefully, a sympathetic ear that

would later explain to Elizabeth the "justice" of their individual

positions. In fact, so innediate and spontaneous was the effect of his

visit that even Leicester exclaimed, "I must confess the coming of Mr.

Wilkes hath exceedingly stirred things; I pray God not too late."'1

Thus, besieged with requests, complaints, reports, and weighted

down with myriad tasks to accomplish, Wilkes (once he had arrived at

The Eague), feverishly began piecing together what was to become an ex-

plosive political and economic report on conditions in the United

Provinces.

On two occasions he delivered to the States-General questionnaires

concerning their methods of taxation, annual expenditures on the war,

strength of their army, frontier cities held by them and the enemy, how

their navy was maintained, and many other questions. Wilkes also did

some footwork himself and by the 20th of August his investigations had

produced enough conclusions for him to compose a rough draft of what was

probably his first report to the Privy Council. The report is lengthy,

but it indicates not only the diligence with which Wilkes had been

performing his tasks but also provides a clear picture of political

conditions in the United Provinces at that time.2

 

l'Leicester to Walsingham, Utrecht, 10 Aug. 1586, Bruce, Leycester's

Correspgndence, p. 395. Wilkes delivered his letters and‘propositions to

the States-General on July 13th. 'Kemoranda," 3.11., Cott. use. Titus

‘0 '1, f. 196.

Questionnaires for the States, 10 and 25 Aug. 1586, B.M., Cott.

11“., Galba D. !, ff. 2-9, and £51. £25., 111, ii, pp. 134-37.
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Concerning the "peril" of overtures to the Danish King, Wilkes

found that not only were the, Dutch not interested in seeking "any new

defense" but that Paul Euys designs in this matter had been "utterly

queiled."1 loving formed, like Leicester, 11 less than desirable opinion

of boys, Wilkes stated:

I do not find that either the States or people have any great

affection to him. The man is doubtless valiant, but (as they say)

rash, bloody, unfortunate, and subject to many dangerous impor- _

factions. They would willingly be rid of bin if they might without

danger.

Still, to carry out the letter of his instructions, Wilkes induced

Leicester to despatch an envoy to Deuark to "sound" out the King's feel-

ings on the matter.

Wilkes found no conlaints among the people brought on by the

false ruor that Leicester was raising "new taxes ," nor did he find it

true that Count Edward was thinking of repudiating the English staple by

defecting to the Spanish side. In fact, he found that if the Count

shoudd ever be disposed to join Philip, the people of Euden would prevent

it.

Concerning the possibility of moving the English staple from hden

to some town in Eolland, Wilkes found the nerchant Adventurers, who con-

trolled that staple, to be opposed to the idea. They feared that if based

in Holland their river trade with the Empire would be seriously jeopardized

by Spain's recent capture of the khineland town of Neuss; whereas, from

hden and the river Ems they had free access to the same market.

 

l'Euys had been arrested on July 9th at the instigation of his

enemies in Utrecht. Although his enemy Leicester had nothing to do with

it, the latter's unwillingness to obtain Euys release from prison soon

led the States (who thought highly of his talents), to suspect Leicester

of complicity and to make formal complaints to Doctor Clerk, the English

under of the Council of State. See Clerk to Burghley, The logos, 24 July

1586, Ibid., pp. 101-2, Dr. Thomas Doyley to Eurghley, The Eague, 16

July 1586, Ibid., p. 87, and Leicester to Burghley, [1], 20 July 1586,

Ibid., p. 96.
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Discovering that the English coin was in fact undervalued by the

Dutch, Wilkes was successful in convincing their mint officials to "yield"

to the English valuation, thus raising the value of "the angel" from

"five florins one stiver and a half, with a like valuation" on the re-

mainder of the English coins.

Eevealing Elizabeth's concern over the steadfastness of Count

llaurice, Wilkes reported that he was not only well affected towards her

but also "loved and respected here of the people for the merits of his

late father, and is like to succeed him in wisdom and sufficiency."

Likewise, Wilkes mildly disputed the Queen's distrust of St. Aldegonde

for what she felt was his hasty surrender of Antwerp to Farms. by writing:

St. Aldegonde, contrary to the opinion conceived of him by her

Najesty, is noted here of all men to be a good patriot and worthy

to be employed in the services here, in respect of his ability

and wisdom. Eowbeit, I perceive that to take away the offence

that may be ministered to her Najesty they are contented ‘t'o forbear

the use of his services.

As a typical Englisl-an with no great love for things Dutch, Wilkes had

much to say about their failings. Of their government, he made the

following statement:

Their state is but weak, and weaker by mnch in respect of the

confusion of their gover-ent. They have given a governent to

my Lord of Leicester with the word Absolute, but with so many

restrictions that his authority is limited almost to nothing, and

is in truth but their servant.. , having reserved to themselves,

besides the sovereignty, the disposing of all the contributions

(saving the monthly allowance) the church goods, confiscations,

choice of officers, and many other things....And are not accountable

therefore either to my Lord or to the people.

Wilkes further concluded that in order to maintain this independence

they were repudiating Leicester's "Court of Finances" by alleging he had

no authority to establish such a body.

Wilkes recognized this set of circumstances to be a serious threat

to England's interests in the Low Countries. fiile English trade suffered

extensively from the prolonged war, the Dutch merchants on the other hand
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prospered greatly, not only from supplying the Dutch, English, and even

Spanish armies, but also from the inflated war prices. As he put it,

These men who are called the States and have had the usnaging

of the gover-ent since their revolt from Spain, and thereby

enriched themselves infinitely, will be unwilling that the

troubles here should take any speedy end.1

Another abuse he saw concerned

The matters of the forces of these countries under the pay of the

States. There is a survey and muster in hand to discern their

just numbers, wherein I perceive will be found much abuse, for

the companies of strangers allowed at 150 heads for each company

will be found for the most part not to contain above 60 or 80;

whereby the treasure of those countries is"consumed.2

The only solution to these problems, suggested by Wilkes, was

that Elisabeth should accept the sovereignty of the Low Countries, a

thing both Leicester and my of the canon people desired.3

wSmhow aware that Wilkes' first impression of them was not the

best, and worried about the possible consequences his report would have

on English aid, the States-General decided to be more candid with their

own coqlaints. As Wilkes put it: "Until my coming the States concealed

the truth of many things, but now say they will anatomise the whole to

11.: Najesty." And "mud-1.." 1: they did.“

They repeated their coqlaint about Leicester's "placard" which

had been published without their knowledge. They expressed fear concerning

the unpaid English troops who if not paid soon would "much sooner work

 

lWilkes to the Privy Council, Utrecht, 20Aug. 1586, Ibid., p. 136.

2Later in a brief report to Walsingham, Wilkes explained much the

same thing by indicating that he found "great confusion in the governent;

their means so weak as not able to mintain the third part of their Indore

here in pay." Wilkes to Walsingham, Utrecht, 26 Aug. 1586, 3.11., Add.

Nos., 48,127, f. 107.

3Leicester to Burghley, [Utrecht], 10 Aug. 1586, §_a_l_._. For., 111,

ii, p. 120 and Wilkes to the Privy Council, Utrecht, 20 Aug. 1586, 21d"

p. 135.

‘Qido. and 11mm. of sound and zuudd :6 0mm, :11. land,

12 Sept. 1536, 11.11., Add. 11... 48,014, ft. 272-73.
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the utter ruin and decay than the defense" of the provinces. And they

“mled about the way Leicester was handling the logistics of the war.

lore importantly, they set to work to piece together for Wilkes a detailed

and lengthy report of their complete tax structure and total defense ex-

penditures for the past ten years of civil ware-a report that .was to‘cast

serious reflections on Leicester's governorship.1

Eaving fought the Chafier of Finances from its inception, the

States suddenly found the means eventually to destroy it. In early.

Septeber they arrested one of Leicester's men, Steven Perot, on the

charge that he had publicly slandered the States, and among his papers

was found incriminating evidence against his confederate and their enemy,

Eingault. Fearful for his own position on the Mar the latter bombarded

Wilkes with explanations of Peret's innocence and warned that if his

. partner's detention were allowed, Leicester's authority would from then

on "be abused at every turn. " It was all to no avail. Shortly there-

after, in the face of the evidence and Elisabeth's own insistence,

Leicester dismissed Eingault from the Chairer of Finances, and then was

prevailed upon by the States-General to arrest him. After that, it was

only a matter of time before the Chamber of Finances disappeared from the

scene.2

Caught in the middle of this battle Wilkes was implored by the

States to understand their reasons for this action against the two men

and to explain the same to both Elizabeth and Leicester. Fearful of

 

1214., and Hemorial £6: Wilkes, 24 Aug. 1536, £51. £35., :11,

11, p. 139s

2Estates of Eolland to Ortell, The Eague, 12 Sept. 1586, nid. ,

pp. 156-57, Leicester to Elizabeth, From the Camp, 11 Oct. 1586, Ibid.,

pp. 189-90, Eingault to Wilkes, Utrecht, 4 Sept. 1586, Ibid., pp. 147-48,

?“Wi1kes to Leicester, The Eague, 4 Sept. 1586, EJI. , Egerton lies

, f. 41. '
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appearing to take the side of the States in this conflict with Leicester,

Wilkes quickly excused himself by saying "it was not of my ce-ission"

to do so.1

By now Wilkes was aware that much of the fault for these conditions

lay with Leicester. The Earl continued to quarrel with his officers, and

he not only lacked the means to hold a general motor as requested by

Wilkes but also in spite of the wretched condition of the English forces

11. continued to 1.6.1111: new 1111.11.11 and 3.6.11.1. .6111... 1:6 161. .1111

the already grosslyunder-paid troops.2

Eat the most serious problem Wilkes recognised in Leicester's

poor—n: was his open and persistent att-pts to cause division in

the United Provinces in an effort to strengthen his own position. It

was. in :11. 1161111.“ and 1.11316... «11.. 61 the reconquered south .1...

Leicester found his most constant allies. These refugees, for the most

‘ part, had settled in Utrecht and were not only staunch Calvinists but

also strongly democratic. Politically, they objected to the aristocrat-

nerchant deminated States-General which was made up almost entirely of

Nolland and Zeeland deputies. These deputies were far more interested

in retaining their political domination and defending the North than in

reconquering the Southern Netherlands from Spain.3 Eeligiously, the

exiles objected to the still significant Catholic element in the States-

General as well as the tendency towards Arminianism found among the

Protestant deputies. For the exiles, Leicester and the English forces

 

11111.

2111111.. 1.. 11.1.1.1“, Utrecht, 26 Aug. 1586, 1.11., Add. 11...,

48,127, 1. 107.

3A. 1.1.»... said 1:. Eurghley, "Iolland and Zeeland never cored

what towns other provinces lost." (20 July 1586, £31. £95., EEI, ii,

p. 96). Still Nolland and Zeeland together claimed and in fact bore the

major portion of the war's expense. See "E-onstrance of, the States,"

1‘ J.1’ 15“, Ibid., ’o 89o
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represented both their last chance to regain their homeland and their

only opportunity for significant political advancement. In fact, Utrecht

went so far as to nke a separate offer of the sovereignty of their

province to Elizabeth in June of 1586, a step that greatly angered the

State's-General.1

Wilkes by now had reached the conclusion that Leicester's troubles

throughout 1586 were basically consequent upon this alliance with the dis-

contented groups, especially those- in the city of Utrecht whose acknow-

ledged leader was Gerard Prouninck, or Deventer as he is better known.2

In fact, he was so convinced that Leicester was one of the major causes

of deteriorating Anglo-Dutch relations, that when he later returned to

England with his report he suggested to Elizabeth and the Privy Council,

That my Lord [of Leicester] hence-ended not to sever from him the

good disposition and minds of the States and Council, nor to make

any show or meddle in severing the people and the States from

their accustomed unity or breed dissension among them, considering

how unapt her llajesty is to accept the sovereignty.

If this last article he not carefully looked to, my Lord's govern-

ment will grow odious as it beginneth to do and will disjoint all

good proceedings.3

Towards the and of August Wilkes felt sufficiently informed to

return and make his report. After first reporting to Leicester at his

ca. near Arnhem he started for England. In passing through Utrecht

 

1111.11, Eistgg, 111, pp. 214-19.

2Deventer was a native of Eois-le-duc in Northern Brabant, an

extr-e opponent of the States, Eurgomaster of Utrecht, and undisputed

leader of the Leicestrian faction in that city.

3Matters to be considered," 27 Sept. 1586, 95;. 19;. , XXI, ii,

p. 169. It was in Utrecht in late June and early July that Leicester's

three confederates, Deventer, Eingault, and Daniel Iurchgrave (a former

attorney general of Flanders and newly appointed auditor of the GM

of Finance), carried out a successful coup in which 1) Leicester's author-

ity was permanently recognized in Utrecht, 2) the sovereignty of that

province was offered to Elizabeth, and 3) Paul Euys as an outspoken critic

of both Leicester and Calvinism was arrested. Elek, Eist_o_ry, III, p. 218.
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he was intercepted by two nessengers. the first was Idnund York, Chief

harbinger and heater of the forage, whom Elizabeth had sent to urge

Wilkes "to hasten home with all speed.” the second nessenger cane from

the lstates of lolland requesting kin to return to the Iague to receive

”certain business natters" from the Council of State which they could not

deliver to hin at that tine. hurrying on to The Iague, Wilkes was met

by six of the principal men of the Council who delivered to him "a

collection of the Whole Charge" of the provinces for the past ten years

of civil umr, including infer-ation on "how the same hath been levied. "

It took Wilkes three whole days to "well understand" it and he found its

contents inortant enough to warrant retracing his steps to show it to

Leicester who was by now even further away, at llten in Cleveland. Once

thero,ho found the Earl either from "want of leisure or of will” unwilling

to peruse the report. Even Wilkes' suggestion that it contained infor-

nation concerning his governorship resulted in no nore response from

Leicester than an order to deliver the report to Elisabeth. Already

behind schedule and aware of the Queen's inpationce for his speedy return,

Wilkes excused hinself from staying long enough to observe whatever pro-

gress Leicester's army night make and started again for England. It was

by now about the first of Septedaer and with hin Wilkes carried not only

the report he had come for but also overyone's hopes that he was going

to give an accounting to Elizabeth with ”their own individual interests

closest to his heart.1

Just after Wilkes took his leave of Leicester the latter wrote to

Iurghley expressing his opinion that when the agenth' report was heard

 

l'Iiilkes to Leicester, ‘rhe liague, 4 Sept. 1586, I.ll., Egerton use.

1694, f. 41, Wilkes to Burghley, no lague, 12 Jan. 1587, 2.3.0., S.P.

105, 1C1, ff. 17-18, and Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, 13 Dec. 1586,

59.1.0 £95,211, ii, p. 270. '
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”there will be great cause" to send someone to help maintain English

interests in the Provinces. Failing to realise that the report might

also point out his own shortcomings, as well as those of the States,

Leicester requested that “for her liajesty's better service...ho [Wilkes]

be qloyed, for he is a very sufficient and a very painful nan."

Wilkes' Pinancial and Political keport

thus were two parts to Wilkes' report: Pirat, was the financial

account, which the Estates of Rolland and the Council of State had given

to him. that report along with portions of the naterial used to docu-

ant it is extant, and though its contents are at times unclear and even

contradictory, it was clearly designed to suggest that the war was

costing more flan the Provinces could pay. Unfortunately, for Wilkes'

sake, Dutch anxiety to emphasise this rather obvious point led them to

draw up an.enaggerated estinate of expenditures and debts.2 '

the second part of Wilkes' report was his own personal assesaneut

of the general political and nilitary situation of the United Provinces

L11... A gig Leicester's governorship. Eegrettably this portion of the

report has not survived, but its contents can be inferred from his own

correspondence, the reactions of Elizabeth and the Privy Council, and

eventually from Leicester 'a change of attitude towards hin.

Wilkes arrived back in England near the niddle of Septenber, just

when the court at Windsor was in an uproar over the most recent plot to

take the life of Elisabeth.3 "We of the Council," Burghley wrote to

 

1111a., p. 143.

2Abstracts, honoranda, and Estinates, Sept. 1586, Ibid., pp. 175-

77, and l.li., Add. lies. 48,014, ff. 357-95.

3Called the Eabington Conspiracy after its ma jor personality

Anthony Eabington, a young Catholic gentleman fron horbyshire.
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Leicester,

are thoroughly occupied, some at London, some here, and some

abroad, to deal partly in trial of traitors, in searching for

lore, [and] looking to the sea coasts, to withstand the landing

of certain Spanish ships of war which are come to Brest.

In fact, Wilkes found the English Court so "dangerously perplexed for

lack of courage and resolution in the greatest” that it was almost

ipossible toginduce either Elizabeth or such nenbers of the Privy

Council as were available "to hear ny report of the state of those

countries.” Anxious to deliver what he felt was an accurate and inpor-

tant report, Wilkes apologized to Leicester for the slight delay in

obtaining . 1|“:ng

Presently, finding time to read Wilkes ' report Burghley and

Walsingh- were thunderstruck by. its contents. In fact, so astonished

was the formerby it, that in spite of the concern caused by the Eabington

Conspiracy. and the problems in arranging for the trial of nary Stuart,

Burghley admitted, "yet, I find no cause so intricate and unresolvable

as to determine what shall be...done upon Hr. Wilkes report of the state

of the Low Countries."2

Walsinghanin disnay wrote,

re. hard time in which the 1mm Provinces find the-selves...

have beenconfirmed by the report of ur. Wilkes lately returned

from there. I fear great inconvenience will occur not only to

her llajesty's own subjects, but also to the soldiers of all other

nations serving there on account of a lack of nonetary payment.3

Wilkes, who was surprised by the reaction his report caused, wrote

to his close friend Sir John Norris,

.‘k

_ llurghley to Leicester, Windsor, 15 Sept. 1586, Iruce, m2

Corrugggance, Pp. 411-12, and Wilkes to Leicester, Windsor, 16 Sept.

1586, E.ll., Egerton liss., 1694, f. 44. '

2htnrghley to Sir Christopher Eatton, Windsor, 16 Sept. 1586, Conyers

Iced, ed., .92. 29512M (London: Royal historical Society, 1909), p. 51.

3Walsing'ham to [Patrick] the Easterdof Cray, [Windsor], 1? Sept.

1586, _C_a_l_. ‘Scot., II, no. 21.
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Eer Ilajesty and her Council do greatly stagger at the excessive

' charge of those wars under his Excellency's gover-ent for the

six nonths past, affirming (as it is true) that the realn of

England is not able to supply the noiety of that charge, not

withstanding, the necessity of the defense of those countries is

so conjoined with her hajuty's own safety, as the one is not to

be abandoned.1

the first step the Court took in coping with Wilkes' bod-shell

is revealed in a document drawn up the same nonth, probably by Lord

Eurfiley, entitled ”the Matters to be had in consultation for the speedy

preventing of the dangers like to ensue of the present state of the

United Provinces." Easically, it drew three inertant conclusions:

1) honey for paying the poorly equipped troops nust be sent “with all

expedition,” 2) Leicester "should be honorably revoked, with pretence of

need of his presence here, and naking show of his return next spring,"

and the States-Ceneral nust be induced to allow the Governor-General to

appoint "one or two to govern as his lieutenants in his absence.”

Apparently accepting Wilkes evaluation of Count laurice's loyalty, the

docuent also suggested he be one of these lieutenants, and 3) ”in

respect of her own security” if Elizabeth desired to preserve'those

countries from the enemy she not send three or four persons of credit

and judpent to help advise the Dutch gover-ent and assist in directing

the finances of the war effort.2

Point ne‘er two of the above docuent caused quite a stir at the

English Court. _As Wilkes put it:

nere [is much variety of opinion here whether it be fit to revoke

hin [Leicester] or not. Such so desire the good of that State

[ the United Provinces] do hold the question affirmatively, but

such as do not love hin [who are the greater odor) do nsintain

the negative. "

 

123 Sept. 1586, 9_._1_. 33., xxx, 11, pp. 163-64.

211.14., pp. 174-75.
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Eventually the decisionwas node to recall the Governor-General and

Eurghley as given the delicate task of informing hin. Painting a fearful

picture of the dangerous internal situation in England brought about by

Iary Stuart's involvement in the recent conspiracies, he asked Leicester

"to end your journey in the fields, as you nay return hither without

danger to the co-on cause there, a thing so needful, as surely, without

your presence here, I knew not how her llajesty will or can resolve upon

her manor of proceeding."1 '

Prom all the evidence it appears that this decision to recall

Leicester ninly because of his failure in the Low Countries instead of

just to assist with nary Stuart's trial, not only surprised but also

worried Wilkes. Ihoufl his report had been a candid one, there is no

evidence to suggest that he had purposely intended it to do Leicester

here. We lesser 11.1.: of Elizabethan gover-ent was 1.1.11.1. enough 1.

run the risk of openly undernining the reputation of so powerful and

uni-arm a figure, and 111111.. who owed as .ch to 111. friendship with

Elizabeth'r favorite was certainly no exception. his first responsibility

had been to sfimit an accurate report of. Wetherlands conditions and perhaps

his only fault lay in making the report toe thorough.

raking Leicester's earlier advice, Elizabeth and the Privy Council

decided that by reason of his "sufficiency and dexterity" in ”form

services” Wilkes was the best qualified to maintain English interests in

the United Provinces during the Earl's absence. he was instructed to

 

1111111.. to 31: John Worris, Windsor, 23 Sept. 1586, 11.11., p. 164,

and Burghley to Leicester, Windsor, 1 Oct. 1586, Bruce, Eater's

gerrespondence, pp. 420-21. It was not expected that Leicester's departure

for quand would be i-ediate for both he would first have to mks n.sr-

ous preparations to insure that England's role was maintained in the

letherlands during his absence. Also, it lust not be asst-ed that the

only reason. for recalling the Earl was his failure there. Walsingham was

apparently sincere in his plea to Leicester that his "good advice" was

necessary to induce Elizabeth to execute llary Stuart. Walsingham to

Leicester, [Loudest], Sept. 1586, Iii!” p. 404.
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replace lenry Eilligrow as a counselor and assistant in the Council of

State and to prepare himself to give such advice as necessary for.“the

defenpe and preservation of the said countries...without fear or dread

of any person or persons whatsoever." Concerned by Dutch complaints

and the detrimental effect Leicester's March 25th "placard" was having

on the ability of the States to maintain their rebellion, Elizabeth also

co-snded Wilkes to inform the Earl that the edargo was either to be

revoked or qualified in some way. And, as a result of the storm caused

in the Stator-General over Leicester's choice of Eingault and Peret for

important offices, Wilkes was to let the Earl know that he was thence-

forth to “mks better choice of men" or at least to listen more sympa-

thetically to the States suggestions on such matters. In order to

quiet the States' suspicions of Leicester in the continued imprison-

ment of the untried Paul Euys, Wilkes was to inform them of Elizabeth's

desire that either he be‘ released or given a fair trial. Wilkes was

also instructed that if he [Wilkes] wished to ”avoid ourudispleasure" he

should ”take special care and charge thereof" in seeing to it that until

Leicester's return his chronic laxity in answering important Privy Council

letters should be remedied. Finally, he was co-issioned to deliver

part of £30,000 to pay the English 'soldiers in the Low Countries, parti-

cularly a... in the garrisons .1 flushing and s:111.1

Wilkes objected strenuously when he learned of his new assig-ent,

end with good reason. his instructions put him in r most anbiguous

position 11; _h_ _v_i_s_ Leicester. So much so, that in order "to avoid [the]

Jealousy and hatred” of Leicester, Wilkes asked that his instructions

~

1Wilkes instructions, [and of Sept.], aid” pp. 432-37. Bruce

feels these undated instructions were drawn up in Oct. but Wilkes' "Notes

of hemorial," 27 Sept. 1586, 931. 193;" III, ii, p. 168, makes it clear

that he had already seen the instructions before October.
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specifically stipulate that his assignent be as Elizabeth's "special

minister" and that it be made clear that his appointment to the Council

of State be "as a minister to assist and advise for the reformation of

their present goveruent." he also asked "that some authority be given

to me for my dealing and discharge, that it may not seem to my Lord

that [I] asst-e, or be things of my own head [so] as to encounter him."1

Probably in response to Wilkes' concern over the dangerous position

her instructions placed him in, Elizabeth decided it was her place

initially to inform Leicester of the reservations she held concerning

his perfor-nce. her letter to the Earl has not survived, but its tone

can be gathered from his distressed reply. Apparently still irritated

at his acceptance of the Governorship, she had "marveled" that with such

"authority and n-e" as he held, he still lacked the ability to co-nd

the States' obedience. She had especially criticized his handling of

the war effort, such as the continuing graft with soldiers' pay, the

callinginofmore troops thantherewasmoneytopay, andhis lackof

success on the battlefield. Pinally she had charged him no longer to

"irritate the States" over such things as the trade placard and the

appointment of undesirables to inst-tant offices. Ilia emotional and

inadequate replies to these charges are too lengthy to itemize. Suffice

it to say that rather than accepting that he was in part respemible for

sons of the above problems, he blamed both the Dutch and his enemies at

home for all his woes. "I see most gracious sovereign," he wrote to

Elizabeth, "that 1 have few friends about you."2

Wilkes was probably also aware that his report had caused Elizabeth

1:0 order an i-ediate halt to further troop shipments to Leicester. What

 

1Iotes concerning Wilkes, 27 Sept. 1586, Ibid., p. 168.

2Leicester to Elizabeth, the Camp, 11 Oct. 1586, Ibid., pp. 189-97.
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he could not yet know was the damaging manner in which Patrick, Hester

of Gray (the man responsible for recruiting the Scottish troops used in

the Low Countries), had informed Leicester of this change of policy.

As Cray put it in his October 4th letter: "Ike cause why he [Walsingham]

wills me to stay the troops is for that he says hr. Wilkes has given

declaration that of necessity all your soldiers shall become mutinous for

want of pay."1 P

Wilkes had one other worry concerning Leicester. During his

recent fact-finding mission to the lotherlands, the Earl had written to

him a rather extensive and vituperative denunciation of his hated subor-

dinate Sir John Worris. lo doubt he did this in the hope that Wilkes

would be an instruent in obtaining Sir John's recall. Instead, Wilkes

had, upon his arrival back in England, successfully removed "all sinister

conceipts" held by Elizabeth and Walsingham against lorris and his

brother Edward. This too, was bound to reach Leicester's ear.2

to Leicester, Wilkes of course expressed evasive reasons for not

wanting to return to the Eetherlands. Eis letter of the 28th of Septder

is of special interest.

After much debating and no less misliking of so much treasure

spent in those Low Countries...at the last her liajesty hath

resolved to send over with as much expedition as may be, some

thirty thousand [pounds] for a thorough payment of her forces;

and hath co-anded me to prepare myself to bring the same to your

Excellency; and there to remain for her service in the place of

one of her English Counselors of State, which although your

Excellency has seemed to desireI and by your sundry letters

 

l~Petrus J. Elok, ed. , Correspondence inhdit 2; Robert Dudle ,

Comte g; Lonester g; Pragois gt Jean notman (Iaarlem: Les [Sritiers

Loosjes , 1911), pp. 153-54. Cray who had previously been a gentleman

of the Court of llary Stuart, later promised Elizabeth he would raise 2,000

or'nore Scottish scoldiers for England's service in the Low Countries.

aWilkes to Sir Edward lorris, Windsor, 23 Sept. 1586, P.R.O.,

S.P. l2, CECIII, f.’155, Wilkes to Sir John Worris, Windsor, _C_a_l_. 135.,

III, ii, pp. 163-64, and Leicester to Wilkes, Arnhan, 22 Aug. 1586, Ibid.,

p. 138.
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required, yet is it much against mine own will and liking in

respect of the doubt conceived here that the action there, will

never be prosecuted from here with anngod effect, and that I

see her Majesty resolved to lose her life and k gdom here with a

strange course of leniency towards that viperous. Queen of Scots:

and were it not that the love and duty towards your Excellency,

which.I have always professed, doth persuade me that I shall

receive comfort and encouragement from you I protest before God,

would rather have ended my life here in prison than undertaken

this service there, which cannot be but the ruin of my poor

estate in the end; and since the service must be and is for the

defense of my country and the increase of Cod's glory, I am

contented to submit myself thereunto with all huility, trusting

only to him and to your Excellency's goodness and favor.

Pive days later on October 3rd Wilkes, disgusted and resigned to

the fact of his new assignent, wrote another letter to Leicester in

which he inadequately tried to convince himself that his new assigr-ent

was for the best. '

I am thrust over into this service with some opinion of malice in

some great ones here, and the Queen wrought singly thereunto upon

color of your Excellency's letters and messages desiring my coming

over. They. think to have done me a great displeasure but truly

my good Lord -as the state of things be at this time...

promising nothing but the destruction of her liajesty and the ruin

of the Realm (such are the courses presently held here), that

I may account myself more happy many fold in being out of my

country than to be in the same to see and taste the calamity

threatened thereunto, in respect of our sins and forgetfulness

of him that hath no long and. so mercifully preserved us. I do

mean therefore to put all the little I have into a stock, to bring

over with me my wife, and to co-it myself and the residue of

my fortune, after God, to your Lord under whose love and perfection

I hope to live and end my life.2

'l'hese were only the words of a discouraged man. Wilkes was in

_ nolway anxious to depart from England and although he did take his wife

with 4 him it is certain he never put his property into stock.3 hut in

sending these letters to one whom he already suspected would resent him,

Wilkes had emitted a serious error in judgment. he had put into danger-

ous hands some unusually harsh judgment on Elizabeth's domestic and

 

11.11., Egerton 11..., 1694, 1. 1.5. (underlined in the «131-11.)

2n___1_«_1_., f. 49.

3’Ienry Smith (Wilkes' brother-in-law) to Wilkes, London, 26 Jan.

1587, P.R.O., S.P. 15, xx, f. 18. -
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foreign policy, ‘and Leicester was to find occasion in the future to use

them to his great disadvantage. 1

Arranguants for Leicester 's Departure

It was a discouraged and apprehensive Wilkes that faced his new

assignment inthe Wetherlands. Delayed in his departure by a revision

in his final instructions? he finally departed London for niddolburg on

0.1.5.. 13, 1586,3 having been 3...... . hundred pounds to equip hinself

for his new. aseig-ent as will as :tberegulsr 40s. per day salary due an

English member of the Dutch Council of State." Wilkes had also been

promised a further hundred pounds "portage" allowance to defray the

'...1.1...1 expense of transporting £20,000 of the £30,000 to liiddelburg.5

 

13.. cs. v1, p. 229.

2These additional instructions Wilkes complained of having to wait

for are probably those dated as "[tlov.] 1586" in 931. m” III, ii,‘

pp. 249-51. These instructions deal with a paper printed in Milan entitled

m Aviso which, among other things, accuses Elizabeth with plotting

to take the life of Parms and in being ungrateful to Philip II for his

having saved the Princess Elizabeth's life when he was husband to her

half-sister liary I. Ioth accusations were to be denied by Wilkes wherever

they were mentioned and he was to make clear that Elizabeth never co-itted

a crime worthy of death nor did her sister liary ever accuse her of the same.

3Wilkes to Davison (New Elizabeth's Secretary of State), London,

9_e_l_.. For., XII, ii, p. 197, and Wilkes‘ Journal of events while serving

in the Low Countries, Nov. 1586-June 1587, 8.11., Cott. n... Celba CI, f. 82.

"'Warrant," 3 Oct. 1586, Windsor, 8.11., Egerton uss., 5753, f. 300,

Elizabeth to Leicester, Windsor, 10 Oct. 1586, C_al. 193., III, ii, pp.

187-88, and Shirley's "notes," [1587], Ibid., p. 409.

5Acquittance from Richard nuddilston, (Treasurer of the English

forces in the Low Countries) to Wilkes, 28 Oct. 1586, Ibid., p. 209, and

Leicester to Wilkes, Utrecht, 23 Oct. 1586, Ibid., p. 207. Ike actual

allowance was £10 for every £1,000 delivered. however, because he had

already been advanced £100 for equippage Wilkes was only granted "half"

that amount or £5 per £1,000. Burghley to Walsingham, rheobalds, 5 Oct.

1586, Cal. Dom" II, p. 359, and Letters to Sir Thomas Shirley, 2 and

8 Oct. 1586, A,P,C,, EIV, pp. 239-41. Though the Privy Seal look (P.R.O. ,

Excheq. 403/2559, p. 249) seams to indicate that Wilkes was to receive

£30,000 for delivery in, Middelburg, a "Report" endorsed by Burghley

(11 Oct. 1586, C__a_l_. :33), III, ii, p. 199) makes it clear that he received

only £0,000 and the remaining £10,000 was to be "received of the company

of merchants" at hiddelburg.
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Once there, he was to place the money for safe-keeping into the hands of

the Merchant Adventurers until the acting Treasurer of the English forces

in the Low Countries, Sir Thomas Shirley, arrived to receive the same.1

It appears that both Wilkes and the money were transported to

Middelburg by Sir Prancis Drake, who was on his way to The Hague to

deliver ordinance to Drill and to speak with the States concerning the

possibility of their assistance in one of his many plundering expeditions

against the Spanish West Indies. After delivering the money safely, the

two men traveled on together to Utrecht where they met Leicester, who was

travailing "with all earnestness" with the Council of State "for the

better settling of the government in his absence. "2

Upon his arrival on October 22, Wilkes found that his expectations

of a cool reception from Leicester and another warm welcome from the

Council of State were both misplaced. From all the available evidence

Leicester was not as yet upset with or even very much aware of the storm

Wilkes' report had caused at the English court. It also appears that

 

11.1....“ to Wilkes, Utrecht, 23 o... 1586, 9_._1_. 335., 11111,

ii, p. 207.

21.1....» to Burghley, [Utrecht], 10 Aug. 1586, 11.11., p. 119,

Wilkes to Walsingham, Utrecht, 26 Oct. 1586, Ibid.,‘p. 208, Wilkes to

Walsingham, Rotterdam, 17 Nov. 1586, Ibid., p. 233, and "A Journal of

my 1.. of Leicester's actions at the first being in lollan ," 22 Oct.

1586, 8.11., Add. Mss., 48,014, f. 164. Wilkes in the above 17 Wovamber

letter to Walsingham reveals both the results and the reasoning behind

Drake's appeals: "The voyage of Sir Francis Drake into thesepcountries

is not like to be unfruitful, although‘Lat :his..arriva1 he found no dis-

position in the States and people at all to assent of his motions. ”They

cannot yield to 'assist his voyage with any general contribution: but are

contented to dh'al with the inhabitants" of the principal maritime towns ,'

to furnish in every of them a ship or two, according to the ability of

the merchants there residing, from when the States-General, now assembled

at The Hague do expect a speedy answer and resolution, so as if her Majesty

shall determine that Sir Prancis Drake do venture again to the Indies,

it is not to be doubted that he shall have some good assistance from

hence. Of what necessity it is that the Queen's principal enemy be

attqted that way, your lordship can best perceive, but we find it more

than probable here that if he [Philip II] may enjoy his Indies quietly,

he will make her Majesty and these countries soon weary of their defense."

(fly brackets.)
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Leicester had coqletely accepted Uurghley's explanation of the reason

for his recall and was furthermore pleased that his suggestion, that

Wilkes serve on the Council of State in his own absence, had been taken.

On the other hand, Wilkes found that with the members of the

Council of State "my arrival is not so grateful as was expected, albeit

for mine own part I am not deceived therein foreknowing these men."1

Wilkes and Drake spent the next five days in Utrecht waiting for Leicester

while he, "for the most part," sat "continually in counsel" with the

Council of State. The formality of wilkas' admittance to that adminis-

trative body was also attended to, and by the 30th the three of th-

had traveled on to The Eaguo via Rotterdam to take care of Drake's

special business and Leicester's mu leave-taking.2

Once at The lague, Leicester, on the 31st October, formally

announced to both the Council of State (which had followed him there from

Utrecht) and the States-General his intention to retire i-ediately to

England. he gave as the cause of this determination his u-ons to attend

the Parliament than sitting at Westminster to handle the matter of Mary

Stuart. Wilkes, who was present as one of the two English meders of the

Council of State, observed that, "The States and Council used by slender

dntrealq to his Excellency for his stay and continuance there among

thu, whereunto his Excellency and we that were of the Council for her

Majesty did not a little marvel. "3

This obvious eagerness on the States' part to be rid of Leicester

was followed up ten days later by their submittance of a "lemonurance"

 

lWilkes to Walsingham, Utrecht, 26 Oct. 1586, 95;. £03., XXI,

11’ ”Q 2m‘9.

2211., ..1 Journal on Leicester, 29 Oct. 1586, 1.11., Add. 11...,

48,014, f. 164.

3Bruce, Leycester's Correspondence, note p. 443, and Wilkes Journal,

(Oct.] 1586, f. 82.
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to the Governor-General, listing the grievances for which they sought

redress , or at least good answer to before his departure. keitarating

their old coqlaints on his military policy, his fiscal and trade

policies, and his Utrecht activities, the States found they were forced,

four days later, to re-submit their remonstrances because of their inability

to understand Leicester's marginal answers scribbled in his own uniquely

unintelligible hand. sprinkled with some concessions, his second reply

proved satisfactory to them, end they quickly assented to his departure.1

Uut Leicester too had some complaints. to make before he edarkad

for England and, because of his deficiencies in any language but English,

11. naked 11111... to 3.11... 111. speech to . codined Hod, of the Council

of State, a co-ittee of the States-General, and Uarnovelt. Delivered

onW 13th, Wilkes voiced Leicester's "grief" that he was as yet

«1.1.1... by the States whether or not they took his earlier advice to

send a delegation of co-issioners to Elizabeth to inform her of‘the state

of their affairs and, to ask for £50,000 or fi0,000 sterling.2 If

co-issioners were in fact to be sent, what were their instructions and

how was he to "satisfy" her Majesty in regard to their "greater affairs"

1: 1.. departedu'ninformed of their intentions? 11111... also 1.: them '

know of Leicester's displeasure that unlike Utrecht, the States of Uolland

and Zeeland had refused to offer the sovereignty of the United Provinces

to r11....ch.3‘

Apparently ignoring the first coqlaint the deputies sinly

pointed out the illegality of Utrecht's action by reminding Leicester

 

1&1.” 11. 32-33. 3.. 1o 11... 1536, 95;. lo_r., xxx, 11, pp.

221-23 for a st-ary of the "Eamonurance" and Leicester's ans1mr thereto.

acouncil of State and Leicester to the States-Consul, Utrecht,

1 Oct. 1586, Ibid., pp. 182-83.

3(13] 116.. 1536, 1313., pp. 325-26, ..1 H0111”, letharlands, 11,

Po 1“.
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that according to the articles of the Union of Utrecht no individual

province could deal separately in such matters without the unanimous

vote of all the other member provinces.1

The following day a memorial from Leicester was presented. to the

States-General and again it was probably Wilkes who delivered it. In

it were a series of questions the Governor-Consul desired answers to

for Elizabeth.

To the question of how they planned to approach Elizabeth concerning

mu... .11, .11., informed 1.1.»... .1... . 1.1.9.1.. .1 m1. «pun.

was to 1.11.. 1.1.. 1.1.11...» 1... 1.31.1.3, .11... they would answer a...

question to Leicester before approaching the Queen. As to what hope he

could give Elizabeth concerning an increase in their contribution to

the war effort during the next three or four years, the States replied

that such an increase was impossible. In turn they asked that Leicester

induce Elizabeth to double her aid to them. Another of the Earl's

questions sought the States' reaction to the possibility of Philip II

offering peace to Elizabeth. To this they retorted that they would

"utterly refuse all co-unication of peace." Another of the more important

questions in the memorial asked the present condition of the Union of

Utrecht. The States insinuatingly replied that all was going well except

for Utrecht,fiich problem they'hoped Leicester would quickly remedy.2

One of. the Governor-General's last matters of business was to set

up the conditions by which the affairs of the United Provinces would be

governed during his absence. Uy his Act of Coven-ant he decided that

the Council of State was to be left in general control of all civil and

11111.

21...... .1 .11. States-General, 14 11... 1536, £51. m" 211, 11,

pp. 223-33, ..1 11111...’ 3.....1, [14] o... 1586, 11. 33-34.
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military affairs and that all their directives were to be carried out

in his name along with being. signed by the Chief Stadtholder, Count liaurice

of lassau and one of the two English utters Jof the Council. l‘rhis W

stipulation suggests and indeed Leicester was later to claim that the

Act of Coveruent made Wilkes equal in emission to Count Maurice and

the rest of the Council of State.1 Surprisingly, General lorris was to

be left in charge. of the English forces and lobenloe in co-and of all

the other foreign troops.2

,Obvilously fearful of what the Council of State night do in his

absence, and desirous of retaining as much authority in his (own hands as

possible, Leicester, the next day, proceeded to linit the Council's

power by means of his "Act of Restriction.” Designed to prevent the

Council of State from making major changes in the nilitary organisation

during his absence, the Act, in reality, created a potentially hasardous

power vacut- in the military co-and. It also proved to be a contri-

buting factor in the eventual ineffectiveness of the Council.3

On lovember 15th, just as Leicester was ready to depart, the States

asked one more favor of bin. Would he allow letters with his signature

attached to be sent to all the provinces indicating that the reason for

his departure "was not for any nislike conceived of the actions and

proceedings of the said states?“ This he promised to do if he could first

 

121d" f. 83, and Wilkes to Burghley, Rotterdam, l7 lov. 1586,

_C_a_}_. _l_'_o_r_., 211,11, pp. 232-33, and Leicester's "Declaration," Aug.

1587, 3.1L, Add. lss. 68,116, f. 53.

awn... to Burghley, Rotterdam, 17 Dev. 1586, ,c_._;. my, :11,

ii, pp. 232-33. Wilkes had written to Walsingham (Utrecht, 26 Oct. 1586,

21th, p. 209) that Leicester preferred his Lord Marshal, Sir William

Pelhan for the position of co-ander of the English forces. Perhaps the

Earl's appointment of his two enenies Iorris and lohenloe came as a

result of some missing instructions fron Elizabeth.

314 lov. 1586, 214., p. 230 and on... Journal, 14 lov. 1586, f.

83. Written in the margin of Hllkes' Journal (in a different hand) next

to these restrictions is the note, "Leicester's great fault.”
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see the letter. Finally, on November 16th after shows of affection on

both sides, Leicester took his leave of the States and started for home.

Wilkes saw the Earl to hordrecht and while there felt compelled to

question the Cwernor-Ceneral's continued affection for bin. Apparently

he had received information that "some persons by their letters" had

warned Leicester to "beware" of Wilkes, suggesting that he had spoken

against the Earl. ‘l‘his Leicester denied, protesting that be still held

an "honorable opinion" of the English councilor. Though somewhat mollified

by this reply, Wilkes took his leave to return to The Eague still con-

vinced that upon Leicester's return to England, his own position would

be endangered. a... he could not know was that he would never see the

WI mil-.1

 

laid” f. 84, Wilkes to Leicester, ‘l‘he Eaguo, 13 Dec. 1586,

8.11., Egerton Ilsa. 1694, ff. 70-71, and Leicester‘s Journal, lov. 1586,

3.11., Add. 48,014, f. 164. 11:. "show of affection" on the States

part and their earlier request that he cancel his departure plans (see

14 lov. 1586, _C_s_l_. £03., XXI, ii, p. 228) were undoubtedly more than a

political gesture. Ibo Earl's absence would obvime create a void

in both the military co-and and the civil governnent; a void that would

aggravate the already intolerable rivalry between factitious army chiefs

and provincial leaders. But even more worrisome was the unfavorable

public reaction that would likely occur if Leicester as the sydiol of

the Anglo-Dutch alliance were to depart. What further hope would they

receive of further English support!
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cum IV

MEImu 0! m MCI GOUICIL OF STATE

After Leicester's departure from the Low Countries in Noveder

1586, Wilkes was left with much to worry about. To begin with, his

own cool reception by the Council of State had underlined the fact that

Anglo-Dutch relations were in poor condition and that his presence on

the Council was no matter for rejoicing among those who had been so

obviously happy at the Earl's leave-taking.

Wilkes was also saddled with the double responsibility not only

of representing England and Leicester at the Council but of doing so alone

in the unexpected absence of Doctor Clerk who had been forced to return

home on private business. legging not to be "left alone in Council" ho

inplorod Walsingham that either Clerk be quickly returned or another of

”judgment and diligence”“be sent to take his place.1

The new Councilor of State also realized that as ineffective as

Leicester's Governorship had thus fer been, his sbsence could only worsen

matters; that is, for as long as England continued its uni-protectorate

relationship with the United Provinces. As he lamented in another letter

to Walsingham:

I do find the state of things here so disjointed and unsettled

that I have just cause to fear some dangerous alteration in the

absence of our governor. Therefore I beseech you as you tender

the preservation of her lisjesty's estate, depending as you know

upon the maintenance of this, that you will procure some speedy

 n,—

lWilkes to Walsinghan, Eotterdan, .17 Wov. 1586, 93;. £55., xxx,

11, p. 233 and Leicester to the Privy Council, The Hague, lo Nov. 1586,

231-. Po 218.
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resolution at home, and the return of some_governor of wisdon and

value to reunite these distracted provinces, who, for lack of a

head, are apt enough to be the workers of their own ruin.

It was clear to Wilkes that as long as Elizabeth was co-itted to

assisting the Dutch she needed someone with extensive authority to over-

see all civil and nilitary matters. Serving as the lone English m-ber

of the Council of State and at the same time attempting accurately to

represent the absent Leicester's desires in that body was to be a near

impossibility.

but Wilkes had another even greater fear. Io had no doubt been

relieved (upon his and Drake's arrival in Utrecht) at the lack of ani-

mosity shown towards hin by Leicester. Apparently, the Earl, in spite

of his recall and Elisabeth's sharp letter of censure did not as yet, or

at least not openly, hold Wilkes responsible for the Queen's displeasure.

however, Wilkes had enemies at the English Court and he continued to

dread Leicester's return to England, for as he told Walsinghan:

l beseech your honor most hudly...to defend my poor credit in

ny absence as in your judgment you shall find me to have deserved,

for I do assure myself the sane will be oppumd with all violence

at the return of his Excellency to the Court.2

‘ To Leicester he wrote nuch the same thing:

Continue me in your good grace and favor, and if any men shall

offer to do me any disgrace with you, as I know is a thing

proper to our English humors and malice (whereof your Lordship

hath also largely tasted your self in your absence), 1 do most

hdly pray your Lordship to hear mine answer before I be condened.3

 

122-

2mm... c. mum, Utrecht, 26 Oct. 1586, Ibid., p. 209. 1...:-

estingly, the 'Iaedprances" Wilkes personally delivered to Leicester on

the touchy problems of Paul Euys, Eingault and the trade placard, do not

appear to have upset the Earl either. See Ibid., pp. 226-27.

3Wilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 3 Dec. 1586, 3.11., Egerton llss.

169‘, _ff. 59-60.
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The Council of State

At this point, it is necessary to pause briefly and look at the

personalities that made up the Council of State of which Wilkes was a

n-ber. Originally designed to nufier eighteen men, the Council seems

rarely, if ever, to have had that under sitting at any one time. In

October of 1586 when Wilkes sen-ed his duties on the Council, its men-

bership 1m... something like this:1

Era Iollsnd:

1) Count laurice of lassau, Governor of lolland and Zeeland and

f'head" of the Council. Throughout Leicester's first tern in the

. letherlands he had become more and more disaffected with the

whole English effort.

2) William Eardesen [or Eardesius] ,‘ burgomaster of Amsterdan. At

first reported to be "well affected” to Leicester's Governorship,

by October 1586 he was drifting more and more in the opposite

direction. By 1587 he was cooperating with the anti-Leicestrian

faction in Rolland.

3) Seigneur van Erederode. Appointed to the Council by Leicester

in January 1586, this ”ancient gentleman” remained throughout "well

affected" to the English crown.

11) Sebastian van Loosen, who had been one of the three clerks

appointed by Leicester to the Mar of Finances and who remained

1.3.1 to 1.1.“... throughout 1.1. mun...

Pr- Zeeland:

5) Joos Toelinck, who had also been one of the three clerks appointed

 

1'The sources for the following information are too n.srous to list,

however, one very helpful docuent is entitled "lanes of Councilors of

Estate in the Low Countries," and was sent by William Davison to Walsinghan

in Pebruary 1586 (C_a_;. £95., 1!, p. 39‘). Unfortunately the list is not

a coqlete one.
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by 1.1....» e. the Chanber of Pinances. n. was both "skillful

in matters of finances and well affected" to the English cause

throughout Leicester 's Governorship.

6) Jacob Valcke (sometinas spelled Pelke). Appointed to the

Council by Leicester in January 1586, he was in February 1586

said to be ”well affected" to his governorship. In fact, he was

always more desirous for a French connection than an English one.

From Utrecht:

7) Adolf van Solms, count of lloeurs and leuenarr. As Governor of

the frontier provinces of Utrecht, Cuelderland, ..d Ovori3.1 he

was at first considered a valuable friend by Leicester, but by

January 1587 was leaning towards the opposition.

8) Aoswijn van Reinhard, better known as Seigneur Van Erakel.

Appointed to the Council by Leicester in the smar of 1586,

this Utrecht nobleman maintained strong Leicestrian synpathies

throughout his tern in the Council. Previously, he had been

appointed by the Earl as one of the three heads of the Chader

of Pinances.

9) Paul Buys. Originally appointed to the Council by Leicester,

he was still in prison in Utrecht at the time Wilkes arrived. ‘ I

Strongly disliked by Leicester, and not highly thought of by Wilkes,

he stayed away from the Council after his release fron prison in

January 1587. .

Prom Friesland:

10) William Lewis of Nassau, nephew to the Prince of Orange and

Governor of Priesland. lie was also considered "well affected" to

Leicester's goveruent; and the mu 1. turn thought 513.1, of

bin.
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ll)Doctor lassol Aysma, President of the provincial Council of

Prieslud. Es too had been appointed to the Council of State

by Leicester and ruained loyal throughout his tern on. that body.

12) Volger Peitsma, another of Leicester's appointments about whom

little is known.

Prom Ouolderland:

l3) Elbertus Leoninns, Doctor of Civil Law. Appointed to the

Council by Leicester in January 1586, he was referred to by the

Earl as ”a very grave,wise old nan;" and it was with bin that

Leicester left his personal seals as Governor-General to use in

his name until his return.

Ir- llanders:

M) Adolf van llaetkerke, who was President of the Council. In

too had been appointed to theCouncil by Leicester in January 15“

and be rushed a strong supporter of the Governor-General. D

English “ers:

' 15) Doctor hartholomow Clerk, whose absence fron the Council from

Iovder 1586 until his return in late larch 1587 was due to his

being in England on private business.

1.) Tbuas Wilkes

It is not known who Council mders n‘ers l7 and 18 were. here than

likely they were the Counts Maurice and losers who not only set for

Welland and Utrecht respectively, but also represented Zeeland and Guoldor-

land as Governors of those provinces. Counting than would make a total

of eighteen.1

 

1.11:1.1. m .1 ca. Treaty .1 lonsuch «mu... .1... 1. “11.1..

to the two English Councilors, Leicester and the two English Governors

of Plushing and Drill could sit on the Council "when they will find it

necessary and expedient for affairs which touch the service of her

Iajosty and the eouideration of the United Provinces." Duont, £952.

21.1mm, V. ,. 455.
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To compare this breakdown of the Council's nebership as it stood

in 1586 with that as it was originally organised following the death of

Willian of Orange1 points out the startling success of Spanish arms in

the southern provinces within two short years:

1581. 1586

Welland 4 4 Holland

Erabant 3* *0 Brabant

Zeeland 3 3 Zoeland

Priesland 3 3 Priceland

Planders 2* *1, Planders

Utrecht 2 3 Utrecht

lechlin 1* *0 Hechlin

Guslderland 0 2 Guelderland

England _0_ _g_ England

TOTAL 18 18 (This total includes

the Counts Iaurice

and Hoeurs as each

representing nore

than one province.)

Along with the above council meters there were at least three clerks

or “greffiers” as they were called.

1) Daniel do Eurchgrave, former Attorney General of Plandors and

one of Leicester's secretaries who had also been appointed as

Auditor to the Chder of Finances by the Earl.

2) George Gilpin, a former agent of the nerchant Adventurers in

Iiddolburg whose great importance to Wilkes and Clerk lay in

his ability to understand "Low Dutch."

3) Christopher luygens, about wha little is known.

Originally intended to serve only a three month term, the councilors

were in Pebruary 1586 appointed for a year's term. Generally sitting at

The logos, the Council of State (unlike the States-General which usually

sat but once a day) not in session twice a day (except in unusual circum-

stances) from 9:00 a.n. to noon and frou 4:00 p.n. to 7:00 p.n. In

 

18.. n.1, m, m, p. 199 for . breakdown of the Council's

Idership.
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matters of great importance or when either body required it, the two

”congresses“ could and often did meet in joint sessions.1

Trouble With the States-General

The first few weeks following the departure of Leicester proved

to be fraught with difficulties for poor Wilkes. Just before he said

good-by to Leicester at Dordrecht, the latter had given him the respon-

sibility of delivering into the hands of the States the prisoner Jacques

Eingault. Leicester had previously arrested the former Treasurer-

General of the Chester of Finances at their insistence and the States

were now demanding that as a precautionary measure during the Earl's

absence, kingault be turned over to them. Then, in an obvious display

of distrust in Leicester's promise to do so, they ordered the magistrates

of Dordrecht to seize Eingault, whom they suspected would atteqt to

follow the Earl to England.2

Aware that the States were "violently determined...under color of

justice to bereave him [kingault] of his life" Wilkes decided on another

course. Ignoring Leicester's parting orders to deliver the prisoner to

The lague, be, according to "the duty of a good Christian man," conveyed

Eingault to Utrecht and the safe keeping of the Provost larshal of the

English troops in that town. Wilkes explained to Leicester that had he

1... otherwise, "the 3...... would have forcibly m... .1. ..c of my 11.....3

In defense of Leicester's honor Wilkes sou-ed full responsibility

for this action. lo told the States' Advocate, Earnevelt, that the Earl

 

117 July 1590, 3.11., Cott. Calba D. VII, f. 206. Though this docu-

nent is dated ”1590” it seems reasonable to assune that the meeting

schedule of the Council was similar in 1586-87. See also Wilkes Journal,

b Feb. 1587.

23111.. 1:. Leicester, 11.. Hague, 3 n... 1586, 1.11., 11...... 11...

169., ff. 58-60.

31.1..
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had kept his promise by delivering kingault inte his (Wilkes') hands.

Angered at this unexpected development Earnevelt (as he was generally

referred to) warned that "he found the States and towns," as Wilkes

informed Leicester,

'fortMAlterex' (for that was his phrase) towards your Lordship

in respect of Eingault, and feared there would follow some

alteration of disposition in them towards you which he wished to

be prevented.

Iarnevelt ended by asking Wilkes to delay.speaking of the‘matter to the

States in order to give him tine to ”better" advise him on what course

to follow}

lertunately,‘Wilkes had done the right thing as far as Leicester

was concerned. Just a few days after the Earl departed, Wilkes received

a letter from him admonishing him:

to be very careful in satisfying the States touching lingault.

I did promise upon nine honor he should be brought back again,

and so I have done; but I will be no butcher to the greatest

nonarch in the world, much less a betrayer of a man's life who I

caused myself to be apprehended to please them...What some of

th-selves have sworn and vowed touching his death you know, and

I pray you declare; for as I will keep promise with them for the

person of the man so do I look to have my honor regarded at their

hands, seeing more salice than just desert indeed against him!

although I take the man to have faults enow, but net capital.

Several days after Wilkes' visit with hernevelt, several deputies

of the States-General came to the Council of State to ask if Leicester

had signed their letters which explained to the Provinces that his leave-

taking*was not for any “mislike conceived of the States." After telling

them that Leicester had not, because of the wording of the letters,

Wilkes took the opportunity to explain that the Earl had also refused

because of their violent proceedings against kingault and the little

 

12”., (Merlined in original.)

2Leicester to Wilkes, Rotterdam, 20 Nov. 1586, 93;. 95., n1,

1‘», ”a 238-39.
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credit they gave" to Leicester's "promise for his [kingault's]

return.“-

though Eingault continued to be the cause of nuch disagreement

between Wilkes and the States, the forner's appreciation over having had

his life saved by the English councilor, led him to repay Wilkes with

periodic secret intelligences of affairs in Utrecht. Eventually he was

allowed to return to his old home in the Spanish Wetherlands where he

renounced his Calvinisn for Catholicisn and died a faithful subject of

Spain.2

But even before Wilkes' refusal to deliver lingault, and Leicester's

failure to sign their letters, the States, several individual Dutch

leaders, and even a majority of the Council of State had begun to under-

nine Leicester's authority.

7 Just prior to Leicester's departure, the States and he had decided

that because of the approaching winter season and their desires to nake

the ordinary war contributions suffice during his absence, a general

’ nuster of both English and Dutch paid soldiers would be carried out, so

that the "superfluous companies of horse and foot" could be "cassed"

[disnissed]. 'l'hen those among then considered "meet to be retained“

would be used to raise the "un-cassed" companies to full strength)-

 

1Wilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 3 Dec. 1586, 3.11., Egerton use.

169‘, ff. 58-60 (underlined in the original). So worried was Wilkes over

Ringault's safety, that when the latter wrote hin from Utrecht requesting

permission to stay in his own home "upon caution" instead of in prison,

Wilkes refused for fear that his enenies would capture him and deliver

it t. a. Stat“. Ibid.

asun- to Leicester, 11.. Eague, 12 Dec. 1586, 59;. £95., n1,

ii, pp. 268-69, Eingault to Wilkes, Utrecht, 18 Peb. and 8 larch 1587,

Ibid., pp. 368-69 and 2395-96, and Hotley, letherlands, II, p. 107,

footnote no. 2. the only instructions Leicester gave Wilkes in answer

to his anxious requests for direction in this matter was to use his own

jadgnent in the natter. Leicester to Wilkes, [the Court], 2!. Dec. 1586,

I.l!., Egerton Ilse. 1694, f. 78.

3Wilkes to Leicester and Elizabeth, The Iague, 9 Dec. 1586,
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Leicester turned the responsibility of effecting this nuster over

to the Council of State. When the latter approached the States with a

request for 650,000 guilders (£105 ,000)te pay the soldiers under the States

pay, they were refused on the grounds that the nuster first be taken and

then the money would be forthcoming. Realising thatsoldiers always

considered almeterthe equivalent of being paid, the Council protested.

They explained that if the soldiers were mustered without at the same

time receiving their wages, they would nutiny and thus "heard the whole

state of the [Low] Countries.“ 1

Chagrined at being answered with an arguent they themselves had

used before, the States asked for time to consider the problem. Eortunately

they were willing to accept the obvious and two weeks later promised a

grant of £38,000 "which," as Wilkes told Iurghley, "has stayed the nutiny

of those of the States charge."2

In actually carrying out the reductions, both the States and the

Council of State ignored Leicester's Act of Restriction and no anount of

protesting on the part of Wilkes or Sir John Worrie could stop them.

”There are cassed ten companies of horse and about forty-eight of footmen,"

Wilkes explained to Leicester.

25;. 2213., III, ii, pp. 261, and 264-64, and Wilkes' Journal, 8, l6, l7

lov. 1586, E.W., Cott. use. Gslba CX, ff. 82 and 86.

11bid.

21514., and Wilkes to Burghley, lhe Eague, 9 Dec. 1586, _C_a_1_. 595.,

III, ii, p. 262. At the start of Leicester's governorship it had been

agreed that all troop mueters would be carried out jointly by the English

and Dutch authorities. However, in October of 1586 when themes Digges

as luster-laste‘r-Ceneral of the Low Countries asked for such a joint

muster, the Dutch refused, explaining that to do so without noney to pay

the men would result in their nutiny. In this instance, however, Digges

suspected their real motive was not fear of a nutiny but a desire to see

the accounts fall into "confusion." Diggee to Wals ingham, Canp before

Zutphen, 11 Oct. l586, Ibid., p. 198.
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Wherein there is no observation had of the order taken by your

lordship before your departure. The foot companies are not reduced

all to 200 heads, as was appointed, but some are of 200, some of

300, some of 150, and some but of 50 heads. Likewise our English

comanies retained in their pay are the one half at 200 and the

other at 150 heads every company; and the places of garrison

assigned for the English by a list signed by your lordship

are likewise altered, and Dutch appointed unto many of them.

Wilkes further explained that Barnevelt and several others from the States-

General had joined with the majority of the Council of State in arguing

against the two Englishmen "so that Sir John Worris and myself, having

but two voices in the Council, the reduction was in this sort concluded

by plurality of voices among them. "1

lleanwhile, Count thenloe, who at the time of Leicester's leave-

teking had been ill at Delft, was also working against the Earl. Eeigning

anger at Leicester's failure to "salute" hin during his journey past

Delft to Dordrecht, the Count had begun to "dress a party" for resisting

English influence. He began to reorganize all the Dutch companies after

his own "fantasy and mind...wherein," as Wilkes reported to Leicester,

”almost every man that is well affected to your Lordship or her ilajesty

is cassed and only those returned that are of his devotion.2

To Walsingham he explained:

Count Hohenloe...hath even since my Lord's departure gone about to ‘-

etrengthen himself hereby assuring divers frontier towns and

places within these countries to himself; having them co-anded

with governors and garrisons at his devotion. The man is violent

and hateful to these countries and people, and yet feared and

favored by the States and Council. It will behave us to have an

eye to his actions.3

Wilkes had good reason to suggest that both the States and the

Council were in support of Hohenloe's actions. On December 6th when the

 

l‘Wilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 9 Dec. 1586, Ibid., p. 261.

22351., 9 Dec. 1586, f. 64. See also, thenloe to Wilkes, Delft,

3 Feb. 1586, §_e_l_. 135., III, ii, p. 352.

31:11:... to mm...» The Hague, 3 Dec. 1586, Ibid., p. 253.
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two Dutch Councilors Eardesius and teelinck returned from conferring

with the Count and some of the States' deputies on the progress of the

cassatiens, they brought with them "an order” for replacing "uny" of

the English garrisons with Dutch companies. Wilkes i-ediately opposed

this'violation of Leicester's authority by brandishing the Earl's

"Act of Restriction" which expressly forbade such alterations. lolland's

Advocate, Earnevelt, who was in attendance representing the States-General,

reacted with "cheler and envayed indiscreetly against the said act.”

Wnintimidated, Wilkes reproved the Advocate for his ”insolence" and

went on to defend the Governoreceneral's authority. As it turned out,

Wilkes' and Sir John lorris' voices were again not enough to withstand

the "plurality" of the rest of the Council and se the order was passed

in spite of their protests.1

the Council of State further demonstrated their anti-English senti-

mente by assenting to the Priesland Estates' revocation of a patent for

the "leceivorship of the' Contributions" in that province, given by

Leicester to one named Inglestat. In fact, so pronounced were these

sentiments becoming that Wilkes declared that he dared "not be absent

out of the Council, finding already that there is course held to hide

Deny things from my knowledge."2

' In the midst of these disconcerting developments, Wilkes learned

that the Danish King Erederick III and his counselors were very interested

in serving as mediators for an Anglo-Spanish peace in order to help put

 

lWilkee' Journal, 6 Dec. 1586, f. so.

Wilkes' Journal, 1 Dec. 1586, r. as, and Wilkes to Leicester,

the Iague, 3 Dec. 1586, 3.1L, Egerton use. 16%, ff. 59-60. timeadd again

Wilkes was forced to impede the Council's actions with Leicester's Aet

of Restriction but invariably he was either voted down or his demands

ignored after their initial acceptance. See Wilkes' Journal,‘26 Ma

1586, f. 88.
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a stop to the economically crippling Dutch Revolt. Incorrectly suspecting

that Elisabeth was secretly behind such plans, and fearful of the Dutch

finding out about it, Wilkes begged Walsingham to do all in his power to

turn her from then. "It will be necessary," wrote Wilkes,

for your honor and others that affect her lajesty'e preservation,

to oppose yourselves thereto; because if her Majesty should accept

of a peace to 'conclude' these countries [and] this people will

not only refuse it, but her Majesty will be like to remain in the

greatest danger. 1

then, later in Decoder "to help forward the destruction of all;"

a roar was spread throughout the United Provinces that Elisabeth was

already in the process of concluding an "underhand" peace with Perms;

"whereof," Wilkes wrote, "many of the towns (upon mislike of this general

confusion) do prepare themselves (as the States inform us) to allow and

accept thereof." Anxious to put a stop to this rumor, the Council sub-

sequently published a "proclamation" throughout the Provinces "to

prohibit, upon pain of severe punishment that, no more speeches be need

thereof."2

Along with this problem came news that a dangerous dispute had

broken out in the province of Utrecht between the basically egalitarian

 

lWilkes to Walsingham, the Hague, 3 Dec. 1586, Cal. £93., :11, u,

p. 252. Later in January 1586, one of the Danish EingTragents was

captured near Brussels, by some horsemen of the garrison at Bergen-op-

Zoom. "Eifled of all that he had" it was discovered that the agent was

returning to Denmark with letters fron Perms to Frederick II discussing

a proposed peace between England and Spain. Eoth Wilkes and the States

were worried in having their former suspicions so patently confirmed.

the former sent a full report of the incident to both Elisabeth and

Leicester, including information on the contents of the captured docn-ents

as well as the dismay both he and the States-‘feltovfer such revelations.

the States-General, in turn, wrote a letter to the Danish King trying to

apologise for the unwarranted capture of his agent and at the same indi-

cating their displeasure at the proposed secret peace. Wilkes to Leicester,

the lague, 19 Jan. 1587, _I___bid., pp. 321-22, States-General to Frederick II,

the Eague, 19 Jan. 1587, I_b__id., pp. 324-25, and Wilkes to Elisabeth, the

lague, l9 Jen. 1587, E.l‘l.,Earl. lies. 6994, ff. 45-46.

21mm to Leicester, the lague, 4 Jan. 1587, n1__g., p. 300 and

Wilkes' Journal, 29 Dec. 1586 and 14 Jan. 1587, ff. 89 and 90.
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southern exiles who controlled the towns on one hand, and the clergy

and nobility on the other hand. Wilkes' own lucid and direct account

of the whole affair is worth quoting for the light it sheds on the

machinations and medership of the Leicestrian party in these towns.

there is a controversy within the town and province of Utrecht (their

estate being compounded of the nobility, clergy, and town, containing

their several meters) between the towns and the clergy, whom the

towns have inhibited to appear any more in the public assefllies,

meaning to case them upon pretence that the clergy,ntheir third-

meder, is a hindrance to their good proceedings. the nobility taketh

part with the clergy, and do not think it fit or agreeable with order

or justice that one third ne‘er, inferior to the other two, should

take upon him to depose the first member, being the clergy, without

the authority of the sovereign governor of the general assent of

the Union. At the beginning of the garboile, it was thought fit

by this council to depute the Count lioeurs, lions. de lleetkert,

and Doctor Eotnanfl persons of judgment, to hear the controversy....

And as they were travailing to reduce them to an accord, there came

a letter to the captains of the bourgeoisie of the town of Utrecht

(being the principal movers of this dissension), written by hr. .

Ierle, by which they have taken heart to persist obstinately in their

purpose, persuading themselves that their proceedings will be avowd

by her Majesty. And albeit this letter doles] not directly touch

the matter yet the large promises he maketh in her liajesty's n-e

of her absolute purpose to embrace their cause, "gm 13 21.31...

gig," as he termeth it, hath been occasion that they have uttered

in public speeches that the letters of her Hajeety's adassador

lerle hath given them sufficient hope that her Hejesty will not

nislike of their doings in going about to banish Popery out of that

province, which they make to be a show and countenance of their

dealings; but, as I an informed, the most part of those that are

'-of this clergy, and do hold the ecclesiastical livings, are married

and of the religion. And in truth, as far as I can perceive, their

quarrel is not against the persons of the ecclesiastics, because they

are contented that the persons shall continue in their aesedlies,

but against the livings, which they mean to convert to some other

uses. And although, for mine own poor opinion, I think the church

livings were most fitly to be converted to the defense of the public

cause, yet the manner of the doing thereof should be speedily prevented

forall men of judgment here are of opinion that if it be not stayed,

'it will hasard the loss of the town, and consequently of the whole ‘

'province. I an informed that the magistrates of Utrecht have

despatched towards my lord-general and her llajesty one Eerman hodet,

their chief minister, to acquaint th- with the matter, and to make

good their proceedings. the said nodet, by the report of I. de

Villiere, the ninister and Saravia, a great learned preacher of Leyden,

 

1(Originally the Council had requested Wilkes to serve on this ce-ittee

of mediation but being afraid to leave the Council without another English

meter to keep watch on its proceedings, he refused the assiguant and

in his place sent Leicester's Dutch agent Doctor Eotman. Wilkes' Journal,

17 Iov. ,Qid” f. 85.
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is taken to be the greatest unions in all these countries; and it is

aveuched by them aid-:bthers of the best condition that he was the

only occasion of. the loss of Ghent, upon the like matter begun by

him within the town. the Prince of Orange, in his time, could never

brdek the same llodet, and, as the Count liaurice telleth me, he did

always oppose himself against the counsel and designs of the Prince

his father. I thought it not unfit to give you this taste of the

condition of liodet, because I know that my Lord Worth (Governor of

Plushing], hr. Eilligrew, and Ir. [themes] Webbe [Clerk of the

Check at the lague] have greatly supported him in his huors at

Utrecht, and it is not to be doubted that they will do the like at

home. to conclude, it will behove her liajesty if she tender the

preservation of the town and province of Utrecht. being the key of

lolland toward Eriese, Gelders, and Overijsel, to send speedily hither

some person of credit from herself' unto the whole states of that

province and to enterpose her credit and authority for the staying

of the present disorder: I think no man for that purpose were fit

than Ir. Doctor Clerk for the knowledge he hath of those men and

their honor-.1

At his wits end after only a few weeks of trying to cope with

Dutch problems by himself, Wilkes wrote home pleading that Doctor Clerk

or some other he speedily returned to help with these myriad problem.

As he explained it "I am not able to go through these things alone."'

he begged Walsingham to do what he could to induce Elisabeth to "hasten

us hither a governor," and to the Queen herself he wrote:

Your hajesty should either send back the Earl of Leicester as

speedily as you may or appoint some other of quality and wisdom

to take his place: for since his departure, we have been more

troubled by intestine diesensions than by any atteqt of the

enemy.2

In short, Wilkes was already fed up with his whole situation. As he

confessed to Leicester, "for my part, seeing their confusion and irresol-

utions, I am already the meet weary of my place that maybe. "3

 

1Ibid., and Wilkes to Walsingham, the lague, 24 Dec. 1586, P.E.O.,

80’. 105, “1’ ft. 13-1‘0

aWilkes to Walsingham, the lague, 3 Dec. 1586, £51. _Po_r_., XXI,

ii, p. 253, Wilkes to Elisabeth, the lague, 3 Dec. 1586, Ibid., and

Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, 3 Dec. 1586, E.Il., Cott. Ilse. Cslba C.

x’ f. ‘0.

3Q“. , f. 58.
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Mary Queen of Scots

It was small comfort for Wilkes when he learned from Leicester

shortly thereafter that no i-ediate help with these problems could be

expected from home, because "little has been done, by reason of the

business of the Queen of Scots."1 this matter of the trial and possible

execution of Wary Queen of Scots was of no small concern for Wilkes too.

Shortly after Leicester's departure, he asked Walsingham for information

concerning the governent's actions against her.

If I might receive some abstract of her crimes and the manner of

proceeding against her,...I should hold myself greatly bound

to you, and I suppose it would do good here, to satisfy many

men that hold the course taken against her somewhat strange,

considering her quality.2

Inch as Wilkes sided with Walsingham and Leicester in hping that

liary would be speedily, yet lawfully executed, he, unlike most on the

Privy Council was not so optimistic as to expect that it would be carried

out quickly without a lynching. As he explained to Walsingham in early

Decefier:

Cod send our great cause at home a good issue for the safety of

her liajesty and the realm, but I fear her liajesty will hardly be

wrought to assent to the execution of the Scottish Queen to be

done according to justice, and if she should be prosecuted upon

the proclamation [of her guilt], I think in my poor opinion it

will be no small blemish to the honor of her llajesty and the

justice of England. Iowbeit, I hold it fitter to be done then

mt “It.

treble with Leicester

It will be remdered that a concerned Wilkes had written letters

to his friends at the Court asking that his credit he maintained in his

 

lLeicester to Wilkes, Eichond, 4 Dec. 1586, §_a_l_. 95., :11,

ii, p. 257.

31mm to Walsingham, the s.p., 1:. Dec. 1586, Ibid., pp. 274-75.

3Ihid. Oly brackets.)
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absence. On December 3rd Walsingham replied with assurances of his con-

tinued friendship as well as news that he had "dealt earnestly" with

Elisabeth to give no credit to evil reports of bin. the result of

Walsingham's efforts was the Queen's non-co-ittal promise to continue

"to stand therein" as Wilkes' "gracious lady."1

Dut these assurances were not enough for the English councilor.

Shortly thereafter he appealed directly to Elisabeth herself. Asking

for someone to assist him on the Council of State, he implored her,

not to admit any alteration of your gracious opinion formerly

conceived of my fidelity and service by any sinister information '

that may be delivered unto your Highness against me: and that

according to...your promise made unto me at my departing from

your Hajesty you will...not only spare an ear to hear mine answer

and just defense, but also consider of the persons that shall

attempt to disgrace me with your Hajesty...bi|ereby your Hajesty

shall be the better judge of them and encourage me to serve you

with the more plainess and sincerity (which few men do).

but almost simultaneously with this request came the disturbing

news that Leicester's Elemish secretary, Daniel de Eurgrave, (whom he

had sent on an assignent to England in October) had spoken harshly of

the Council of State and especially against the accuracy of the financial

report it had delivered to Wilkes. Angered by this questioning of their

integrity the Council set about to authenticate their previous report by

drawing up an even more elaborate one.3

Wilkes was also concerned about this new development, but was even

nore worried when he learned that Leicester was not only blaming him for

"having spoken falsely" against his good name but also accusing him of

 

lWalsingham to Wilkes, the Court, 3 Dec. 1586, Ibid., p. 251.

eunu- to Elisabeth, m Eague,‘9 Dec. 1586, P.R.O., so. 105,

xcr, r. s.

3Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 13 Dec. 1586, 8.11., Egerton

Wee. 1694, ff. 70-7l.
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failing to make the report available for the Earl's inspection prior to

his carrying it into England.1

Anxious to defend the integrity of his actions, Wilkes i-ediately

wrote Leicester denying that he had ever spoken against him and pointedly

riimding him of his own previous refusal to look at the report in

question. Of the Council's report Wilkes told Leicester:

I am heartily sorry. for my part to hear...that there is a great

fault laid to my charge in receiving those things from them, and

that your lordship had not perused them before my coming away, to

which I may answer...that I brought them to you to Elten with

a desire that your lordship might have perused them which then,

you refused to do, willing me expressly to go and deliver such

things as I had received...I did not perceive any great disposition

in you to bestow the time to peruse so large volumes of matter as

then I laid before your lordship.2

Dy January 12th the States' and Council's new financial report had

been completed. this, they sent to Elisabeth and a copy was delivered

to Wilkes who quickly enclosed it in a letter to Leicester. In this

letter, Wilkes explained that the only noticeable difference between the

new report and the former one was the addition of the receipts for the

three months and ten days (November 20th-January let) which had not been

contained in the first report.3

 

1214.

2Ibid. that Wilkes understood his report to be the main cause o

Leicester's displeasure is shown in one of his letters to Eurghley: "I

am given to understand that there is no small offence taken by my Lord

of Leicester of my late report made to her llajesty of the state of these

countries, and of the greatness of the charge sustained by them since the

government of his lordship here. I trust your lordship will testify for

me that my said report was altogether founded upon the accounts and papers

delivered unto me by the Council of State here, wherein if there be errors

(as I suppose there is not), the fault is to be ascribed to them." Wilkes

concludes this letter by asking that the information he has given therein

will "be no occasion of my hurt or undoing; being (as I am credibly informed)

dangerously threatened at home for my plain dealing in my former voyage."

See 12 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S.P. l05, ECI, ff. 17-18.

3Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 12 Jan. 1587, n.s., Add. 1m.

48,127, r. 77.
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the contents of this second report were summarized by Wilkes in

letters he wrote the same day to Burghley and Walsingham. In these

letters, he indicated that for the past twelve nonths of 1586, the war

had cost the States and England over £560,000. "I fear it will greatly

terrify her Hajesty to behold it" he exclaimed.,to Walsinghan.1

England's share of this figure was over £150,000, which, though

more than the £126,180 10s. pggmgggg! Elisabeth planned to spend, was

not the main reason for her anger over these revelations. the real

rub was that even after having poured an extra quarter-of-adnillion

pounds sterling into the Low Countries, English companies were still

not only months behind in their pay, poorly equipped and fed, and no

where near their full numerical strength, but also had accomplished only

‘moderate success in the battlefield. The report Wilkes had delivered to

the Queen in September had made all this amply clear and now the new

report pointed out the sane thing.2

Leicester, of course, was no more impressed with this second

report than with the former one. to Wilkes he wrote:

I have your letter answering nine, though not so full as I

expected. As touching the States' information concerning the

accounts, I have already disproved them here openly in that and

shall do hereafter, I doubt not, in the rest.3

this was only the beginning of Wilkes' troubles with Leicester.

On.December 12th he wrote a matter of_fact letter to the Earl reporting

the day's activities in the Council of State. However, in writing the

letter he committed a simple oversight that would not have upset a normal

 

LWilkes to Burghley and Whlsinghem, the Hague, 12 Jan. 1587,

,0‘000, S.P. 105, m1, ff. 17-190

2Sir John Norris to Walsingham, the Hague, 11 April 1587, £51.

For., XXI, iii, p. 14.

3Leicester to Wilkes, Greenwich, 21 Jan. 1587, Ibid., 11, p. 326.
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man, but to a man of Leicester's misplaced pride, the mistake was taken

as an "insidious" attack on his good name.

Wilkes had matter-of-factly reported that six deputies from the

States -General had. come to the Council, "as their manner is," and there

accused Leicester of hazarding the safety of "divers provinces" through

his purely political appointments. they gave as examples his appointment

of "a Receiver in Friesland, contrary to the liking of the States of

that province," the "unlawful electing of a burgomaster of Utrecht,"

and "the giving of a Heceivership of the contributions of Brabant

against the opinion of the Council." Wilkes concluded his report by

stating that "these and other like voices of reproach and discontent are

cast daily in our noses."1

However, in ending his report this way, Wilkes failed to give a

single word of explanation as to how he defended Leicester against

these charges. this oversight confirmed Leicester's suspicions that

Wilkes was cunningly going about to undermine his reputation.

In an angry letter to Wilkes written on Decesber 24th, Leicester

exclaimed, "I take this manner of dealing [to be] villanious and deceit-

ful!" Striking out at Wilkes' report he insinuated: "It appears indeed

some are as backward to answer for me there as they were forward to

inform untruely of me here." Finally he scribbled:

But beware, I have known men to trust so much to their fine wits

as they proved [their] very follies; in the end let me have right,

I desire no more. And you have cause to look [that] I should

have it, being as you are, and put in trust as I have done you

there, if you be not the unthankful and most ungrateful man

that lives.2

 

l1iilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 12 Dec. 1586, gal. £95., XXI,

ii, pp. 268-69.

13.3., Egerton Has. 1694, ff. 77-78.
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As time progressed, Leicester 'a ’anger grew even more intense and

unfair. He falsely accused Wilkes of writing against him to Elizabeth,

of coaching the Council of State in what to say against him in their

letter to Elizabeth, of exaggerated fiscal reporting, and of continued

failure to defend his name in the Netherlands. He accused him of being

"a patron of 100 errors" and a man tainted by the "liberalities" of the

Low Countries.1

A letter from Wilkes- brother-in-law Henry Smith, who had been

at the Court at Christmas-time, is most revealing:

.It is generally bruited here of a most heavy displeasure conceived

by my Lord of Leicester against you, and it is said to be so great

as that he hath protested to be revenged of you. And to procure

you the more enemies, it is said he hath revealed to my'Lord

treasurer and Secretary Davison, some injurous speeches...you"

should have used of them to him, at your last being with him...

Further, some of the said lord's secretaries or private servants

have reported that it were good for you never to return hither

or if their lord be appointed to go over again it will be too hot

for you to tarry there. these things thus coming to the ears of

your friends, have stricken a great grief and fear into the minds

of such as love you, lest the wonderful power and authority of this

man being bent against you should do you hurt while there is none

to answer for you.

Smith ended his letter by advising Wilkes to "entertain your chiefest

friends" who are near Elizabeth with many letters, as well as letters

to her Hajesty.2

Wilkes protested to Leicester that his numerous reports and letters

"are no invention of mine or fruits of a fineness of wit, or written to

 

l'Wilkes to Walsingham, the Hague, 27 Jan. 1587, 8.H., Add. Hes.

5935, ff. 6-7, and Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 27 Jan. 1587, 8.14.,

Egerton Has. 1964, ff. 102-3.

2Henry Smith to Wilkes, London, 26 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S.P. 15,

m, f. 18. Exactly what Henry Smith's connection with the Court was

is uncertain. Sir Walter Raleigh, in a letter to Hobart Cecil (Dec. 1594,

3.11., Hatfield use. [microfilm], XXIX, f. 61), stated that he "waits on

the Keeper .'[Sir'=John Puckeringl," the statement, "While thereis none

to answer for you" refers to Walsingham's absence, due to sickness which

kept him away from Court for several months in the early part of 1587.

[See Head, Walsinghg, III, p. 57.] Underlined in original by Wilkes

himself.
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tax your lordship, but [are] to give, you knowledge." In fact, Wilkes

continues, his diligence in reporting all this information would be

recompensed with thanks from others "whereas I am requited with

checking. "1

In answer to the Earl's charge that he had refused to defend his

authority, Wilkes replied that even if

I had not loved you, yet because the same was uttered in reproach

of our nation and goverment among them, I would not have been so

forgetful of my duty as to have foreborn to answer thereunto in

defense as became me. And touching your lordship in particular,

I do desire with all my heart, that it would but please your

lordship to write to your Council to be informed with what seal

and love I have not only answered but done in discharge of. my duty

in all matters wherein your actions, authority, or govern-ant

have been any way impugned. 2

Wilkes also informed Leicester that since every letter he has

sent to him "is taken and construed to my harm or disadvantage" he

intends to send no more that contain reports of words spoken against him.

"Your lordship kneweth best the manner of the Court of England and how

prompt and ready men are to slander the absent." In fact, he reminds

Leicester, that even he, as Governor-General, was not free from slander

at the Court while he was in the Netherlands and so "I trust your lord-

ship will therefore measure another man's case by your own. "3

to Wilkes, it was becoming apparent that his efforts to protect

his own name at the English court were having little success. Iut it

was not for want of trying. hon the very start of his mission he had

pleaded with Elisabeth, Burghley, Walsingham, and even Leicester to

ignore his enemies until he could personally defend hi-elf. lut again,

_LJ

1Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 27 Jan. 1587, 3.11., Egerton use.

1694, ff. 1-02-3

21b 14.

3Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 26 Jan. 1537, M” f. 101.
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that was not enough, he had somehow to convey information necessary for

his self-defence to the Court, without at the same time offending Leicester

all the more. the Earl's influence over Elisabeth was so "wonderful"

that to antagonise him any more might lead to his own disgrace.

Elisabeth had instructed Wilkes from the first to write directly

to her concerning those matters of "greatest importance." However, even

though Walsingham suggested Wilkes could write Elisabeth if "you shall

see it needful," he felt it more important that the English Councilor

direct his letters to Leicester who "might take it ill if they were

addressed to another."1

But with Leicester's influence over Elisabeth, Wilkes needed a

more sympathetic ear than either of them would provide. Realising this,

Walsingham sent him a special cipher for secret co-unication between

themselves. However, the start of Walsingham's protracted illness a

short while later kept him from the Court and forced Wilkes to look to

Iurghley for understanding. In a letter written on January 8, 1587,

he promised the Lord treasurer periodic information on the Low Countries

if "for the avoiding of jealousy" he would promise not to show his

letters to others.2

It was but a short while later that Wilkes began to suspect that

his friends at home were not doing all they could to defend his name.

to Walsingham he wrote:

If it fall out that for my true and sincere dealing in the accomplish-

ing of the services and co-andments of her Najesty I be overthrown...

Ishall and must ascribe the same to those that procured the service

to be laid on no.3

 

lWilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 19 Jan. 1587, Ca___l_.. Lon, XXI, ii,

pp.321-22, and Walsingham to Wilkes, the Court, 3 Dec.1586, I_b__id., p. 252.

21514., pp. 252 and 310.

3Wilkes to Walsingham, the Hague, 12 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S. P.

105,XCI, f. 19.
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Leicester was obviously happy to be away from the problems of the

Netherlands. In fact his inclination to ignore his responsibilities in

the United Provinces had even led him to "persuade" Elisabeth to ignore

the two Dutch connissioners who had arrived to solicit more money. He

was most anxious that she "proceed first in the great cause" of Mary

Stuart's trial. He went weeks on end without writing Wilkes and then when

he did so, it was not to give the useful instructions so desperately

requested but to chastise the overworked councilor for what were in fact

his own failures as Governor.1

By the middle of January 1587, Wilkes was becoming more and more

alarmed with conditions in the Provinces and especially with the lack of

interest in them shown by Leicester. to Wals ingham he wrote:

I have in sundry of my letters to [Leicester] given him to

understand the disorders increased here since his departure,

which because they are of dangerous consequence, and that I

.fear he doth not so sensibly feel them as the importance of them

doth require, I thought it necessary to give your honor some notice

of them to the end it may please you to help hasten some speedy

redress from them.2

However, before going on with this part of the story, it is

necessary to pause and look at some of the increasing disorders spoken

of by Wilkes, which by January were making the English position in the

United Provinces almost impossible.

As previously indicated at the time of Leicester's return to

England, Count Hohenloe began conducting himself as an enemy to the

Earl's government and the English nation. By the first of December 1586

he had.secured for himself several frontier. towns by putting in governors

and garrisons loyal to himself. At the same time he succeeded in

 

Iva-ugh.- to Wilkes, the Court, 3 Dec. 1586, 9_a_1_. 1%., n1, -

ii, p. 251, and Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 27 Jan. 1586, Ibid., p. 338.

2Wilkes to Walsingham, the Hague, 19 Jan. 1586, P.R.O., S.P.

105, ECI, f. 22.
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diminishing the Earl's authority by winning over the Co-ander of the

Scottish forces, Colonel Balfour, who, along with "divers daptains of

his regiment," took "bread and wine (as the manner is) with Count

Hohenloe, and protested to be wholly at his devotion. "1

At the sac time several members of the Council of State were seen

"openly and privily" calling on the Count at his home in Delft, and

though Wilkes attempted to bridle Hohenloe's growing power through

Council action, all he could report to Leicester was: "Nothing can be

yielded unto here that may abridge any part of his authority; whether it

be for love or fear I know not."2

So intent was Hohenloe on strengthening his party that in the

come bond of anti-Leicestrian sentiment he soon forgot his old

grievances against his enemy the Count of Noeurs. Wilkes soon reported

that these two "hath done almost nothing but drink and banquet for ten

or twelve days together," and that Hoeurs had "publicly in his drink

used speeches in disgrace of our nation. "3

In time Hohenloe succeeded in adding yet another of Leicester's

enemies to his faction. On January 7, he induced the States-General to

use "their pretended absolute authority" to secure the freedom of Paul

Euys who was still a prisoner at Utrecht. Hohenloe had been an "earnest

suitor for his enlargement" from the moment of Leicester's departure and

in spite of the anger of the Utrecht magistrates (who were not only

surprised by Euys' sudden release but also demanded his i-ediate return),

he remained a free man."

 

258 lWilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 6 Dec. 1586, 9_a_l_. £03., XXI, ii,

p. .

211111... to Leicester, the Hague, 3 Dec. 1586, 1014., p. 254.

3Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 4 Jan. 1587, Ibid., p. 308.

4Wilkes' Journal, 28 Dec. 1586, f. 89. "Ordinance of the sun..-

General for the Enlargement of Paul Buys," the Hague, 7 Jan. 1587,
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Increasingly alarmed at the growing scope of this anti-Leicestrian

faction, headed by Hohenloe, seconded by the "vindictive" Buys, and

supported by many inside and out of the Council and States-General, Wilkes

redoubled his efforts to calm matters. We wrote a warm and statesmanlike

letter to Hohenloe trying to mollify his anger and requested that

Walsingham do the same. He also asked Elisabeth's Pirst Secretary to

write a similar letter to Buys. No doubt, it was also Wilkes' efforts

within the Council that led to the States 'Ceneral's letter of explan-

ation to Elisabeth uhich was designed to quiet her reaction to the news

of Buyer! release.1

Also realising that Leicester's original order to "case" five

of the Scottish companies would leave the Scottish co-ander Ealfour

ample opportunity to retain only these men loyal to him and Hohenloe,

Wilkes "with the privity" of Sir John Norris decided to urge the Council

to divide the Scots companies into two regiments. One would be conferred

on Ealfour and the other (as a counter to Ealfour's regiment) on a

Captain William Patton, another Scottish volunteer whom he "knew" to

be devoted to Leicester. "Wherein," Wilkes reported to Leicester,

"with much ado I have prevailed." In spite of the fact that Balfour

had a full ten companies in his regiment to Patton's five, Wilkes saw

to it that four of the latter's coqany co-anders were "the honestest

captains . "2

 

£31. {£13, :11, ii, p. 310, and Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 19 Jan.

1587, Ibid., p. 321. Buys was required, however, "to give caution of

25,000 florins to be forthcoming to answer at all times to such matter

as shall be brought against him. " Ibid.

111111;“ to Honenloe, the Hague [14:] Jan. 1587, 1514., pp. 317-13,

Wilkes to Walsingham, the Hague, 19 Jan. 1587, Ibid., p. 324, and States-

General to Elisabeth, the Hague, 24 Jan. 1587, Ibid., p. 334.

aWilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 6 Dec. 1586, Ibid., pp. 25849,

and Wilkes' Journal, 3 Dec. 1586, f. 85.
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On January 20th the States-General "offered to the view and con-

sideration of the Council of State" a new "placard" designed to modify

the one published by Leicester back in Harch 1586. the new one was

designed to allow trade in every co-odity, except munitions, to any

country (including Spain and Portugal) but the Southern Netherlands.

When asked to affix Leicester's signature to the new decree, Wilkes

objected, and succeeded in inducing the Council to co-ission Eardesius,

Leoninus, and Aysma to advise the States against such an open violation

of Leicester's authority. though they admitted the need for a less

restrictive trade policy the three councilors warned the States that

its inlementation might cause an unfavorable reaction among the populous,

who, they contended, were convinced that increased exports would raise

local prices and who believed in the military value of the original

placard. the Councilors'suggestion was that the proposal be shelved

until the Earl's return, but the States were not convinced, and on the

same day proceeded to publish the new placard.1

Army Problems

As previously shown, in early December 1586, the Council of State

had convinced the States-General of the necessity of paying the already

poorly equipped and mutinous soldiers at the time of thegeneral muster

rather than after. Accordingly, on December 5th the Council was informed

that 380,000 florins would be forthcoming "within twenty days." By

December 18th the slow progress made in raising this money caused Wilkes

to report that the soldiers were suffering "hunger and want in all places."2

 

lWilkes' Journal, 20 Jan. 1587, e. 91, and Oosterhoff, "the Earl

of Leicester's Governorship in the Netherlanda,1586-87," (Unpublished

Ph.D. thesis, University of London, 1967) , pp. 264-65.

aiilkes' Journal, 5 Dec. 1586, f. as, Wilkes to Burghley, the Hague,

9 Dec. 1586, Cal, 355., XXI, ii, p. 262, and Wilkes to Leicester, the

Hague, l8 Dec'."'1586, Ibid., p. 281.
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Continued threats of mutiny among the garrisons forced the Council

to deliver a second "remonstrance" to the States d-anding the money

i-ediately. lot the States were having their problems too. tired of

paying high taxes, the various provincial estates were all refusing to

pay any more "ordinary contributions," claiming that they had already met

their quotas through such "extraordinary contributions" as "victuals,

munitions, and other provisions." When the States sent "certain special

persons" into the several provinces to impress upon them the danger the

unpaid troops posed for the country, they too failed to convince the

local estates. Other devices were tried but with no better success.1

Pinally, during the first week of January the Council delivered

yet another remonstrance to the States. Sufficiently worried this time,

the latter decided to levy a tax on all salt, beer, and soap, which, as

general co-odities, would not fall heavier on one province than another.

hut it took time to raise money in this manner, and in the meantime

the soldiers' conditions worsened.2

General Norris and Wilkes both wrote letter after letter to

Leicester begging him to send relief to the "desperate" soldiers, but

they were ignored. Exasperated, Wilkes wrote Burghley a very blunt

letter on January 12th concerning the seriousness of the situation.

Among other things he said:

the companies, as well horse as foot, are extremely decayed since

his lordship's departure, by death and misery through hunger and

cold; a case most pitiful for any English heart to behold [and]...

if her Hajesty shall'not speedily send over some money to relieve

then, ghe most part of them will be dead before the beginning of

larch.

 

1151s., and Wilkes' Journal, 11, 23, and 29 Dec. 1586, ff. s7 and 39.

2011m' Journal, 6 Jan. 1537, ff. 39-90.

33.11., Egerton Nae. 1694, assim. P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff.

17-18. 01y brackets.)
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Wilkes went on to explain that part of the problem lay with the

failure of army pay officials to carry out the original plan to pay all

soldiers by "poll" rather than by company. the latter method was the

more co-on one and was always susceptible to gross corruption on the part

of the individual captains whose responsibility it was to apportion the

wages to each soldier in his company. "Por the disorders of most of the

captains," Wilkes explained,

hath been such that they have and do keep the soldier from his due

and convert the most part of the soldiers pay to their own uses.

I do upon my poor credit assure your lordship that the like poverty

and want hath hardly ever been seen in any army of so great a

monarch as her Najesty [and] is to no little dishonor of our

nation.

Because such miserable conditions always made the soldiers a threat

to the inhabitants of any country, it was decided that "for the better

safety of the countries and to avoid all danger of practice and treating

with the enemy" the garrison troops would be reshuffled among the various

frontier towns. Eut doing this only created more problem, for the town

ngistrates in each instance refused to admit the relocated coqanies

because of their unpaid and mutinous condition. thus, left with nowhere

to turn, these companies were "forced to live and eat upon the country

and villages to the spoil of the same." Even those troops who were left

in the garrisons were so far in debt to the townspeOple that, as Wilkes

explained, "they can be no more trusted." Such conditions only aggravated

the problem of raising pay for the troops because the angered inhabitants

sinly deducted such debts and illegal foraging from their ordinary

contributions . 2

 

- 1Ibid. sixteenth-century army captains almost invariably made it

impossible to pay soldiers by the poll because such a pay scheme kept

tha from pocketing a portion of the soldiers pay.

2Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 24 Dec. 1586, 3.14., Egerton Was.

1694, f. 75, Wilkes' Journal, 24 Dec. 1586, ff. 87-88, and Wilkes to

Walsingham, the Hague, 12 Jan. 1587, _C_a_l_. £03., XXI, ii, p. 315.
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Obviously, Wilkes' position in the Council of State became more

and more uncomfortable as news of these disorders reached the Hague. In

despair he wrote Walsingham explaining that "so great is the lack of

discipline among the garrisons, especially of our nation, that I am

ashamed to hear the continual coqlaints which come to this Council

beard against them." He went on to explain that in spite of his and

General Norris' constant orders to the Captains and governors to reform

the "insolences and disorders" of the soldiers, nothing had been

changed. "So," Wilkes concluded, "we begin to grow as hateful to the

people as the Spaniard himself, who governeth his towns of conquest with

a milder hand than we do our friends and allies."1

Aside from the lack of money to pay the soldiers, Wilkes pointed

out several other problems that made disciplining the soldiers almost

iqossible. Host of the captains of the foot soldiers and all of the

aptaims of the horse could be found passing the rigorms winter season

swaggesdng about the English Court. In justifiable anger, Wilkes said

of these "court captains,"

I could wish that as many of them as cannot yield and submit

themselves to the co-on wants and miseries of these countries,

incident to soldiers, would be contented to forbear their service

and resign their coqanies to others that can better endure and

digest the poverty and lacks that follow the wars.2

Wilkes further attacked this

lack of governent in the captains and officers, who for the most

part are such as either never served before and have no judgment,

no, not to rule themselves, and such as make their profit of the

poor soldiers so extremely as they are hateful to the companies,

wherein, if there be no redress [in] the next pay by delivering

to the soldier his money by the poll, it were better that her

llajesty did revoke all; for as the case of the co-on soldier now

 

117111;» to mum, the Hague, 19 Jan. 1537, 2.1.0., s.p.

105, :01, f. 23.

2.1.9.1.!-



149

standeth, the States receive little or no service of them but spoil

and ruin of their towns and countries.1

With conditions like these, it soon became apparent that some of the

English, and Dutch soldiers might begin to feel that they would receive

better treatment from the Spaniard than their own governments provided.

thus it was, that in the middle of December, a'mutiny occurred in

the Dutch garrison of Wauw in Zeeland. Led by one of Hohenloe's

appointees, Captain Marchant, the garrison refused all attempts by the

Council of State and Hohenloe to appease them. Finally, on the 8th of

January Captain Merchant surrendered the fortress to the Spanish. For

this treason he received the sum of 45,000 florins and was allowed to

depart the garrison "with flag flying and drum beating."2

In an effort to keep the same thing from happening again, and

especially in the English-held garrisons, Sir John Norris suggested to

Wilkes and the rest of the Council, that he be allowed to march an army

to the Prusso-Rhenish town of Wesel in order to place "garrisons" there.

_ this, he suggested, would not only prevent the loss of this important

town to Parma, who was camped near by, but more importantly, it would

occupy the idle English and Dutch troops who "in all places are in terms

to mutiny." His suggestion accepted, Norris, by the middle of January,

was marching toward Wesel with an army of 3,000 foot and 300 horse.3

Meanwhile, Wilkes induced the Council to ask the Merchant Adven-

tdrers of Middelburg to grant a loan of money sufficient to pay the

 

1Ibid. See also Wilkes' Journal, 14 Jan. 1587, f. 90.

zWilkes to Hohenloe, the Hague [147] Jan. 1537, £31..§gg., xxx,

ii, p. 318. Wilkes in reporting this treason to Leicester (12 Jan.

1587, B.M., Egerton Mss. 1694, f. 86), blues Hohenloe, whohad, without

the Earl's authority, placed Merchant in the castle after first removing

the captain the Governor-General had placed there.

3Wilkes' Journal 24 Dec. 1586, and 20 Jan. 1537, ff. 33 and 91.
i
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soldiers. Por this task, England's treasurer-of-War, in the Low Countries,

Richard Huddleston, was sent in the Council's name and with the promise

that the loan would be repaid i-ediately upon arrival of the next ship-

ment of treasure from England. the request was refused.1

In one last effort to obtain the desperately needed money, Wilkes

and the Council asked the States-General to "anticipate the contributions

for the month of February." this suggestion to borrow against the

future resulted in a January 19th States' promise to "advance" 300,000

f1orins.2 Int hopes raised by this promise and the hoped for benefits

of General Norris' excursion against the enemy were soon shattered by

the catastrophic news that the English Governor, Sir William Stanley,

had traitorously surrendered the strategic Dyerijsel city of Deventer.

trouble with Sir William Stanley and Rowland York

the story of Wilkes ' diligent efforts to prevent trouble in Deventer

is infomtive in its illustration of one of the severe handicaps he

labored under during his tenure as a mower of the Council of State. that

handicap was his constant fear of being censured by Leicester for report-

ing to the English Court the failures connected with England's involvement

in the United Provinces.

Located on the Issel river,3 the City of Deventer was , next to

Amsterdam and Antwerp, the most inortant trading center in all the

Provinces. It was both a cs-ercial and manufacturing capital, and as

a msfler of the Hanseatic League was the great center of Dutch trade

 

l'..1_[_b;__id., and Council of State to Merchant Adventurers, the lague,

12 Jan. 1587, Cal. _P__or., XXI, ii, p. 316.

anum' Journal, 16 “a 19 .7». 1537, a. 90-91.

3that branch of the Rhine which flows between shunned and

Overijsel into the Zuyder-Zee.
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with the Baltic nations. though nominally on the side of the rebellious

Provinces, the majority of its strong Catholic party and magistrates

ntonly leaned towards reconciliation with Spain but had also refused to

shit either. a Dutch or an English garrison into its walls.1

About fifteen miles south of Deventer on the same river set the

Gelderlamd town of Zutphen, the capital of the old Landgraves of the

same name. Protected by a strong wall and four "scones" or forts, this

Spanish-held town was by Sept‘er 1586 the only obstacle keeping the

Dutch and English forces from coqletely controlling the Issel river.

Eecause of. this, Leicester had since then laid seige to the various small

towns and forts surrounding the city, captured them all, and as a result

cqletely invested Zutphen itself. In charge of these' forts he pm“

that adventurer of doubtful character, his sergeant-major, Rowland York.2

By the middle of October, it was felt the town, cut off from all supplies,

could not hold out for long.3 i

It soon became apparent that critical provisions and unitions were

constantly being slipped into Zutphen from Deventer, thus prolonging that

town's ability to withstand Leicester's siege. Accordingly, the Earl

decided to «up his Lord Marshal, 171111.. Pelham, the task of placing

an English garrison in Deventer. In a cunning unoeuver the Lord Marshal

had leuy Eilligrew along with several other meters of the Council of

State arrange a prolonged meeting with "all" the magistrates of the city

and at the sun time had one of his regimental co—anders, Sir William

 

lLeicesterto Walsingham, the Hague, 27 tab. 1586, Bruce, Lofiuter's

Corres ndance, p. 140 and Motley, Netherlands, II, p. 153.

Hotley gives a good sketch of [the character and background of

Rowland York (I_letherlands, II, pp. 156-57), indicating that among other

things York had previously served under Parma at the seiges of Erussels

and Antwerp. See C. G. Cruickshank, Elisabeth's a (Oxford: Clarendon

Press, 1966), p. 50 for an explanation of the rank of sergeant-major.

3Ibid. , p. 44 and themes Digges to Walsingha, Cg before Zutphen,
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Stanley, order his soldiers to steal unnoticed into the city in parties

of "5, 10, and 15." then on the morning of October 20th Stanley himself

arrived. Later in the afternoon Pelhsm also entered the city. that same

evening the Lord Marshal ordered the surprised magistrates to his quarters

there, after excusing the absence of Leicester whom he said was sick

with grief over Sir Philip Sidney's death, he informed them that the city

was to be garrisomed. After a brief flirtation with the possibility of

resisting, the magistrates realised it would be futile and so submitted.

Leicester appointed as governor of the city his Provost Marshal and

Master-of-the-Can, Sir William Stanley, who almost i-ediately intro-

duced 1,200 "wild" Irish into the garrison. then, a short time later,

Leicester saw to it that a Calvinist city council was submitted in

place of the Catholic magistrates.1

A Cheshire Catholic, Sir William Stanley began his military career

in 1567 by serving as a volunteer under the Duke of Alva in the Nether-

lands. Seeking to improve his fortune in 1570, he joined Elisabeth's

forces in Ireland, where in spite of his Roman Catholicism he distinguished

hi-elf through fifteen years of loyal service in what was basically a

religious war. However, failure to obtain the rewards be both coveted

and deserved apparently turned his loyalty into an unsuspected desire

to harm England. III Decoder 1535 he followed Leicester into the

 

11 Oct. 1586, 25;. £03., XII, ii, p. 198. It was during the taking

of these forts that the beloved poet-seld1er and Governor of Flushing,

Sir Philip Sidney, was wounded and later died. See Leicester ”to

Burghley, Cm before Zutphen, [24] Sept. 1586, Ibid., p. 165 and Sir

John Norris to Walsingham, Utrecht, 25 Oct. 1586, Ibid., p. 2%.

luau. to Leicester, the Hague, 9 Dec. 1533, 11.13., p. 231,

Magistrates of Deventer to Council of State, 21 Nov. 1586, Ibid. , pp.

241-42, and Henry Archer (Leicester's cousin) -to Sir t’aomas Henage,

treasurer of Elisabeth's Chamber, Utrecht, 23*. Oct. 1586, Eruce, Leycester's

Correspondence, pp. 478-80.
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Netherlands and was i-ediately sent back to Ireland to recruit 1,000

not. men for service in the United Provinces.1

Knowing his recruits would be "mostly Catholics" and would have

to be shuttled to the Netherlands via London, Stanley saw his opportunity

to strike back at slusbeth. Contact was undo between his and those

Catholics in England involved in the Sabington Conspiracy. It was soon

decided that he would delay his troops in their march past London as!

long as possible in hopes they could be used in the "general" Catholic

uprising that was to follow the murder of Queen Elisabeth. If for some

reason the conspiracy failed or he could no longer delay his departure,

he would go on to the Netherlands and there "pass over on the first N

opportunity to the Prince of Perms." Such circtmstances along with.

Elisabeth's suspicions of his loyalty soon convinced him to hurry on

to the Low Countries with his army of Irish Rernes.2

‘ When Bernardino Mendosa, the Spanish Ambassador in Paris, learned

of Stanley's promise to defect to Parms's side and of his recent appoint-

ment as Governor of Deventer he i-ediately devised a scheme to compel

Sir William to hasten the fulfillment of his promise, while at the same

 

117.159., LIV, pp. 32-33.

2In a letter to Philip II, written on Aug. 3, 1586, Eernsrdiao

Mendosa, the Spanish Adassador in Paris, explained this pldn to utilise

Stanley's Irish troops in the Catholic uprising and than made this inter-

esting observation concerning Elisabeth's confidence in Sir William:

"the Queen herself administered the Oath [of Supremacy] to this Colonel

three times in one week, 'that he would be loyal to her; but as he is a

Catholic he has found excuses for not going quickly with his men to

Planders, in the expectation that your Majesty's fleet will arrive; and

he will continue this course until news of the fleet comes. has he is

.ehligedme go to Zeeland he promises to pass over on the first opportunity

to the Prince of Parma." M'endosa then goes on in his letter to explain

that he suggested to some of the Catholic conspirators that "they should

try to delay Colonel Stanley and the 1,000 Irishan ‘near London, so that

when the thing was done [the murder of Elisabeth], he could ssise the

Queen's ships." When Philip II read this last co-snt,he, in his usual

illegible scrawl, made the marginal co-ent that "this is the most inor-

tant an. of 1.11:" See 5;. m, 111, p. 604. my brackets.)
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time bringing with him the rich prize of Deventer. he quickly wrote

Par-e and advised him to tell Stanley that not only were Elizabeth and

Leicester "aware for a long time past" that he was a "Catholic at heart"

but that they knew "free the confessions of the Catholics who were

executed (as a result of the Nabington Plot) what his...intentions were."

Nendoxa felt "these words" would "set him thinking," with the result that

"fear for his life nay cause him to surrender the‘place on payment."

Neudoea's hopes proved well founded and in carrying out his stratagen

he soon had sone unexpected help fron Leicester, who, unlike the Spanish

edsassador, unwittingly encouraged Stanley's treason.1

It will be renedrered that at the time Leicester departed free

the Netherlands he left General Norris in co-and of the English forces.

that was not mentioned was that because of the Earl's continued anger

with Sir John, he, anong other things, in his Act of Restriction stupidly

granted separate co-iesions to Stanley and lowland York which exoqted

then fro- obeying Norris. It wes not long before Sir John began to

worry about the results of this action. Denying any personal jealousy

as a result of Stanley's co-ission, Norris said: "If it prove no

hinderance to the service it shall nothing trouble ne...~neither will I

 

lilendosa to Philip 1:, Paris, [14] net. 1586, Ibid., p. 689. Unless

one reads this letter carefully he is apt to suspect that all along

Elizabeth and Leicester were aware of Stanley's treasonous character but

si‘npl'y did nothing about it. Nondoee wrote: "I advised the Duke of

Parna that Colonel Stanley who had cone over with the Irish troops,

and was in garrison at Deventer, should be warned that the Queen of

England had learned free the confessions of the Catholics who were exe-

cuted what his [Stanley's] intentions were; and he should be asked whether

he thought it would be prudent for hi. to return to his own country

again, or trust the Earl of Leicester, as both he and the Queen were

uare for a long tine past that Stanley was a Catholic at heart. These

words will set hin thinking as he was certainly the accoqlice of the

Catholics, which the latter nade clear to me; and fear for his life my

cause him to surrender the place on paynent. If he does so, the whole

of the towns of the Overijsel will at once surrender." 01y brackets.)
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seek by indirect neans to call-inate bin or any other.~..but will let

the. show tines-selves."1

Norris didnothavetowait longfor thetwomeeto"shsw

tho-elves." Eefusing even to pay courtesy visits to General Norris

when passing by his headquarters, Iork further displayed his obstiaacy

by refusing to take part in the Novoier general nuster. than, a short

tine later, it was learned that one of his officers, e Lieutenant Zowche,

was naking regular visits to the Spanish Governor of Zutphen, Juan

Nautista do taxis. "hen Nilkos and the rest of the Council wrote asking

bin to look into the matter, he replied with an extruely insolont

letter not only defending Zouche but also severely criticising the

Council both for its fedldse to obtain. supplies fob his 'hieerabte"

soldiers and for its foolishness in listening to whichever "poltroon"

or "false liar" spread such a runor. "Wherefore, I pray you,"

he concluded, "the the slanderers answer for their caluies, or else

have the goodness to proceed a little nore certainly and prudently."2

Nealisiq that it was useless to investigate the utter through

York, Nilkes wrote to Sir Willi. Stanley at Deventer. Ne explained

that the accusation against Lieutenant'louche came fron the Council of

the Duchy of Cueldere and the county of Zutphen (fiich sat at Ar“),

is also claimed that the Irish in Stanley's regiaeat "(being for the

nest part papists, as it is supposed) do enter into very straight league

with the pepists of Deventer," in order to betray Deventer to the Spanish.

Nilkes asked Sir Nillian "to inquire carefully" into both charges and

 

llerris ts Nurghley, Eotterdan, 17 Nov. 1586, 2;. £15., :11,

ii, p. 2315 and Norris to Walsinghan, ‘l'he lague, 9 Dec. 1586, 21d” p. 260.

assets to Burghley, ne lague, 12 est. 1536, 214., pp. ass-s7,

muster notes, git, p. 268, Nilkes to Leicester, fie lague, 16 Dec. 158‘,

M" p. 274, and York to [Council of State], Port of Value before

Zutphon, 30 Nov. 1586, Ibid., pp. alas-e7.
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though he received a report on the natter fron Sir Nillian, it was soon

apparent nothing was going to be done about it. this was understandable,

however, in light of what else was going on in Deventer at the time.1

Alnost i-edistely after Stanley had been appointed Governor of

Deventer, he had begun to antagonise the citisens of that city. hhen

Norris wrote hin several letters concerning their coqlaints , Stanley

refused to answer them. Nearily Norris coplained to Nurghley,

As I. didpresue, so I find Sir Nillian Stanley and Dir. York

hero' to ‘oppose tho-selves against me, for Sir Uill‘ian's on

men have openly given out that he acknowledges no superior

authority than his own, which he himself hath also confirmed by

his own speech to the 'uagistrete' of Deventer, as by the copy

of their letter your lordship shall no.2

The letter Norris spoke of was one of coqlaint by the Deventer

‘nsgistrstes against the abuses of Stanley's new government. Ilrittoa on

NW 21st, it accused Stanley of attonts to raise forced loans

from the city, of forcing its citisens to supply the soldiers with beer

and ale, of seizing the keys to the city gates, of gaining possession

of all fortifications, nunitions, and "cannoneers," and finally, of

allowing the wild Irish Eernes to co-it morons outrages on the

tuneup-3

As a result of this letter, the Council of State, in Leicester's

n-e, wrote Stanley, asking that he explain hinself. Ilhen nothing was

received but another letter of cenplaint fron the Nagistrates, Wilkes,

whose heavy responsibility it was to maintain England's good n-o, took

it upon himself to write a firmyet diplonatic letter to Sir Nillisn.

though rather long, a coqlete reading of the letter is inortent if

 

117 Dec. 1586, 2a., p. 27.3. Wilkes in a letter to Leicester

dated 18 Doc. [Ibid., p. 281] mentions Stanley's report but it «as

not to have survived.

alorris ts Burghley, 'l‘he lague, 12 est. 1586, 214., pp. asp-e7.

32“., pp. 261-62.
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one is to appreciate both the coucientious nature of Wilkes and his

ability to state what needed saying without the usual beating—around—the-

bush tactics of so many Elizabethans.

"Coed Sir Willian," Wilkes wrote,

Upon a late conplaint nede here by the magistrate and burgesses

.of Deventer, there was written unto you, in the nane and by the

authority of his Excellency derived unto the Council of State,

aletter by the which you were required to neke answer whether the

information delivered were true, and withal prayed to innovate

nothing in your govern-eat that might breed disorder or dissension

between you and then. Sithence the writing of which letter, they

have coqlained again to this Council, showing that you have as it

were by violence wrested fron then the keys of one of their gates;

that you assenble your garrison often in arms to fear and terrify

than; that you have seized one of their forts; that the Irish

soldiers to co-it neny extortions and exactions upon the inhabitants;

that a soldier drew his sword upon a wonsn with child because he

might not have what he listed; that you have inprisoned sone of

their burgesses and done nany things against their laws and privi-

leges to the wonderful discontentment of the whole inhabitants;

so as it is feared that even the best-affected to her liajesty and

our nation within the town will, for their discontentment, forsake

the same. Whether any of these things be true or not, yourself

doth best know, but I do assure you that the apprehension thereof

here doth make us and our goverment hateful.

Por mine own part, I have always known you to be a gentlonen of

'vslue, ' wisdon and judgnent, and therefore should hardly believe

any such thing to happen where you co-end. Eowbeit, in respect

of the rmor and conceit had of those proceedings, and my duty to

her fiajesty and the love I bear to yourself, I could not unit in

her majesty' s behalf earnestly to require you not only to take

heed of the consequence thereof, but to be careful of the honor

of her~liajesty and the reputation of our nation. that you will

consider that the neans of obtaining the late possession of the

town grew by then that are now in office, which being of the

religion and well-affected to his Excellency's goveruent, wrought

his entry into the same, and therefore would be sorry they should

receive any just cause of discontentment by his governor established

among then. I know that his Excellency would never suffer any

governor out of the cautionary towns to possess the keys of any

of the gates of any town, although the sane hath been often

attenpted. I know also that his Excellency is sworn to naintain

all the inhabitants of the Provinces United in their ancient

privileges and custons. I know further that your co-ission carrieth

no authority to warrant you to interneddle any further than with

the government of the soldier and good of the town. Well, you

nay in your conceit "conster sone words to authorise you in some

larger sort, but believe me, Sir, they will not warrant you

sufficiently to deal any further than I have said, for I have seen

and perused the copy of your co-ission for that purpose. I

knowFthe name itself of a governor of a town is odious to this
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people, and hath been ever since the romedrance of the Spanish

governent, and if we by any lack of foresight in our doneanor

should give the like occasion, we should nake ourselves as odious

as they are, which God forbid. You are to consider that we are

not cone into these countries for their defense only, but for the

defense of her Najesty and our own native country; knowing that

the preservation of both dependeth altogether upon the preserving

of these.

therefore I do eftsones intreat and require you (as having

authority thereunto) to forbear to intermeddle any further within

your town than your co-ission shall lead you unto; which I can

assure you is but weak to carry any such power as you nay suppose.

And therefore if there shall follow any dangerous effect of any

your further proceeding after this my friendly advice unto you;

as I shall be heartily sorry for your sake, so shall I nevertheless

be able to testify unto her llajesty that I have done my duty in

admonishing you upon the complaints exhibited here;1dtereof I

trust you will have consideration, and seek by sons friendly

means to satisfy the nagistrete and to live there with the people

in good terns of anity and love. he want of your soldiers shall

be presently supplied and should have been sooner if money could

have been sooner had.1

Stanley's indignant reply to this letter nade it apparent to Wilkes

that trouble with him was only beginning. Pirst, Sir Willian expressed

surprise at being "admonished and threaten[ ed] , yea, before you have

heard my answer or reasons." Deceitfully, he explained that he had not

yet replied to the Council's earlier letters because he was still busily

occupied in "bringing to pass the contents thereof." After accusing

Wilkes of iquing that he had dishonored the "terms" of Leicester's

co-ission to him, he justified his harsh military discipline by stating,

"I have neintained justice and that severely, else hardly the soldiers

would have been contented with broad and bare cheese. "2

Admitting that he had seized the city's keys, Stanley defended

this action as necessary in light of "the nature of these people, who

 

lWilkas to Stanley, rho lague,", net. 1586, r.s.o., s.r. 105,

x01, ff. 6”.

28tanley to Wilkes, Deventer, 14 net. 1586, Cal. 55., 111,11,

pp. 271-72. Nistskenly, this letter was sent to SirJohn Norris and

Stanley's letter to Norris concerning nilitary natters went to Wilkes.

lowever it nedo no difference as both non were together at the lague

and i-ediately exchanged letters.
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thrust out the Spaniards and Alanine , and afterwards never would obey the

Prince and States." "I would be," he continued, "the...sorriost men

that lives that by ny negligence the place should be lost, or by ny

west of judgnont the service hindered. And for ny courtesy and hunsnity

towards the new magistrates," Stanley concludes,

I refer no unto the-selves, but I think they sent sons rhetorician,

which could allege of little grief and speak pitiful; and truly

I find your ears have been pitiful, in so tinorously allowing and

condenning; for I assure you that her Majesty hatl‘ not a better

servant nor a more faithful nan in these parts; the which I have

and will prove with ny flesh and blood, although I know there be

divers flying and false reports spread by ny enenies which are

cone to ny ears; but I doubt not ny virtue and truth will prove

th- -caluminstors and non of little. So good lir. Wilkes, I aprey

you consider gravely, give care discreetly, and advertise

England soundly; and for me, I have been and on your friend wherein

I nay; and glad to hear any adnonition free one so wise as

yourself.1

Stanley then added what must have been for Wilkes an infuriating

post-script. Conplaining that he had received only, £120 in the past

five months and his soldiers only £10 per coqany for the past two

months, he sarcastically blamed Wilkes for this lack by contoqtuously

stating;

You content me so well here with your good favor and noney, that

if you will discharge ne of ny promise made to his Excellency, I

will accept the benefit of ny passport and depart with ny troops

with all ny heart.

use with words that no doubt would have caught in his throat had he

'Plen than, Stanley wrote "God willing, I will never fail my pronise to

51' Excellency; whatsoever I endure, it is for her Najesty's service and

“1' the love I hear him."2

For Wilkes, who had defended Stanley's none in Council concerning

all letter, the above letter was an insult, and his reply to the English

¥

1E u.

an“.
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Governor of Deventer was as informative and precise as was his first

letter. Wilkes stiffly explained that his former letter of "friendly

advice" contained:

no threat (by your leave) but sone persuasions unto you to give

the inhabitants of that town as little cause as you might justly

to grieve then, whose conplaints to this Council were very bitterly

delivered against you....Which were not delivered here by any

rhetorician, but by letters fron the negistrate, addressed to

the Council. And if it please you again to peruse ny letter well

you shall find I do not therein prejudicate or condenn you, for

I have always hold you so wise and discreet as at that tine I

did not believe anything written against you, and made answer for

you in the Council that I thought the inforners did you nong.1

Eeconing a bit more onotional Wilkes continued:

Nowbeit, perceiving that you founded yourself greatly upon your

co-ission to warrant you to intermeddle with their policy;...

I thought it not unfit to peruse the copy of your co-ission....

Wherein I protest before God I had no purpose to hurt or offend you,

and considering the advice I gave....was private between you and

no, and proceeding of ny good love towards you, neseoneth you have

done me a great deal of wrong, not only to take it in so evil

part, but to charge me, as you do by your letter in scoffing

manner with lack of discretion and want of good noaning toward

”v.2

Wilkes then tersely inforned Stanley that since "ny letters" of

"good will" have "so offended" he need no longer worry about receiving

any more. The English councilor concluded his rejoinder with a sharp

reninder to Sir William of the financial realities that all were forced

to labor under in the Netherlands:

Ihere hath been a great care and instance used here for money

and other things to relieve your wants as any way might be, but

the lack of money hath been and is such as it hath not been

possible to help you and others in as great extremity as yourself.

here was not a denig; left at his Excellency's departure and since

easy ways have been attenpted to get money to satisfy you and the

rest but few have prevailed...You are to consider that neither I

nor any of our nation here, that I know of, hath these men's

purses at co-andnent, and therefore whosoever will resolve to

serve here must be contented to lack where it is not to be had.3

 

lWilkes to Stanley, Ihe lague, 18 Dec. 1586, Ibid., pp. 280-81.

21bit.

3Ibid.
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By the end of Decmeber 1586 Wilkes, the Council of State, and the

States theuelves were pretty well convinced that some treason was in

the offing in Deventer and around Zutphen. Strong rumor had it that

courtesies were being frequently exchanged over the walls of Zutphen by

Taxis and York. Apparently, the latter had sent gifts of venison, fowl,

and other game into the besieged town and the Spanish governor had

returned the favor with generous amounts of wine and beer.1

Stanley too was charged with spending his time in Deventer "only

with those that are notorious and dangerous papists," and with allowing

his Irish Eernes both to attend mass within the city and to mimle

openly with Iaxis' Spanish soldiers at Zutphen. Also, as time passed it

became more and more apparent that" Sir William intended to do nothing

about reports of York and some of his officers' intrigues with the enemy.2

Such "bruits" plus fear of the possible results of the continuing

disorders in Deventer led the Council to send an "express messenger"

with a letter to Leicester, requesting that Stanley "be removed and the

garrison changed and diminished or else the town will be lost."3

Meantime, in an attempt to forestall such an event, the States-

General in the first two weeks of January scraped together enough money

to grant a month's pay to Stanley's and York's troops. The remarkable

thing about this was that the States were in no way obligated to pay these

troops, who were part of the contingent of English soldiers strictly

under Elizabeth's pay.“

 

lMotley, Netherlands, III, p. 165.

2mg... and when to Walsinghan, The Hague, 19 m. 1587,

«c—‘l‘ 225°: XXI, 11, Pa 322s

3Ibid., Council to Leicester, The Hague, 4 Jan. 1587,Ib__1_d., p.

307, and Wilkes' Journal, [4] Jan. 1587, f. 90.

"Wilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 18 Dec. 1586, 3.1!. , Egerton lbs.

1694, f. 74, Council of State to Leicester, The Hague, 22 Jan. 1587,
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however, in spite of receiving a month's pay, Stanley continued

to donsnd that he be supported by the local inhabitants. Pinally in a

letter to Walsingham, his closest confident at the English Court, Wilkes

become as blunt as he dared concerning the actions of Stanley.

he is charged further to take within the country near abouts from

the poor villagers weekly for the provision of his table, one

whole ox, three sheep and a hog, or in lieu of the hog 20s.

sterling, and Rowland York forceth them likewise to furnish him

weekly for his table one quarter of an ox, one sheep and half

a hog; and in case it be not brought unto them every week...

they send the soldiers to take it by force.

‘l’hus , Wilkes continued,

By these and easy other insolencies said to be co-itted by the

soldiers in that place, the magistrate and burgesses of the men

and people of the country are grown to hate our gover-ent, and it

is to be feared, unless speedily looked into, will hasard the loss

of the town, while the bruit thereof will make every town refuse

to receive our people into garrisoml

‘l‘hen quickly to avoid the possibility of Walsingham's displeasure

over such strong words against one be trusted, Wilkes added:

I know your honor will find this information very strange,

considering the opinion you have conceived of the wisdom and

discretion of Stanley, and for nine own part I do as unwillingly

advertise the same, if my duty, and the danger of the sufferanco

thereof, did not co-and me the contrary.

 

£91. 123., III, ii, p. 330, and Wilkes to Walsinghan, ‘rhe lague, 19

Jan. 1587, Ibid., pp. 3222-24. "he [Stanley] is not contented with the

entertain-ant of £40 sterling a month allowed him by the States as

governor of the place, but hath taken perforce from the co-issiaries sent

_l__ately thither to deliver a month'slay, an allowance of £10 sterling a

nonth over and besides for every conpeny of his reginont, being as he

saith ten companies, amounting by the month to 1400 guilders, besides

a pay for his own coqany; which is more than is allowed to Sir John

Norris by 300 guilders a nonth and as usch as is given for entertain-out

to the Count thenloe or to any earl that serveth in these countries."

(Fly italics and brackets.)

11nd.

, 2Ibid. Necause Sophia Crawford Lone (the editor of voluo EEI, ii

of the State Pgers , was unable to discover the key to Wilkes' cipher in

the Public Eecords Office, much of this letter went to press erroneously

dociphered.. Later, Kiss Lo-s discovered the cipher in the Nritish

Nuseu, Add. lies. 5,935, f. l. I have included a copy of it in the

Appendices of this thesis. 'SeegAppendix C.
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Interestingly, the documents of the period indicate that the only

member of Elizabeth's Court that Stanley and York were in correspondence

with was Walsingham. Surprisingly, the cagey Chief Secretary, who was

so seldom caught unawares by anything or anybody, suspected nothing of

these two men. heir deceptive letters, naturally, betrayed very little

of their true intentions.1

‘ And so. the weeks of anxiety slowly passed with nothing much accom-

plished but the writing of many letters and an increase in Wilkes' fears.

In spite of his and the Council's efforts, Elizabeth sent no money, no

see at the English Court would believe their constant warnings about

Stanley and York, and in vain did they implore Leicester to return.

because of Leicester's Act of Restriction the Council and Norris felt

their authority so limited, that they dared not take the action necessary

to guarantee the safety 'of Deventer. Without a second English meter

to help him, Wilkes dared not leave the increasingly anti-English Council

of State alone long enough to investigate matters himself; and he certainly

hesitated to run the risk of increasing Leicester 's already hot anger

against him by too severely criticizing Stanley or York. ‘rhus did

matters remain until the fateful day of January 19th, 1537.

The Surrender of Deventer and the Ports before Zutphen

The story of the betrayal of Deventer and the Zutphen forts has been

well told before2 and therefore needs no' detailed retelling. however,

for continuity's sake a quick review of the incident is necessary and for

 

1stahiey to Walsinghan, Deventer, 26 me. 1586, Ibid., pp. 237-33,

and York to Walsinghan, Port of Velon before Zutphen, 7 Jan. 1587, Ibid. ,

p. 309-10.

asee Notley's vivid account in vol. II, pp. 169-76 of his

_Ih_e_ United Netherlands. '
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this Wilkes ' brief report is probably the best of several contemporary

English accounts.

'Iey it please your good lordship," he wrote to Leicester several

days after learning of Stanley's treason,

it is not unlikely but that the news of the unhappy less of the

town of Deventer is already come to your lordship's knowledge which

upon Friday morning last, some what before day, being the 19th of

this present, was most traitorously delivered to the enemy by

Sir Willi. Stanley, as likewise the forts before Zutphen by

Rowland York. It is a thing that hath been long feared here by

the manner of his government and the continual intelligence

between him and the enemy. Taxis, the governor of Zutphen,

entered himself into the town, with 500 "landsknights" and three

hundred horse. The gates were opened to him, and he and his

troops marched directly into the market place, where Stanley

received him with great joy and courtesy, and after they had walked

awhile together, and disposed certain Corps do g_a_rds of the

landsknights and Irish at every carfours of the town, and at the

gates and bulwarks and other strengths within the same, Stanley

with the whole regiment took their oaths to the King of Spain.

The company of Sir Edmund Csrie did only refuse to be traitors

and were thereupon suffered to depart out of the town. Prom

the marketplace, Taxis and Stanley went to the town house,

whither the woeful magistrates were called, and made to welcome

Taxis and were there required with all expedition to furnish and

make ready so much money as should pay all arrearage due to

Stanley and his regiment since their coning into these countries,

who had received a month's pay of the States not eight days before

he received the enemy into the town. They were also required to

furnish and deliver as much more money as might give three month's

pay to the troops of the enemy then newly entered. It would grieve

your lordship to understand the conceits of the people had of this

accident, and the dishonor and discredit grown to our nation thereby.

lowland York is said to be the practiser of this treason, who, as

soon as the enemy was entered at Deventer, came to the gates to

enquire whether the enemy were quietly possessed of the town, and

upon notice thereof, being on horseback, galloped to the fort,

where he made the companies to leave their colors and forsake

their place. There were two coqanies of strangers which would have

held the place if ours would have assisted them, but the enemy

being at hand, they departed towards Campos, and York, with such

as would follow him, into nevehter.1

In this report Wilkes failed to mention that as a result of his

treason Stanley received at least £13,000. But it was by no means his

 

l'Iiilkos to Leicester, The lague, 24 Ja . 1587, P.R.O., S.P. 105,

“I, ff. “’2’.
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main motive if, indeed, it was a motive at all. Perms himself indicates

in a letter to Philip II that Sir William asked for no other reward than

to be allowed to serve in the Spanish army. Corroborating this is Sir

John Conway's (Master of the English Artillery) account of Stanley's

reaction to seeing the Deventer townsmen "weeping" over his treason:

When Sir William Stanley saw the pitiful state of the burghers,...

he wept with the burgers for company, protesting with vehement

words and oaths that he had not done it out of covetousness but

only for the discharge of his conscience.1

Whether or not Mendoza had reason to boast as he did of his part

in the surrender of Deventer is unclear. He may have helped to expedite

the matter but certainly Stanley had made up his mind to do Elizabeth

harm long before-Bernardino's fertile mind conceived of using him.2

 

131:: John Conway, Master of the Artillery to Burghley, Middelburg,

Cal. For., XXI, ii, p. 341, and Motley, Netherlands, II, p. 176.

2Mendoza to‘- Philip II, Paris, [31 Jan.] and [8] Feb. 1587,

gel... 8 in, IV, pp. 15-16 and 23.



CW7

If Th-ss Wilkes found his situation difficult prior to the

betrayal of Deventer and the Zutphen forts, after their loss conditions

were sent to iquossiblo. The reaction of the Dutch leaders to the news

of Stanley's and York's treason was extreme to say the least. These

losses had destroyed the gains of an entire year's military expenditure,

cost the States an inortant source of revenue, and opened up a great

portion of tho Waited Provinces' western defenses to the enemy.

Anti-English Sentiment

On January 20th, the day after the loss of Deventer, "the whole

College of the States, to the ador of 26 persons" resorted to the

Council of State and there in harsh speeches not only "charged the

Councilors with extreme negligence" but the "willful loss" of those

strategic defenses}

The Council blamed their own failure to prevent such a disaster

on Leicester's Act of Eestriction which they claimed deprived them of the

necessary authority. To this explanation the States responded by de-

nouncing the Act and requiring to know which Councilors of State had

helped Leicester draw it up. When all the Councilors present denied

having had anything to do with its inception, the Council's secretaries

L

lWilkes' Journal, 20 Jan. 1587, f. 91 and Wilkes to Leicester,

The lague, 24 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S.P. 105, I“, ff. 24-25.
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and clerks were called forward, and as Wilkes explained:

the matter [was] so narrowly examined that in the end it was found

that M. de Erakel had given the said set to one of them [the clerks]

to be nitten out, which I fear will lie very heavy upon him

although by chance he was now absent at litrecht.1

To these accusations Wilkes made what answer he could, but touching

the Act of Restriction

I could say nothing, [he wrote Leicester], but did assure them that

your lordship therein meant nothing but their good. And for Stanley

I know her Majesty herself reposed as great trust in him as in any

gentlemen of _his sort in her realm.

Such words did little to mollify the angry deputies.2

' The following day the provincial States of Rolland came to the

Council and also coqlained of how prejudicial the loss of Deventer and

the forts was to their safety. They d-anded that for the next four or

five days the Council not "intermeddle in the giving or disposing of

garrisons" in their province because they intended to handle their own

defense from then on. All Wilkes and the rest of the Council could do

at this point was to counsel moderation.3

The next day, the 22nd of January, another delegation of the

States-General came to the Council and for a second time reproached the

English. because of Wilkes' unexplained absence, the pensionary of

Rotterdam, Earmevelt, took advantage of the occasion to make such a

passionate speech against Leicester and the English nation that many

of the Dutch deputies wished he had not spoken. They attempted to smooth

 

l~Ibid. 01y brackets.) In fact, on January 22 the Council wrote

Leicester explaining that the "respect and obedience" due them were much

diminished by the Act of Restriction and therefore asking that their

previous authority be renewed by him. _C__al. £25., XXI, ii, p. 330.

Wilkes to Leicester, The lague, 24 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S.P.

1”, “I, if. 2"25.

3Wilkes' Journal, 21 Jan. 1587, f. 91.
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over the harsh words, "but," as Cilpin, who was there, later told

Walsingham, "I...bear them in momory...having acquainted Mr. Wilkes

therewith. "1

In the midst of all these accusations, Wilkes learned that there

were "secret consultations" going on between the States-General and Count

lohenloe as to how they might rid the United Provinces of all Englishmen.

As if this were not enough, two days later a reputable source informed

Wilkes that the States.. of Nollend, along with Count Maurice and Count

Nobenloe were busy making arrangements to place the "absolute goveru-ent"

of Nolland and Zeeland into the hands of the former, with the latter

as his lieutenant.2

Wilkes realised that if these designs were carried out Leicester's

ability to function as a Governor-General would be greatly reduced. for,

upon his return, he would find his authority confined to Utrecht, Overijsel,

and Calderland, areas that not only contributed nothing to the war budget

but as a result had little if anything to say in the government of the

States.3 ‘

The first thing to be done was to assure the safety of the criti-

cally important English garrisons at Flushing, Drill, Sluys, Eergen-op-

Zoom, Utrecht, and even Ostend. After the loss of a key city like

 

lIbid., 22 Jan. 1537, f. 91 and Cilpin to Walsingham, The lague,

24 Jan. 1587, £51. £315., :11, ii, p. 335. Apparently Earnevelt had

thought to take advantage of Wilkes' absence from the Council on the 22nd

to sway the remainder of the counselors against England. No obvious ly

forgot about secretary Gilpin's ability to understand Low Dutch. It was

probably his later realisation .of this mistake that .led Cilpin to suggest

that "the people would be glad to be rid. of me out of the Council because

I understand their language so perfectly, as well as their nature,

fashions, and humors." Ibid.

2Wilkes' Journal, 21 and 23 Jan. 1537, ff. 91-92.

3Wilkes to Walsingham, The lague, 15 May 1537, £11, 325., mu,

111, p. 64.
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Deventer the Dutch would be very anxious to replace the English in

controlling these cities. Quickly he and Sir John Norris sent "special

co-andment" to all the English garrisons to take in no Dutch companies

without express orders from England. 1

This ploy was fairly effective, but Wilkes and Norris labored

under the severe handicap that everyone faced in Elisabeth's goveru-ent--

not knowing exactly what the Queen's intentions were in regard to most

matters. "As for those of Nolland," Norris wrote Wilkes,

it is here openly spoken that they will make a governor-general

if they can induce Prieslaud to join with them and that they will

not suffer her Majesty sovereignty but with such conditions as

they know she will not accept it. If her Majesty's mind were

known unto us, it would be no hard matter to turn all their devices

upside down, but not being acquainted with her purpose, it may

be we should run a wrong course is striving with the Nollanders.2

Wilkes' next effort was to convince Leicester of the necessity of

returning i-ediately. In a straightforward letter to the Earl he note:

I have often written to your lordship of one thing which I will here

reiterate in discharge of my duty, and protest, if there grow

any further harm, that I have not neglected to give admonition

thereof; which is the absence of a governor, your lordship or

some such one of quality and wisdom as were fit to govern these

countries in your lordship's place; which if it be not speedily

provided for, I see the apparent loss of all at hand. Such are the

come dissensions here among the Provinces, towns and governors:

the lack of discipline among our English soldiers in their garrisons,

and the want of money and pay for her Majesty's forces the most part

whereof are unpaid ever since the beginning of September. Their

misery and poverty is so great that there is no means to hold them

in any order of discipline, whereby they daily co-it such disorders

and insolencies as we grow all hateful to these countries. I

beseech your lordship that you will have good consideration hereof

and yield some remedy in than before it be too late.'3

 

1ciupia to [Davison7], the lague, 13 Peb. 1537, Ibid., ii, p. 370,

Capt. Edmund Udall to Walsingham, Dergen-op-Zoom, 18 June 1588, Ibid.,

iiii, and Col. Thomas Morgan to Wilkes, Nergen-op-Zoom, 22 tab. 1587,

Ibid., ii, pp. 375-76.

2herris to Wilkes, streeht, 4 Tab. 1537, £213., ii, pp. 353-5e.

3Wilkes to Leicester, The lague, 24 Jan. 1587, P.R.O., S.P. 105,

ECI, f. 25.



via

3’?

Iii

Stat

lite

on c

turd

this

the I



170

At the same time, within the States-Ceneral, Earnevelt drew up a

violent letter to Leicester criticising his methods and policies and

especially attacking his Act of Restriction which he claimed was the

main reason for Stanley's and York's treason. 0n January 24th, Wilkes ,

iii the rest of the Council, came by chance into the Assoduly of the

States just when Earmevelt was demanding a public reading of his dosu-ent.

After listening to this long and explosive letter, the Council's advice

on the utter was requested. It was Wilkes who rose and in a‘"few

words" told them plainly that he felt the letter to be "very sharp!" To

this criticism Earnevelt retorted "that there was nothing therein but

the truth" and with that unsatisfactory reply curtly changed the sub.‘Iect.1

Shaken by this incident Wilkes later wrote:

I, fearing that the sending of the latter would not only work great

alteration in England towards these countries, but also give

suspicion of myself, considering how my lord was incensed against

me, repaired the next day to the Count Maurice, to the President

Yandormill, and to N. do Villiers the minister, and did severally

entreat th- to deal with the States to stay the sending of the

letter...but whether they dealt therein or not, or how they dealt,

I know not; yet neither of them promised to do their best. In the

end the letter was seat, I not knowing thereof but hoping always

that the same had been stayed until, about fifteen days after it

was sent away, I learned it was gone by some speech had with the

Creffh: of the States, of whom then I demanded a copy.2

In another blunt letter to Elizabeth, the States compared the loss

of Deventer with that of Antwerp and lamented the fact that in one stroke

aiuyear's sacrifice and gain against the enemy had been lost. They

 

13tstes-oeuera1 to Leicester, The lague, 25 Jan. 1537, 9_s_1_. 1:35.,

XXI, ii, pp. 335-36, Wilkes' Journal, 25 Jan. 1587, f. 93 and Wilkes to

Walsingham, The lague, ’17 May 1587, §_a_l_. Log, XXI, iii, p. 68. Motley,

Netherlands, II, PP. 206-9 gives an extensive rundown of the contents of

Earnevelt's letter.

auriihes to waist-rhea, The lague, 17 May 1537, gs_1_. .r_sr_., m,

iii, p. 68. So intent was Leicester in accusing Wilkes of even encouraging

the sending of this letter, that the English councilor was eventually

forced to secure a sworn statement from Adrian Vendor Mylo, president of

Nolland, Zeeland and Priesland, to the effect that he [Wilkes] had begged

him to induce Count Maurice not to send the same. "Certificate," The

Rogue, 30 June 1587, Ibid., p. 141.
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resolved never to weaken in their resolution to hold out against the

Spanish Ring, and begged her assistance in their great need.1

Wilkes' worst fears concerning the reaction such letters would

lroduce at the English Court proved mild to say the least. Elizabeth was

already angry from having been kept waiting nearly two months for a

sufficiently large Dutch legation to gather in England. Finally, near

the and of January they approached her and requested that she should

increase her forces in the Provinces to 10,000 foot and 2,000 horse along

with granting them an additional loan of £50,000. Elizabeth's reaction

to these requests was a tirade of denunciations for their ingratitude,

their shameful treatment of Leicester, and their cruelty towards her

troops. When Narnevelt's violent letter of January 25th arrived on the

heels of this request Elizabeth's wrath knew no bounds. In no uncertain

ter- she told the still negotiating Dutch co-issioners that where as

previously she had intended to send Leicester back to the Netherlands,

she would now, "never" do so. Not only had their countrymen treated the

Earl with "gross ingratitude" for his sacrifices there but now sent him

"venomous letters of which a copy has been sent to his sovereign in order

to blacken him with her. " "She was now resolved that he should never set

foot in the Provinces again.'"2

Back at The Nague, in an effort to calm public opinion as well as

put a stop to many insinuations that the loss of Deventer and the forts

had been pro-arranged by Elizabeth and Leicester, Wilkes successfully

requested the Council to issue first a decree forbidding the continued

"slander of her Majesty, of his Excellency, and of the English nation;"

 

IStates-General to Elizabeth, The lague, 27 Jan. 1537, Ibid.,

ii, p. 338.

2Mot1ey, Netherlands, 11, pp. 195-200 and 210-11.
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and second, a fiplacard” or "edict of prescription" against Stanley and

York. The latter two were to be pronounced "traitors and enemies" of

the United Provinces, and a reward of £1,000 arranged pm m1: capture,

dead or alive. Unfortunately, as was the case with so many of their

requests, when a. Council Ana the mama“ to publish this

lengths national assedly at first agreed and then, after passing the

requested act, promptly refused to publish it.1

During the month of rehruary, a conference was held between the

States-General, Count neurice, and his own family council as. to whether

or not he ought to assume the title of "prince" more formally than he’hed

yet done. After "lengthy consultation” with the best lawyers assedled

at the lague, laurice decided not only to ass-e the full title of ”Prince

of Orange" but also to accept the charge of the gover-onts of lollend

and Zeeland in order Ether there can no men come out of England of quality

superior to him to co-end him. "2

‘l'he Estates of Iollemd and Zeeland placed all their own military

powers into llaurice's hands as their stadtholder with lohenloe serving

as his lieutenant-general. Furthermore all soldiers in the two pro- A

vinces were required to swear a new oath to the provincial Estates thus

bringing into existence a provincial army. All this was done in direct

 

luau-u Journal, [9 lob. 1.0.] 30 Jan. 1587 0.3., 214., ”edict,”

the lague, 30 Jan. 1587, ga_l_. ter., :11, ii, p. 3115,",plecard " the logos,

20 Jun. 1587,2101" p. 3110, and_iiilkes' lemonstrance to the States, l2

larch 1587, LIL, Add. lies. 48,0111, f. “8. Shortly after his treason

Stanley went to Spain and then later return“ to the Low Countries where

he metered a regiment under rar- in preparation for acceqanying the

Duke in Philip n's planned 1588 Armada invasion of England. [is sub-

sequent history is unknown. Later in the a. year his acceqlice,

lowland York, died suddenly following a large banquet in the city of

Deventer. Itwas rumored thathehedheenpoisonedhp’t thisuasnever

proven. listley, letherlamds, II, pp. 177-70.

awilkes' .nem to 31: Eoger William, mun agent a the Low

“nu“, "be 15", me me, “I, 11, 9. 381m
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opposition to the authority of the Council of State and the Anglo-Dutch

accord.1 ‘

Wilkes' and Uorris' hands were tied in their efforts to put a

stop to such violations of the treaty. its former could do nothing as

he was seriously ill throughout most of February and had no one to take

his place on the Council. lorris was also ill, and besides, found it

necessary to r-ain 'in Utrecht in order to support the pro-Leicester

municipal government there against Dutch designs.2

'fhe Butch "designs" in Utrecht were a plot concocted between

Uohenloe and the Count of lloeurs ae Stadtholder of Utrecht, to reduce

that entire province under the governent of lolland. both men, as well

as Iiaurice, hated the Leicestrian faction, led by l. Deventer who

continued to control Utrecht's municipal gover-ent in opposition to

the rest of that province. If the entire province could be pulled into

the orbit of lolland it would prove to be a great blow to Leicester's

power in the United Provinces. Wilkes was soon to discover that contrary

to their oath the States had been assisting in this subterfuge by secretly

raising troops in‘divere towns in lolland to be eqloyed in surprising

the garrison in Utrecht. '- Fortunately, "by the great dexterity and wise

handling of Sir John lorris" this atteqt was thwarted and the Leicestrian

party remained "full masters and co-enders" of the city.3

 

1Elok, !i_s_t_o_g, III, p. 225 amd'Uilkes' Journal, 27 Feb. 1587, f. 94.

2%., f. 93 and Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, 17 Feb. 1587,

'0'.’ ‘d‘. ”.0 “,127, ‘0 112.

3|iilkes' m-orial to Sir Roger mun-e, February 1507, 95;.

£33., 111, ii, pp. 381-82, and Uilkes to Deventer, 11o lague, 21 Feb.

1587, Ibid., p. 371. Secret intelligence from kiogeult who was still at

Utrecht confirmed this plot to induce lioeur‘s to allow the incorporation

of Utrecht under Haurice's power. See kingault to Wilkes, Utrecht, 10

Feb. 1587, Ibid.,- p. 360. See also, chkhurst to Walsingham, the lague,

2 June 1587, Ibid., iii, p. 88 and Wilkes to Elisabeth, [London],

12 July 1587, nae, ’e 1‘2e



174

Under the leadership of Earnevelt the States found better success

in crippling Leicester's authority by attacking the Council of State.

When, during the month of February, the previous year's extension of

the Council's life expired, the Councilors sought permission from the

States-General to rotire>.'fr’om:.their frustrating responsibilities. the

request was refused, their term of office was extended another three

months, and they were told that they were no longer to consider themselves

"bound" by any acts of the Earl of Leicester touching the governent

of the United Provinces. The States then abruptly dismissed two of the

Earl's strongest supporters on the Council, Seigneur van Urakel of

Utrecht and Adolf van neotkerke of Flanders. the former's dismissal

apparently came as a result of his part in Leicester's Act of Eestriction,

the latter's because of his continual support of the Earl.‘ Sometime

later the States excluded two more of Leicester's staunchest supporters

from the Council. Ibis time it was the two Friesian‘Councilors he had

appointed, Doctor Eessel Aysma and Velger Feitsme.2

0n the last day of January the States-General passed an act

transferring the control of all naval affairs to llaurice and a six-meter

 

l'Wilkes' Journal, 11 Feb. 1517, f. 93. this ruling was actually

not put into effect until exactly one month later march 41th) when by

then the Council's life was only extended another two months. Ibid., f.

95. As for lieetkerke's dismissal, Leicester was apparently upset. flan,

later in early April, Elizabeth's cousin and newly appointed Ambassador

to the lague, Lord Euckhuret, asked that the Flemish Councilor be

returned to the Council of State he was told by that body and the States-

Goneral that because Flanders had submitted no nues from which a councilor

could be chosen, they could do nothing to rectify the situation. See,

Leicester's objections to Euckhurst's dealings and Euckhurst's answers

to the same, [July] 1587, gel. Egg” Ell, iii, pp. 212 and 214, no. 7.

Wilkes, on the other hand, suggested that Eolland and Zeeland'e growing

desire to "go-it-alone" (since they carried ”nearly all" the expense of

the war) led them to increasingly turn their backs on the rest of the

provinces and "caused th- to remove those of Flanders that were of the

College of States and Council from their places and societies. Wilkes

to Elisabeth, [1], 12 July 1587, Ibid., pp. 164-65.

217111...’ E-onstrance c. the States-General, 12 larch 1507,

'ons, ‘dd. ”.0 “,01‘, ft. “7.48.
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council made up of representatives from Holland, Zeeland, and Friesland.

this was done in spite of their previous agreement with Leicester that

gave him control of all military matters on the sea as well as on the

land.1 At the same time the States passed another act designed to "case".

all English foot and horse coqanies in their pay in order to raise the

cupanies in Elisabeth's pay up to their stipulated 5,000 feet and 2,000

horse. Later, when they exhibited this act before the Council of State,

they insisted they would carry out the reduction in spite of any resistance

from the Council. Wilkes implored them to postpone the execution of the

act until Leicester returned, but, as he expected, they ignored his

advice.2

It was not long before Wilkes was reporting the results of these

reductions. Ileny English soldiers were to be seen painfully making

their way through the Provinces on their way home to England, all the

way being refused entrance to the towns through which they needed to

m“3

During all these troubles, Wilkes and lorris continued to be

faced with the problem of the magistrates in the several towns refusing

to allow English garrisons within their walls. The probl- was especially

acute in the frontier province of Utrecht where many of the towns outside

the main city of Utrecht were anti-Leicestrian in their syqathios. Dorris

explained to Wilkes that because of the refusal of the Utrecht towns to

allow the horse companies entrance, they had been forced to live off the

"country," and as a result the ”people do put themselves in arms against

 

lWilkes' Journal, 9 Feb. 1507, f. 93.

2_1_b_id., Act of States-General, no lague, 30 Jan. 1587, Col. For.,

Ell, ii, p. 3116, and Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, 10 larch 1586,

E.ll., Add. lies. 48,127, f. 109. See also Rid., f. 110 for copy of the

States "Act." .

3Wilkes' “21.1 to 31: Roger Williams, Feb. 1587, 1114., p. 382.
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th‘." therefore, he was constrained to send the horse coqanios into

the frontier of lolland to seek a new place to forage. If they/yore

refused Tentryrmhere, Wilkes was to gain permission from the Council

"that they may be discharged and passports given unto them to return

to England. "1

no appearance of the ill-supplied English horse companies on the

frontiers of Eolland had the expected result. While llaurice and thenloe

were threatening to "cut them in pieces" if they did not i-ediately

leave, the enraged inhabitants rose up in arms. against the troops forclng

them to return to Utrecht.2

Quickly Wilkes wrote a very "bol " letter to Elizabeth explaining

the condition of her army. As he had done earlier, he explained that

with only two exceptions, all the Captains of the horse were in England

for the winter months and as a result their "evil led" companies were

"co-itting daily upon the villages and «non people extreme spoils,

insolences, and mischiefe," all of which "hath drawn our nation into

the hatred of this people very deeply."3

Mtunately, Wilkes' earlier plea against these "Court Captains"

had found its mark, for on a Saturday in early February "all" captains-

and officers holding co-issions in the Low Countries were "co-ended by

proclanation on pain of death, the same night to depart to their charges."

In his letter to Elizabeth, Wilkes went on to explain that in spite

of his "being at this instant...sick to the danger of my life," he had

 

lWilkes' Journal, 31 Jan. 1507, f. 92, and lorris c. Wilkes,

Utrecht, 9 and 12 Feb. 1587, §a_l,. _Fggu'nl, ii, pp. 356 and 359.

2Cilpin to Leicester; fie lague, 7 larch 1587, U.U., Egerton Ilse.

1694, f. 114 and Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, Ibid., ff. 116-l7.

3Wilkes c. Elisabeth, n. Eegue, 16 Feb. 1587, 5.11., m. nee.

21,505, f. 2. " '

"theme Cartwright to Sir John Conway, Covornor of Ostend, Flushing,

10 Feb. 1587, 93;. £35., 111, ii, p. 358.
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fruitlessly written time and again to the States to do something to

relieve the English companies until money was sent from England. In no

uncertain terms he made it clear to the Queen that if money were not sent

i-ediately and Leicester or some other returned to take charge of

utters, the English soldiers would all be forced through "intolerable

necessity" to return to England thus leaving the United Provinces to be

"reduced under the yoke of the Spaniard. "1

Ileanwhile, until some pay was forthcoming from England the much

concerned English Councilor was willing to risk even his own credit to

relieve the most desperate of the English soldiers. As he explained

to Leicester, ‘ i

I borrowed upon mine own credit and pawn of my carcass, to repay

at the end of two‘ months, 6800 sterling which I divided among the

cupanies distressed, being eight in nuber...,

causing the same to be distributed to them by the poll which

extended to 30s. sterling a man.2

In the midst of these desperate efforts, the unwell Wilkes was

forced to take tine to bail Leicester's secretary Otheman (otherwise

known as Eobert Dale) out of the serious trouble in which his indiscretion

had i-ersed him. this eavesdropping gossip had just at the end of

January enraged some of the most important Dutch nobles by his unguarded

references to certain scandalous ruors concerning the Countess of lioeurs.

When this reached the ears of her husband, the Governor of Utrecht, be,

along with several other inortant nobles, seized the unlucky 0thoman,

interrogated him, and then, apparently satisfied with his explanations,

set bin free only to change their minds the next day and recapture bin

 

1Wilkes to Elisabeth, n. lague, 16 Feb. 1587, 3.11., 1“. lies. 21,500,

f. 2.

31711». c. Leicester, :11. lague, 17 r... 1507, Ibid., 40,127, f.

112, and Wilkes to Leicester, ‘fhe lague, l2 liarch 1587, D.W., Egerton

1m. 1694, ff. 116-17. 99;. £95., XXI, ii, p. 367 mistakenly lists the

sum Wilkes borrowed as 58,000.
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after a house to house search of the city of Delft. lie very survival

threatened, the secretary succeeded in conveying information of his plight

to Wilkes, me intercession in 1.1. behalf (backed by the authority of

the Council) "miraculously preserved" his life. Examined by the Council,

0thoman was successful in clearing hi-elf at least to the satisfaction

of hi. friends.1 ‘

Writing to Leicester concerning the whole incident, 0thoman

accurately pinpointed the motives of those who had pursued him so

intensely:

All your friends do see that this disgrace is not meant so much to

me as to your Excellency; the Dutch earls. having used such speeches

unto me, and against all law, custom, and reason, used inch violence

to me, that your Excellency shall wonder to hear of it.

Angered by the intensity of the States' reaction to the loss of

Deventer andithe lengths to which some of its members were going to strike

out at Leicester, Sir John Uorris wrote a strong letter reproaching them

for their "raehness." Io reminded them, (with more truth then tact),

of the amorous treasons emitted by their own man who had in the past

betrayed not only "towns" but also "whole countries" to the enemy.3

Leicester's Continued Animosity

through all of these troubles Wilkes continued to suffer from

Leicester's suit» and he was beginning to grew tired of the Earl unreason-

ableness. lo had recently learned from an apparently angry letter from

Eurghley that Leicester had falsely hformed the Lord treasurer that

Wilkes had made "lewd and unreverent speeches" against bin. Shocked at

 

lIlotley, Uetherlands II. I’m-18245. Surnisingly there is no

mention of this incident in volue XXI, ii, of 92;. Egg.

 

anoney, letherlands n, p. 145.

 

3Wilkes' Journal, 7. Feb. 1587, r. 93.
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the extent to which Leicester was willing to go to blame others for his

own faults, Wilkes quickly wrote Eurghley, denying that he had ever

spoken disrespectfully of bin to Leicester.

I will avow with mine oath upon the holy testament, that I am

therein as falsely and injuriously abused as over was poor man,

and, upon that protestation I do utterly deny that ever I advised

Iy Lord to beware your lordship...“ that I ever used unto him

or to any creature living, any vile, uncivil, lewd, or undutiful '

term of your lordship.

Eeminding the Lord treasurer of the years he had served directly under

him as a clerk of the Privy Council, he continued:

I trust, your lordship, in the observation you have made of my

conversation, serving her liajesty a dozen years under your

Lordship's wing, did never see or learn that I was so indiscreet

as to speak unreverently of men in your Lordship's place...I

thank God I was never so mad.'

then, ruembering better days when his services and friendship were more

valued, Wilkes wrote:

I might speak it without vaunt, that there was no an in Court of

my sort that had more goodwill of high and low than myself before

this cursed and unprofitable journey, which as I declared to your

lordship at the beginning will be, I fear, the cause of my ruin.

In concluding his defense against Leicester's tales, Wilkes made

the surprising suggestion: that if "my adversary were as mean in quality

as myself, I would not doubt but by good grace and help to nke mine

innocency appear upon him with my hand!" Whether or not Wilkes would have

defended his honor in a duel is not certain but, at least at this point

in his quarrel with Leicester, he found himself wishing the whole matter

could be settled in that manner.2

Apparently, at the same time Wilkes learned that Leicester had also

succeeded in turning Sir William Pelham (who had followed the Earl into

Euland in order to take the waters at Eeth) against hin. Writing to

 

lWilkes to Eurghley, the lague, 17 Feb. 1587, e.a.0., s.p.

105,.xcz,.£:. 31-32.
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Walsingham on this subject, the English Councilor protested his loyalty

to the Lord liarshal and asked that he be told as much "because,"

Wilkes wrote, "I make more account to the love of that gentleman than

of ten themistocles." these were strong words against Leicester but

he had every reason to mean the-.1

V Wext, addressing himself to the Earl's continued efforts to slander

his name because of his continued friendship with Leicester's chief

enony, Sir John Norris, Wilkes had this to say to Walsinghan:

I will not answer for any follies co-itted by Sir John Uorris.

I have not been much privy to any of his writings or doings; for

myself... , I never mentioned in any letters to her llajesty or to

any other the errors of themistocles; I have written plainly to

no man but to yourself only, because in truth I durst not trust

any other in Court....I beseech you, let it not be found strange

that I live in friendship with Worris, with the which her Ilajesty'e

services would be hindered; and it is not my disposition to live

out of love with men in who so many rare things are to be noted

as in that no.2

Because of recent earnest solicitations by the Dutch co—issioners

in England for Leicester's return, Walsingham had written Wilkes question-

ing his earlier report that Leicester's return "would not be welcome unto

the States." In reply to this the English Councilor warned Walsingham

not to place any great credit on the co-issioners ' report that the States-

Cenoral desired the Earl's return. "they handle tho-selves as cunningly

in that point as in any other," Wilkes wrote,

and if you will learn their huors and affections towards him,

it must be understood from hence whereby they have taken all

manner of courses that they could devise to cut off and shorten

his credit and authority as he shall find at his return, and yet I

am of opinion seeing the present violence of the States and towns,

and how far they have run themselves out of breath to abridge

his authority, fearing his return, that if her Majesty send any

other but him, these countries will be lost. the experience he

hath already had of them and the fear they have of kin (being but

 

11mm to Walsingham, ne lague, 17 Feb. 1587, s.n., Add. 11...
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cowards and men of base minds) will do more good here in a day

than the presence of any other can do in three months. lo knowoth

their conditions and shall rule them as a schoolmaster does his

boys....therefore, in any case, let him return if you mean to

have any good of these countries, because no nan shall cure the

inward infirmities of this state so well as be, which if you leave

to be healed by any easy medicans to be applied by a physician

ignorant of the state of this body you shall hasard the same.1

this letter points out one great difference between the quality

of Leicester and Wilkes as public servants. heroes Elisabeth's favorite

was never able to divorce his personal feelings from what he felt was

best: for the English goveruent, Wilkes always kept his emotions sub-

servient to the demands of his political assignments. In spite of his

unfair treatment at Leicester's hands as well as his awareness of the

States-Cenoral's dislike for the Earl, Wdlkes could see that there was

no one else of comparable prestige who was knowledgeable enough to

salvage England's position in the Netherlands. lor was there anyone

else who could ever hope to claim as much authority to do so as could

Leicester. Even though he knew the Governor-General's return would

endanger his own position, Wilkes was willing to make the reco-endation

he felt was best for England. this difference in the personalities of

the two men worked to no small disadvantage for Leicester and to the great

credit 6: Wilkes. I

It was in the midst of all this trouble that one ray of hope broke

through Wilkes' clouds of despair. Around the beginning of February,

Elisabeth decided to send that crusty soldier of fortune, Sir Roger

Williams, on a mission to the Hague to sound out the "ht-ore and dispo-

sitions" of various Dutch leaders towards Leicester. llis brief stay not

only equipped him with this informtion but also gave hin the chance to

see first-hand how Wilkes was handling the whole situation in the

 

11b1d., and Walsinghan c. Wilkes, London, 10 Feb. 1537, 93;. £95.,
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Fatherlands. this was just what Wilkes needed; someone who would carry

back to the Court the facts instead of passing on to Leicester every

damaging rmor.1

Prior to Sir Roger's return to England, Wilkes drew up and delivered

to him a 'tlomorial" of conditions and sentiments among the Dutch at that

time. With this and his own findings, Williams hurried back to England

to give what. was apparently a very favorable report on Wilkes ' adminis-

tration.. In fact it was so beneficial that Walsinghan was soon to

write the English Councilor that "the mistastes beginneth now to ‘calm

towards you. Captain Willians hath done good offices between you [and

Leicester]." Even Leicester wrote a conciliatory letter to Wilkes,

saying that he had heard good reports of his conduct at the Hague and

furthermore knew that Elisabeth too was well p1eased.2

For the moment Wilkes' spirits listed, his health began to improve

slightly, and even more important, Walsingham sent him the encouraging

news that Elisabeth was finally realizing that there was "small hope

of profit" in Spain's continuing peace overtures to England. Continued

reports of Philip's "very great and puissant" Armada preparations suggested

that his real motives were to use the preposed peace as "'a means to

increase danger and hurt than a way to yield security and co-odity" to

England.3 I

lost inortant was Leicester's letter reporting that the Paymaster

of the English Forces in the Low Countries, Sir thomas Shirley, was

 

l'Wilkes' Journal, Feb. 1587, ff. 92-93.

2Leicester to wane, '1ly louse," 23 Feb. 1587, 99;. _r_o_r., n1,

ii, p. 376, and Walsingham to Wilkes, the Court, 23 Feb. 1587, Ibid.,

p. 377. A '

3Walsingban to Wilkes, the Court at Greenwich, 23 Feb. 1587, Ibid. ,

p. 377 and Wilkes to Burghley, the ’ague, 17 Feb. 1587, Ibid., p. 365.’
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shortly to return from England with £5,000 to pay her llajesty's troops.

this, plus the news that Elisabeth was seriously considering sending

Leicester back to the Provinces as Governor-General, were the two things

Wilkes knew would do more to help solve the problem he faced than

anything else.1

Wilkes' Political theories

In spite of his sick leave from the Council during the critical

month of February, Wilkes made every possible effort to restore England

to the affections of the people of the Provinces. It seoud that at the

first news of Stanley's and tork's treason nearly everyone had turned

against the English. through letters to those Calvinist "ministers"

and other local leaders who were "constant in their affection" to Elisa-

beth and Leicester, Wilkes asked that the "people" be informed of the

"ungrateful and dangerous proceedings of the States," as well as of the

expected speedy return of the Governor-General. In writing to the Earl,

the English Councilor claimed that this policy had one "good effect"

on the inhabitants of the Provinces that they became,

wonderfully animated and have delivered each where in speeches

that if by the overthwart dealings of the States, her liajesty

shall be drawn to stay her succors and goodness towards them,

and that thereby your lordship be also discouraged to return, they

will cut their throats; and you would wonder to see the people

(who so lately by the practice of the said States and the accident

of Deventer and the fort were notably alienated) so returned to

their former devotion...2

throughout his illness Wilkes had not neglected to issue written

remonstrances to the States-General in criticism of their anti-English

tactics. When, in early larch, he recovered his health sufficiently to

 

1Leicester to Wilkes, 'tiy louse," 23 Feb. 1587, Ibid., p. 376.

Aiilkes to Leicester, ‘the lague, l2 liarch 1587, Ibid., p. 405.
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attend Council meetings, he rest-ed his verbal protests there. By March

3rd these continual charges plus concern over popular unrest, led a

delegation of the States to make one of their frequent visits to the

Council: where their spokesman, Earnevelt, suggested that Wilkes "deliver

his mind frankly to them, and they doubted not but to satisfy him."

Accepting the challenge Wilkes, supported by Leoninus, Loosen, and toelinck,

launched into a lengthy explanation on how the States had "very injuriously.. .

derogated from and trodden the authority of his lordship and of this

council under your feet."1

In response, Earnevelt argued that the States

were sovereigns, and therefore [it was] not fit that the Governor

who drew his authority from them should call than to account for

their doings, no more than the governors of Charles V might tax

them for any action of his done in the government.

the pensioner of Rotterdam further stated that always in the past the

authority of the States had been a

bridle unto the actions of their Princes, and that whosoever

should hereafter accept the sovereignty of their countries they

did mean to retain the same authority and to assodle themselves

at all times at their pleasures for the affairs of their said

county.2

Wilkes was not surprised by Earnevelt's arguents in defense of

the States' sovereignty, he had heard them often enough before. But _

this time he was prepared to meet the argument with facts of his own.

He had become convinced that such opinions were the cause of the States'

blatant usurpation of the Council's authority--an usurpation that made

him and the other councilors "but ciphers" in the management of military

matters in the Provinces.3

 

11bid.

211.10., and Wilkes' Journal, 3 liarClI, 1587, f. 94.

3Wi1kes remonstrance to the States, 11 larch 1587, 8.11. , Add.

lies. 48,014, ff. 448-49, Wilkes' Womorial to Sir Roger Williams, Feb.
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Rising to his feet, he surprised the States' deputies by bluntly

challenging their conception of sovereignty. lo doubt recently coached

by Deventer and others regarding the governmental structure of the

Provinces, Wilkes made answer to the States ' deputies by doing what he

could "to beat them from that huor of their sovereignty, which I declared

and proved to be in the people, showing that upon that error they had

grounded the rest of their willful absurdities.“

In answer to their clain of an ancient right to meet in a national

assonbly when they pleased, Wilkes "proved unto them...that by the laws

of the countries, the States-General never assemble but when they were

called by their Sovereign. "2

What else Wilkes may have said in reply to the States delegation

is not recorded. However, one can read the crux of what must have been

his arguent in his concluding paragraphs of a written remonstrance

which he submitted to them on the evening of March 11th in order, as

he said, that "they might see their folies the better."3

Written to the States in French the remonstrance stated, among

other things, that:

Sovereignty, through the failure of a legitimate prince belongs

to the people and not to you, gentlemen, who are only servants,

ministers, and deputies of the said people. You all have your

 

1587, _C_e_l_. 125., III, ii, p. 382, Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 10

llarch 1587, Ibid. , p. 400, and Wilkes to Leicester, the lague, 12 lurch

1587, I_b_id., p. 405.

lIhid.

2011...: Journal, 3 sex-ch, 1537. f. 94.

3Wilkes to Leicester, the Hague, 12 llarch 1587, g1. 25., xxx,

ii, p. 405. Wilkes delivered this remonstrance to a group of the

States' deputies in the presence of the Council of State and also included

within it were approximately eighteen specific charges of their "violations"

of Leicester's authority. the deputies promised Wilkes they would answer

each of them but for obvious reasons never did. Wilkes' Journal, 12

March 1587, f. 95.
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emissions and instructions limited not only by time but also by

the affairs you deal with. thus, for these reasons your conditions

are as distant from sovereign power as is that of a subject to

his Prince, or a servant to his master, or to be more exact as

the sky is from the earth. For, sovereignty is not limited either

as to power, as to responsibility, or as to time. Even less do

you gentlemen represent the sovereignty; for the people in giving

the general and absolute government to his Excellency have conferred

upon him the administration of justice, policy, naval affairs,

war, and all other points of sovereignty. Nevertheless n Governor-

General is only a guardian and depository until such time as it

may please the Prince or peOple to revoke such power; there being

no other in these United Provinces who can do this. Before this, it

was the people through your means and office, who conferred this

power, authority, and government on his Excellency.

therefore, according to the co-on rule of law (guo, jure guid ,

statuitur, aodem juro telli d2‘bet),you, gentlemen, have been _fully

empoweredby the Provinces, the cities, and to be more exact,

by your masters and superiors to confer this government on his

Excellency. It follows that you require a like power and author-

ization in order to take it away either all or part of it. And

if you have not been co-issioned by them to curtail his authority

or that of the Council of State...two things follow: one, that you

do not understand what they are doing and have not carefully thought

and considered the extent of this power, or rather, you...have

fallen into the crime of disobedience, considering how solemnly you

have sworn and promised obedience to hill.1

By the time Wilkes' written remonstrance was delivered to the

States, they were busily preparing a counter-arguent. this elaborate

and comprehensive Deductie or Justificition was compiled by the pensioner

of Gouda, Franchois- Vrank. Comencing ‘with what Motley called "an

astounding absurdity," Vrank chastised Wilkes and his supporters as

"mischief-makers" who "have not been ashamed to dispute, and to cause

the Earl of Leicester to dispute, the lawful constitution of the Provinces;

a matter which has not been disputed for eight hundred years." During

these years, he continued, the land had been ruled by "Counts and Countesses

on whom the nobles and cities, as representing the States, had legally

conferred the sovereignty. " Further, it was claimed that the mnicipal

town councils were as old as the‘cities themselves.2

 

1Wilkes' ruonstrance to the States, [11] Hatch 1587, B.M.,

Add. Has. 48,014, ff. 448-49.

2Motley, Netherlands 11, PP. 226-28 [Hotley's italics].
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Having ludicrously dated the States own constitutional existence

and sovereignty from the year 787 A.D., and displayed the usual sixteenth-

century ignorance of medieval history, Vrank went on in a more logical

vein. He explained that the cities and nobility together represent the

people. the thirty or forty deputies who made up the national assembly

were in no way the vessels of sovereignty but only represented those who

held this power, and whoever said differently was ignorant of their real

function. the truth of the whole matter, he continued, was as follows:

In order to avoid being tyrannised by their prince the people had long

ago decided that it was their duty to control him. Because they could

not do this directly they divided themselves into two estates, the

nobility, and the towns governed by their colleges of councilors or wise

men. these magistrates, who were chosen for life, and the nobility by

reason of "their ancient dignity and splendid possessions" together

"represented the whole State" and "the whole body of the population,"

and it was they (the magistrates and nobility) who in turn sent their

representatives to the national assembly or States-General to represent

the estates of the country before their prince. to repeat: "the

deputies who wield the govermnent are not the States themselves, but

'represent their principals. "'1 3

the Deduction as well as Wilkes' arguents have been detailed at

some length in order to prevent the misconceptions (that tend to result

from a too superficial reading of the related documents), that Urank's

argument proclaimed for the States their independent sovereign authority

while Wilkes, in opposition, was espousing democratic principles.

If one reads only Wilkes' side of the argument he comes away con-

vinced that the States were claiming that sovereignty lay only with

 

lIbid., pp. 227-29, and Blok, mum, III, p. 227.
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themselves. And while their periodic and apparently not-too-carefully-

thought-out public statements seem to substantiate this position,

Vrank's Deduction makes it amply clear that in reality they claimed only

a representative or derivative sovereignty which could be recalled at any

time by the two sovereign estates of magistrates and nobility. One

must be careful not to read modern democratic implications into Vrank's

reference to the sovereignty of the people. Pew if any sixteenth-century

men, including hard-line Calvinists, could even conceive of a theory

that included the concept of universal suffrage. The pensioner of

Gouda's Deduction represented as Elok says "the unifesto of the

aristocratic government" which was "wholly consistent with the national

character which in general demanded no share in the government of the

States for the people. "1

The more canon tendency is to misrepresent Wilkes' political

theories, as propounded in his remonstrance as essentially different

from that proposed in the Deduction. Suggesting that Wilkes argued for

democratic principles, Blok states that the English Councilor "claimed

that, in default of a prince, the people, not the States, inherited

the sovereignty."2

0n the other hand, Motley was perceptive enough to realize that

Wilkes in no way suggested a concept of universal suffrage or that

sovereignty lay within the co-on people.3 But, he contradicts himself

by explicitly stating that "flilkes retracted these democratic views

 

11hid., p. 228.

2Ibid., p. 226.

allotley further states that "By the people, he [Wilkes] meant, if

he meant anything, only that very .small fraction of the inhabitants of a

country, who, according to the English systu, in the reign of Elisabeth,

constituted its Co-ons." (p. 223.)
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[as contained in his remonstrance] before the end of the sun-er and

gradually adopted the constitutional theory maintained by Holland."1

Either Wilkes maintained democratic views or he did not. Appar-

ently, in an attempt to juxtapose Wilkes' position against that of the

States, Hotley was forced subtlely to confuse the issue by suggesting

to the mind of the reader that the two parties were poles apart in their

political theories, when, in fact, he had not proven that to be the case

at all.2

The fog surrounding this problem can be cleared away if one

realizes that at the beginning of this debate (i.e., before Vrank's

Deduction was drawn up), Wilkes and the States did appear to be poles

apart. The deputies' periodic references to "their sovereignty" led

Wilkes to believe that they meant what they said. Therefore, both his

verbal and ubsequent written remonstrances atteqted to prove them

wrong by showing that the real sovereignty lay with the two estates of

the nobility and the magistrates (i.e. , the Provinces and the cities),

and that the States-General exercised only a representative or derivitive

sovereignty. Wilkes also indicated that in spite of this derivitive

sovereignty and the fact that they had been "empowered by the rovinces

and the cities...to confer this government on his Eacellency," it was,

 

1Footnote no. 1, p. 222. (My italics and brackets.)

2ll'urther proof that Wilkes propounded the correct interpretation

of Dutch constitutional theory came later in the smer of 1587, when on

July 12th he infomd Elizabeth that if she should continue to refuse

Dutch offers of their sovereignty, it shoul "remain with such as now _1

_t_he _I___aws of those countries d_g retain the same, which is n_o_t inthe g___o-on

Es__pleas some are persuaded,but in some fiftyor sixty personsin every

city and town called by the name of Vroetscha , who are the chiefest

burgers in the cities, and out of them the persons called the Estates.

This Vroetschap are most jealous of their liberties and privileges, for

defense whereof they now make war against their lawful sovereign, and

charge themselves with impositions which no prince would force them to."

Ibid., and _C_a_l_. For., :11, iii, p. 163. my italics.) llotley quotes

this same letter in an atteqt to prove that Wilkes changed position in

his political philosophy from March to July 1587.
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in fact, the two estates, and not the States-General, who had the right

to say whether or not Leicester was deprived of the authority they ori-

ginally granted to him.

Redo aware by Wilkes that they had been less than discreet in

their claims and exercise of that sovereignty and fearful of the growing

unrest among the politically powerful inhabitants who disliked their

high-handed treatment of Leicester 's authority, the States apparently

requested Vrank to draft a more accurate statement of Dutch political

philosophy. The result was the Deductigg, which took very nearly the

same position that Wilkes held.

'_ The major purpose of the docuent was not to refute energy-ant

for popular sovereignty, which some have thought Wilkes made, nor was

it designed to defend the States-General's earlier statements which

suggested that sovereignty lay within their hands. Instead, the entire

instrument was aimed at convincing Wilkes, the rest of the Council,

and those "people" who supported them that the States had never claimed

to be the repository of sovereignty and that they, like him, clearly

recognised that such ultimate power resided in the hands of the magis-

trates and the nobility.

What the Deduction failed to .do was answer Wilkes' arguent that

because the two sovereign estates had given Leicester his authority'as

Governor-General the States-General had no right to deprive him of it

wilhout first receiving permission from the provinces and cities. This

proved to be the greatest difference in the two men's arguents, and

though on the surface Vrank appears to have ignored the English Councilor's

arm-ant, there is, throughout the Deduction, a discernable undertone

that rejects Wilkes' position. Perhaps Vrank felt no need to argue the

obvious for both the provincial Estates of Holland and Zeeland did generally
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support the States' attacks on Leicester 's authority; and this is what

Wilkes had insisted was necessary before they could act.

There was another minor variance in their position but it was more

a difference of emphasis than one of fundamentals. Wilkes placed greater

stress on the "people's" rights than did the States, and with good reason.

His responsibility in Leicester's absence was to maintain the authority

of the Council of State, a task that the States had been making increasingly

difficult. Ilia remonstrance plus his letters to some of the politically

vocal portions of the population were undoubtedly designed not only to

warn the States that they had better pay closer attention to the

"people's" wishes, but also to remind the latter of their political

responsibilties.

The States, on the other hand, tended naturally to emphasize

their own rights rather than those of their Masters" as Wilkes termed

them. But, such disagreement in emphasis in no way invalidates the

similarity of the two parties' constitutional theories.

Ultimately, Vrank's Deduction could have been a notable success.

In spite of the obvious discrepancy between the document's position and

the States' earlier stance, the former would not only have taken the teeth

out of Wilkes' accusations, but also, by correctly defining the national

assembly's own constitutional position, probably helped to quiet some

of the suspicions that were beginning to circulate among both the canon

and the ruling classes concerning their usurpation of the sovereignty.

But as it turned out, it 'was never published. Why this is so is not

clear, but it se-s logical to assume from the States' subsequent conduct

that they were unwilling publicly to acknowledge the correctness of

Wilkes' and Vrank's positions knowing that to do so might diminish their

authority, which they continued to claim was sovereign.1

 

lWilkes' Journal, 12 March 1587, f. 95.
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At home in England, Lord Burghley's reaction to Wilkes' remonstrance

was both interesting and favorable. "I have," he wrote to Walsingham

on April 12th, 1587,

considered an large writing exhibited to the States~General by

Mr. Wilkes on the behalf of her Majesty, and my Lord of Leicester

as her Majesty's Lieutenant, and Governor of those countries.

Wherein he hath in my opinion both wisely, clearly, and yet

modestly, expressed the offences emitted by the States generally

against my lord's authority, and in the end he presseth them with

a sharp argument, taxing the States with their challenge of

sovereignty, where the same properly belongeth to the whole country

and people of whom they have their authority. This argument is

somewhat biting and I long to hear what will be answered, for it

is a matter questionable and full of absurdities.1

Utrecht

Keanwhile, the quarrel between the States-General, Hohenloe,

Count noeurs, and their supporters in Utrecht on one hand, and the

Leicestrian factions in that same province on the other hand, was still

in full swing.2 The designs of the former to place all of Utrecht

under the goveru-ent of Holland had caused Utrecht to recall its deputies

from the States-General and to cease paying its "co—on contributions"

to the already sorely reduced national treasury.3

The fact that Utrecht was no longer represented on the Council of

State severely isolated this important bastion of English support. Pleased

as Wilkes must have been to see them remain loyal to Leicester, he and

the rest of the much depleted Council were fully aware of the dangers such

a separatist position represented to the strength of the United Provinces

in their stand against Spanish power.‘

 

12.a.0., S.P. 12, cc, no. 21.

28ee this chapter, p.173.

31.. cunt: to Henry Killigrew, Delft, 22 Feb. 1587, 931. 195.,

xxr, u, p. 374, and Wilkes' Journal, 6 lurch 1537, f. 95.

(Wilkes' Journal, 6 April 1587, f. 97, Council of State to
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In time, the States also grew concerned with Utrecht's isolation,

especially when it became clear that General Norris' herculean efforts,

seconded by those of Wilkes, would prevent that province from being pulled

into the orbit of Holland. The States, who had hoped to win Utrecht plus

its "co-on contributions" to their side, were forced in early March to

beg the Council of State to send a delegation to the Utrecht estates to

"prevail" upon them to heal their divisions, "continue their contributions ,"

and to send "qualified" deputies to the national assetly)

Wilkes was the man chosen to carry out this assignment. Departing

for Utrecht on March 12th, he also carried with him £3,000 that had

recently arrived from England to pay Elizabeth's troops that were "in

garrison or at large" in that province.2

The approximately two weeks Wilkes spent in Utrecht were used to

good effect. In early April the Council of State reported to Leicester

that Wilkes had induced the provincial estates there "to hearken to a

pacification with the States-General and to send deputies to the national

assewly. At the same time Wilkes and Norris somewhat pacified the under-

standably unruly English troops by delivering their partial pay, by

 

The Eague, 29 March 1587, 951. £95., XXI, ii, p. 430. Of the three Utrecht

Council medoers Paul Buys had chosen for obvious reasons to stay away from

the Council after his surprise release from prison in January 1587.

Seigneur von Brakel had been illegally dismissed by the States for his

part in Leicester's Act of Restriction and the third member, the Count of

Hoeurs, had deserted the Leicestrian party in an attempt to join Utrecht

with Holland and so obviously stayed away from the pro-Leicester council.

The provinces of Flanders and tries land were also no longer represented

on the Council. the farmer's Adolf van Heetkerke had been kicked off the

Council by the States at .thesame time as Brakel and Priesland's Doctor .

Bessel Aysma and Velger Peitsma had also been removed by the States because

of their pro-Leicestrian sympathies. The third member for Pries was William

Lewis of Nassau who as Governor of that province apparently had neither

time nor interest enough to' attend council sessions.

1611pin to Walsingham, The Hague, 26 March 1587, Ibid., pp. 425-26,

and Wilkes' Journal, 6 lurch 1587, f.,95. '

aWilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 12 March 1587, 3.11., Egerton 1m.

1696, f. 116, and "Note of distribution," 15 larch 1587, 9;}, £93., XII,

ii, p. 415.
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promising more to come within the next week, and especially by their

attempt to carry out the recent Privy Council instructions that the

troops pay "shall not hereafter be delivered to the captains...but [is]

to be paid to the soldier by the poll."1

Lord Buckhurst's Mission

In spite of his successes in Utrecht, Wilkes arrived back at The

Hague on or before Harch 25th in a very discouraged mood. In a letter

to Walsingham he began by insinuating that it seemed "a little strange"

that after all his letters explaining the terrible conditions of the

Provinces he has still been given no "direction how to carry myself

towards the States, or other, for the staying of the violence and dis-

orders attempted here."2

After a lengthy itemization of the problem he faced, and the

urgent need for Leicester's return, Wilkes concluded by asking~that

Walsingham "be a means to Elizabeth" in obtaining his "revocation."

"I am not able," he continues,

to go through this service alone, especially in these confusions,

and I receive so slender comfort from home as I have no courage

tocontinue the same; withall, I find‘my body unable by reason

of my late sickness to abide the travail this place retguireth.3

 

1Privy Council to Norris, Greenwich, 21 pet. 1487, Ibid., p. 372,

Privy Council to Wilkes, Greenwich, 13 larch 1587, A.P.C., XIV, pp.

374-75, and Wilkes' Journal, 8 April 1587, f. 97. The English captains

were "somewhat grieved" by this order to pay by the poll. They did not

feel "their dealings should deserve such distrust." Sir William Russell,

Governor of Plushing, to Walsingham, Flushing, 31 Harch 1587, 9&0 £01.,

XXI, ii, pp. 430-31 04y brackets.)

aiilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, [26] March 1587, 3.14. , Add. has.

5,935, ff. 17-19.

3Ibid. Walsingham's reply to this discouraged letter by Wilkes is

interesting. "You my not take it in evil part," he wrote, "that you

have not received directions from the Earl of Leicester and me touching

your proceeding there, for that we could not draw her najesty to any

resolution. The late severe dealing used by her majesty towards Hr.

Secretary Davison and others of her Council maketh us very circumspect

and careful not to proceed in anything but wherein we receive direction
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Why this extreme discouragement after an apparently successful

trip to Utrecht? The answer lies in the fact that Elisabeth, who had

.onceagain favored Leicester's return to the Netherlands, now for a second

time decided against it. Wilkes, who had been busily spreading the news

of the Earl's return in order to encourage English support and to dis-

courage the States from further violations of his authority, was now

forced to sit out another indefinite delay.1

Instead offlsending Leicesterback to the Wetherlands, Elisabeth

had decided to send Thomas Sackville, Lord Euckhurst, to prepare the

way for the Governor-General's return. by putting a stop to the States

anti-Leicestrian activities. Poet, dramatist, diplomatist, man of wealth,

trained at the bar, favored by Elisabeth, all of these words describe

Lord Euckhurst who, though 51 years of age, was yet to become Earl of

Dorset and Lord-Treasurer of England. A member of Burghley's political

circle, he was nevertheless trusted by Leicester. As a "near kinsman",

of the Queen and one of her Privy Councilors, he seemed just the calibre

of man to impress the mutch. Unfortunately, both Elizabeth and Leicester

 

from herself...[Davison, it will be remedered, delivered Wary Stuart's

death warrant and by doing so provided Elizabeth with a scape-th for

what was really her own responsibility for Mary's death. The Secretary

was banned from Court, stripped of his offices, and imprisoned.] Walsingham

continues by explaining that he acquainted the Queen with Wilkes letters '

"declaring the present confusion and dangerous estate of those countries,

and how necessary it was for her Highness to take speedy order therein,

and specially how needful my lord of Leicester's presence is there if it

were but for two months ' but she postpones her answer and resolution on

the matter until she hears of Lord Euckhurst's successes in his negotiation.

As for Wilkes' request to be recalled, Walsingham could only remind him

how "hardly" Elisabeth "is drawn to revoke those employed in public charges"

and therefore advised him "not to labor in that suit" but to continue to

serve as long as she needed him, "for which service there is none found

more sufficient or better experimented than yourself, which ought to give

encouragement to your painful service and travail. " Walsingham to Wilkes,

Greemich, 13 April 1587, ga_l_. Mo: XII, iii, p. 18.

1Leicester to Wilkes, "ny House," 23 Feb. 1587, Ibid., 11, p. 376,

and ”A Letter from the English Court," 10 larch 1587, Ibid., pp. 400401.
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seemed more anxious that he obtain reparation from the States for past

offences than to heal the wounds that existed between the two countries.1

Arriving at Plushing on March 24th in company with Doctor Bartho-

lomew Clerk and the States' co-issioners who had been negotiating in

England, Euckhurst was i-ediately briefed by Sir William Russell, the

English Governor there, while the co-issioners hurried on to The lague

in order to hold "sundry secret conferences" with the States before

Elisabeth's new aflassador arrived too. In this manner Euckhurst's reasons

for coming were "discovered" to the States, thus giving them "time to

think upon their answers," and to spread the rumor that his coming was

"but to win time for sume other purpose, [the States] being out of hope

of any further favors from her Majesty and not looking for the return

of...Leicester."2

Disappointed with the decision to send Euckhurst instead of

Leicester, Wilkes protested to the Vice Chaderlain, Sir Christopher

Eatton, that he could in no way see how the former's presence could solve

anything, for

whilst he shall spend time in expostulating the causes of our

innovations, the enemy will have prevailed upon some of our

principal towns; who hath already prepared himself to field and

besiegeth a place by us lately surmised called Eurode.3

Still, Wilkes knew it was his responsibility to give full support

to Euckhurst and he did so. The next two months were to see them both

draw closer together in the face of s cm enemy who threatened to destroy

them both.

 

l'Euckhurst's instructions, [14?] March 1587, Ibid., pp. lull-12,

and Do'ono, ls, pp. 97-100.

aEuckhurst to [Walsingham‘l], Middelburg, 26 March 1587, £31. £25. ,

XXI, ii, p. 422, and Wilkes to Walsingham, The lague, 26 March 1587,

Ibid., PP. ‘27’28e

3Wilkes to llatton, m lague, 26 March 1537, 1514., p. 424.
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Euckhurst arrived at The Eague on March 30th and there on the luth

of April dutifully presented to a codinad session of the States-General

and the Council of State a list of injuries done to Elisabeth's

subjects and to Leicester. To these charges the Council made a "very

honest, modest, and wise answer" but, the States desired a day to prepare

its answer. The following day they began by denying all the charges except

for their January 25th letter to Leicester which they said was written

"g amaritudine 93512" as a result of Stanley's and York's treason. They

then blamed all the faults listed by Euckhurst "not to their governor

but to certain lewd persons...who sought to seduce his lordship and to

cause him to hate the States.“

nuckhurst thought it unwise to argue against this weak reply upon

the ground that there had already been accusations and counter-accusations

enough and that "a little bitterness more had made them 'feetter' to deter-

mine dangerously than to resolve for the best." The subject was then

changed to a discussion of how much in men and money would be required

during the coming year's war. It was decided that 33,000 foot, 7,000

horse, and 1,000 pioneers would be essential for both garrison duty and

a five-to six-month campaign. Such nuders would require all of the

States' £240,000 annual contribution, Elisabeth's annual £133,000, and

an additional £150,000. The States requested that the Queen assume two-

thirds of this latter amount, they paying the other third. This Euckhurst

refused and the meeting ended with the States asking, and him agreeing,

to induce Elisabeth to contribute at least one-third of that sum while

the former treated with the Provinces to bear the remainder.2

 

111st of injuries, 4 April 1587, Ibid., iii, pp. 6-8, nottor Clerk

to Burghley, The Uague, 12 April 1587, Ibid., pp. 15-17, and Wilkes'

Journal, 30 March 1587, f. 96.

2Estimate of Elisabeth's charges, 12 July 1587, 3.14., Add. Mss.

48,088, f. 5. Doctor Clerk to Burghley, The lague, 12 April 1587, gal.

For., “I, 111’ pp. 15-17.
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In spite of this brief disagreement over Elizabeth's portion of

the additional contribution, Wilkes was pleased with the effects of

Euckhurst's presence. He wrote to Walsingham that because of the ambass-

ador's good judgment, discretion, and extreme diligence there was now

"general contentment" among the "people." His tactics of enumerating the

States' "errors...without urging the same" andhis seeming to be satis-

fied with their "weak and slender" answers, resulted in a "full recon-

cilistion" which included their promise to obey Leicester as well as

Elisabeth.1

Euckhurst too was confident his methods were achieving success.

To Burghley he reported "that all things" were "reduced to a quiet caln,

ready to receive my Lord of Leicester and his authority whensoever he

cometh, and with as great devotion to her Majesty as can be desired. "

To Elisabeth he confidently sent the States' request for an additional

loan of £50,000, which would take care of one-third of the [additional

£150, 000 needed.2

Having watched the success of Euckhurst's conciliatory methods

for a fortnight, Wilkes began to have second thoughts as to what would

happen when and if Leicester returned. He expressed these misgivings

to Walsingham: "His coming will either consolidate all our wounds or

open them again. " In another count to the First Secretary he explained

why 'he felt this way and at the same time zeroed in on the Earl's chief

 

l'Wilhes to Walsingham, The Hague, 8 and 13 April 1587, Ibid. ,

PP. 10 and 19a

2Buckhurst to Elisabeth and Burghley, The Hague, 19 April 1587,

1151,, p. 23. In a post script of a May 11th letter to Walsinghan,

Buckhurst stated: "The honorable entertainment which I have had at

Utrecht with the States, the Burger-masters, and after by the Count

Maurice, Governor there ; and likewise at Amsterdam, Haarlen and Leyden,

I assure you have been so great as if they had been done to her Majesty's

self." Cabala, _S__ive S_c_____rinia _S___acra: Mysteries _o_f _S__tate an_g Government

Thomas Sawbridge, 1691), pt. 2, p. 30.
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weakness by stating with neat alliteration that "He is not so facil to

forget as ready to revenge. "1

Wilkes had a better reason for hesitating about Leicester's return.

Writing to Walsingham and Hatton he reported that sometime around the

middle of April a "dearfriend" who was "inward" with his "great and

heavy enemy" had informed him,

that even at my Lord Euckhurst's departure from the Court, I

was with very bitter words and terms deadly threatened with revenge

at his coming hither. How or in what sort I know not, but believe

it “will be by means of a gap opened by mine own letters to him...

wherein I have touched some persons of quality here for their

indirect proceeding against her Majesty and our nation.

Pearfully he added, "I pray that I may return before he comes.2

This suggestion that Leicester was seeking to be avenged on

Wilkes by using his diplomatic reports to anger certain Dutch leaders

against him worried the English Councilor. He had no desire to be

caught between the revengeful Earl and his aroused opponents in the

Provinces. This concern turned to outright fear when Wilkes learned that

the normally discreet Walsingham had carelessly passed on to Elisabeth

 

l‘Hilkcs to Walsingham, The Hague, 13 and 19 April 1537, £a_l. 101.,

XXI, iii, pp. 19 and 24. then Walsingham informed Wilkes of the English

Court's unhappiness over Euckhurst's dealings with the States, the English

Councilor replied that, "(under correction) I may answer, that if the

matter should have been referred to me...I would not have received so easy

payment for so apparent injuries; but as things are now handled at home,

I do change my opinion, and think it was the wisest course..." Walsingham

to Wilkes, Croydoa, 2 May 1587, Ibid., pp. 47-48, and Wilkes to Walsingham,

The hgue, 17 May 1587, Ibid., p. 67.

30111:» to Walsingham and Hatton, The Hague, 19 April 1587, Ibid.,

pp. 23-26. Hot long after this plea for his recall Wilkes received a

letter from Walsingham indicating that he should. not pursue the matter

because of Elisabeth's need for his services at The Hague. In reply to

this statement by the Queen which was so obviously contradictory to her

treatment of him, Wilkes shot back the following co-ent to Walsingham:

"I may answer justly that I am very insufficient for many considerations...

yet when mine employment shall be accompanied with so many apparent hazards

of my poor life...it seemeth unto me, under correction, a hard reward for

my faithful services to be left to the mercy of such as have will and

means by revenge to bereave her Majesty of a true and obedient servant,

and me of my life in an obscure sort to my perpetual infamy, to the pleasing

of mine enemies and the discomforting of all honest man by my example from
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some recent intelligence concerning Count Hohenloe, intelligence

that suggested the Count had been in secret correspondence with Perms.1

Elisabeth's reaction had been immediate. Aware that Hohenloe controlled

many important towns, and still having the treasons of Stanley and York

fresh in her mind, she quickly dispatched a ciphered letter to Lord

Euckhurst, who was by this time being welcomed and feasted in Utrecht.2

Not having the key to the cipher, Euckhurst wrote Wilkes at The

Hague to come to Utrecht immediately and bring it with him. But, as he

was sick again, Wilkes sent only the key. A second and more urgent dis-

patch from.Euckhurst the following day convinced Wilkes to leave his

sickbed and painfully make his way to Utrecht. Once there he:read in

shocked amazement Elizabeth's recently deciphered letter. In it the

Queen ordered him, Euckhurst, and Morris to decoy Hohenloe into a safe

town, under pretense of consultation, and there to imprison him on a

charge of treason.3

All three men know that in light of Hohenloe's large and powerful

following in the Provinces, to have carried out such instructions would

have been pure folly.

Protesting to Walsingham, Wilkes stated that even to attempt such

a thing would "hasard the ruin and overthrow" of the whole country, .

especially after Euckhurst had so successfully calmed matters there. Then,

chastising the Eirst Secretary for his indiscretion in the whole matter,

 

serving of her‘Majesty with that due sincerity that in her like services

will be requisite..." Wilkes to Walsingham, Utrecht, 28 April 1587, Ibid. ,

p. 37.
-—

lWilkes to Walsingham, [The Hague], 26 March 1587, Ibid., ii, p. 426.

2Gilpin to Wilkes, [Utrecht], 25 April 1587,.I§;§., iii, pp. 29-30,

Elisabeth to Euckhurst, [Greenwich], 15 April 1587, Ibid., pp. l9-20, and

Wilkes to Walsingham, [Utrecht], 29 April 1587, Ibid., pp. 35-37.
 

31bid., and Elizabeth to Euckhurst, [Greenwich], 15 April 1587,
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Wilkes continued:

I was not a little anased, considering that her Majesty's resol-

utiom in [this matter] was founded upon a late advertisement written

byma toyour honor, which Ihopedyouwouldhavereserved toyour

own knowledge, until upon further inquisition I might have been

able to have attained to a more perfect understanding of the utter,

by discovering of [Hohenloe's] instruments and the effect of his

practice with the Duke of Parma.

Went, revealing his anxiety lest the Earl of Leicester should hear of this

matter, Wilkes said:

Ear Majesty...” your honor knoweth, can hold no secrets. If

[she] do inert it to Leicester I - sped, unless you help to

hasten me home the faster, and in the meantime, that her Majesty

be seriously entreated to conceal it from Leicester, or in case

it be iqorted unto him, than to lay upon him an extraordinary

charge and co-amdmant not to use it to my harm.

The last thing Wilkes wanted was to be destroyed by Hohenloe at Leicester's

instigatioml

Fortunately Wilkes' fears were not confirmed, and his official

friendship with the Count continued. It had, nevertheless , been a lesson

to him to be more careful with his reporting of rumors. "Mr. Wilkes

never meant it to such an end," Euckhurst wrote Walsingham,

for he had but bare suspicions, nothing fit, God knoweth, to

come to such a reckoning. He saith he meant it but for a pre-

monition to you there, but I think it will from henceforth 'be a

premonition to himself, to take heed to have good ground before

he write of such particular.2

 

Ibid. , pp. 19-20.

lWilkes to Walsingham, [Utrecht], 29 April 1537, Ibid., pp. 35-37.

The dilena, as Wilkes saw it in this whole problem of the intentions of

Hohenloe coupled with the return of Leicester was as follows: "I do

see and palpably touch that [Maurice, Hohenloe, and the States] will

never be soundly reconciled to Leicester, whose return, in all appearances,

will work dangerous effects here; and yet I see the necessity of his coming

such, for the preservation of these countries, that there is no remedy

but that he must come; and withal, if anything make Hohenloe play false,

it will be the return of hunter, whom he hatsth deadly, not withstand-

ing all his fair promises to my Lord Afiassedor." 2“.

35 autumn to Walsingham, streeat, 29 April 1587, Ibid.,

Po o ‘ ' .
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During all this commotion, Elizabeth and Leicester had been confiw

dently awaiting news of the effects on the States-General of Buckhurst's

call to repentance. When it became clear that instead he had sympathized

with their position fron the beginning, their anger was intense. In a

long, accusatory, and typically garbled letter, Leicester charged

Buckhurst with failing to defend his honor before the delinquent national

assembly and, he informs us, with having the audacity to attenpt to

arrange a reconciliation between hi. and his most hated enemy, General

Norris. "I have sane cause to [think.ny] friendship in small account

with you," he told the.Anbassador; "your lordship hath deserved little

thanks of me."1

Elisabeth too, sent Buckhurst a sharp but typically eloquent

letter of censure for his leniency with the States. "You conceived, it

seemeth," she said,

that a more , sharper nanner of proceeding would have exasperated

matters to the prejudice of the service, and therefore you did

think it more fit to wash the wounds rather with water than with

vinegar; wherein we could rather have wished, on the other side,

that you had better considered that festering wounds had more need

of corrosives than lenitives. For your judgment ought to have taught

you that such a slight and mild kind of dealing with e peOple so

ingrete and devoid of consideration as the States have showed them-

selves to be of towards us, is the ready way to increase their

contempt.

She was of course also incensed at the Ambassador's natter-of-fact

willingness to pass on to her the States' request for an additional loan

of £50,000, and so instructed him to tell then

that considering their unkind and ungrate dealing towards us they

ought‘with good reason to content themselves with the continuence

of our former contribution.without pressing us to any further

charges.3

1Leicester to Buckhurst, Croydon, 30‘April 1587, Ibid., pp. 37-40.

ZBlizebeth to Buckhurst, Croydon, 3 May 1587, Ibid., p. 48.

3Ibid. , p. 49.
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having soundly berated the unfortunate and well-meaning Euckhurst,

Elisabeth delivered a parting gm _dgm with this biting postscript:

"There is small disproportion betwixt a fool that useth not wit. because

he hath not, and hin m: useth 1: not when 1: should avail his.“

In accordance with this severe criticism, Buckhurst wrote to the

States-General; this time, criticising then in no uncertain terms for

having written to Leicester their "proud and presuptuous" letter of

January 25th. He also told them that thus far nothing had been said in

reply. to these charges that had yielded any satisfaction to Elizabeth

or her favorite. ”Thus,“ the Ambassador wearily'reported to Burghley,

“the wound that was so well stayed and settled is fallen into a fresh

bleeding. "2

Even though Hilkes was enjoying having soneone also assume the

leadership of English affairs in the Provinces, he was not so lucky as

to escape from receiving his portion of the Queen's and her favorite's

ill huor. Along with charging Euckhurst with negligence for not being

strong enough with the States, Elizabeth and Leicester, in those same

letters of remonstrance, accused both him andeilkes of knowing about and

maliciously concealing a rumor to the effect that Count thenloe sus-

pected Leicester of having intentions to assassinate his. The story of

their efforts to convince the Earl of their innocence in this matter is

another mle of the inpoosibility of their situation g_i_s_ 3 Li; the

Governor-General.

Apparently, out of a desire to keep Leicester from returning,

Hohenloe had started the above ruor. nearing this dangerous report, one

E

lIbid. , p. 50.

aluckhurst to Burghley, Iha Eegue, 13 June 1587, Ibid., p. 112,

and luckhurst to Elisabeth, the lague, 13 June 1587, E.ll., Add. use.

43 ,078, p. 81.
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naned Villiers, a former chaplain of the Prince .of Orange, inediately

cans to The Hague where on April 12th he reported it to Doctor Clerk.

In the course of their conversation Wilkes "cane by chance into the

midst of this telk...end heard the substance thereof, but spake no word."

when, Miately thereafter, Villiers hurried off to Zeeland, Clerk

dcfled he had better discuss the runor with Leicester's secretary,

Arthur Atye. The two nan decided that because of the uncertainty of

the whole matter and the trouble that could result fron spreading such

a story if it were falso,'they would keep it to the-selves until they

could question Villiers who was expected back fron Zeeland shortly.1

however, Atye i-ediately informed Leicester of it all, not only

claiming that Villiers had also spoken to Euckhurst of it but that Wilkes

knew of the runor even before he chanced onto Villiers and Clerk's

conversation. "All which," Leicester wrote to Iuckhurst when he learned

this, "makes good proof of his for-er good dealing with ne that hath heard

of so vile and villaneous a reproach of me and never gave ne knowledge. "2

Confronted with this charge by the Queen and the Earl, Hilkes wrote

to Elizabeth. explaining that he had neither heard the rumor prior to

Villiers arrival nor placed any credit on so "foul" a report concerning

the Governor-General. Eenedmring the recent trouble he had caused by

reporting the rlnor of Hohenloe's suspected activities, Hilkes explained

to the Queen,

how tender and delicate a thing the reputation of so great a

person as my lord is, and how unfit it had been for ne, upon so

slender an information, to have brought the matter in question

publicly, and to have filled the ears of such as do not well

affect ly lord in those countries.3

 

l'Ibide, PP. 77-78, and Leicester to Colonel Sonoy, Governor of

Earth Holland, Croydon, l Ray 1587, 99;. 101., III, iii, pp. 4647.

aheicester to Iuckhurst, Croydon, 30 April 1587, Ibid., pp. 39-40.

3wllkec to Elisabeth, the Hague, 3 June 1537, Ibid., pp. 89-90.
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In the neantine, Leicester wrote numerous letters to the Council

of State, the States-General, to his staunch friends Governor Dietrich

Sonoy of North Holland, and H. Deventer of Utrecht, and to "diverse

towns ," indicating his anger at the runors and threatening not to return

until his honor was vindicated. All these letters "so stirred the coals

here," Wilkes reported to Hatton "that all the world speaketh thereof,

and now the Count [of Hohenloe] nust produce the "inforner" or be charged

of being the author hinself. I fear this will breed inplacable hatred

in hin towards my lord. "1

So it was, that i-ediately upon Villiers return fron Zeeland,

he was sl-oned before the Council of State and there questioned by

Wilkes and Clerk about the whole incident. Not only was it learned that

Hohenloe had been the one who started the runor but a sworn state-eat

was secured fron Villiers clearing Buckhurst of having concealed the

matter.2

Deputies of the States-General, who were present at the time,

indicated displeasure that Leicester would use such reports to postpone

his return during the best cenpeigning season of the year and informed

the Council that they would "abide no further delays" on England's part.3

Apparently, all the investigations, explanations, declarations, and sworn

state-ants were sufficient at least to satisfy Elizabeth, but, it is

 

lWilkes to Elizabeth, Hatton, and Walsinghan, The Hague, 3 June

1587, Ibid., pp. 89-91, and Wilkes' Journal, 5 June 1587, f. 99.

2Leicester to Buckhurst, Croydon, 30 April 1587, 95;. _1r_o_:_r_., :11,

iii, p. 39, Walsinghan to Buckhurst, [1], 15 June 1587, Ibid., pp. 115-16,

and Euckhurst to Walsinghan, The Hague, 22 June 1587, Ibid., pp. 125-26.

After discovering that it had been Hohenloe who started this trouble in

an attenpt to keep Leicester from returning, Wilkes wrote the Count a

conciliatory letter adnonishing bin for the good of the rrovinceo to forget

the slights of the past and do what he could to acconodate the Earl.

"Show yourself," he wrote, "...to prefer the public good of the country

to private offences." [Wilkes] to Hohenloe, 11 June 1587, Ibid., p. 108.

3Wilkes' Journal, 5 June 1537, f. 99.
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doubtful whether any anount of proof could ever have calned Leicester's

suspicions once they were aroused.

Two interesting facts energe fron this natter. First, Doctor

Clerk, who acknowledged being the first to hear of the rumored assassination

plot, never had his integrity questioned by Leicester. Second, no

matter what Wilkes did, he could not please the Earl. If he faithfully

reported every tumor he was charged with encouraging then in order to

here Leicester's good nane. If, on the other hand, he took the, tine to

search out the truth of such reports, he was charged with naliciously

concealing important matters fron him. It was impossible situations such

as these that drove Wilkes to despair of ever receiving a fair hearing.

My very heavy and mighty adversary," he wrote to Hatton, "will disgrace

and undo ne, considering the goodness of her uajesty's nature to be

induced to believe whon she favoreth and his subtlety to persuade."1

Wilkes' earlier plea to Walsinghan to secure his recall before

Leicesterreturned did not go unheeded. In early June he received the

first .Secretary's pronise that it would be taken care of. This comforting

news came just a few days before Leicester's surprise announcement of

his "speedy" return. The courier arrived at The Hague on the 5th with

instructions to prepare the Earl's lodgings imediately in anticipation

of his arrival at Dordrecht.2 -

Wilkes, Euckhurst, and Clerk were obviously surprised by the new

They had been led to believe by Elizabeth's letters that the Earl would

not be sent back until the States had made restitution for their slights

against hin and produced at least £100, 000 for his use in nilitary

 

lWilkes to Hatton, The Hague, 3 June 1587, Ibid., p. 245.

aWilkes to Walsinghan, The Hague, 17 Hay 1587, 111131., p. 67,

Walsinghan to Wilkes, Nonsuch, 27 liay 1587, Ibid., pp. 74-75, and Wilkes

to Walsinghan, The Hague, 8 June 1587, Ibid., pp. 102-3.
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matters. They _had done neither. Elisabeth had decided to send Leicester

anyway, and as a result Wilkes' courage failed bin.1 Writing to

Walsinghn, the one nan be trusted to help hin, Wilkes said:

And new, since -' it appeareth that his Excellency doth return

in such haste, I trust your honor, according to your pronise,

will procure my speedy revocation, and not suffer no to be

endangered, either to receive any disgrace or nischief here; for, in

case her llajesty shall not be pleased to call no hone...thoa do I

protest to hasard her displeasure in returning without leave, being

resolutely deterninad (whatsoever shell happen unto no) not to

stay in these countries after his Excellency shall he arrived.

I have received advertisenant fron a sure hand of his inlacable

hatred towards me...and therefore it doth behove no to have regard

to nyself. I nsan not b Cod's grace to be dendled with any love

days or reconciliations.

Four days later he displayed his bitterness at the ill-fortune he had

suffered at Leicester's hands since his caning to the letharlands by

writing: ‘

‘I doubt not but to beware ever hereafter how I be driven into the

like services again. Although q state and quality be so far

inferior to his , yet will I rather choose to die like a men

than to have a; nind and conscience capture to one that hath so

little virtue.

It was this decision to flee the Wetherlands before Leicester's arrival

as: proved to be an biggest mistake of Wilhas' diploutic career.

 

l'nid. , and Elisabeth to Duckhurst, Creydon, 3 hey 1587, aid. ,

P’s “-50.

aWilkes to Walsinghan, The lague, s Juna'1507, r.a.o., 3.2.

1”, m1, ‘0 ,8.

31mm to Walsinghan, The lague, 12 June, 3.11., Add. Ilsa. as, on,

PPo ”8'59.



CHAPTER VI

WILKES' FLIGHT FROM THE NETHERLANDS

AND HIS SUBSEQUENT DISGRACE

Though Thomas Wilkes had petitioned almost continuously for

Leicester's return, there can be little doubt that his feelings were

nixed when he learned on June 5th of the Governoreceneral's arrival.

Such reservations were not due just to a fear of the Earl's promised

revenge, but to a frank acknowledgement that neither Leicester's person-

ality nor his political and military abilities were equal to a resumption

of his position in the Netherlands. "And yet," Wilkes said, "I see the

necessity of his coming such, for the preservation of these countries,

that there is no remedy but that he must come." Apparently, the English

Councilor felt Leicester's continued absence promised to create as

many problems as would his presence.1

Leicester's Return to the Netherlands

The reasons for Elizabeth's decision to send her favorite back to

the Netherlands were several. No doubt, the arrival of the campaign

season, coupled with the continual appeals of Euckhurst, Wilkes, and

 

lWilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, l9 and 29 April 1587, 93;. £95.,

XXI, iii, PP. 24 and 36.1 Shortly before the announcement of the Earl's

return Wilkes had for the first time dared to suggest to Walsingham that

"if her'uajesty would resolve upon some other Governor...it would be no

hard matter to reduce the state of all things here to so good a temper-

ature as might be desired not only to her Majesty's great advantage but ‘

to the ruin of the enemy." ‘Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, lS'Nay 1587,

3.11., Add. lies. 48,127, ff. 114-15.
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Clerk helped, but there were more important ones. There was pressure

from her councilors. Walsingham as well as the peace-loving Burghley

felt it to be the only solution to the problem, and Leicester himself

seemed to be willing, that is, if Elizabeth first met his requests for

sufficient money, men, and above all "the revocation of Sir John Norris,"

whom he refused ever to serve with again. 1

There were also alarming reports from the Provinces concerning

the safety of the critical frontier towns of Sluys and Ostend.' Defended

by under-supplied garrisons, these important defences seemed to be develop-

ing as the object of Parma's sumer campaign. They were also being

increasingly ignored by the States-General whose membership by now was

made up almost entirely of Holland and Zeeland deputies. Because these

two provinces funded nearly the entire war effort they displayed a

growing disposition "to abandonlthe rest of the provinces," as Wilkes

explained to the Queen, "and reduce their were and defence to their own

alone," thus making them "careless" of Sluys and Ostend.2

In dispatching Leicester, it is almost certain that Elizabeth was

also motivated by a desire to sustain those pockets of English support

found in Utrecht and North Holland. Generally made up of staunch Calvin-

ists, these buttresses of Leicestrian authority were increasingly under

attack from the States-General, Count Maurice, and thenloeJ At the

same time, she could not help but be encouraged by Wilkes' reports of

 

1-l.eicester to Wals ingham, Wansted, 19 Hay 1587, gal. £93., XXI,

iii, pp. 69-70, Walsinghan to Wilkes, Greenwich, 13 April 1587, Ibid.,

p. 18, Burghley to Walsingham, 12 April 1587, 99;. 03., II, p. 404,

Walsingham to Leicester, Greenwich, S, 8, and 10 April 1587, 3.11., Cott.

Nss. Galba C. III, ff. 292-97, and Burghley to Leicester, [2], 16 April

1587, Ibid., f. 306.

2much» to Elizabeth, [London'l], 12 July 1587, pg. 12., n1,

iii, pp. 164-65, and Sir William Russell to Walsingham, Flushing, 21
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Buckhurst's success in reconciling the Dutch people to continued English

support.1 '

The news of Leicester's intended return was delivered to Buckhurst,

Wilkes, and Norris in the midst of their attendance at a morning session

of the Council of State. Counts Maurice, Noeurs, and Hohenloe, along

with several other deputies from the States-General were also present

and engaged, at the time, in presenting two "propositions" for the Council's

consideration. The first was a proposal to establish Naurice as

"temporary" conander-in-chief of all military operations in the United

Provinces in order to give some direction for a su-er campaign prior

to Leicester's return. The second proposition suggested that while

"the matter of policy and civil government should remain in the Council

of State as it had done since the departure of his Excellency" there

should on the other hand be a "removing and ceasing of all such acts as

had been made by his said Excellency in diminuation or restriction of

the authority formerly given by the States-General to the Council."2

After delivering these two proposals, the Chancellor Leoninus rose

and requested the States to withdraw themselves while the Council debated

the matters. This being done, Buckhurst's, Wilkes', and Norris' opinions

were the first solicited; and though "extremely pressed by the whole

Council" they "discreetly" excused themselves fromgiving an opinion on

the grounds that Elisabeth had not authorised them to discuss such

matters. Just the same, a vote was taken and in spite of their abstentions

both propositions were "assented unto and concluded. "3

 

1n. Deventer to Leicester, Utrecht, 25 March 1587, 1314., ii, p.

421, Wilkes to Hatton, The Hague, 26 March 1587, Ibid., p. '424, and

Wilkes'. Journal, 12 March .1587, f. 96.

' zWilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, a June 1587, E. 5:33., am,

111, p. 102.

3Q“. , p. 103.
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At this point Buckhurst dropped a minor bomb-shell into the

proceedings by delivering Leicester's 'letters (announcing his decision

to return) to the Council and States deputies. The confusion created

by their contents, Wilkes‘ reported, "gave some stay ‘of any further

proceeding until the next meeting in the afternoon. " At that time, the

States returned again to the Council and with Barnevelt as spokesman,

urged the execution of the resolutions passed that morning. He explained

that despite Leicester's ininent return and "forasmuch as the counsels

and resolutions of princes are often subject to change and alteration

upon new occasion," they felt it necessary to proceed as originally

intended. Thus, Maurice was "appointed general of all the forces,

33.; quid seguitur necimus and Leicester's Act of Restriction "cassed."1

While the States and Council were carefully explaining that Heurice's

appointment was only a "temporary" one, the newx'co-ender-in-chief was

busily appointing Hohenloe as his Lieutenant-General of the army, the

Count of Noeurs as General of the Cavalry, and General Norris as Marshal

of the Camp. The. latter, though pleased by the honor, was wise enough

to refuse the appointment, on the ground that "it might prejudice the

authority" of the Anglo-Dutch Contract.2-

 

1Ibld.

2Council of State to Leicester, The Hague, 8 June 1587, Ibid.,

pp. 100-1, and Norris to Burghley, The'Eague, 8 ‘June 1587, Ibid., p. 101.

When Norris was‘ informed by deputies from the Council and Stateseof

his appointment as’Marshal he was also surprised by their information

that Elizabeth had decided to recall him. Complaining of their need for

his continued services the deputies asked him to write the Queen to stay

his revocation. Norris could only reply that he had not yet received

word of his recall and that if it were true his replacement would no

doubt be a competent soldier. Two days later Norris joyfully read Wel-

singhem's announcement of his revocation. Ibid. For a striking example

of how highly Norris was thought of by the States-General see their letter

to Elizabeth (8 June 1587, Ibid., pp. 99-100) begging her to reconsider

her decision to recall him. Such pleas frightened Wilkes who feared that

Leicester would "construe", the States request as a device to hinder his

[Leicester's] coming and in turn "lay it to my [Wilkes'] charge." Wilkes

to Walsinghan, The Hague, 1-0 June 1587, Ibid., p. 105.
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It had been the States' desire 'to make good use of the campaign season

along with the flurry of activity in the enemy's camp that had motivated

the above legislation. On May 31st, Parma at the head of a 16,000 man

army had feinted an attack on Ostend and then unexpectedly turned towards

Sluys to which he laid siege on June 2nd. As the garrison there had only

twelve ill-equipped companies, five of which were English, it was apparent

that‘something‘ must be done li-ediat'ely if this critical defence were to

be—aaved. No doubt it was the news of the investment of Sluys that helped

stihlhtec Elizabeth's decision to send Leicester back to the Netherlands.1

Count Hohenloe's reaction to the announcement of the Earl's return

was no more animated than the States' had been. This was a surprise to

es. who had seen his response to Wilkes' premature Hatch announcement

of. the Earl's coming. Reacting "like a madman" he had been seen "running

here and there to assure what he may [of] the principal towns of Holland

for himself and Count Maurice." These antics were followed by his secret

removal of all his belongings "of any value" from The Hague to the northern

Hrabant frontier town of Geertruidenberg. Later in May, Wilkes reported

that the Count was using,

high speeches at The Hague, protesting that if her Majesty do

entrace the cause in no other sort than now appeared and that the

Earl of Leicester did return to his government he would never serve

under’him or be col-sanded by him, alleging that his purpose then‘

was to repair to his frontier where such as were his friends would

come and find him.2

With speeches like this it is no wonder that Wilkes had dared suggest to

Walsingham that Leicester's return might drive Hohenloe to treasonous

actions.3

 

1Thomas James to Walsingham, Ostend, 11 June 1587, Ibid., p. 107.

2Doctor Hotman, Leicester's agent, to Wilkes, The Hague, 13 March 1587,

M" ii, p. 410, Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 26 March 1587, Ibid,

p. 426, and Wilkes' Journal, 15 Hay 1587, f. 98.

3Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 29 April 1587, 9_s_l_. £25., 1011,

iii, p. 36. '
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. Before discussing Leicester's own efforts to prepare the way for

his return it is necessary to back-track to the month of April, just after

Lord Duckhurst had arrived at The Hague. At that time Elizabeth had sent

Euckhurst a letter reporting the progress of her secret Anglo-Spanish

peace negotiations and instructing him to discuss the matter with the

States. In doing this she hoped that for the sake of peace they could

be induced to accept a Spanish; guarantee of religious toleration in return

for a rest-option of Spanish control of the Provinces.1

But, having already participated in these secret negotiations

himself, Huckhurst had serious doubts as to Philip II's sincerity.

Furthermore, he had already, in the course of his edassy to The Hague,

learned that the issue was an especially touchy one with the Dutch.

Thus, unenthusiastic about carrying out the Queen's instructions and fear-

ful of the States' reaction to it all, Euckhurst warned Elizabeth that

no peace was ever made without a "mighty war" preceding it and that the

"sword in hand" was always the best pen to write the conditions of peace.2

But, in ’spite of these doubts and his temporary postponement of the whole

matter, Buckhurst decided to proceed with the carrying out of his instruct-

ions by discussing it "with some few of the States and Council of State. "3

 

lElizabeth toBuckhurst, [7] April 1587, Ibid., pp. 41-42.

2I_bid. , Andrea de Loo, Spanish agent for the negotiations, to

[Sir James CroftY], Comptroller of the Household and peace negotiations,

Brussels, 8 Hay 1587, Ibid., p. 54. "Declaration," Aug. 1586, Ibid., '

ii, p. 144, Euckhurst to Elizabeth, Utrecht, 30 April 1587, 3.11., Cott.

Has.'Ga1ba C. XI, f. 438.

3Duckhurst to Elizabeth, The Hague, 28 June 1587, Ibid., ff. 61-63.

The temporary delay in discussing the peace came as Wilkes explained to

Walsingham: "Duckhurst has made stay of proposing the peace to the States-

General not only in respect to the difficulties like to ensue but also

because of Sir Francis Drake's exploit upon the Spanish navy [his raid

on Cadiz] which may cause the King to alter his humor of peace to a

resolution of revenge." (Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 3 June 1587,

93;. £25., XXI, iii, p. 91). Receipt of this letter before learning of

Buckhurst's determination to go ahead anyway, greatly relieved Elizabeth

who no doubt felt that discussing the peace would only raise obstacles
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In the meantime, sobered by the ambassador's reservations and

consequently, frightened by his intentions to proceed anyway with the

execution of her instructions, Elizabeth sent a letter sorely chastising

him for his obedience:

We find it very strange, considering the difficulties that you

yourself have set down likely to arise in the further proceeding

therein...that you should resolve of any further proceeding therein

before you had first acquainted us with the said difficulties,

especially considering that one direction was chiefly given unto

you to have sought to frame the minds of the people there to content

themselves with the toleration in our letters mentioned, and deal

for such purpose with men of judgment and best affected to the state

of those countries, how they have been inclined to a peace.1

It was obvious from this- letter that Elizabeth was most anxious

to smooth the way for Leicester's return. She was also very concerned

that upon his arrival he be given "sufficient power and authority" to put

a stOp to the political and military confusion found there. In her

instructions, she directed him to make this request upon his first

conference with the States. If they refused he was imediately to in-

form the provinces and towns of this and let them know that the States

appeared to have more regard for their own "profit and ambition" than of

the "public good." He was also to inform both then and the States that

if the required grant of authority was refused Elizabeth would withdraw

all her aid to the Provinces.2

Taking his cue from such instructions, Leicester decided to try

his own hand at preparing the way ahead for himself. Penning an inten-

tionally divisive letter, he arranged to have it distributed throughout

the Provinces to those magistrates, provincial leaders, and religious

ministers whom he counted on for support. In the letter be indicated

 

in the successful return of Leicester. (Walsingham to Duckhurst, .[1],

13 June 1587, Ibid., p. 111).

Inliz‘beth to Bumurst, [71’ 4 June 1587, Ibido’ pa 95o

2Leicester's instructions, 20 June 1587, Ibid., pp. 121-23.
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that even.though his mistreatment at the hands of the States-General had

given him sufficient reason not to return, yet, for the "good peoples

sake" whom he knew "did love him," he was willing "to abandon his on

quiet ease and pleasure at home to adventure his life and fortune in

their defence."1

Such a ploy was ill-judged on Leicester's part. Even.he must have

realized that eventually copies of this letter would fall into the hands

of the States-General. By the'middle of June the inevitable had happened,

and Euckhurst was angrily confronted by several of that Assembly's

deputies with copies of the letter. "They alleged," Wilkes reported,

that this letter had been published by copies sent through all the

provinces, as though it were to stir the people against the States

and prayed his lordship to advise his Excellency thereof and to make

him understand how dangerous a thing it was to take that course.2

Upset and embarrassed by tha.contents of these letters, Duckhurst

wrote‘Walsinghmm that while on one hand their publication "taxed" the

States with misconduct, on the other hand they "pitied" the "good poor

people," thus dangerously inciting themh"against the States." The Lord

Ambassador went on to state that,

The States are in wonderful fear of the Earl of Leicester for by the

spreadingof these letters they doubtthealienation and tumult of

533 people upon them; and I assure you, as the course is kept, it

is generously to be feared. The end where of no'man knowath where-

unto it will tend, but like enough to endanger the Earl himself and

to bring all to the eneny.

,Again, he said: "This is a most dangerous course, and maketh the States

greatly to fear the end, for if the Earl come with mind to revepge, the

cause will come to subversion.3

 

lWilkes' Journal, 12 June 1587, f. 100.

2.1.!!-

abuckhurst to Walsingham, [The Hague], 18 June 1587,_C__a1. Lon,

XXI, iii, p. 117. (Italics in cipher.)
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As if this were not enough to destroy the groundwork Wilkes and

Buckhurst had prepared for Leicester's return, they soon learned that

Leicesterhsd done more than just publish a letter.

Shortly after [dispatching his divisive letter, the Earl had decided

to write his secretary, Junius, who was still «in the Netherlands, in-

structing him to visit those friends of England "who have. charge over

the people and whom he thinks may be of service." He was to inform them

that any rumors of Elizabeth's peace overtures with Spain were false, and

that he hoped they would,

forebear all the difficulties of the past and...yield to him such

legitimate authority as is fitting foradministratingthe sovereimgz

of the countries without opposition and countermining by the States

as in the past.

As with the earlier letters, Junius was also to let them know that if

the Governor-General was not granted such authority, Elizabeth would

demand his inediate return.1

It was an amazed Wilkes and Euckhurst who in the latter part of

June received from Junius himself a copy of these instructions. Having

just recently breached the subject of Anglo-Spanish peace with some of

the States and Council deputies, Euckhurst was stung by Leicester's

deceitful disavowal of these negotiations. Appealing to Elizabeth he

tactfully pointed out the Earl's deceit by reminding her that he had

spoken to the deputies "upon your Majesty's comaandment" and that "even

your own royal hand hath written unto the Duke [of Parma] himself." The

Lord Massador continued by expressing fear "that under the name of such

as have charge over the people, (i. e. , "the ministers, the Church, and

captains"), "...his Lordship bendeth his whole purpose...to attain to his

 

l'I.ei.¢:.ester to Junius, Greenwich, 10 June 1587, 93;. _P_o_r., XXI,

111, PP. 105‘6. my 1131158.)
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desire of administering the said sovereignty." Be warned that the results

of_this would be to

hazard all, yea it tendeth to the overthrow of the present govern-

ment by which the enemy is repelled. For since their King is now

removed, the sovereignty is thereby defacto, by free consent and

choice of the peOple, actually transferred and remaining in the

States-General. The States...are resolved, since your'Majesty doth

refuse the same, to lay it upon no creature elie as a thing contrary

to their oath and allegiance to their country.

Euckhurst concluded his point by informing Elizabeth that the

States' dissatisfactiOn with what they believed had been Leicester's

previous excesses of his commission determined them,

to retrench and limit his authority at his return. Eis lordship may

be assured never to attain to his purpose therein except the people

tumultuously rising against the States would so enforce it, and ’

what may be the woeful end thereof your Majesty can easily judge.2

There can be little doubt that Wilkes was also upset with the

Earl's letter to Junius. He had already done battle with the States-

General over the touchy subject of sovereignty and though unaware that

he had pressured at least Vrank into agreeing with his own position, he

had come away from the conflict convinced that the States were determined

upon insisting that sovereignty lay within their own hands. Though Wilkes

had been pleased with the anger of many of the Dutch inhabitants over

the States' violations of Leicester's authority, and even though he had

written letters during the month of February to rally support for the

Earl, he had never advocated popular rebellion for the purpose of main-

taining the Governor-General's position.

 

llnuckhurst to Elizabeth, The Hague, 28 June 1587, B.Ms, Cott.

Mss. Galba c. XI, ff. 61-63, and Euckhurst's answers to Leicester's

objections, Aug. 1587, Cabala, ii, p. 65.

zIbid, Euckhurst was not the only one who felt Leicester's scheme

to be a dangerous one. The Earl's good friend in Utrecht, H. Doventer,

tho'ught- so too and made plans to tell him so personally. See‘n. Deventer

to Eotman, Utrecht, 26 June 1587,'§pl.‘gp§., XXI, iii, p. 131.
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Within less than a week of the discovery of Junius' letter it

was learned that he had been arrested. Suspected by the States because

of his many interviews and much traveling, the Earl's secretary had been

detained while on his way to North Holland to visit another of Leicester's

friends, Colonel Sonoy. Discovering his instructions, the States needed

no further proof that Leicester fully intended to resort to his old tactics

of governing by papular support, and, more importantly, that he would

resort to force if necessary to obtain and retain the necessary authority.1

Meanwhile, Buckhurst and Wilkes had decided that Wilkes must

inediately be dispatched to England to inform Elizabeth of the dangers

involved in the Earl's return. Two other circumstances helped them reach

this decision: firstly, Walsingham had successfully procured both their's

and Doctor Clerk's recall, and in their places, they were informed, would

come Henry Killigrew, whom Wilkes had earlier replaced as a Councilor

of State, Robert Beale, one of the Clerks of the Privy Council, and of

course Leicester.2

The second circumstance that helped them reach their decision to

send Wilkes was news of Leicester's arrival at Flushing on Nonday after-

noon, June 26th. Out of a genuine fear for their personal safety both

Wilkes and General Norris were determined not to remain around long

enough to meet the Earl. This should not be thought strange considering

 

1Leicester to Walsingham, ['1], 4 July 1587, Ibid., pp. 149-50.

zClerk's, Wilkes', and Buckhurst's revocations, Greenwich, 20

June 1587, Ibid., 48,014, ff. 440-1 and Buckhurst to Elizabeth, “The

Hague, 28 June 1587, B.M., Cott. Nss. Galba 0. X1, ff. 61-62. It is

unclear whether the above official revocations actually reached the

three man before they departed. Leicester later claimed Wilkes’ did not

have s"1etter of revocation from Mr. Secretary" but that "it was rather

a signification that an other should come in’his place and thereupon he

be revoked." ' (Leicester's "Declaration," [Aug.’] 1587, B.M., Add. use.

48,116, f. 70.) However, once a document received Elizabeth's signature

it was almost imediately dispatched to its destination. This would have

given ample time (8 days) for the revocations to reach Buckhurst, Wilkes,

and Clerk in the Netherlands.
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his recent threats. Even Euckhurst,‘who stood very close to the Governor-

General in social rank, expressed a keen desire to leave before his

arrival. Fortunately, the Lord Ambassador was wise enough to realize

that as the one in charge of English affairs he had to remain to welcome

Leicester and report on the state of affairs.1

Wilkes, on the other hand, was not so strongly obligated to

remain, being no longer in charge and having been co-issioned by both

Elisabeth and his i-ediste superior, Euckhurst, to return to England.

Empethising with Wilkes because of his fear of Leicester's influence over

Elisabeth, the States wrote to the English Queen thanking her for the

Councilor's services, which had given "such good proof of his prudence

and skill in the aensgmsent of affairs."2

Suckhurst also suspected that Wilkes' welcome at the English Court

might be less than were and so also wrote Elisabeth in his behalf, asking

her to grant him a "gracious audience" as one

so well trained in your affairs at home; with such excellent gifts

of utterance, memory, wit, courage, and knowledge, and with so

faithful and careful a heart to serve your Najesty, as it were a

woeful case if such a worthy servant should for any respect be

discomforted and disgraced by your Majesty's displeasure.3

Wilkes, too, did what he could to cushion the effect of his sudden

leave-taking. He wrote his and Leicester's good friend N. Deventer at

Utrecht asking that he bear witness to the Earl of

how much I have had at heart the defence of your proceedings, where

the honor or authority of his Excellency might be brought in question...

 

lkichard Lloyd to v.1- ingham, Niddelburg, 28 June 1587, 9.9.1.- £93.,

XXI, iii, PP. 134-35, and Euckhurst to Burghley and Walsingham, The

Eegul, segues 1587, 11115., pp, lab-23. Even the deputies es the

Council of State and the States-General expressed their fear of meeting

Leicester in Zeeland for fear he might arrest them. Ibid., p. 125.

ZStates-General to Elizabeth, The Hague, 29 June 1587, gut, p. 136.

3Iuckhurst to Elizabeth, The Hague, 28 June 1587, 3.11., Cott.

11“. “1b. C. XI, its 61'62e
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I pray you, when occasion offers, to give your testimony of my

sincerity towards his Excellency, who,...is somewhat turned against

‘me, for which I am.very sorry, not only because I am greatly hurt

thereby, but because I have always loved and respected.him.

Next, he wrote to Leicester himself stating:

My Lord Buckhurst, having taken occasion to dispatch me from hence

immediately towards England for her‘Majesty's special services, I

am thereby.prevented of my purpose to have waited upon your

Excellency and presented myself to answer such false reports and

calumations as have been delivered unto you against me.

He then goes on to protest that he is "as injuriously abused as any man

living upon earth" and refers the Earl to the Council of State, "who have

seen and noted mine endeavors in these services and the effectual demon-

strations of my zeal and affection towards your Excellency."2 Wilkes

closed his letter with an appeal to Leicester to suspend his judgment

until he could be "heard with indifference," assuring him that if he would

do this it would "moderate much your displeasure against‘me."3

Having done as much as he dared in the time available, Wilkes

took his leave of the Council, the States, and Buckhurst and hurried

on to Brill where he haped to catch the first boat home before Leicester

sent for him. "Contrary" winds delayed his departure until at least July

4th, which gave him.the time to write the new Councilor of State, Robert

Scale, and apologize for not staying long enough to "have conferences

with you concerning the present state of these countries, and have given

you some notice of things here worthy of your knowledge." However, he

promised to send the full details of the same "by the next." Then,

possibly indicating concern that letters to him from'his friends at

 

1Wilkesto Deventer, The Hague, 27 June 1587, Cal. For., XXI,

iii, p. 134.

2Wilkes to Leicester, The Hague, 28 June 1587, Blok, ed., Corres-

pondance inhdite‘gp Robert Dudle , pp. 165-66.

3M-
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Court might be Opened by Leicester, he asked Bealt to forward them to

him by "this bearer. "1

In the meantime, while Wilkes was nervously waiting at Brill for

a change in the wind. Lord Buckhurst, Doctor Clerk, the Council of State,

and the States-General had traveled to Niddelburg to "welcome"‘b.ack

Leicester. There in the presence of Rilligrew, Beale, and the Lord

Admiral Charles Howard, Buckhurst held an interview with the Earl. If

Leicester and Killigrew are to be believed, Buckhurst passionately re-

fused to cooperate in discussing fully his handling of the grievances

between the Earl and the States-General, claiming that he would lay the

whole matter before Elizabeth and the Privy Council as "indifferent

judges." If Buckhurst is to be believed, he purposely avoided "all

color of quarrel" with the Earl by freely imparting "the whole course

of their said negotiation with the States." In any event, the two men

separated company without having comunicated a great deal of anything

but their mutual animosity.2

Results of Wilkes' Flight to England

The reaction of Leicester and those who came with him to Wilkes'

and Norris' hasty departure to England was one of amazement and anger.

Of these, one named Richard Lloyd reported:

0f Sir John Norris and Mr. Wilkes I can say nothing for where they

be, and whither they go none know; but all marvel at their behavior,

and many make bold speeches, wondering how they dare depart hence

before they have spoken with her Majesty's lieutenant.3

 

1-Wi1kes to Beale, Brill, 4 July 1587, B.M., Egerton Mss. 1694, f. 132.

ZXilligrew to [Walsingham], Middelburg, 13 July 1587, 3.11., Add. Mss.

48,014, ff. 554-55, Buckhurst to Burghley, [England], 24 July 1587,

_Ca_1. _F_'9_r_., XXI, iii, pp. 193-94, and Leicester to Elizabeth, Middelburg,

7 July 1587, Ibid., PP. 151-52.

3Lloyd to Walsingham, Middelburg, 2 July 1587, Ibid., p. 146.
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Henry Killigrew, in writing to Walsingham about the States'

violations of Leicester's authority said:

At our coming hither, by reason of the departure of Mr. Wilkes, we

could receive no light from him, of such things as had passed before,

and were (in our opinions) necessary to have been coununicated unto

us for our better direction in this service.

Surely it had been very expedient that Mr. Wilkes should have remained

for a time here, for that he was the first that dealt in these causes,

as appeareth by his letters unto his Excellency and his "remonstrations"

unto the States; the points whereof were to be proved by him as the

informer which sent them into England and a councilor then present at

the doing of the same, and cannot so well be avowed of us now, but

must be laid upon his credit.1

Leicester, who believed that Wilkes had fled without an official

recall, was furious. In a long and typically woeful letter to Elizabeth

he wrote:

I trust your Najesty doth not forget the strange usage of Mr. Wilkes:

a thing I think never used before by any minister in his place." He

will say that my lord of Buckhurst did send him with his packet, but

I hope that will be taken for no reasonable answer, when neither of

them had that authority, either the one to send or the other to

go, being here your councilors, and having the chief place in dealing

in all the affairs in this .long time of by absence, placed by me,

and to be discharged...[only] upon your Majesty's revocation...Between

him and my lord I remain utterly without knowledge of all matters

passed here, and there will be many things...wherein we shall have

need .to have had his knowledge...Ny hope is you will not forget the

manner wherein the credit of your poor minister is so touched.

By the middle of July 1587, all four men, Wilkes, Norris, Buckhurst,

and Clerk were back in England, and with the exception of Clerk, the

reception they each found there was surprising to say the least. Buckhurst

was ordered out of the "sight and presence" of Elizabeth until informed

differently. Wilkes and Norris, who apparently traveled from Brill together,

attempted to see Elizabeth at Theobalds but were forbidden to do so.

Instead they were called before the Privy Council and, as Walsingham

 

1Killigrew to Walsingham, Middelburg, 13 July 1587, B.M., Add.

Mss. 48,.014, ff. 554-55.

szeicester to Elizabeth, Middelburg, 7 July'1587, 93;.‘ng., XXI,

iii, p. 153. '
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reported to Leicester, "charged severally with their contempts which were

weakly by them replied unto." When Elizabeth heard the results of the

Council's interrogation, she ordered Norris to leave the Court, and to

retire to his father's house in Oxfordshire until her further pleasure.

Poor Wilkes was arrested and commanded to set down in.writing for the

Queen the message he was to have delivered personally to her. He was

also to "make better answer" of his actions, "if he could."1

Initially under house arrest, Wilkes worked for the next two or

three days preparing his written report. Much of the report deals with

problems already discussed such as underpaid troops, corruption in pay

distribution, successes of Spanish-inspired treasons, failures due to the

absence of a governor-general, the States' conception of sovereignty,

and those Dutch leaders who were known to be sympathetic to England.

But most important were Wilkes' remarks concerning the possible dangers

of a struggle for supremacy between.Leicester and the States.

The States have been frightened with some bruits out of England that

my lord of Leicester should have a purpose not only to remove divers

of them that are now of that college but to chastise some of them by

death with the assistance of the common people, and albeit for my

own part I know my lord to be of so great wisdom and experience as

he will never attempt the same, yet, if by any ocunsel or advise on

that side in respect of the appositions and thwart like to be offered

to his lord by the States...he should make them of any such purpose,

'I dare assure your‘Najesty that it will hazard the ruin and overthrow

of the whole country, indanger his lordship greatly and the loss of

all your Majesty's charge employed upon the defence of the same.

And further, whereas it is supposed that it will be a matter very

facile to carry the common peOple into any such violence at any time

against the States, the attempts thereof shall find that position to

fail for that the magistrates of every city and town upon premonition

 

1Privy Council to Leicester, Theobalds, 25 July 1537, Ibid., pp.

96-97, Buckhurst to Burghley, [7], 24 July 1587, Ibid., p. 193, and ‘

Walsingham to Leicester, [The Court‘t], 14 July 1587, B.M., Harl. Mss.

287, f. 32. It becomes obvious as one reads the documents of this period,

that.Walsingham was playing a double game with Leicester. {Always aware

of the influence the Earl had with Elizabeth, the First Secretary was

careful to hide the sympathy he felt towards Wilkes. This will become

more apparent as the Wilkes-Leicester quarrel continues.
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already given...hold a vigilent eye and a severe hand over any

that shall stir or move by word or faction within any of their

jurisdictions.1

Having illustrated the dangers Wilkes went on to suggest the remedy.

The remedy thereof, to prevent the mischief that might ensue of

any popular coumotion is to leave that course and to follow the

steps of the late Prince of Orange who in his time of goverment

among the States did find as many appositions and difficulties as

ever my lord of Leicester hath or shall find in these times, and yet,

forbore to discredit or discontenance the States with the people

for the consequence thereof. Knowing the humor of the people he

did always entertain some five or six of the States that had always

the most credit in the assemblies; some of the modest of them with

pensions, the rest with presents, they being all naturally covetous,’

and all with calling [them often to his table and society. By these‘

five or six he wrought all the rest of that college at his. pleasure.

There was nothing determined or to be handled in their assmelbies

but he knew thereof always beforehand, and whensoever he had anything

to propound or bring to pass among them he did first consult with

these persons and by them was made acquainted whether the matter

would pass or be impugned, and by their instruction knew the reasons

and argusent that would be made against his propositions. Thus, he

came always to their assemblies armed and furnished with answers and

counter-reasons to the wonderful admiration of them all and so pre-

vailed with them in all his purposes. He would never attempt anything

of importance until he had imparted the same to the States and had

obtained their liking and allowance thereof; and the reason was

because the nature of that peeple was and is to mislike of the actions

and attempts of their governors if they succeed not to the profit of

the country whosoever they be designed with reason or probability.

This Prince [Orange] had not the shoulders of so great a Monarch as

your Majesty to countenance his government but did all by wisdom

and dexterity. The States are the same people and of the same humor

they were then, and to be plain with your Majesty they do not natur-

ally love to be subject to any monarchical government. . I know they

have many other errors and imperfections irreformsble in them, but

their natures cannot be altered and therefore your Majesty (under most

humble correction) must in this case make overture of necessity since

your safety is so contingent with the preservation of the countries.

Wilkes ended this long and informative repert by pleading with

Elizabeth to write letters to the Provinces to dispel their doubts about

 

1Wilkes to Elizabeth, [London'l], 13 July 1587, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Galba D. I, ff. 156-60.

21bid.
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Leicester's intentions and at the same time to advise the Earl to recon-

cile to himself such important Dutch leaders as Barnevelt and Hohenloe.1

In spite of the troubled state of Wilkes' mind his report deserved

more serious consideration than either Elizabeth or the Privy Council gave

it. With the exception of suggesting that another be sent to replace

Leicester (a suggestion Wilkes had just dared to make to Wals ingham),

there was really no better advice the Queen and her Council could have

received. Wilkes was simply proposing that they induce the Governor-

General to swallow a portion of his pride, to work with instead of

against the States, and to avoid even'flirting with the possibility of

a popular uprising. But as it turned out the Council contemptuously

informed Leicester that Wilkes' report was "a long writing, discoursing

matters of more length then of substance," while the Queen demonstrated

her satisfaction by ordering the physically unwell ambassador to be

imprisoned in the Fleet.2

Along with Elizabeth's disheartening directive came an order for

Wilkes to draw up another far more extensive report relating "all the

proceedings in the Council of State," as well as other "matters of

importance during the.time he assisted there." Realizing he could never

do this from memory alone, Wilkes begged Walsingham to allow him to

"repair one night to his house to make search amongst his writings" for

such papers as would assist him. As expected, the ever-understanding

Walsingham allowed him to do so.3

 

1am. Galbs C. V, ff. 80-81 are the final pages of Wilkes' report

which were somehow separated from the first section and eventually ended

up in a different volume of the Cottonian manuscripts.

2Privy Council to Leicester, Theobalds, 25 July 1587,Ca__1_.l'or.,

XXI, iii, p. 197. Obviously not all of the Council memberssided with

Leicester in his quarrel with Wilkes. Both Walsingham and the Lord Chan-

cellor Sir Christopher Hatton advised him continually. [7] to Leicester,

[The Court], [July] 1587, B.M., Cott. Mss. Galba C. XI, f. 167.

3Walsingham to Leicester, 11:. Court, 29 July 1587, nun, Gelbs
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Having gathered up copies of all his letters written while in the

Low Countries, Wilkes dutifully returned to Walsingham and in tears asked

that in light of his "dangerous infirmity" which he termed the fistula

could he [Walsingham] direct the Warden of the Fleet "to see him well

lodged?" Again, Walsingham willingly risked the displeasure of Wilkes'

enemies and granted the request. He was also kind enough to allow the

dejected anbassador to go alone to the prison without the public humil-

iation of an escorting officer.1

Within a fortnight, Francis Needham, Walsingham's trusted

servant, who at the time was serving as Leicester's secretary, wrote to

the First Secretary that the Earl had heard that when Wilkes was con-itted

to prison "he was not sent by an officer but carried a private letter

from your honor to the Warden of the Fleet that he should pp y_e_l_l M

for that he was not £9 Le close prisoner" but was only sent there "upon

_a 1_i_t_t_:_l_e displeasure conceived by her Majesty." Leicester protested "with

an oath". that "if his nearest kinsman in the world had done the like to

any of their lordships [of the Council] he wouldmM:3 £13."?

When, a day later (July 26th), Leicester himself wrote Walsingham

questioning his apparent kindnesses to Wilkes, the First Secretary decided

some kind of explanation was necessary. He acknowledged that Wilkes

went alone to the Fleet and "that a letter was written in some favorable

sort to the Warden" but, he insisted, he had done so only in respect of

his "dangerous infirmity." Whether or not Leicester was satisfied with.

his explanation is. not known.3

 

n. 1, r. 139.

11b1d.

2Needham to Walsingham, before Sluys Haven, 25 July 1587, B.M.,

Earl. 287, f. 37. (Italics in cipher.)

3Walsingham to Leicester, The Court, 29 July 1587, B.M., Cott.
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In the meantime, Wilkes had his hands full with paper-work, and

answering questions. He worked on his lengthy twenty folio "Journal"

covering events in the Low Countries from November 1586-June 1587. From

Elizabeth and Burghley he received detailed questionnaires concerning

specific problems and negotiations in those countries. Then, on July

27th he was surmsoned along with Buckhurst and Norris. to appear before

the Privy Council to be interrogated.1

Having read over and discussed all of these reports and explan-

ations the Privy Council concluded that there were other reasons for

Wilkes' hasty return than Leicester's letter to Junius or the receipt

of his recall papers. Apparently, their insistence that he come up with

a better explanation induced the disgraced Councilor to make the following

confession:

I am forced to show some inward cause of my so doing, which I would

most willingly have concealed, even with a patent scceptation of my

punishment and so must boldly confess that the displeasure conceived

of my by his lordship was the chief cause which terrified me to appear

in his presence...wherewith, if her Majesty be displeased, I am

most heartily sorry.2

Even though Wilkes' acccmodstions in the Fleet were the "best"

available, and it was seasonally the warmest time of the English su-Ier,

his "close" confinement, coupled with his discouragement made it impossible

to overcome his fistula. He began to doubt if his health would ever allow

him the questionable luxury of public service again. Physicians advised

him to take the mineral waters at Bath as soon as possible, but he was

 

Mss. Gelba D. I, f. 39 and Leicester to Walsingham, before Sluys, 26

July 1587, B.M., Egerton Mss. 1694, f. 154.

l'Edmond Hunt (Auditor) to Leicester, London, 28 July 1587, Ibid.,

f. 159, and "Matters," Questions," and "Answers," Fleet, l7 and 20 July

1587, 9.2. :23" “I, 111, pp. 181-83 and 187.

186 2mm..- to the Privy Council, [The Fleet], 19 July 1587, 91a,

P. e
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unable to secure permission even to "give some direction" for his own

neglected business interests, let alone gain his freedom.1

Finally, approaching Walsingham on the subject of when it would

"be fit...to make suit" for "enlargement," he was apparently instructed

to breach the subject with Burghley. The results were surprisingly ined-

iate as he was promptly released from the Fleet and once again placed

mder house arrest in the home of one of his London friends. News of

this elicited a prompt response from Leicester who told the Lord Treasurer

in no uncertain terms that Willes should have been made "to suffer a

longer and worse punishment" and that "if at some other time the service

of a prince had been so hindered, it would have cost some of them dear."2

Continually venting his splenetic hatred of Wilkes, it was probably

statements by the Earl like the following that succeeded in keeping the

disgraced ambassador in confinement for the next six to eight weeks.

"Surely," he raged to Walsingham, "there was never a falser, craftier,

seditious wretch than Wilkes is...a villan and devil, without faith or

religion. " And to Burghley he wrote:

I think this hundred years no man of my calling hath been so ill

dealt withal as Norris and Wilkes hath dealt with me. If I have

no reason in this, I will never look for justice in anything, much

less for favor.3

 _'_

1mm” to Walsingham, The Fleet, 17 July 1587, Ibid., p. 180,

andWilkes to Burghley, The Fleet, 22 July 1587, B.M., Lansd. Mss., 54",.

ZIbid., Wilkes to Walsingham, The Fleet, 17 July 1587, 931. £215.,

XXI, iii, p. 180, Wilkes to Burghley, London, 31 July 1587, Ibid., p.

211, and Leicester to [Burghley], Flushing, 27 July 1587, Ibid., PP.

199-200. What Leicester meant by suggesting that such actions "at some

other time...would have cost...them dear" can be seen in his consent

about Norris' conduct which "in King Henry VIII's time...for sure would

have cost him his pate." (Leicester to Walsingham, Berges, 12 Aug.

1587, Ibid., p. 233.)

3Leicester to Walsingham, Middelburg, 4 Aug. 1587, Ibid., p. 221,

and Leicester to Burghley, Middelburg, 13 July 1587, Ibid., p. 172.
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Then, to top it off, after reading a copy of Wilkes' replies to

questions submitted to him by Elizabeth while in confinement, Leicester

charged him, Norris, and Buckhurst with purposefully turning the States

and Count Hohenloe against his governorship (as if this needed doing).1

The Privy Council was in agreement that Wilkes, Norris, and Buck-

hurst were guilty of witholding information from Leicester at his arrival,

but to charge them with deliberately turning the Provinces against him

was another matter. Therefore, they asked the Earl for "particulars" if

the three men were to be "directly charged in that behalf." The result

of this request was an extremely lengthy "Declaration," drawn up in

Leicester's name, and which listed every possible reason that "moved

the Earl of Leicester to think himself not well dealt with by the Earl

of Buckhurst, Sir John Norris, and Mr. Wilkes."2

Filled with slanted judgments, misinformation, and gross exagger-

ations, the "Declaration" is too long to go into in any detail but a

careful reading of the document “leads to several interesting conclusions:

Firstly, and most damaging to Wilkes, was the Earl's persistent

and devious selection of out-of-context statements from his letters

written while an English Councilor of State. mi; and again these

excerpts were malicioutly justsposed against something written either

much earlier or later in Wilkes' mission, and when circumstances were

very different. Most serious was Leicester's revelation of Wilkes'

 

18.14., Cott. Mss. Galba D. I, ff. 73-77. Before Leicester received

an official copy of Wilkes' answers to Elizabeth's questions, someone at

the Court wrote the Earl giving a brief but dangerously slanted 'sunnary

of the same. In it the Governor'General is made to be the one responsible

for all the troubles in the Provinces. [7] to Leicester, [The Court],

1587 [July], 11:14., Gelba c. 111, f. 167.

2Privy Council to Leicester, Theobalds, 30 July 1587, A,P.C.,

XV, pp. 175-76, and "Declaration," Aug. 1587, B.M., Add. Mss. 48,116,

ff. 51-79.
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unguarded statements concerning Elizabeth's lack of resolve in both

Dutch affairs and Mary Stuart's trial. Made just prior to his departure

for The Hague (28' September 1586) to assume his position on the Council

of State, they proved to be dangerous weapons in the hands of the Governor-

General. 1!: is possible that the Earl informed Elizabeth of Wilkes'

statements even earlier, for by the end of July the imprisoned adlassador

began to suspect that her displeasure towards him was not just the result

of Leicester's animosity but of "some other matter."1

Secondly, the Earl must have had legal help in drawing up his

"Declaration," for it reads like a prosecuting attorney's brief. One

can be certain that Leicester took neither the the nor had the dispo-

sition to compile such a lengthy, albeit poorly argued, doculn'nt.

Thirdly, in his anxiety to prove the individual disloyalty of

either Wilkes, Buckhurst, or Norris, by contrasting one's actions or

statements with the others, Leicester inadvertently proves the loyalty

of the other two.

Fourthly, the Governor-General constantly hides behind the skirts

of Elisabeth's honor by charging that every slight of his own name or

authorityflwas aimed directly at her. He could not see that it was possible

for someone to dislike him and at the same time not dislike the Queen.

Fifthly, Leicester seemed always to confuse his benefactors with

his enemies. Unable to accept that the States had of themselves turned

against him, he blamed all their ill-will on a plot by Wilkes, Norris,

and Buckhurst to destroy his position as Governor-General. He could not

accept that anything that had gone wrong in the Provinces was his fault.

 

lWilkes to Burghley, London, 31 July 1587, 99;. 335., x11, 11:,

p. 211. Wilkes had good reason to feel that Elizabeth had "some other

matter" agaitmt him for there was Norris who was every bit as much an

enemy of Eéicester and yet was never imprisoned.
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Sixthly, in covering such a wide range of problem and subjects,

the "Declaration" illustrates conclusively that the Earl lacked that

most essential ingredient of a successful leader--the art of compromise,

or to put it another way--the ability to forgive and to forget.

One final point should be noted concerning this document. In

it Leicester makes an interesting accusation concerning the September

1586 financial and political report that Wilkes brought with him from

the Netherlands. He charges the English Councilor with having boasted

that his report contained,

matter wherewith to be even with the said Earl for an old grudge

which he bore him for that the said Earl had caused his [Wilkes']

mother-in-law to be released out of prison, being, upon an untrue

suggestion of the said Wilkes, connitted to prison by letters from

the .Lords of her Majesty's Council for a private brawl between

his wife and her own natural mother in her own house.

It can be concluded from this quote that there was a serious fight betwen

Wilkes' wife and her mother, that Wilkes was able to have the latter

incarcerated, and that she obtained her freedom through Leicester's

mediation. The only point in question is whether or not the Privy Council

issued a warrant for her arrest or if Wilkes as a Clerk of the Council

assumed the right to do so. There is no mention of the incident in the

Acts of the Privy Council or elsewhere.

What little is known of Wilkes' mother-in-law, Joan Smith, makes

the above incident very possible. She was a vain, domineering, and extreme-

ly ostentatious woman1 and such treatment at the hands of her son-in-law

won him her fierce anger. When her husband, Ambrose, a wealthy London

 

1A reading of Joan Smith's Will (r.c.c. 28 Woodhall) which was

proved in May 1601 is a real revelation as to the character of the woman.

She willed that over £200 be spent for mourning gowns for 200 poor people

to wear at her funeral. Another £600 was set aside to be distributed in

her name and to, the "world's end" to provide Sunday bread for the poor in

two separate parishes. So upset was her :family when they heard the will,

that her executors did "clearly and absolutely forsake and utterly renounce

the execution" of the same. Instead, it was turned over to another of

her sons who apparently re-distributed her possessions in a more acceptable

manner to the rest of the family. Even Sir Walter Raleigh feared that
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mercer, died in June of 1584, there was some lengthy litigation in the

probate courts over his will. Apparently she created difficulties con-

cerning Wilkee'portion as well as those of others in the family. Finally,

in January 1587, Wilkes' brother-in-law, Henry Smith, wrote him about the

favorable results of much of the litigation and said in relationship to

it all, "My mother continueth her displeasure very bitterly towards you

and my brother [in-1aw7] ]William] Lewes, but I thank God is somewhat

moderated towards me and the rest. " It seems that Walsingham was respon- ‘

sible for the favorable settlement and Wilkes thanked him warmly for his

"goodness to Ambrose Smith's children. "1

Thc ink spilled by Leicester and his three enemies in debating the

failures of England's venture into the Netherlands is staggering. The

former, who under normal conditions hardly ever kept the Privy Council

informed, now was sending to England volumes, most of which were in

defence of his reputation. On the other hand, though not so verbose,

the latter three were forced to answer all his charges simply out of

their desire for political survival.2

L'ike anyone who reads these seemingly endless documents, the Privy

Council soon grew tired of the whole matter. It was apparent to all

concerned that the battle was being kept alive at the Earl's insistence

and simply to feed his vindictive nature. The Council delayed bringing

official charges against the three men and eventually put an indefinite

!
L

she would have the Sheriff of Dorset after him for refusing to payher

for a debt incurred by another when he had acted as a "surety" for. ..

Raleigh to Robert Cecil, Alsford, Dec. 1594, B.M., Hatfield Mss. [microfilm],

XXIX, f. 61.

l~P.C.C. 14 Watson, Henry Smith to Wilkes, London, 26 Jan. 1587,

P.R.O., S.P. 15, XXX, f. 18, and Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 26

Feb. 1587, 93;. £93., HI, ii, p. 379.

2See Wilkes' answers and Leicester's replies thereto, July 1587,

B.M., Cett. Mss. Galba D. I, ff. 73-77, collection of Leicester's‘charges,

Buckhurst's replies, and the Earl's rejoinders, Aug. 1587, Cabala, ii,

pp. 55-66, and B.M., Add. Mss. 48,116, ff. 81-85.
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stall on doing so by refusing to proceed any further in the matter

until Elizabeth had studied it; "although _ap Let she seemeth not to be

pp leisure _f_o_r. ghg__same. " This coupled with Leicester's anxiety to hold

the Queen to her promise of allowing him to return home within three

months of the start of his second administration in the Netherlands,

soon brought a temporary. halt to his constant vendetta against the

three sues."

By this time (September 2nd) Wilkes decided the time was ripe to

request, once again, a release from his confinement. Writing to Burghley

he said:

I trust (under most humble correction) in respect that thy case is

no more heinous than that of others, who are in like predicament

(though my batters), I shall not be refused after two months ‘

imprisoment to stand in like terms for my liberty as they do. The

place where I remain is without garden or open air, much disagreeing

with my nature and doth greatly pain my health; and further I find

by my physicians that for the better care of my disease I shall be

constrained to use the benefit of the Bethe which after ifteen

days or three weeks will be fruitless until next spring.

Again, the response to his request for freedom seems to have been

imsediete. All his correspondence ceases and what little was written

to him in the next few months indicates that he was not in London.- Most

likely he was at Bath until the end of September and then at his home in

Dewnton, Wiltshire. Wherever he was , it is certain he was busy restoring

his neglected estate and health.3

 

1Privy Council to Leicester, Theobalds, 1 Sept. 1587, 93;. 1573.,

XXI, iii, p. 294 (italics in Burghley's hand), Leicester to Burghley,

[The Hague’l], 11 Sept. 1587, Ibid., p. 305,and Leicester to Walsingham,

The Hague, 16 Sept. 1587, _I__bid., p. 315.

zWilkes to Burghley, "From My Lodging," 2 Sept. 1587, 3.14.,

Lansd. Mss. 54, f. 170.

3Sir John Norris to Wilkes, London, 23 December 1587, P.R.O.,

S.P. 12 CCWI, f. 88, and Francis Hotman to [Wilkes], [7], [11 Jan.) 1588,

24. For., XXI, iv, p. 12. There is an interesting letter from one of

Wilke-sT-Dutch friends at The Hague, Lancelot Parasis, whose son had

served under the English Councilor. On October 8, 1587 he wrote to

Wilkes, "I am very glad...that I learn by your letters that you are shortly
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Isolated at his estate in Downton, and in disgrace, Wilkes still

maintained a keen concern for his country's welfare, especially where

it concerned Elizabeth's peace overtures with Spain. When in late

November 1587 he learned that Henry Stanley, the Earl of Derby, was one

of several chosen by the Queen to negotiate with Farm on the subject,

Wilkes decided he must do something.1 Digging through his prison papers,

he found his "Discourse to the Queen's Majesty against the treaty of

peace with the King of Spain." Written the previous August for' Elizabeth's

perusal, Wilkes had at the last minute decided it was too candid to be

sent. Now, with the constant'news of Philip II's Armada preparations

coming in, he felt the ”Discourse'f might do some good in Derby's hands.

Both it and’the accompanying letter to Derby are excellent examples of

the depth of Wilkes' insights into the international politics of

sixteenth-century :HurOpe. 2 1

_ Wilkes began by asking Derby to consider several points in re-

lation to Philip II's vast naval preparations that all EurOpe was talking

about. "It cannotbe imagined," he wrote,

that so huge preparation made both by the King in Spain and in the

.Low Countries should be to invade either upon the Turk, France, or

Italy which are the only places for him to attempt by see. He

 

to return hither" (Ibid. , iii, pp. 354-55). Since Wilkes did not return,

it is uncertain why he was even considering doing so. However, earlier,

on August 12th, Francis Needham wrote from Bergen-Op-ZOOm to Walsingham

suggesting the possibility of sending Wilkes to help mediate a "reconcil-

iation" between Leicester and Hohenloe (Ibid., p. 237). For obvious'

reasons the suggestion was not put into effect.

1811: James Croft to Andrea de Loo, [The Court], July 1587, Ibid. ,

p. 216, Burghley to de Loo, [The Court?], 31 Aug. 1587, Ibid., p. 288, ‘

and "Memorial" for John Herbert, Master of Requests, 12 Oct. 1587, Ibid.,

p. 366.

2Wilkes' "Discourse to the Queen," Aug. 1587, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Galba D. I, ff. 284-88 and Wilkes to Derby, "From my poor house in

Wiltshire," 27 Nov. 1587, Ibid., D. 11, f. 175. Since part of this

letter is missing in the Cott. Mss. one has to go to 9_a_l_. £11., XXI,

iii,pp. 434-35 for the edited second half.
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standeth in so great fear of the Turk and is not out of hape to

renew'his truce again with him for some longer time, and the prepar-

ations that are made against the Turk by the King are ever made

‘within the Straits of Gibraltar and not without them, and commonly

in Italy and not in Flanders. Therefore, the King's purpose of

invasion must in all reason be in these parts. It cannot be for

Italy where he commandeth in effect among the several provinces of

those countries what he listeth, having their ports, towns, and

countries at his devotion upon all occasions.

It is not likely to be for France, because if he meant to invade‘

them his access is now commodious and nearer by land than by sea.

It is as unlikely that his preparations should be for the Eastern

countries of Germany, as the Hanse Towns, Denmark, or Sweden from

whence he is relieved daily with great quantity of victuall, armor

[and] shipping.

Wilkes then went on to point out the injuries Spain had suffered

at English hands which could only prove that the Armada preparations were

for England.' Going back to December 1568 there was the seizure of

Philip II's bullion ships which were carrying 800,000 ducats of pay for

Alva's troops in the Netherlands. There was the seizure of "great masses

of his treasure in the Indies" as well as the "late invasion and sack and

spoil of divers of his towns in those countries." English soldiers

had been drawing the blood of Spaniards in the Low Countries without any

open declaration of war, and finally, Drakes' recent raids on Spanish

ports had resulted in the destruction of at least a hundred of the King's

ships. "If those provocations may move a king of his mind to seek

revenge," Wilkes wrote, "then doubt not but England is the place whereunto

his preparations are intended."

He next explained to Derby that there was no better way for Philip

to hurt the English than by treating for a peace in order to "lull"

them into their "accustomed security." However, he continued, if

Elizabeth was determined upon peace then "let her seek it alone and not

draw the United Provinces into it, who for some years without assistance,

will be able to defend themselves."
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“The security of England depends also upon the wars in France,”

he wrote.

If the King of Navarre prevails England will be the more assured,

and Spain dangerously threatened. This peace will greatly benefit

the King in that behalf, as the Low Countries being pacified, all

his forces can go to aid the Guises. Care must therefore be

taken, in concluding the peace that the Duke of Parma be restrained

from.sending succors into France.

‘Wilkes concluded his letter to Derby by suggesting that he do all

in.his power to dissuade Elizabeth from the peace and at the same time

to keep the contents of the letter a secret from his "great" enemy the

Earl of Leicester.

The "Declaration" that Wilkes had intended for Elizabeth and

instead sent to Derby also presented some telling arguments on the pro-

posed Spanish peace. In it he explains to the Queen that given her peace-

loving nature and the apparent ill-success of England's Netherland

venture, he could understand why she was seeking a peace with Spain.

However, he felt she should consider more carefully the dangers it

rqamsanted to her "honor and safety." Firstly, she would have to break

her pact with the Provinces in.which she had promised "without limitation

of thee" to support their rebellion against Spain. This, he explained

would be such a serious psychological blow that in spite of their

strength the Spaniard would "prevail and become lord of them in a short

time." Also, by such a peace, she would 'not only be turning her back

upon all her subjects who gave their lives there, but also totally

negating the results of the great quantities of her money spent there.

He warned the Queen against ever trusting the word of Philip and

to remember,

the implacable malice of the Pope...whose avarice and thirst after

the blood of your‘Majesty and of your loyal subjects will.never'

be satiated until he may see the execution and end of his wicked

designs upon you.
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Wilkes then asked Elizabeth to look around her own realm of England and

see the effects of Philip's interruption of England's trade, "which of

late years has much impoverished the cannon people whose living hath

only depended upon the working of wools and makings of cloth. '.'

He next offered the most important advice one could advance at this

specific point in English history.

The power likewise of the Spanish King is in no case to be neglected

whether you consider the strength of his purse or the form of his

people and the number of experienced soldiers...to be employed in

the wars. But as he is in no way able to assail and damage your

Hajesty but by sea, so can he not in all Europe be furnished of

ships, vessels, and mariners sufficient for such an exploit, so

long as your Majesty can hold him from the possession of Holland

and Zeeland; whereunto if he may attain either, by peace or conquest...

(\hich alone without the assistance of his other kingdoms and

countries are able to furnish more ships and .mariners than all the

realm of England) your Majesty shall be in danger of two notable

inconveniences: the one to be over-matched at sea and the other'to

have the trade of your subjects utterly overthrown in all places.

Answering the usual arguments given in behalf of a peace with Spain

Wilkes wrote:

There is an objection often made against the...puissance of the

Spanish Hing that is not likely that the French King and Princes

of Germany should suffer him to grow to great in respect of the

inconvenience that might ensue to them and their estates. This

objection were well propounded if this age were agreeable to that

which is as when Henry VIII and Francis [1] the French Hing lived,

whereof...[each] endeavored to hold the greatness of their neighbor

King in equal balance. But, whosoever shall now look into the state

of France and observe the insufficiency of the King that now is and

what a party that Spain hath made him within the same, by the Duke

of Guise and- his faction and how the country standeth dividedin

respect of the civil wars; the jealousy between the King and the

Guisarde, and between them and the King of Navarre and House of

Bourbon, shall find no appearance that they or any of them can

encounter or stop the growing course of the King of Spain's greatness,

and as far as the Princes of Germany, how cold and careless they are

thereof is sufficiently known to all men.

Having demonstrated the fallacy of depending upon France or the

Germanies to check Spanish designs, Wilkes went on to state the hypo-

thetical case in which Philip :1 would .3... to .11 Elizabeth's demands

for making a peace. These would include removing all his forces from the

Low Countries, allowing the Netherland peoples the same "ancient privileges"
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they had under Charles V, and a grant of religious toleration for

all sects. "How," Wilkes asked in a series of rhetorical questions,

"shall it be assured that these things shall be maintained?" Does she

suppose Philip will allow the Dutch to maintain any of their own frontier

garrisons? Will she and the King of Denmark be "respondent" for keeping

the truce?" Does she think that like herself, Frederick II would ever

make war on Spain in defence of the Provinces? Will the Spanish King

ever tolerate only Protestants in the governmental and judicial offices

of the Dutch provinces and towns?

Wilkes then offered the following warning to his Queen:

To one thing above the rest your Majesty is to have a special eye

and regard, as to a matter of no small hazard which is, that the

States themselves seeing your Majesty's irrevocable resolution to

have a peace and fearing the dangers...likely to ensue,..do for the

avoiding thereof offer the enemy to make theirpeace without you

and leave you to incur the perils before mentioned if Spain becomes

master of the countries. Your Majesty may not think but that Spain

would be glad and ready to take that occasion. And if it should so

happen, which God defend and yet greatly to be feared, your Majesty

shall find and feel that people a more dangerous and bitter enemy '

unto you than the insolent Spaniard. Consider therefore good Madam,

the weight and importance of the matter before you enter into the

same, as of the greatest consequence since you came to the Crown

and whereupon your preservation or ruin doth depend. Be not deceived

in the humor and subtlety of the revenging Spain. Remember the

maxim of the papist: Nula Fides Servand Hareticus. Forget not the

Holy League and the resolution of the Pope.

Beware how you strengthen the same League in drawing Spain from the

present action of war in the Low ountries; for if he be at quiet

there look for no quiet in your own kingdoms.

God hath blessed you with wisdom, with people full of valor and

magnanimity; with wealth and the means to defend yourself and with

power to destroy your enemies.

If your Majesty be weary of the action of the Low Countries either

in respect of the greatness of the charge you do sustain therein or

the doubt you have [that] the enemy will prevail against them by

reason of the weakness of their cannon purse, and the' discords and

dissensions among them, I beseech your Majesty that you. will but

measure the necessity of your preservation with the weight of your

purse and the wealth of your subjects who will be glad to buy their

security at so easy a rate.
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Such a treatise just may have had some influence on Elizabeth's

decision to continue with the Spanish peace overtures. Unfortunately,

the disgraced Wilkes dared not send it to her. What the Earl of Derby

thought of it is not known. Apparently, it did little to influence him

for he, along with the other peace commissioners, spent from February

through July 1588 earnestly but fruitlessly treating with Parma in the

Spanish Low Countries.1

Leicester's Return to England and

Wilkes' Efforts for a Reconciliation

There is very little need to detail the events of the Earl of

Leicester's second expedition into the Low Countries. The suddennees of

his return had no doubt come as a result of the serious danger the Duke

of Parma represented to Sluys. England could not afford to allow the

Spanish to gain control of such a strategic seaport. However, the States'

discovery of Leicester's letters to Junius and others had done sufficient

harm.that upon.his arrival he found them uninterested in cooperating in

the relief of the town. As mentioned earlier, this reluctance was due

in.part to Holland and Zeeland's increasing inclination to go-it-alone

thus leaving the other provinces (who contributed so little to the

Republic's defence), to their own defences. The upshot of the whole

matter was the fall of Sluys on Wednesday, July 26th.2

 

1SeeiMotley'e Netherlands, 11, Ch. XVIII for an extensive review

of these protracted negotiations. Interestingly, the Earl's of Derby,

almost down to the present, have been curiously inert men.

2mm: North to Walsingham, Flushing, 27 July 1587, Ibid., pp. 200-1.

With the fall of Sluys, the Spaniards were masters of all of Flanders,

except the town of Ostend. Just a month prior to the loss of Sluys,

the city of Caldera was yielded to the Spanish by one named Aristotle

Patton, a Scottish colonel in the States' pay. As the capital of the

province of Gelderland it was a serious loss for the United Provinces

and no doubt an embarrassment to Wilkes who earlier in December 1587

(235., ii, pp. 258-59) praised the colonel's devotion to Leicester and

urged his appointment as a regimental con-ander to "bridle" one of
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As expected, Leicester angrily blamed nearly everyone but himself

for Parma'e victory. Firstly, and with good reason, he accused the

States of negligence. Next, he singled out Counts Maurice and Hohenloe

as mostly to blame. Finally, Buckhurst, Norris, and Wilkes were held

partially responsible, and even the gallant Captain Roger Williams, who

had so bravely defended Sluys, was called into question. In spite of

these indiscriminate efforts to shift what blame he deserved onto others,

Leicester could not prevent Elizabeth from holding him partially respon-

sible or from intensifying her efforts to conclude a peace with Spain.1

From the start of the Earl's second mission to the Netherlands,

the Queen had repeatedly insisted that he discuss the Anglo-Spanish

negotiations with the States in order to know how to proceed with the

increasingly impatient Farms. Leicester's belated acknowledgement of

Elizabeth's overtures to Spain (August 1st), after his repeated denials

of the same both revealed his hypocrisy and was the occasion for violent

protests in the Provinces. Vainly the Governor-General attempted to

retrieve his image by publishing a defence of his position in relation to

the United Provinces and a Spanish peace. When this failed to clear his

name, he desperately tried to secure the authority the States refused

him by taking control of such centers of Leicestrian support as Leyden,

North Holland, and Amsterdam. All failed.2

 

Hohenloe's co-Ienders. When Leicester learned of Patton's treason he

i-ediately recalled Wilkes' reconendations as intentionally "lewdly

and knavishly done." Leicester to Walsingham [?], 4 July 1587, Ibid.,

111, PP. 149-50e

1Leicester to Walsingham, Berges, 12 April 1587, Ibid., pp. 232-33, A

Leicester to the Privy Council, Berges, 12 April 1587, Ibid. , pp. 231-32,

and Read, Walsinggg, III, p. 248.

2Blok, History, III, pp. 231-32, Lancelot Parasie to Wilkes, The

Hague, 8 Oct. 1587, 99;. £95., XXI, iii, p. 355, and [Leicester] to

Hilligrew, [?], 28 Sept. 1587, Ibid., p. 338.
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Out of money, lacking sufficient authority, and despised by the

States, Leicester could only plead for his recall. After the usual

indecision, Elizabeth finally granted his request in November. Leaving

Lord'Willoughby in command of the English troops, the Earl arrived

back in England by the middle of December.1

His arrival at the Court shortly before Christmas 1587, provided

Wilkes, Buckhurst, and Norris with the circumstances they all desired

for a reconciliation with him. The volatile atmosphere of the Netherlands

was behind them all, each was happy to be home, and it was here

that all parties concerned could work out their differences under the

judicial if not hmpartial eyes of Elizabeth and the Privy Council.

Norris was the first to attempt an accord and by December 23rd

could report to Wilkes that through his own efforts and others he had

"almost perfected" a reconciliation with Leicester.2

Buckhurst had greater difficulty in accomplishing as much. Even

warnings by the Earl's best friends that if he [Leicester] did not seek

a reconciliation he would not long enjoy Elizabeth's good opinion, had

little effect. A little over a month later Buckhurst finally requested

permission to come to Court to _work on the matter personally and the

subsequent lack of comment on the problem seems to indicate that a

settlement was soon achieved.3

For Wilkes it was a different story. Perhaps waiting to see the

results of Huckhurst's and Norris attempts, he kept his distance from

the Court prior to the Christmas season. It was just before Christmas

 

IWilloughby to Burghley, Flushing, 8 Dec. 1587, Ibid., p. 447,

Leicester to the States-General, Flushing, 16 Nov. 1587, Ibid., p..420,

and Leicester to Elizabeth, Flushing, 21 Nov. 1587, Salisbury, III, p; 297.

zNorris to Wilkes, London, 23 Dec. 1587, P.R.O., S.P. 12, ccvx, f. 88.

3Walsingham to Wilkes, [2], 1 Jan. 1588, Ibid., ccv111, f. 1,and

Buckhurst to Walsingham, [?], 9 Feb. 1588, £31..Qgg., II, p. 462.
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that he received three encouraging letters. The least reassuring of

these was one by Walsingham reporting the "greatly increased" anger of

Leicester towards Wilkes because Of some prOported "unreverent speeches"

by him. The First Secretary warned Wilkes "to prove yourself more warily

in your speeches than heretofore you have done ," but at the same time

encouraged him to begin seeking ways of removing the Earl's displeasure.1

The second letter came from Norris who was jubilant over his own

success. Promising to do whatshe could toféhelp Wilkes, is asked for some

direction and then cheered him with these words, "I do think the matter

will be as easy for you as any of us although my Lord does still say

that he hath your hand for much matter." Suggesting that Wilkes absence

from the Court and London made him "the more threatened," Norris

lamented "I would have been glad we might have seen you this Christmas."2

Most welcome was Lord Chancellor Hatton's letter written in behalf

of the Privy Council. It advised Wilkes that the time was ripe to make

"humble petition" to Elizabeth. He was instructed to ask her if his

cause could be heard before the Lords of the Councilkand 'to explain that

his hasty flight from the Netherlands was due to a "dangerous disease

gotten in her service. " Advised to have such a petition "delivered by

one of the maids of the [Queen's] Chamber" as quickly as possible, he was

further instructed that if no answer were forthcoming within five days

he was then to petition the Council itself. "I can assure you," Hatton

concluded, "all is secured and sure...if I have any judgment or faith. "3

 

1Walsingham to Wilkes, The Court, 23 Dec. 1587, P.R.O., S.P.

12, CCVI, f. 90.

zNorris to Wilkes, London, 23 Dec. 1587, Ibid., f. 88.

3Hatton to Wilkes, The Court, 24 Dec. 1587, Ibid., f. 92. Scribbled

across the top of the letter was his request that the letter be burned.
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Encouraged, Wilkes quickly started for London. Arriving sometime

in early January 1588, he discovered instead that Leicester was totally

uninterested in even seeing him let alone in effecting a reconciliation.

Walsingham's friend, Francis Hotman, informed Wilkes that,

at supper with Mr. Welsingham the other day, he told me that his

Excellency believed that you had come here to make fresh intrigues

against him, and his bitterness is still so great that he [Walsingham]

would advise you not to insist on a reconciliation and to retire

quietly to your house...Doctor [William] James [Dean of Christ's

Church, Oxford] assured me that he had spoken to his Excellency but

found him most remote from an agreement. Time alone will be the

physician.1

Thwarted in this attempt, Wilkes next took Hatton's advice and

drafted a short letter to Elizabeth, begging her forgiveness and asking

to be restored to some measure of his former place. Three days after

asking his "old acquaintance" and Maid of the Chmer, Mrs. Bridgette

Carr, to deliver the letter, he received her reply:

My good friend...you shall understand that I have delivered that

which you sent to me unto her Majesty...At the first she wished me

not to meddle in it for she would not look upon it. But. then I told,

her Majesty that you were an old acquaintance of mine for which cause

I did beseech her Highness to read it or then you should‘find

friends more than I for to speak unto her, whereupon her Majesty hath

promised me to peruse it, and then will I certify you of her answer...

Apparently, Walsingham's last-minute advice to Wilkes "Not to

insist on a reconciliation and to return quietly to your house." had been

sound, for Elizabeth seems to have ignored the disgraced Ambassador's

petition. The next time we hear of him it is six months later and he

is at his estate in Downton.3

 

l'Hotman to Wilkes, [The Court], [11 Jan.] 1588, £51. £95., XXI

iv, p. 12.

zWilkes to Elizabeth, [London?], 13 Jan. 1588, P.R.O., S.P.

12, CCVIII, f. 10, and ,Mrs. Carr to Wilkes, Greenwich, 16 Jan. 1588,

Ibid., f. 36. Bridgette was the wife of a London brewer William Carr.

9&1- .DEBOs II, P0 88-

3Audley Danett to Wilkes "at his home in Downton," London, 9 July

1588, P.3.0., S. P. 12, CCXII, f. 51.
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All this while, Elizabeth continued to blow first hot and then

cold, as she tried to decide whether or not Spain's vast Armada prepar-

ations were meant for England. Her hopes had long been that a peace

could be arranged between her and Philip, and reports of a possible invasion

only stimulated her desires for an accord. However, with the return of

Leicester and Wals ingham (who had been ill), to Court in December 1587,

she suddenly began to press for England's defences to be readied. But

this resolution soon faded, and from February 1588 to May, when it was

reported the Armada had embarked, there was little continuity in her

preparations. News of the Armada's sailing and the sighting of several

Spanish ships near the channel in late June greatly stimulated defence

activities. Ships and soldiers were readied, Charles, Lord Howard of

Effingham, was comiesioned as Comander-in-chief of all sea and land

forces, and the Earl of Leicester was made Lieutenant-General of the

English army in Essex. But it soon appeared that all their frantic

efforts were for naught, when in early July there was no sign of the

Spanish fleet, and especially when Elizabeth and even Walsingham decided

it would not sail until the next year.1

This brief relaxation in everyone's posture of readiness provided

Wilkes with what he felt to be another opportune moment to regain Eliza-

beth's favor. His friend Audley Danette had just reminded him of

Doctor Valentine Dale's "old rule:" "Tristitia y_e__s_tr_s_: thet.,.you must

in this business use your friends ," and, accordingly, suggested that he

have his friends plead his cause before the Queen. He also playfully

advised the disgraced Wilkes to make his "confession and so to be restored

to the Mother Church."2

 

1~Read, Walsinghg, III, pp. 268 and 297-311, _C_a_1. 92., II, p.

445, and A,P,C., XVI, p. 179.

2Danett to Wilkes, London, 9 July 1588, P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCXII, f. 51.



1

gal: 1ft

1.? best

'15 11v:

till he

Ilggeste

:lose to

and hi

I

3 1°11

new):

Flised

3331c:

'57 a]

I«inn, t

3‘ "int

W at

"'idue'



245

Within a short time Wilkes was back in London. Shortly before or

just after his arrival he wrote Wals ingham at Richmond for advice about

how best to proceed with his petition. The Chief Secretary's reply was

"as always...your best and readiest way to recover her Majesty's favor

will be to make your peace with my Lord of Leicester." He further

suggested that the best course in achieving the latter was to find someone

close to the Earl, like his friend "Mr. Fowler," who would be willing to

plead his case.1

This time Wilkes pulled out all the stops in an attempt to regain

his political standing. He asked Sir John Norris to approach Leicester's

step-son and General of the Horse, Lord Essex, in his behalf. Essex

promised faithfully to speak to his step-father about Wilkes. Next, the

disgraced asbassador sent a letter to the Earl himself through the

medims of their conmon friend Doctor Ralph Gifford and followed this

up by also inducing Mr. Fowler to approach Leicester on his behalf.

Again, he wrote to Elizabeth protesting his discomfort in having borne

the "intolerable height" of her "heavy displeasure for more than a whole

year" and at the same time begging her to allow him to spend "the

residue" of his "wretched years" in her service.2

For a moment it looked as though these efforts might achieve some

success.. Gifford wrote Wilkes that in spite of Leicester's co-ent that

"he' feareth to speak with you last you should perhaps overcome him too

quickly...with...your fair speeches," which "would enchant him," he

[Gifford] was convinced that "thus far the ice is broken." The next day,

after learning that Essex had forgotten to speak with Leicester, Norris

 

l"l'homas Edmonds, Walsingham's servant, to Wilkes, Richmond, 12

July 1588, Ibid., f. 75.

2Joseph Marr to Wilkes, [?], 12 July 1588, 1219., f. 74, Walsingham

to Wilkes, Richmond, ‘19 July 1588, Ibid,, f. 141, Wilkes to Leicester,

London, 21 July 1588, Ibid., f. 163, Wilkes to Elizabeth, [London], 13 July
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himself mentioned the matter to him. Though finding the Earl unwilling

to discuss the subject at any length, Norris assured Wilkes that Leicester

was not as "impossible" as he had at first thought and that he was only

continuing his obstinacy out of a desire to force him into a "longer

suit."1 '

Apparently hOp ing that one more letter might turn the trick,

Wilkes set about to draft one. Doctor Gifford read it carefully and

suggested notifications which would assure that the impatient Leicester

would read all of it. However, this last letter proved to be the final

straw.2 .

Physically unwell, fed up with being petitioned in behalf of his

enemy, Wilkes, every time he turned around, and all of it coming on top

of the alarming news that the Armada had been sighted (July 19th),

Leicester point-blank forbade any more mention of the subject. "Sir,"

Gifford wrote to Wilkes, "I find my lord marvelously changed and in such

stornm as by no means he will receive any letter from you." Realizing

it was useless to press the matter any further, Wilkes apparently joined

with most in official circles in breathlessly awaiting some word on the

success or failure of the great Armada they all had feared so long.3

 

1588, Ibid., f. 77, and Norris to Wilkes, The Court, 21 July 1588, Ibid., f.153.

11bid., and Gifford to Wilkes, [The Court?], 20 July 1588, Ibid.,

r. 149.""' ""

zWilkes to Leicester, London, 21 July 1588, Ibid., r. 163, Gifford

to Wilkes, [The Court?], 22 July 1588, Ibid., CCXIII, f. 1, and Wilkes

to Leicester, London, 24 July 1588, Ibid., f. 213.

3Gifford to Wilkes, [The Court?], 31 July 1588, Ibid., r. 170.

In volume XVI, p. 213 of J. H. Dasent's edition of the Acts 9_f_ _t_h_e Prifl

Council under the date 2 August 1588, there is a Privy Council letter to‘

Lord Henry Seymour in‘ which Dasent erroneously transcribed the name "Tho.

Mills" to read "Tho. Wilkes." The letter mentions that Mills is to be

sent on a precautionary mission to the Duke of Parma. Other records prove

Wilkes was not sent on a mission at this time and a close look at the

original document (XV, p. 238) clearly reveals the error in transcription--

an error which led A. F. Pollard in his biographical sketch of‘Wilkes in
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Leicester hurried back to his post at Tilbury and there waited

for the expected landing of Parma's army. He need not have worried.

Farnese had known for a long time and had even told Philip that. it was

impossible for his army to rendezvous with the Spanish fleet. Within

two weeks' time, portions of the English fleet and gusting winds forced

the Armada into the North Sea and the start of its tragic journey home:-

ward. The crisis over,.the now very sick Leicester took his leave of

Tilbury and started for the baths at Buxton to recuperate. On the way

there on August 29th he wrote Elizabeth a letter inquiring after her

health. ‘It’was his last. A week later on September 4th, 1588, he was

dead. Across his letter the lonely and aging Queen wrote, "His last

letter."1

Unlike the Queen, Wilkes must certainly have felt a sense of

relief at Leicester's death. He had never had nor would ever again have

an enemy who rained upon him such an unreasonable and implacable hatred.

He had suffered from Elizabeth's displeasure for over a year simply

because of the Earl's influence over her. This fact alone tarnishes

thst bright image of Elizabeth as the Queen who, when faced with a

choice between her heart and what was logically best for England, always

chose the latter. As long as her "Rob" lived and even through those

 

the D.N,B. (LXI, p. 253), to assmne that he was sent on a mission to

Farms in August 1588.

1'1.eicester to Elizabeth, Rycott, 29 Aug. 1588, Cal. 103., II,

p. 538. There is an interesting letter to Walsingham from one of his

Continental contacts Giovanni di Campo in Marseilles. Written in

November 1588 after Philip II had finally learned the awful truth about

his Armada, it reports. that nothing displeased him so much as the loyalty

' of the English Catholics to Elizabeth during the fleet's presence in the

Channel. The Spanish King, he reported, had held great hopes of support

from 'halcontent Protestnats," like "Gray, Norris, Wilkes, the Admiral,

and many other schismatics." If Campo's letter is an accurate represen-

tation of Philip"s expectations, it is not difficult to see why he launched

his Armada in the face of insurmountable odds. To expect any of, the above

men, no matter what their grievances, to defect to his side gives a clear

indication of Philip's lack of touch with reality at'this point in his

reign. 95;. For., XXI, p. 360.
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critical months prior to and during the Armada's fateful journey she was

content: to allow Wilkes' valuable experience and abilities to go unused.

Proof of this lies in the fact that within a short time of Leicester's

death, the disgraced ambassador was allowed unofficially to resume his

duties as a Clerk of the Privy Council and to stand for Southampton in

the September 1588 Parliamentary election. This did not‘mean that he

was restored to the Queen's favor. That would take some time yet, for

she still felt the offence Leicester had claimed at the hands of Wilkes.

However, it did mean that he could function in his old office and enjoy

the benefits derived therefrom.1

The word "unofficially" is used to describe Wilkes' return to

his clerical duties, because in the Act; _o_f 532 P_r_i_vy Council there is

written at the bottom of one of the Council records: "Here came Thomas

Wilkes, Clark of the Council in Ordinary, after two years absence, to

give attendance on the Lords of Council." This, in light of the fact

that for the nine previous months he had been busy serving warrants,

carrying out investigations, and settling disputes in the name of the

Council seems to indicate that his position was "unofficial" only insofar

as he had not (until approximately August 1589) regained Elizabeth's

favor.2

In foreign affairs, too, Wilkes' extensive knowledge of Dutch

affairs was still being utilized prior to his restoration at the Court.

In Key of 1589 'Lord Burghley requested that he drew up a report offering

 

ham, [2], 16 Nov. 1588, P.R.O., S.P. 12, «run, f. 57.

ZIbid” "Warrant to Wilkes," Whitehall, 8 my 1589, Ibid., ccxm,

f. 38, Privy Council to Hereford County Commissioners, Nonsuch, lo Aug.

1589, A,P,C. XVIII, p. ll, Privy Council in [1] and James Digges, Green-

wich, 4 and 22 March 1589, Qid” pp. 398 and 433, an "abstract" by

Wilkes, [Creenwich‘l], [Dec.] 1588, ga_1_. £35., XXII, pp. 401.
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his opinion on the United Provinces' ability to maintain their own

defences, along with a general sunnary of the soundness of Anglo-Dutch

relations. The result was a fairly lengthy document, which provides a

good sun-nary of basic problems in that joint venture.1

Wilkes explained at the beginning of the report, that his infor-

mation concerning the period since his return from the Netherlands had

come from "intelligence and correspondance...with divers persons of the

said'countries acquainted with the proceedings and government there."

He also implored the Lord Treasurer that "whatsoever I shall note unto

you herein be not interpreted to my prejudice." He then went on to

explain that there were several problems England was going to have to

put up with in continuing to work with the Provinces. First, was the

"avarice and ambition" of their leaders who, "rather than...be put from

their places and from their profit...will go near to hazard the whole

country."

A second obstacle England faced in working with the United Provinces

was their confused form of government. As Wilkes expressed it:

The infirmity of that state is not to be wondered at first, in regard

of the alteration of the government fallen lately from a monarchy

to an anarchy, in effect, from the government Of a king to the

authority of a people, from whom there is derived a kind of aristo-

cracy, delivered into the hands of those men that are called the

States ;. and it is a thing I have noted in my slender study of histories,

that when a comonweal falleth from one kind of government into another,

as this hath done, it is long before it can be settled in that kind

whereunto it is elapsed.

 

1Wilkes' "Discourse," [26 Hay] 1589, B.M., Cott. Mss. Calba D.

V, ff. 317-23. Though this document has no date other than the year

1589 on it, it can be dated as being drawn up later than March because

of the reference within to the surrender of Geertruidenberg (31 March

1589) and more specifically to May 26th because of a letter frma Wilkes

to Burghley on that date which makes reference to the report which

he was sending on to the Lord Treasurer. See B.M., Lansd. use. 61, f. 126.
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This instability led to the third problem, which was the incessant

quarrels among the various provinces, especially Holland and Zeeland

versus Utrecht, Gelderland, and Priesland. Such divisions had clearly

undermined the effectiveness of the Anglo-Dutch war efforts. .

Next, Wilkes pointed out that the States would continue to take

"advantage of the necessity her Majesty hath in respect of her own

preservation to see those countries kept from the Spaniard." However,

what they most wanted from Elizabeth, Wilkes suggested, was not men but

money.

Wilkes then drew attention to the incompatibility of the "hmsors"

of the two nations which always results in "a special mislike" by the

Dutch of the Englishmen sent to serve in the Netherlands. "God forbid,"

he quickly added, "I should lay the fault on mine own country, although

I think..." have failed in many things there, by lack of skill and

knowledge of the State and condition of the countries and peoples."

To this great weakness on England's part, Wilkes added the harsh

words used against the States-General by Elizabeth's officials in the

Provinces. "I have found," he wrote, "that there is nothing that hath

alienated the minds of those men from her Majesty and from all good

liking of her governor and ministers, so much, as the bitterness of

such words proceeding from us." It was his feeling that "by discretion

and choice of persons to be employed by her Majesty among them,..the

distemperature of the two humors may be reformed and brought to a, reason-

able harmony between them and us." But he added, it must be done "now

or never. " 9

As always Wilkes feared the possibility of the Queen‘refusing any

more aid to the Provinces. He knew the results of this could be catas-

trophic, as it might force the States into a peace with Spain and provide

the means whereby Philip II could successfully invade England. "I think
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it a master point," he concluded, "to avoid all occasions that may move

or induce them [the States] to mislike of the confederation with England."

As if to emphasize his personal inclination for a continuance of

the alliance, the second half of Wilkes' report is a detailed itemization

of how the Provinces financed their rebellion, and it leaves the unmis-

takable impression that they would continue to require financial assistance

from England.

Interestingly, Wilkes had by this time even been considered for

a possible return mission to the United Provinces. Sometime in March 1589

Elizabeth had toyed with the idea of sending either Sir Thomas Wilford

or Lord Buckhurst to attempt a settlement of some of the outstanding

differences between the States-General and England. When she approached

Walsingham as to which of the two men he would recommend he indicated

his preference for Buckhurst, and suggested that the knowledgeable Wilkes

be sent along too, not as an ambassador but as a humble dispatch bearer.

However, the mission was postponed when Walsingham learned that the

States intended to send over their own commissioners to England.1

It had been in February 1589 that Wilkes had made at least one

other attempt at healing the breach between him and the Queen. Sick

abed with the gout at his London residence the Clerk of the Council sent

his wife Margaret with a letter to the Countess of Lincoln. In it he

spoke of the "late" Earl of Leicester,

whose power and credit with her Majesty...have wrought so strange

an alteration in her Majesty's wanted favor towards me, that after

sixteen or seventeen years painful and dangerous service, I am in

sort cast as though charged with no fault or offence towards her

 

1Reed's Walsingham, III, p. 357 discusses this proposed mission

and lists as his source Cal. Dom;, II, p. 592. Since Wilkes is not

mentioned there in that severely edited letter it is assumed a reading

of the original would supply the information. Unfortunately this student

has no way of obtaining that information.
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Majesty other than that I had not given contentment to my Lord of

Leicester.

Could the Countess, he asked, speak in his favor to the Queen?1

Unfortunately, this attempt also failed, and at the end of May he was

still in "disfavor in Court." Clearly, his "official" re-acceptance as

a Clerk of the Council later in August of the same year marks the

successful conclusion of his efforts to- regain Elizabeth's favor.2

At the closeof this chapter it is necessary to draw some conclu-

sions on the successes and failures of Wilkes' 1586-1587 Netherlands'

mission. It was the longest and by far the most demanding assignment

of his diplomatic career, and he was never to have another in which his

responsibilities were greater. Not only had Leicester claimed to have

made him equal in commission with Count Maurice and the rest of the

Council of State during his absence, but the English Councilor was forced

to carry this burden without the stipulated assistance of a second

councilor.

That he had to work hard there can be little doubt. His voluminous

correspondence alone bears testimony to his diligence. His letters are

filled with accurate reports that could have easily been the basis for

some needed direction from home. Letters written to‘those in the Provinces

who flouted the Earl's authority are models of tactfulness and persuasion.

Tet when these failed, his voice in Council meetings issued stern, often

discomfiting, but never rude ruinders of their obligations to England.

 

lWilkes to the Countess of Lincoln, [London], 8 Feb. 1589, P.R.O.,

S.P. 12, CCHII, f. 119. Wilkes' residence in London was located in

Warbrook Ward, one of twenty-six wards in that city. See Wilkes"Certi-

ficate of Risidence, 1 Nov. 1590, P.R.O., Excheq. 115/407, f. 134.

2Argmaents in favor Wilkes' Salt Patent, 29 May 1589, B.M. ,

Lansd. Mss. 59, f. 182. George Gilpin, the English secretary on the

Dutch Council of State wrote Wilkes on March 3, 1590 (in answer to his

letter of- January 15th) in which he "rejoiced" th'at Wilkeshad been re.

restored to Elizabeth's favor. (L. G: A., I, No. 315). Whether or not

this indicated Wilkes was not restored until as late as December l589 or

early January 1590 is not certain.
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Despite his constant lack of assistance, money, and instruction

from home, he never wavered in defending Elizabeth's'honor or the authority

of her inept favorite. While they both tended to other affairs in

England, he was left to bear the brunt of the States' displeasure over

such lack of concern.‘ Unable even to obtain pay for the starving

English troops the physically ill Wilkes was forced to borrow on his

own credit to relieve their misery.

Very; little ever escaped him, and it is remarkable that he

maintained! England's position as well as he did considering the conditions

he worked under. He watched in utter helplessness as Leicester's hatred

poisoned Elizabeth's feelings towards him and made it impossible for

him to do anything without offending both.

Wilkes did make mistakes, but there were surprisingly few. One

of his biggest was his refusal to report to Leicester upon the latter's

return to the Netherlands in August1587. It admittedly broke one of the

'most essential laws of diplomatic protocol. Yet, one must not be too

harsh in his _judgaents. It is impossible for the twentieth-century mind

to fully understand just how frightened Wilkes was of Leicester's threats.

Even the prestigious and battle-seasoned Norris had preferred to escape

rather than meet the Earl. Whatever his reasons, Wilkes felt he had made

the best decision. Experience had taught him he could not reason with

the Governor-General, so his only hope had lain in gaining Elizabeth's

presence and personally explaining to her the utter impossibility of .

his position 1;; _h_ g}; the Earl. Here he had hoped for a fair judgment.

Instead, he was robbed of his opportunity by her adamant refusal to

see him, and the result was lodgings in Pleat prison as a reward for

twelve months of selfless service.

Perhaps his chief fault lay in not catering enough to what he

knew to be Leicester's unrelenting meanness. ‘ His straight-forward and
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accurate reports left no doubt in the reader's mind as to what was going

on in the Netherlands, and it was these more than anything else which

naively yet devastatingly pointed out the follies of the Governor-

General's protracted absence. If Wilkes had glossed over his dispatches

in an effort to report that which the Earl desired to hear, he would have

been negligent of his duties and Leicester soon weuid have discovered it.

If Leicester is to be believed, Wilkes' chief fault lay in his

continued loyalty to Leicester's great enemy, Sir John Norris. But

here, as in all other instances, Wilkes had refused to compromise his

standards. Furthermore, he had dared say so:

If his [Leicester's] chiefest offence be conceived in.respect of my

love and good will towards Sir John Norris I do not grieve thereat

assuring myself that he is as worthy thereof...as any man living,

and the more I know him the. more I have cause to affect and shire

him...He is a rare gentlemen and exceedingly worthy to be honored

and advanced, and I doubt not but God will move her Majesty (in

spite of the Devil) to respect him as he deserveth.1

It thus appears that the only conclusion one can reach regarding

Wilkes' l586-1587 embassy is that he was bound to fail from the first.

The main reason for this was the personality of Leicester and his

astonishing influence over England's Queen. Her unwillingness to under-

stand Wilkes' position in this matter demonstrates conclusively that her

mind. was not always the master of her heart. Here, one sees the monarch

in her bowing to the woman. Though Wilkes had served courageously,

it required the Earl's death and time's healing balm to remove "Rob's"

influence sufficiently for Elizabeth to restore Wilkes to the position

his abilities merited.





CHAPTER VII

WILKES' V1590 MISSION 1'0 THE UNITED PROVINCE

At the time Thomas Wilkes began his three month mission to the

United Provinces in the early «user of 1590, he was one of the most

experienced and astute members of the Elizabethan diplomatic corps.

Approximately forty-five years of age, he had served miss ions to France,

Spain, the Spanish Low Countries, the Palatinate, and the United Pro-

vinces. His acquaintance and in some cases personal friendships with

many of the leaders of Western Europe. made him an obvious choice for a

great variety of assignments. When not engaged in diplomatic work he

had been i-ersed in the details of the Privy Council which not only

honed his skills on domestic problems, but also kept him abreast of the

international situation. V Though his 1590 mission to The Hague has, with

1 attracted little attention from sixteenth-century diplo-

matic historians, it does represent an important stage in the development

one exception,

of Anglo-Dutch relations.

Dutch Affairs

After Leicester had taken his final leave of the Netherlands in

Hovefler 1587, the English position there deteriorated markedly. Once

 

1!. S. Wernham's "The Mission of Thomas Wilkes to the United

Provinces in 1590," Studies Presented £9 §_ir_ Hilag Jenkinson, ed. J.

Conway Davies (London: Oxford University Press, 1957), pp. 423-55 is a

well written and heavily documented study for which I am indebted for

many of the ideas expressed in the following pages.

2'55
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again, the States-General saw their opportunity to claim sovereign power

at the expense of their cross-Channel ally. The Council of State, which

was composed mostly of Leicestrians, was soon thrown into, confusion and

within two years its conduct of foreign affairs, war, and judicial matters

had all been withdrawn and transferred to the States-General}

The States had also moved against other bastions of Leicestrian

strength such as Utrecht and North Holland. As longas Leicester lived,

Deventer kept the democratic party in power in the city of Utrecht, but

by July 1589 he had not only been driven from office but tried and

banished. Though Deventer eventually returned after a stay in England,

he was never again able to play a significant role in Utrecht affairs.2

It was much the same story with Colonel Sonoy in North Holland.

As long as there was a possibility that Leicester might return for a

third'expedition in the Netherlands he refused to have anything to do

with Holland. However, when at the and of March 1588 it was officially

learned in the Provinces that Leicester had abdicated his office as

Governor-General, Sonoy's position became untenable. Thus, he allowed

the States' troops who were besieging his stronghold of Medenblik to

take possession of it and in the course of the «nor he too was deprived

of his offices and fled to England.3

Lord Willoughby who had been left in charge after Leicester's

departure, soon grew unhappy with his position. An ardent Leicestrian,

who had long shared the Earl's resentment against the leading politicians

of the States his presence served only to aggravate matters further.

Pinally, in March 1589 he was recalled, and his sergeant-major Sir Francis

 

13..., Histogy, 111, p. 238.

2;;1d., p. 239.

3Motley,-Netherlgg§g, 11, p. 355.
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Vere left in conand. The latter proved to be a far more tractable

men than either Leicester or Willoughby had been and as a result the

possibilities of Anglo-Dutch cooperation increased.1

There were other reasons for the definite improvement of con-

ditions in the United Provinces. During most of the summer of 1589 Parma's

bad health had seriously hindered his generally eggress ive campaigning,

but, more importantly, affairs in France in the spring of 1590 began to

claim more and more of his time and military strength.2

French Affairs

The explanation for this diversion lies in the complicated and

sorry course of the French Civil Wars. With the death of the Duke of

Anjou in 1584 the French Catholics began to see the distinct possibility

of the Huguenot heir preemptive, Henry of Navarre, succeeding the effete

Henry III as King of France. Fear of this moved them to revitalize the

Catholic League into the Holy League which was to rely even more heavily

on the support of Spain and the Papacy. Its chief objective was to

prevent the Crown of France from falling to a Protestant heretic. The

.illaediate result was the Spanish-Guise Treaty of Joinville in December

l584 which conlaitted the, contracting parties to (achieving the above

objective.3

Henry of Navarre's refusal to renounce his Protestantism in order

to join with Henry III, plus the latter's growing fear of Cuisard

strength soon resulted in the French King's alliance with the League

in July 1585. During the next three years of their joint struggle against

 

laud, Walsiggham, 111, pp. 369-60.

2214., p. 361.

3Jensen, Diplomacy _a_r_n_d_ Do tism, pp. 41-55.
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Henry of Navarre, the French King found that the Duke of Guise was

too domineering an ally. Likewise, Guise began to feel a desire to be

rid of his inept royal ally in order that the League's own candidate,

the Cardinal Bourbon (uncle of Henry of Navarre), or possibly himself

could be king. This resulted in the well known "Day of the Earricades"

when in May 1588 the Parisian citizenry declared itself in favor of the

principles of the Catholic League and forced Henry III to flee his

capital for safety.1

Escaping to Blois, the frightened and humiliated King planned

and carried out his revenge by murdering both the Duke of Guise and his

brother Louis, the Cardinal, in December of the same year. The result

of this was a full scale revolt of the League which spread rapidly

through northern and eastern France. In the meantime, the King had

succeeded in joining forces with Henry of Navarre and the politigues in

an effort to wrest Paris from the hands of the League. The attempt was

temporarily thwarted however, by Henry III's assassination on the morning

of August lst, 1589.2

By the King's dying words, French hereditary laws, and the Declar-

ation of Saint Cloud three days later, Henry of Navarre became Henry IV

of France. But, for the next four years, as long as the League survived

and he maintained his Protestantism he could never hope to obtain official

recognition.from'most elements in France. Thus, began Henry IV's long

struggle to secure his throne.3

 

111.14., Ch. v11.

ZIbid., Ch's. VIII-m.

3Ibid., Ch. 1:.
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English.Affairs

These events in France had been followed closely by Elizabeth, but

because of the complexity of their nature she had shown the usual in-

decision in coping with them. With the death of the vacillating Henry

III, her problem.had been greatly simplified. She now had the simple

choice either of supporting Henry of Navarre or abandoning him. To do

the latter could prove disasterous, whereas, supporting him,would clearly

work to Spain's disadvantage. Therefore, when in late August 1589,

Henry IV dispatched his Councilor of State, Beauvoir la Nocle, to Eliza-

beth.with an appeal for men, money, and supplies, she responded with

surprising quickness by fulfilling all three requests. Delivered to

Navarre by the end of October, this assistance included £20,000 and

4,000 troops.1

Such connitments to France and the knowledge that much more would

be required made Elizabeth all the more anxious to reduce her expenses

in the Netherlands, but, before she dared do that she had to guarantee

that the United Provinces' strength would be sufficient to continue resist-

ing Perms. The first step she took was to appoint Thomas Wilkes as

MusteréMaster-General of the Low Countries. Instructed to coordinate

from London all muster reports as sent in by the various resident muster

officials in the Provinces, it was haped that his careful auditing of

each company's troop strength would give Elizabeth significantly more

mileage than she had heretofore received for her money. Next, she set

about to require of the States-General an effective executive government.

Both she and her advisors agreed that this was the greatest weakness in

the Netherland's Republic. They were also in agreement that the best

 

laead, Walsi ham, III, p. 367.
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way of accomplishing this was to persuade the States to restore her Lord

General's and the Council of State's authority to that which had origin-

ally been intended in the 1585 Treaty of Nonsuch.1

Accordingly, from November 1589 until May 1590 there was much

talk and several false starts as to whom would be sent to accomplish

this difficult assignment. At first it looked as though Lord Buckhurst

was to be the one chosen. Then, early in 1590, Thomas Wilkes wrote to

George Gilpin, who was still a secretary in the Dutch Council of State,

informing him of his restoration to Elizabeth's favor and his anticipated .

mission to The Hague. Gilpin replied by promising that his lodgings

would be readied for his arrival. Whether or not Wilkes was to have

gone alone or in company with someone like Buckhurst is not known but

it really ,did not matter for the mission was again postponed.2

On March 10th a memorial was delivered to Wilkes which, among

other things, asked him to set down five or six principal reasons why

he felt Elizabeth should send a "person of credit to reform the confusions

between the Provinces and herself." It also asked him to draw up for the

benefit of Thoma Bodley, the only English Councilor of State at The

Hague, a list of "points to be demanded by her Majesty" from the States.

Wilkes sent such a memorandum to Lord Burghley on March 14 and in spite

of "an extreme cold" promised to wait upon the Privy Council the next

morning with the dispatches for the Low Countries.3

 

1Discourses by Beauvoir, [Dec. 1589], L. a A., I, no. 488 and

"Discourse on the Present Government of the United Provinces," [1589?] ,

£112., nos. 31-41. See Ch. IX; PP. 378-82 of this study for further

details of Wilkes' office as Muster-Master-General of the Low Countries.

2Abstract of Low Country letters, 16 Nov. 1589, 21.1., no. 291 and

Gilpin to Wilkes, The Hague, 3 March 1590, Ibid., no. 3156

3Memorial for Wilkes, [lo March] 1590, 1pm,, no.'315 and Wilkes

to Burghley, London, 14 March 1590, Ibid.
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Wilkes' memorandum made several valuable suggestions concerning

the governing of the Provinces and necessary treaty revisions. He

explained that time had revealed many imperfections in the contract and

suggested that Elizabeth insist upon a restoration of the authority granted

by the treaty to her general and the Council of State. This alone, he

explained, could remedy the confusions caused by the "multiplicity and

equality of commandment in the United Provinces' Government." Wilkes

further suggested that the Queen was partly to blame for this confusion,

for in the absence of a general to replace Willoughby, the Council could

not effectively execute what authority they did retain. Actually, he

explained, this problem dated back to Leicester's first departure from

the Provinces. Even the States had "urged" and instructed the Council

that a general always be present "to exercise with them that joint

authority, without whom there is an insufficiency of power." Wilkes

went on to suggest that Elizabeth send "some person of countenance"

and "discretion" who "knew their humors" and could effect "a reformation"

of their government.1

As promised, on the following day (March 15th) Wilkes delivered,

his dispatches to the Privy Council, which forwarded them on to Bodley.

In compliance with their instruction the latter informed the States that

Elizabeth expected them to restore the authority of the Council of State

according to the treaty. He explained that their attacks on the Council's

power had not only increased the cost and inefficiency of the war effort

but also added to the confusion of their government. Therefore, he

continued, Elizabeth insisted that the treaty be henceforth strictly

observed and the war conducted by the Council of State.2

 

1Considerations touching the Low Countries, [14 March] 1590,

Ibid., nos. 316-18.

21.-he Privy Council to Bodley, [Greenwich], 15 March 1590, n.s.,

Cott. Mas. Galba 0. VII, ff. 97-98.
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The reason for sending these instructions to Bodley was apparently

to sound out the States on this issue before dispatching an expensive

embassy which might possibly end in failure. Subsequent events supported

this position.

Bodley received his March 15th instructions on April 4th and was

delayed from delivering them to the States until the 16th. Though defen-

sive, the States' reply that reached the Privy Council on the 25th was

surprisingly apologetic. They protested that their actions had been

"round," "sincere," and "wholly directed to preserve the countries."

"At present,“ they claimed, the Provinces "did not suffer one-hundreth

part of the dissensions and confusions which afflicted them in the years

1586 and 1587." The war was also going better and would go better still

if they could have the full use of Elizabeth's 1,000 horse and 5,000

foot. As for the difficulties over the authority of the Queen's gover-

nor and the Council, they could only be solved "upon a full and true

understanding of the Treaty." Apparently, in reference to Buckhurst they

expressed their willingness to discuss the issue ”with the personage her

Majesty was sending. " In fact, they complained they had long "kept the

deputies of the Provinces duly empowered, asseflled, [and] awaiting the

arrival of a personage of her Council to treat and accord all misunder-

standings."1

After reading this reply Wilkes was instructed by the Privy

Council to call on their London agent, Joachim Ortel, and learn what

further matters he had to propound from the States-General and the Council

of State. As a result of this interview Wilkes, who was "not altogether

out of my physic and chirurgery," informed Burghley that he did

 

1Bodley to the Privy Council, The Hague, 18 April 1590, L. 6: A.,

I, no. 324, me States to the Privy Council, The Hague, [20] April 1590,

Ibid., and Bodley to the States, The Hague, 13 April 1590, Ibid.
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not think the matters of those countries and the affections of the

States and peOple were so altered but that her Majesty might yet

gain all that could be reasonably required, for her service and

their good, through the discreet mediation of some person sent from

herself and gracious to them.1

Evidently, Burghley agreed with Wilkes' evaluation for by May 9th

Bodley had been informed that Buckhurst was soon to be sent over. Under-

standably, Buckhurst was not pleased with the assignment. Upon learning

of it he insisted he would not go unless Wilkes was sent along too.

Even more aware of the pitfalls. of service in the Low Countries, Wilkes

declined the questionable honor and asked Buckhurst to remedier his

[Wilkes'] reason for refusing such employment. He also implored the

Privy Chuncilor not to "press her Majesty" into con-handing him to make

the journey without first making sure certain "conditions" were granted,

such as, a "timely warning" that would give him the leisure to prepare

himself and the assurance of a "sufficient entertainment during his

service.2

On May 3rd Wilkes prepared a memorial for Buckhurst which suggested

several important items he should attend to before leaving on his mission.

Pirst, he should make certain that he obtained from Elizabeth and her

Council a list of the "points and articles reformable" in the 1585 contract

as well as "authority under the great seal" to treat therein. He should

not allow himself to be "too strictly tied to words" and should definitely

assist in the framing of his own instructions "because there are few of

the Council that understand the state of the Low Countries." He advised

' him not to accept the mission if the Queen insisted upon a diminution of

her charges in the Netherlands. Due to the death of their old and

 

10rtel‘to Burghley, London, 25 April 1590, Ibid., no. 326, and

Wilkes to Burghley, London, 26 April 1590, Ibid.

gnodfley‘EOIBurghley, The Hague, 9 may 2590, Ibid., see. 319

aha-«333 WWI for Buckhurst,-[3 May] 1590, Ibid., no. 329.
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irreplaceable friend Walsingham on April 6th, Wilkes warned Buckhurst

to beware who might be chosen to replace him in the office of Chief

Secretary.

If the two men [Burghley's son, Robert Cecil, and William Davison]

become Secretaries who are thought to be elected, then is the faction

of the late Earl of Leicester revived and his lordship [Buckhurst]

in danger to be striken at in his absence.

Wilkes also asked Buckhurst to remember "certain special matters

required by the States and necessary for her Majesty to think upon"

such as her responsibility to. "publicly disavow all factions" and at the

same time to attempt to win back the friendship'of such men as Earnevelt.

She should also be "earnestly pressed" to send over a general, namely,

Sir John Norris.2

The First Draft of "Instructions for AJ."

Apparently, at the same time this memorial was prepared and before

its suggestions could be followed the first draft of Buckhurst's instruc-

tions were drawn up.3 Entitled "Instructions for A.E." they directed him

to go to The Hague and there clarify for the States-General Elizabeth's

position on the Treaty of Nonsuch. If they raised objections either

about her or her ministers' past actions he was "to charge them with their

ingratitude." Having done that he was to ask them "to couit to oblivion"

all such offences just as Elizabeth was willing to do. Following this

were three clauses which in substance comprised one of the two main

purposes of the mission. In them the Queen explained that the "late

 

133“. For details on the problems of Walsingham's successor, see

Chapter II, pp. 371-76 of this study.

2.1.2...

3"[lirst] Draft of Instructions for A. 3.," [Hay] 1590, Ibid.,

nos. 334-35. 'See also nos. 340-41.
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attempts" of the Spanish King against her "had bred" an "intolerable

charge and much diminished" England's ability to defend herself against

Philip's continued preparations. Therefore, she desired to lessen her

foreign charges by reducing the numbers of her auxiliary troops "to

[blank] horse and [blank] foot. " If the States continued to claim that

they could make better use of her treasure if they had the managing of

it, Buckhurst was to ask them if they would accept frma her "a sum of

[blank] pounds yearly" in cash as well as commodities, and at the same

time bind themselves to maintain "a convenient number" of her troops

at English rates of pay. If the States agreed to this he was to let

her howand she would give him further instructions on how to proceed};

The remainder of the points Buckhurst was to negotiate were many.

They m'e grouped under four headseach itemizing Elizabeth's demands and

what she would in return consent to, for the States' satisfaction. The

articles under the first head pertained to martial causes and discipline.

They included demands that the States allow England's two cautionary town

garrisons to be reinforced from the auxiliary forces, that the States be

bound to maintain a specified number of horse and foot in their ordin-

ary garrisons as well as a fixed number in the field for four months of

each sin-er, and that if necessary, the Queen be allowed some of her

auxiliary forces for the defence of England or Ireland.

Those articles under the second head dealt with civil policy and

the goverment of the Provinces. The three most important stipulated that

the States restore full authority to the Council of State and Elizabeth's

 

’—V

1While there is no indication of a reduction being considered

for aimiliary forces there is a suggestion as to what reduction was

bei considered in Elizabeth's annual charge. In a memorial to the Lord

Chancellor Hatton may 1590) the suggestion was made that even with the

present carefully husbanded charge of £110,000 p_e_r_' annum not more than

1,400 horse and foot could be drawn into the field. Thus, the Queen's

help would hardly be worth anything if she reduced her charge to £60,000.

Ibid.! “0. 330. '
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general, that they also hand over to England for three years "the entire

and absolute managing of the Provinces' ordinary and extraordinary

contributions as well as establish a standing committee of the States

with which the Queen could deal year round, and that all "deliberation

and registers" of the Council of State be carried out in Latin or French

as originally intended. Lately the States had insisted that they be in

Flemish or Dutch with which the English were not familiar.

Under the third head, conditions and limitations were set within

which Elizabeth would allow Dutch ships to trade with Spain and Portugal.

The fourth head listed matters of account such as "defalkations,"

English versus States' pay, and the repayment of debts. A concluding

article stipulated that if these things were accorded by the States

Euckhurst was to have a contract drawn up but only bearing the title of

an "Explanation of the Former Contract." This done, he was to return

and report his negotiations.

At this juncture it is possible to conclude that Elizabeth and

the Privy Council had intentions of sending both Buckhurst and Wilkes,

if he were willing, to The Hague to accomplish two goals. Firstly, to

a ttempt a reduction of England's military and financial commitment to

the Netherlands and, secondly, to achieve an "Explanation" of the Treaty

of ansuch that would remedy its many defects and more importantly, allow

for a restoration of full authority to the Council of State and Eliza-

beth's general, whoever he might be.

The Second Draft of "Instructions for A. B."

The interesting thing about the first draft of instructions is not

so much their content as the difference between them and the second draft

of "Instructions for A. B." --a difference that not only indicates a major

modification in the purpose of the mission, but as a result of that
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modification, a change in the ambassador to be sent. The change occurred

between the dates of May 11th and 19th. 0n the first date Burghley told

Eodley that Buckhurst soon.was expecting to depart for The Hague, and on

the second the Clerk of the Signet, Thomas Windebank, told Burghley that

Elizabeth had decided to send Wilkes instead.1

The second draft of instructions proved to be a transitional one

bridging the gap between the first draft and Wilkes' final set of

instructions. They illustrate the evolution of Elizabeth's thinking prior

to his dispatch to The Hague. The second draft was basically the same

as the first with the exception of two additions which had apparently

been taken from Wilkes' earlier memorial to Buckhurst. These were that

Elizabeth should publicly disavow all factions in the Provinces and that

efforts should be made to win the devotion of those members of the States

and others who had opposed her former generals. There was also an added

suggestion that £300‘pgg_ag£gm‘be used to bestow "rewards and pensions

to the 4, 5, or 6 who had most credit and authority in the States"

assemblies.2

By far the most important addition was an article explaining the

two "secret" causes that had "especially moved" Elizabeth to send Wilkes

on this'mission. The first was reports that certain persons in authority

in the Provinces had made secret overtures to the French King, Henry

IV, in an attempt to induce him to assume the sovereignty of those countries.

Wilkes was instructed to do all in his power to "discover this and counter-

mine it by the skill and credit he had with such as were equals and

lhurghley to Dodley, [2], 11 Hay 1590, n.s., Cott. Has. Galba n.

VII, f. 138, and Windebank to Burghley, [the Court], 19 Hay 1590, B.M.,

Harl. Has. 6995, f. 4.

2[Hotes for Wilkes' Mission], [Hay] 1590, L. 6: A., I, no. 336‘

and "[second] Draft of Instructions for A.B.," [May] 1590, Ibid., no. 337.
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opposites to those men." The second cauae which worried the Queen most

of all was the "credible advertisement from foreign parts" that the King

of Spain had procured from Pope Sixtus V,

a dispensation to grant free exercise of religion to those Provinces

that are revolted from him in the Low Countries; and that he hath

given order to make offer of peace unto them, wherein the point of

religion, which hath hitherto been the only impediment thereunto,

shall be granted.

Though the 1585 Treaty had bound the Provinces not to make a peace without

the Queen's knowledge and consent she was worried that they might be

"alienated" from her and thus "violently carried to embrace a peace for

themselves, to her prejudice." Wilkes was first to observe what had been

done therein and than "by all means possible seek to impeach and hinder

it."1

The introduction of these two causes clearly revealed a funda-

mental change in the purpose of the intended mission. Whereas, before,

it was designed to persuade the States to accept a revision of the Treaty

of Nonsuch and to allow a reduction in Elizabeth's cossaitments to them;

now, the mission was primarily designed to prevent the Provinces from

entering into treaties with France or worst of all with Spain. Exactly

why Elizabeth became so disturbed over these possibilities at this point

is a partial mystery. She had known of Dutch intrigues with France which

included both Counts Maurice and William since the middle of April, and

of Philip II's intended peace offers since Hovedmr 1589. Perhaps the

explanation lies in Elizabeth's usual slowness in making up her mind.

After so many threatening reports of Spain's new armada preparations,

she may have finally decided that it was going to sail- that am

 

lWilkes' Instructions, 26 Hay 1590, Ibid., no. 340, xx.‘ A

second copy of these instructions is to be found in 3.11., Cott. Hes.

Galba D. VII, ff. 155-64.
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as it had two years earlier. If so, the greatest mistake she could

make would be to lose her cross-Channel allies}

A new opening clause was also inserted in this second draft for

the purpose of explaining to the States the alleged reasons for not

sending Buckhurst. It explained that as Lord Lieutenant of the maritime

county of Sussex he could not be spared during the summer months when

another attempt by Spain was expected. Wilkes was also told that if he

should succeed in drawing up an "Explanation" of the 1585 Contract he

was to advise the Queen of it whereupon she "might send over Lord

Buckhurst with authority to confirm and ratify" it.2

One other important change was included in the second draft before

it became the final draft of Wilkes' instructions. Both the first and

second drafts were headed by the important three articles dealing with

Elizabeth's desire to reduce her money and troop cosmitments in the

Provinces. However, in the second draft these articles have a marginal

cross marked against each of them indicating their elimination. Conse-

quently, in Wilkes' final instructions they are entirely omitted. The

 

lWilliam Lyly, servant to the English Ambassador in France, Sir

Edward Stafford, to Walsingham, Helun, [2] April 1590, Ibid., no. 362

[see ”also.nos..36l and 364-65], Letter from A.B., [The Hague], [late

Hove] 1589, Ibid., no. 591, Henry IV to Burghley, Rozonay, [26 April]

1590, 21d” no. 525, Intelligence Reports, April 1590, 993;. 933., II,

p. 661, and Thomas Windebank to Burghley, [the Court], 19 Hay 1590,

3.14., Harl. Hss. 6995, f. 4. In fact as we have seen Windebank gives

as the reason for Elizabeth's decision to send Wilkes instead of Buckhurst

her fears of "what attempts may be made by the Spaniards" against England.

Burghley too, in a letter to Bodley, speaks of Elizabeth "in these times

of danger from enemy attack on England" having "put all maritime Counties

in readiness." See Burghley to Bodley, The Strand, 20 Hay 1590, B.M.,

Cott. Hss. Galba D. VII, f. 153.

zWilkes' instructions, 26 Hay 1590, L. a A., I, no. 34, i and xix,

Privy Council Hemorial for Wilkes, 28 Hay 1590, Ibid., no. 341 [see

B.H., Cott. Hse. Galba D. VII, ff. 167-69 for another copy of these

additional instructions], and Thomas Windebank to Burghley, [the Court],

19 Hay 1590, B.H., Harl. Hss. 6995, f. 4. Windebank mentions "Buckhurst's

sickness" as' another excuse used by Elizabeth to explain her decision

not to send him to The Hague.
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reason for the omission is obvious. If the Provinces were to be kept

loyal to their contract with England there could be no reduction in

Elizabeth's troop and money commitments to them. The memorial to

Hatton had made it amply clear that even her £110,000 a year permitted

only 1,400 horse and foot to serve in the field. If this were to be

reduced to the suggested £60,000 her assistance would hardly be worth

having, and the States. would consequently be forced to look for assistance

from France or to a peace with Spain."

The reason for the change in ambassadors from Buckhurst to Wilkes

is also fairly obvious. What was needed to carry out the new instructions

was not the prestigious embassy of a great personage but a skilled diplo-

matist, trained in the art of uncovering important intelligence and

experienced in the ways of the Dutch. Within England's diplomatic ranks

Wilkes' knowledge of Netherlands affairs was unparalleled and it was

for-this reason that he was selected.2

 

1"'[Second] Draft of Instructions for A.B.," [Hay] 1590, Lé A.,

I, no. 337. There were also added to Wilkes' final instructions four new

articles dealing with the comparatively minor points of Ostend's .

, sea defences and the conversion of 500 auxiliary horse to 1,200. foot.

2Cons idering the extreme length and detail of these instructions

it is not surprising that we find Wilkes' own condensed notes covering

each of the numerous articles. He knew there could be no fumbling with

vast folios of written instructions when he debated these articles with

the States. See Wilkes' abstract of his Instructions, 10 June 1590,

m, nos. 345-47. In spite of the above position it is interesting to

note one of Thomas Windebankb statements to Burghley when he informed the

latter of Elizabeth's decision to send Wilkes: "At the first, her

Hajesty seemed not to like [that] Hr. Wilkes or any should go, but after-

ward, when I told her that the States continuing their assembly and

looking that my Lord of Buckhurst should be there by the end of this

month, would think it too strange that neither he nor any other should

go, and that I thought it to great purpose, were it but to keep them in

good minds towards her Hajesty, specially. now that so many practices are

like to be wrought by her enemies and adversaries." Windebank to Burghley,

[the Court], 19 Hay 1590, B.H., Harl. Hes. 6995, f. 4.
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The First Month of Negotiation

Unaware of the "secret" reasons for Wilkes' coming, the States

and Eodley were not particularly happy about the decision to send a

Clerk of the Council rather than a Privy Councilor. Bodley felt most

would regret the decision. "A person of nobility," he explained, "especial-

ly one so much desired, might have reduced matters to a tolerable state,"

but now he was "out of hape to see it effected'by anyone. " When he

informed the States of the change of ambassadors they replied that they

had looked forward to a nobleman coming to settle all difficulties, but

hoped Wilkes would "do all good offices." George Gilpin reported that

"this people do not show any great liking" for Wilkes' coming, "but

the issue cannot be judged till his errand be known. "1

Wilkes .set. off for The Hague on Hay 28th. With him he carried

his Hay 26th instructions, the Privy Council's Hemorial (or additional

instructions), dated Hay 28th, letters of credence to the States-General,

the Council of State, Count Haurice, and Count William of Nassau,2 a

copy of the Queen's declaration disavowing factions in the United

Provinces ,3 a proclamation concerning the conditions upon which Dutch

trade with Spain would be allowed,‘ a passport dated Hay 28th,5 an £80

 

1George Gilpin to Sir Robert Sidney, Governor of Flushing, The

Hague, 2 June 1590, Collins, ed., Letters _a_n_d Memorials, I, p. 301,

Dodley to Burghley, The Hague, 31 Hay 1590, L, 6: A., I, no. 338, and

the States-General to Bodley, [The Hague], 6 June 1390, Ibid.

2Elizabeth to the States-General, to the Council of State, to

Count Haurice, and Count William, Greenwich, 28 Hay 1590, Ibid., no. 342.

3Thomas Rymer, ed. , Foedera, Conventions Literae e_g Cojuscunque

Generis Acta Publica, _]_:__nter Reges Aggliae (London: A. 6: J. Churchill,

1615), XVI, pp. 66-67 [hereafter cited: Rymer, Foedera].

 

43.14., Cott. Hss. Galba 1). VII, ff. 144-45.

51.. an, I, no. 342.
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advance on his salary, and a daily diet of 40s. that had begun onfiHay

20th.1 Despite the "unfitness of the wind and the calm" he made a

speedy passage and arrived at Flushing on June 4th. The next day he

went to'Hiddelburg to deliver a message from Elizabeth to the Princess

of Orange. From there he traveled to Dordrecht2 and arrived at The

Hague on June 9th.3 Wilkes' negotiations from this point onward are

so extensively documented that it is possible to witness in him an

interesting change of opinion as day by day his knowledge of the Dutch

situation grew.

The day after his arrival Wilkes informed two of the States'

deputies who came to visit him that he wished to have audience the next

morning. However, when.morning came (June 10th) he found himself so

"taken.with a sudden lameness in.my arms and legs" that he had to defer

his audience until June 13th. In the meantime, he took advantage of

this spare time to work on his opening speech, to make an abstract of

his instructions, and to discuss them.with Bodley, whom Elizabeth had

joined with him.in commission. Together the two men decided that Wilkes

should first discuss matters of musters and martial discipline with the

States in order "to sound" out their "inclinations" to the remainder

of the articles.4

 

12.2.0” 1:. 403/2559, p. 312. Hurdin, ed., Collection, n,

p. 793 states: "Thomas Wilkes sent into the Lowe Countryes, with letters

of credit to the states, £3 pg; diem." Apparently, this is wrong for

99;. 225., II, p. 667 lists Wilkes' daily salary as 40s. per day.

2Wilkes to Burghley, Flushing, 5 June 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 84,

XXXVII, f. 253.

3[Wilkes] to Burghley, The Hague, 14 June 1590, P.R.O., S.P.

105, xc1, f. l77b-78.

4Ibid., Note of Audience with States-General and Council of State,

13 June 1590, Ibid,, f. 177, Elizabeth to the States-General, Greenwich,

28 Hay 1590, L. &.A., I, no. 342, and Elizabeth to [Eodley], Greenwich,

18 June 1590, Rymer, Foedera, XVI, p. 72.
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Soon able to walk with a staff, Wilkes, along with Hadley, appeared‘

before the States-General on the afternoon of June 13th. [After presenting

his letters of credence he delivered his prepared speech in which he

explained that her Hajesty had sent him to redress the disorders and

confusions bred by breaches of the contract on both sides, to remove all

"misintelligences" between the Queen and them, and to present "certain

demands." He asked them if they had the authority "to treat and

conclude" and if so to send some of their members to deal with himself

and Bodley. After the States replied by thanking heriHajesty for her

choice of Wilkes, whose "skill and affection they knew from his former

good services," the English ambassador went on to explain that he had

many matters to discuss with them. He explained he would deal with them

separately under different heads, beginning with matters of masters and

martial discipline. The conference ended with the States asking that

these matters be put in writing which Wilkes promised to do, as it was

"a course they have always used, and best with them for expedition."

Wilkes then went on to the Council of State and there presented his

letters of credence and asked to confer with them about the possibil-

ities of redressing the recent abridgements of their authority.1

These preliminary meetings left Wilkes with a strong feeling of

optimism. Two days later he wrote to the new Governor of Flushing, Sir

Robert Sidney, claiming that his negotiation was already "much applauded

by the States and great hope had of the issue." He found the membership

of the States-General much the same as in 1587, but that of the Council

was quite changed. The only familiar faces were Joos Teelinck and Jacob

Valcke of Zeeland, Doctor Elbertus Leoninus of Gelderland, and of course

 

1Notes of Audiences with States and Council, 13 June 1590,

P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, f. 177.
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Counts Haurice and William of Nassau, who seldom attended. George

Gilpin was still there as a Secretary to the Council as was Christopher

Huygens. Because Wilkes' assignment was as an asbassador only and not

as a Council of State, Eodley remained the only English councilor

in that body.1

Three days after first meeting with the States, Wilkes and Dodley

delivered their proposals relating to musters and martial discipline.

Wilkes expressly asked if, like themselves, the States were authorised

"by their superiors [i.e., the provincial estatesl" to treat and conclude

these and other matters. If so, they hoped to deal speedily with these

points and pass onto others. Apparently, as before, there was no direct

answer.2

Whatever their answer, it led Wilkes to expect a prompt reply to

his proposals, but, as June slowly wasted away he received nothing but

excuses. His growing imatience over this delay was understandable, for

until he received their answers he could not begin to negotiate on the

more important matters contained in his instructions. Horeover, he and

 

"Wilkes to Sidney, The Hague, 15 June 1590, H.H.C., Report_onthe

Hanuscripts 95 Lord 23 L' Isle and Dudley Preserved e_t Penhurst P__:lace,—

ed., 0. L. Hingsford (London: Printed by H.M.S.O. for the Historical

Hanuscripts Conission, 1934), II, p. 107 [hereafter cited: De L 'Isle

gn_d Dudlezl, and metership of States-General and Council of_State,

17 July 1590, 8.11., Cott. Hes. Galba D. VII, ff. 205-6. The medarship

of the 1590 Dutch Council of State looked something like this:

Holland: 1) Count Haurice Friesland: 9) Count William

2) Jan Hatheness 10) Hemp Donia

3) Sebastian van Loosen ll) Christofle Arensma

4) Simon Haineston 12) Joris Eye

Zeeland: 5) Jacob Valcke England: 13) Thomas Eodley

6) Joos. Teelinck l4) [Vacancy]

Utrecht: 7) Nicholas van Eerck Receiver

Gelderland: 8) Doctor Elbertus General: 15) [1]

Leoninus "Sometimes" 16) Philip Dublet

17) [11 18> [:1

2Articles exhibited to the States-General, 16 June 1590, P.R.O.,

S.P. 105, “I, if. 178-Baa
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Bodley found their efforts further hampered by the States' decision

temorarily to transfer the Council of State to Arnhem in Gelderland,

"there to second the purposes of Count Haurice for some further attempt

upon the fort before Zutphen" and "to take better order upon every

accident of the wars." Both Wilkes and the Council vigorously protested

this decision, with the former going so far as to ask that if the Council

must go then the States should go to; so that he could treat with both

together. but, it was to no avail, and Wilkes and Sodley were both

convinced "that it was a matter purposely continued, to rid them [the

Council] out of the way" while the negotiations were in process."

Wilkes' conversations with the Councilor Jacob Valcks and the

States' greffisr Cornelius Aerssens further convinced him of this. Valcke

told him that even though conditions in the Provinces were better than

they had been for a long time and the people were generally devoted to

Elisabeth, there was a general fear that another English governor might

renew their former disorders. Valcke also felt that if the States were

to agree to the observance of the 1585 Contract whey "would make con-

structions there of in favor of their liberties." When Wilkes complained

to Aerssens of the States' delay, the latter simply replied that such

important matters could not be decided quickly.2

By June 21st Wilkes was beginning to doubt if the States would

ever "show much forwardness to satisfy her Hajesty" on the matters of

his negotiation. Here importantly, he was now convinced that the delay

was due to their inclination to France and that they would protract the

 

1not. of Audience with the States, 19 June 1590, Ibid., f. 130,

Dodl'ey to Burghley, The Hague, 9 July 1590, 3.11., Cott. Hes. Galba D.

VII, f. 195, and Wilkes to Sidney, The Hague, 23 June 1590, H.H.C.,.

_D_e_ L'__Is___1e and Dudley, II, p. 108.

2Note of Conversation with Valcke, 20 June 1590, P. 11.0., S. P.

105,101, ff. 18®.-81, and Note of Conversation with Aerssens, 22 June,

Ibid., ff. 181-82.
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negotiations as long as there was hope of a settlement with Henry IV.

When Burghley informed Elizabeth of Wilkes' feelings she consented that

though she thought the Ring "to be free thereof for any meaning" she

doubted the "wandering disposition" of some in the States. Accordingly,

Burghley instructed Wilkes to try to penetrate the States' intentions

with regard to France.1

Wilkes Changes His Hind

In the meantime, Wilkes' anxiety for the States ' answers drove

him to pay a visit to Barnevelt, the undisputed leader of that College.

It proved to be a visit that significantly modified his opinion as to

the reasons for their delay. Barnevelt was generous in his professions

of loyalty and gratitude to Elizabeth and explained that in spite of

past differences with such men as Leicester and Willoughby, he was

willing to act as mediator between the States and England. When Wilkes

pressed him for some answer to the June 16th proposals he promised they

would be forthcoming shortly. The delay, he explained, was due to the

fact "that the deputies of every province had severally taken copies of

the propositions and had apart considered of them. " They had only met

all together that very day to reconcile their opinions for an answer.

Earnevelt went on to say that the exact terms of the Treaty of Nonsuch

had not been understood by the "whole people" until Bodley in early 1589

had charged the Provinces with thirty-five separate breaches of that

contract. Learning of these charges, the "towns desired to know parti-

cularly wherein the contraventions were and so grew to consider of the

Contract itself and to make such constructions of the same as they

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 21 June, L. & A., I, no. 352,

and Burghley to Wilkes, Greenwich, 29 June, Ibid. '
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thought good." When Wilkes replied that there could be but one true

construction of the Contract, Barnevelt agreed and said that Elizabeth

would doubtless find their answer satisfactory. He then asked Wilkes

if he had the authority necessary to treat about their trade with Spain

and if he had brought with him the Queen's declaration against factions.

When Wilkes replied that he had both, Barnevelt explained that the first

was "very necessary to them" and that the second "would do good."1

Still, there was no answer from the States, so on June 29th Wilkes

wrote Barnevelt complaining that a whole month had passed since he left

England, and that the Queen and Privy Council must be very surprised

that they still had no news from him. The next day Aerssens visited

him and assured him that the States had finally resolved upon their

answers but that it would take him, as secretary, another three days

to draft a minute of them and gain the States' approval of that minute.

Heanwhile, would he accept some of their own requests so that they might

know if he had the necessary authority to satisfy them on those points?

Wilkes agreed, provided it did not delay their answers to his own

proposals.2

The States' continual questioning of the sufficiency of his author-

ity along with his visit with Barnevelt, finally changed Wilkes' mind

about the reasons for their delays. No longer did he feel it was due

just to their inclination toward France, but more importantly to their

own lack of authority. "There are strange delays and hitherto no answer

to my propositions," Wilkes wrote to Sidney. "They seem glad of my coming,

but do nothing, I suppose from lack of authority." To Burghley he

 

1Note of Conversation with Barnevelt, 24 June 1590, P.R.O., S.P.

105, XCI, ff. 182-83.

2[Wilkes] to Barnevelt, The Hague, Ibid., f. l85b. and Note of

Conversation with Aerssens, 30 June 1590, Ibid., f. 186.
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elaborated on this point:

I suspect and do partly find it by good intelligence that the States

here resident have no authority to treat with me, neither was there

any assembly general of them, nor had been, though by their letters

to her Hajesty and your lordship it was certified they were assembled.

So as this delay in truth doth grow by that means which they will

not acknowledge....[i.e.] That their authority and comissions from

their towns are always limited to things particular.

Thus, they were always required to refer everything back to their "princi-

pals" in the several provinces. As a result, Wilkes realized that if h

continued to divide his prOposals into parts and treat each separately

he would be negotiating until Christmas time. So it was that on July

6th he asked Burghley for authority "to deliver the whole at once.""

It is not surprising to find the States so reluctant to acknowledge

their deficiency in authority, for, time and again during Wilkes' 1586-

1587 mission they had claimed to be sovereign only to be challenged openly

on that position by him. Now, Wilkes was being proven right. Sovereignty

did lie with the provincial estates.

Count Haurice

Wilkes discovered one other important piece of information during

his first month at The Hague. Heetings with the States-General and

Council of State, as well as conversations with Barnevelt, Valcke, and

Aerssens, all made him aware of the general contentment the United Pro-

vinces felt for their present situation. They indicated that conditions

were generally better than they had been since first asking for English

assistance. Though grateful for Elizabeth's aid it had proved less

valuable than expected due to the "insufficiency" of her former governors,

who were "raw and unacquainted" with the actual state of Dutch affairs.

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 6 July 1590, Ibid., f. 187.
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Because the "townspeople" were now so "skillful and well instructed" in

the 1585 Contract, they hoped her Majesty would not tie them to a more

rigid observance of it than their natures and the good of their estate

might bear. These and other hints led Wilkes to realize that the States

would hardly agree to receiving another English Governor, especially

one endowed with the authority mentioned in the Contract. Instead it

seemed they were beginning to place their hopes on Count Haurice, whose

prestige had been steadily growing since 1586. As an excellent military

leader and as "governor of all the Provinces except Priesland,1 he nows

possessed both the qualities and authority necessary to carry out a

coordinated war effort. In fact, he "bestrode the authority of the

Provinces" in such a manner that it would be neat to impossible for

Elizabeth to place any general over him. Furthermore, the States and

Council were hinting that. they now needed no such governor from her

Majesty because by conferring the whole on Haurice they had reformed

their former confusions.2

If, as pun... suspected, all this were true; and Haurice, as it

had been rumored, was wholly Prenchified, then it was extremely important

that he be won. over to the English side again. Fearful that his nego-

tiations might be construed as an attempt to subvert the Count's author-‘-

ity, Wilkes i—ediately wrote to him apologising that he could not

conveniently meet him at his camp before Nijmegen and explaining briefly

the purpose of his mission. He asked Sir Francis Vere to deliver the

 

l'Count William of Nassau was still Governor of Friesland, but

since the accidental death of the Count of Hoeurs in October 1589,

Utrecht, Gelderland, and Overijsel had come under Haurice's authority. *

a . \ Zwuku to‘Burghley, The Hague, 6 and 10 July 1590, L. a A.,

1;,rnn..135.
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letter personally and at the same time sound out Haurice's feelings on

the French connection. 1

Haurice's brief reply expressed pleasure, with the purpose of

Wilkes ' mission and promised to further it. However, Vere reported

on June 30th that he found the Count "somewhat backward" and suggested

that this was probably due to his pro-French advisors. A short time

later when Vere took the opportunity to "break thoroughly" with Haurice

on the question of his trench inclination, he found the Count pleased

with the opportunity to clear himself of Elizabeth's suspicions. Vere

also found Haurice able to excuse his earlier contacts with Henry IV as

an atteqt to regain "certain places of his patrimony in Burgundy."

This and his "solemn" protestations of devotion to the Queen convinced

Vere of his sincerity.2

Wilkes did not fully agree with Vere about Haurice's devotion to

3lisabeth, but was convinced that there would never be a better] time to

win him securely to England's side. Writing to Burghley on July 10th,

he acknowledged another change of opinion.

Hr. Secretary [Walsingham] not much before his death did often ask

my poor opinion whether if her Hajesty might be persuaded to estab-

lish the Count Haurice as her Lieutenant in these countries to exer- .

cise the authority yielded by the Contract,...Although I then dissented

from him therein, yet finding now how far the Count is entered into

authority here in the Countries (from the which it will be hard to

remove him and dangerous to attempt it) and into the good opinion

and expectation of this people, I should think of her Hajesty did

give him the title of her Lieutenant-General to comnd with the

Council of State as by the Contract is provided, and to col-it the

leading of her auxiliary succors in the nature of a regiment to some

men of meaner quality, as to the gentleman that now co—andeth them

in the field [Vere] or to Sir John Norris, there would not only follow .

any prejudice thereby to her Majesty ’(as things may be handled) but

 

1[Wilkes] to Count Maurice, The Hague, 24 June 1590, P.R.O., S.P.

105, ICI, f. 184 and Wilkes to Vere, The Hague, 25 June 1590, Ibid.,

ffe 18413-85.

2Count Haurice to Wilkes, Before Nijmegen, 29 June 1590, 1.. a A. ,

I, no. 356, and Vere to Wilkes, [1], 30 June 1590, Ibid.
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rather good, for that the States in that respect might be drawn to

yield her Majesty satisfaction in all the matters of most importance

required by her Majesty of them. And moreover, if her Majesty might

be pleased to gratify the said Count with the Order of the Carter

or some other signification of her favor unto him, it would be a mean

the more to tie him in duty and affection to her Majesty and her

estate.1

Impasse

The same day Wilkes wrote the above be also sent a note to the

States-General pressing them again for an answer to his June 16th proposals

so that he could decide whether to wait longer or to take his leave. If

they lacked authority or there was some other legitimate excuse for the

delay, he was grieved that they had not informed him of it, for he could

have explained as much to the increasingly impatient Queen. At the

same time, he and nodley replied to the States' six articles presented

tn th- by Aerssens on June 30th. They pointed out that most of these

very articles had already been presented by Ortel and answered by the

Privy Council as far back as March 15th. However, to satisfy the States

that they had sufficient authority, Wilkes and Bodley specifically listed

what proposals they were willing to discuss and to conclude.2

Finally, three days later, they received the States' answers to

their own June 16th proposals.3 Finding that the States had in effect

denied all the principal demands, Wilkes and Bodley requested and obtained

an audience on July 15m." After carefully explaining why Elisabeth had

 

1mm. to Burghley, The Hague, 10 July 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105,

m, f. 189.

zWilkes to the States, The Hague, 10 July 1590, Ibid., f. 18%.,

and Report of Negotiations, 18 July 1590, B.M., Cott. Mss. Galba D, VII,

ff. 208-ll.

3States' Replies, 13 July 1590, Ibid., ff. l98b-201.

“When Wilkes first read the States' replies he was extremely exas-

perated. In a letter to Sidney written the same day he exclaimed: "I

hold nothing so strange as the delays and dalliance used with me by
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demanded these things, and asking them to reconsider, the two English

Massadors asked the embarrassing question whether the States were

authorized by their Provinces to "treat and conclude" on the treaty.

Their answer, "Standing" as it did "upon the points of their sovereignty

and their absolute authority" proved so doubtful that Wilkes and Eodley

insisted it be put in writing. The States then confessed that though as

a body their authority was sufficient to deal and to conclude in all

things, yet "in their discretions" they always sought the advice of the

provincial estates upon matters which could bind these local provinces.

hey further admitted that previous failures to conclude upon such

general matters had come as a result of the Provinces' unwillingness to

"give them authority" when their col-sissions were "always and only given

upon things particular."1

A second conference was held the next day, July 16th, and the

discussion gave Wilkes and nodley "some hope of better success.” So,

on the 17th a third meeting was held in which a copy of Elisabeth's con-

ditions on Dutch trade with Spain was delivered and her declaration

against the faction displayed but not delivered because of the States'

obstinate refusal to accept the trade restrictions. On the 18th of

July Wilkes and Bodley "returned again" to their "audience expecting

some grateful answer"but instead were disappointed by harnevelt's

statement that the States could not alter their position. The two

ambassadors tried to argue the matter and even protested that the

States' proceedings seemed so full of suspicion "that if we had been

 

these persons. I am so far beyond my Latin therewith as I cannot tell

what to conjecture rightly of the cause thereof." Wilkes to Sidney,‘

The Hague, 13 July 1590, H.M.C., _ng L'Isle 53d; Dudley, II, pp. 108-9.

Ileport of Negotiations, 18 July 1590, 3.1!. , Cott. Mss. Galba

D. VII, ff. 208-ll. See also Wilkes and Bodley to Hatton, Burghley, '

and Buckhurst, The Hague, 22 July 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff. 194-98.



I

R

5'5

i
n
.
”

‘
\



283

Spaniards it could not have been worse," but, all this "bred in them no

great alteration of their purpose but rather a stomach to answer us."

Thus the meeting ended with nothing accomplished.1

Wilkes was "so stirred" by the whole fiasco that he and Bodley

decided that very night to send George Gilpin to inform the Queen and

her Council of the whole matter. However, on July 19th one of the States'

deputies--"the chief man that looketh so high"--came to Wilkes at his

lodgings and told him, under pledge of secrecy, that his colleagues were

willing to consider matters further if he and Bodley would deliver to

them in writing their verbal arguments. Encouraged by this, the two

dassadors decided to follow the advice and at the same time to stay

Cilpin's departure.2

Accordingly, on July 20th the two men quickly fr-ed several

objections to the States' replies; replies which they charged were in

part "defective" and in part "derogatory" to the Queen's authority as

guaranteed by the 1585 Treaty. At the same time, and having secured

Burghley's permission to do so, they submitted a lengthy document

containing most of Wilkes' remaining instructions. These included

Elisabeth's deund that the Provinces' forces be co-anded by her own

Governor-General, and that his and the Council of State's authority

should be "strengthened and amplified" as stipulated in Articles an amd

n of the Treaty. After considering these two papers, the States wrote

back on the 22nd claiming that they contained matters of such importance,

some of which exceeded the limits of the Contract, that they were forced

to refer them back to their principals for their advice.3

 

1214.

221d” and Gilpin to Hilligrew, The Hague, 21 July 1590,

1., 8: A., II, no. 207.

3Burghley to Wilkes, [z], 16 July 1590, mm, no. 196, the sum
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Convinced this was only a device to prolong the negotiations

until it was seen whether or not Henry IV was successful in his siege

of Paris, Wilkes and Bodley obtained an audience with the States on July

24th. There they protested that it was quite needless to seek the advice

of the provincial estates since Article XIX of the Treaty already gave

the Queen and the Council of State full power and authority to deal with

commonweal matters and martial discipline. Surprised by this statement

the States rose from the table "in a sort amazed and retired themselves

to another room to advise upon their answer." After more than a

quarter-of-an-hour they returned and their President, John van der Warck

of Zeeland, delivered their answer. He explained that since Elisabeth

had previously refused their offer of sovereignty, they supposed she

would not now seek it by virtue of the Contract. Having more heads or

sovereigns than one would make their state a monster. Besides, the

authority granted to the Queen by that article was only to be exercised

once and that had already occurred under Leicester's governorship. Thus,

"the effect of that article was already performed and that article

vanished." Wilkes and Bodley denied that Elizabeth had any intentions

of demanding the sovereignty through Article XIX and maintained that it

was no more extinct than any other part of the Contract. After "much

vain argument" the States again side~stepped the issue by insisting it

must be referred to their principals.1

 

to Wilkes and Bodley, The Hague, 22 July 1590, Ibid., no. 219, Wilkes and

Bodley to Hatton, Burghley, and Buckhurst, The Hague, 29 July 1590, Ibid.,

no. 207, [Declaration by Wilkes and Bodley], The Hague, 20 July 1590,

Ibid., nos. 208-10, Wilkes and Bodley to the States, The Hague, [20]

July 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff. l92b-93, and Wilkes to States-

Ceneral, 20 July 1590, B.M., Add. Mss. 17,677E., ff. 55b.-56. See also

Ibid., ff. 56b.-58.

1Wilkes and Bodley to Hatton, Burghley, and Buckhurst, The Hague,

29 July 1590, L. 6: A., II, nos. 218-20. See second copy in B.M.,

Cott. Mss. Galba D. VII, ff. 239-40.
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With the exception of presenting their few remaining proposals

to the States on July 25th, Wilkes' and Bodley's negotiations were for

all intents and purposes "brought to a non plus." Nothing more could be

done until everything had been submitted, debated, and resolved at the

local levels. of government, and Wilkes felt certain that would take until

the end of September or the middle of October. In fact, be correctly

‘ surmised, the longer they delayed the less hope he and Bodley had of a

good answer.)-

Still, this did not stop him from accepting the advice of his

old friend, Paul Buys, that Elizabeth be persuaded to write each of

the principal towns to induce them to "more conformity" in the matters

the English ambassadors had propounded. Burghley was successful in

moving the Queen to do this but she failed to write each town separately.

Instead the letters were addressed to the towns of each province jointly.

When these letters were sent to Wilkes he refused to deliver them. He

explained that errors of precedence in addressing the letters as well

as the improper naming of Dutch officials would make them unacceptable

to "this ceremonious people." It is also possible that Wilkes was in-

fluenced by Gilpin who wisely recollected the storm caused in July 1587

by Leicester's indiscreet attempts to influence the towns by his letters.2

 

11bid., Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, [29 July?), 1590, P.R.O.,

S.P. 105, XCI, ff. 207-8, Wilkes and Bodley to the States, 25 July 1590,

Jib—id., ff. 203b. ~204, Wilkes and Bodley to the States, 25 July 1590,

B.M., Add. Mss. 17,6773, ff. 58b. -59, Gilpin to Hilligrew, The Hague,

28 July 1590, L, 6: A., II, no. 223, and Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague,

7 Aug. 159,0 Ibid. '

2Wilkes and Bodley to Hatton, Burghley, and Buckhurst, 11 July

1590,L, &A., II, no. 217, Burghley to Wilkes, the Court, 7 Aug. 1590, ‘

_Ib___id., no. 229, Elizabeth to various Dutch towns, 7 Aug. 1590, Ibid.,

Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 7 Aug. 1590, I_b___id., Gilpin to Killigrew,

The Hague, 21 July 1590, Lid” no. 218, and Wilkes to Burghley, [The

Hague], 14 Aug. 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff. 21(1). -211. Wilkes never

did deliver the letters and apparentlybrought them home with him in the

«name
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The Secret Instructions

Meanwhile, what about the more important secret instructions

which Wilkes had been sent in place of Buckhurst to fulfill? Would his

mission be an utter failure because he was unable to broach the subject

with the States? Were the United Provinces likely to offer their sover-

eignty to the Prench or were they planning a separate peace with Spain?

Where did Count Maurice stand on these important issues? The answers

Wilkes produced on these and other questions demonstrate clearly how far

out of touch Elizabeth and the Privy Council were with the changes that

had taken place in Dutch opinion since 1587.

It will be recalled that on July 6th and 10th Wilkes had written

Burghley of his doubts concerning Count Maurice's Preach inclinations

and of the possibilities of his being appointed as Elisabeth's Lieutenant-

General. On the 16th the Lord Treasurer had replied, explaining that

after discussing these views with Elizabeth and the Council, the Queen

had instructed him to inform Wilkes that she was not interested in Maurice

as her Lieutenant-General. However, she did feel there might be some '

value in encouraging the Count in such a "humor" for the present. Though

she leaned towards Wilkes' opinion of Maurice rather than Sir Francis

Vere's, the Queen felt his greatness should not be feared since he

could not submit to Spain without endangering his own position through

the restitution of his elder brother Philip William. For his part,

Burghley admitted that he favored Wilkes' idea of the Count as Elisabeth's

Lieutenant-General with Vere or Sir John Norris serving as "General-

Captain" of her forces.1

 

lBurghley to Wilkes, m, 16 July 1590, Ibid., no. 197.
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Hesitant to follow Elizabeth's suggestion of hinting to Maurice

at the possibility of the Lieutenancy, when he knew she would not counte-

nance it, Wilkes replied to Burghley's letter by stating his decision

not to mention it for fear the Count might become worse affected if

his expectation were not fulfilled. In sounding out the possibility

with Barnevelt, Wilkes had "perceived" that the generally suspicious

nature of the States and "chief persons" who had grown very ambitious

"by the usurpation of their pretended sovereignty" would "never" suffer

Maurice to possess the authority granted in the Contract. It was the

same authority they continued to refuse her Majesty for fear of being

bridled in the course of their government.1

Burghley's July 16th letter had also indicated that "as things

stood" there was less cause to fear the States' disposition towards the

French than the possibility of their reaching an accord with Spain.

Elizabeth had recently heard that some of the "disunited provinces,"

in a meeting with Parma at Brussels, had offered to confirm any good

peace that could be made with the United Provinces, even if it meant

allowing freedom of worship. Also, recently intercepted Spanish letters

indicated that Philip II’s commander, Korea, was urging the King to

relinquish his quarrel in the Low Countries in order to send all his

forces against Henry IV, for "once he had France at his commandment

he could easily subject the Netherlands." Wilkes and Bodley were there-

fore instructed to underhandedly "without seeming too earnest" sound the

States and other courcilors and "procure some prevention to withstand this

offer."2

 

Lwllhee to Burghley, The Hague, [29 July?] 1590, Ibid., no.224.

2Burghley to Wilkes, [7], 16 July 1590, Ibid., no. 212.
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Wilkes wrote back explaining that neither the people nor the

States were at all inclined to peace with Spain. They were "as senseless

in that matter as ever they were" and had even given order to keep

watch for any enemy agents "sent secretly to practise the people." In

fact, the States' biggest worry was the continuing reports that Elizabeth

was treating "underhand" with Spain. Wilkes went on to assure Burghley

that having tasted the sweetness of liberty the Dutch hated to be subject

to any kingly government and would therefore make no peace with Spain

as long as they were able to defend themselves by war. He reminded the

Lord Treasurer that Holland and Zeeland had grown wealthy as a result of

their wartime trade and that the people bore their heavy taxes "without

grudging." Finally, "the mislike of the States, bred by faction, was

now removed and the government quieted and settled as never before since

their troubles began."1

Wilkes also assured Elizabeth that she had nothing to fear con-

cerning their French inclinations. "Some of those" so inclined had

"dangerously blown into the ears of the common peOple" that despite her

refusal of their sovereignty the Queen had always meant to usurp the

government by indirect means. However, the present "backwardness" of

the people was "but a relic of my Lord of Leicester's good demeanor and

of the common errors of our English government among them and time will

wear it out." As for the rumors of Dutch offers of sovereignty to Henry

IV, they were but bait to hook the French King's affections towards them

just as they had done with her Majesty and the King of Denmark.2

 

lWilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 22 July 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105,

XCI, f. 198, Wilkes to Hatton, The Hague, 22 July 1590, Ibid., ff. 198b-

199, and Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, [29 July?] 1590, Ibid., ff. 207-8.

See also L. &WA., II, no. 190. Wilkes wrote to Sidney on July 22nd:

"I fear no peace with Spain, the [United Provinces] are fixed so strongly

upon their liberties and hate with a most perfect hatred, as well the

Spaniard as any other monarchical commandment over them." H.M.C., 25

L'Isle gg§_Dudley, II, p. 108.

2Wilkes and Bodley to Hatton, Burghley, and Buckhurst, The Hague,
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In short, Wilkes was making it as clear as possible that Elizabeth

and the Privy Council could stop fretting about either a French connection

or a Spanish peace, for what the Dutch wanted was to tear up Articles

XIX and XX of the Contract. If the Provinces refused to allow their

generous English ally to assume a portion of their sovereignty how could

one expect them to turn around and give the same to either their great

enemy, Spain, or to a still uncrowned King of France?1

For a time, Wilkes contemplated going to Arnhem to induce the

Council of State to join in demanding a restoration of its authority,

but Bodley and Gilpin felt the Council would decline for fear of offending

the States and possibly being removed or otherwise disgraced. However,

near the end of July the two ambassadors did make a ten-day tour of

North Holland on the pretext that Wilkes had never been there, but really

to discover the humors of the people and magistrates. welcomed in each

of the towns they visited they found the magistrates loyal to Elizabeth

and resolved not to accept any peace with Spain. But it was apparent

that nothing else could be done, at least for the moment, to encourage

favorable answers to their pr0posals.2

 

11 July 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff. 194-98, Wilkes to Hatton, The

Hague, 22 July 1590, Ibid., ff. l98b-l99, and Wilkes to Burghley, The

Hague, 22 July 1590, Ibid., f. 198.

1Remembering his previous mission to The Hague, Wilkes worried

about Elizabeth's reactions to this impasse. Writing to the Privy Council

on July 29th he clarified his and Bodley's efforts by stating: "We do

protest unto your lordships upon our allegiance to the Queen's Majesty

we have travailed and endeavored all that we may, not only in our public

conferences with the States in General but with the chiefest of them in

particular and cannot for our lives forsee what success will follow of

our actions here..." (B.M., Cott.'Mss., D. VII, f. 241) Wilkes need not

have worried for Leicester was no longer around to influence Elizabeth's

mind. In fact, it was soon apparent that the Queen was upset with the

States for their "usage...towards Mr. Wilkes." Gilpin to Sidney, The

Hague, 16 Sept. 1590, Collins, ed., Letters and Memorials, I, p. 311.

2Wilkes to Sidney, The Hague, 10 Aug. 1590, Ibid., p. 307, and

Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 7 Aug. 1590, L. &.A., II, no. 226.
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Returning to The Hague by way of Amsterdam and Haarlem Wilkes

and Bodley had one more fruitless conference with the States on August

10th. Tired and still bothered by "dangerous infirmities," Wilkes was

now anxious to return home. In fact, on July 29th, he had written

begging Burghley for his recall, even suggesting his willingness to

return to The Hague when the States' answers were ready. Burghley

secured the Queen's formal letter of recall on August 6th, and it was in

Wilkes' hands by the 14th. Four days later he took his leave of the

States and on August 22 embarked "_r_e infects" from Brill having "no

better hape of success from the States."1

Conclusion

From Wilkes' departing coment at Brill, one can safely assmae

that he felt his mission to have been a failure; and from all appearances

that seems to be the case. The States had rejected nearly every request

Elizabeth had made. They had failed to cooperate on restricting their

trade with Spain, they purposely protracted even their smallest decisions

by referring everything to their principals; but above all, they resol-

utely refused to restore the authority of the Council of State and

 

1Ibid., Abstract of Wilkes' Proposition to the States, Sept.

1590, Ibid., no. 227, Elizabeth to Wilkes, Oatlands, 6 Aug. 1590, Ibid.,

no. 231, Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, [29 July?] 1590, P.R.O., S.P.

105, XCI, ff. 207-8, States-General to Wilkes and Bodley, 8 Aug. 1590,

Ibid., f. 2091)., and Wilkes to Sidney, Brill, 22 Aug. 1590, Collins, ed.,

Letters 9332 Memorials, I, p. 307. Earlier Wilkes had suggested to the

States that for private reasons he should go to England and return when

he heard their resolutions were taken. They begged him to stay and come

to some conclusion with them on the conditions of their trade with Spain

but his health and especially his discovery of some "matter of no small

importance" determined him to return. What this matter was he does not

explain but he felt it urgent and secret enough even to consider departing

for England about it without leave "but that I am taught a little too

well how I preslnne to offend in that kind." Wilkes to Burghley, The

Hague,[:29 July?] 1590, P.R.O., S.P. 105, XCI, ff. 207-8, and Wilkes and

30413)’ to Hatton, Burghley, and Buckhurst, The Hague, 29 July 1590,

Ice—51.5.9... no. 222.
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Elizabeth's general. In short they had been "as headstrong as so many

bulls." Still, Wilkes' mission had demonstrated the impracticability

of England's policy of attempting to force the Dutch into a rigid obser-

vance of the 1585 Contract. Even more important, Wilkes had calmed

English fears about the Provinces' inclination for either a French

connection or a treaty with Spain. This would leave Elizabeth and her

Council free to concentrate on more pressing matters.1

Eventually, in early October 1590, nearly two months after Wilkes

departed The Hague, the States completed their answers to his proposals.

Bodley later commented that he had expected their answers to make "a

more plausible show" than they did, for they denied all Elizabeth's

demands, even on matters where they were expressly bound by the Treaty.

Having resolved "to govern all alone" they meant "directly to frustrate

the Contract and to free their estate of her Highness' authority."2

Meanwhile, events were demonstrating that Spain.was becoming more

and more preoccupied with French affairs. In the middle of July, Philip II

had ordered Parma to march his army south to relieve the besieged Paris.

Just prior to his departure in.August, Wilkes and Bodley had taken it

upon themselves to urge the States to use this opportunity to attack

Brabant or Flanders. Hopefully, this would divert Perms sufficiently to

allow the States to win back some lost territory. Whatever the result

would be, it was clear that the United Provinces were going to continue

for some time in their present state of tranquillity and that, as Wilkes

 

lWilkes to Sidney, The Hague, 22 July 1590, H.M.C., p_e_ L'Isle

and Dudley, II, p. 108.

2Bodley to Burghley, The Hague, 7 and 29 Dec. 1590, L. &.A.,
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advised "it would be better and more honorable for her Majesty to stay

and leave things as they were. "1

 

l"Burghley to Wilkes, Westminster, 3 Aug. 1590, Ibid., no. 228,

Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 22 July 1590, P.R.O., S.P.‘105,‘XCI, ‘

f. 198, Wilkes to Burghley, The Hague, 14 Aug.‘1590, Ibid., ff. 2101);-

211, and Elizabeth to Bodley, Windsor, 10 Spet. 1590, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Galba D. VII, f. 271.
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CHAPTER VIII

AND-FRENCH RELATIONS, 1590-1598

When Thomas Wilkes returned from The Hague in August 1590, he

still had nearly eight years of official service ahead of him. Like the

previous seventeen they were to be years of hard work and accomplishment

but mostly on the domestic scene. Of the four diplomatic assignments

he was yet to receive, circumstances would prevent his fulfilling two

of th. while the other two would cover only a period of approximately

two months. These were to be years in which French affairs would occupy

a major portion of the English government's attention, and in which

Wilkes would be the logical choice for assigments to that country

because of his friendship with Henry IV.

Houen and Brittany

In the previous chapter it became increasingly clear that there

was developing a definite shift in the focus of England's foreign policy

from the Netherlands to France. From 1589 until 1595 that policy was

increasingly dominated by the fear that Spain would take advantage of

the French civil wars and the friendship of the Catholic League to gain

control of the north-west Channel coast of France. If Philip II could

achieve that, his soldiers would be very favorably placed for an invasion

of England. The danger of this happening was greatest between 1590 and

1592 when Parma's invasions from the Spanish Low Countries coincided with

the presence of another Spanish army in Brittany.
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For a period during the first months of 1590 it had looked as

though Henry IV might, with the help of English support and his victory

over the League at Ivry, succeeded in meeting this Spanish challenge.

However, failure to wrest Paris from his enemies, prior to Parma's

arrival in the latter part of August, forced the King to raise his siege

and allow the revictualling of that key city. A month later, in

Septaber, it was learned that the Spanish had landed 2,000-3,000 troops

in Brittany under Don Juan d'Aguila.1

Reports of these two events caused a stir of martial activity in

England. Henry IV's appeals to Elizabeth for money to pay his German

and Swiss mercenaries were quickly answered with a 30,000 crown loan.

However, because Parma's army was on its way back to Brussels, the Queen

included with her loan a demand that Henry inediately use his forces

to drive the Spaniards out of Brittany. By the end of January 1581 Sir

Hulnd Yorke had been sent over to tell the King that Elizabeth would

aid him in Brittany with as many as 3,000 soldiers. Two months later

Sir Roger Williams was dispatched with 500 men to assist the Governor

of Dieppe, and in early May Sir John Norris landed a small expeditionary

force at Paimpol to join the French in Brittany.3

In spite of Elizabeth's feelings that Brittany should be the focus

of attention, Henry IV felt differently. Since failing to take Paris in

1590 he had undertaken a less direct method of reducing that city. His

 

l'Chateaumartin [7] to Burghley, St. Jean de Luz, 8 Oct. 1590,

L. 6: A., II, no. 594, and Jensen, Diplomacy and Doetism, pp. 206-7.

2Beauvoir's Bond, London, 25 Sept. 1590, L. a A., n, no. 454,

Beauvoir to Burghley, London, 22 Sept. 1590, Ibid., Beauvoir to Burghley,

Hackney, 8 Oct. 1590, Ibid., no. 459, Ottywell Smith (Merchant) to

Burghley, Dieppe, 5 Oct. 1590, bid., York's Instructions, 27 Jan.

1591, Ibid., nos. 490-92, Williams Instructions, [27?]March 1591,

Ibid.,_no. 528, Norris' Instructions and Comission, April 1591, Ib__i__d.,

nos. 528 and 532, Sir Roger Williams to Privy Council, Dieppe, 11 April

1591, Ibid., no. 526, and Morris to Burghley, Jersey, 1 May 1591, Ibid.,

no. 557.
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plan was to invest the second city of the kingdom, Houen, in hopes that

by wresting it from the grasp of the League he could both cut off the

Seine as the major lifeline to Paris and at the same time open his line

of co-lnication with England. Accordingly, he began to build up his

men and supplies in preparation for that siege. He begged Elisabeth for

at least 4,000 more troops to serve two months and asked that the young

Earl of Essex be put in command. In return, he promised that when Houen

or Havre fell, she would be allowed to collect the royal revenues of

those towns until all his debts to her were repaid. This was all the

inducement the Queen needed, and on June 25th 1591 such an agreement

was signed. Essex was put in coaaaand, but only after many petitions on

bended knee and his promise to do nothing without the consent of three

experienced tutors, Sir Thomas Leighton, Sir Henry Hilligrew, and the

new dassador to France, Sir Henry Unton.1

Apparently, not at all interested in serving with so inexperienced

a co-ander as Essex, Thomas Wilkes narrowly missed being assigned as

one of these advisers. Writing on July 11th from London to his good

friend, Sir Robert Sidney, Wilkes said:

The 20th of this month Lord Essex intends to embark with 4,000 men

for Normandy. Sir Thomas Shirley and myself were appointed counselors

to the Earl, which with much ado we have avoided (as I hope), I have

not known so gallant a troop go out of England with so manyyoung

and untrained co-anders.

 

1!. B. Wernham, "Queen Elizabeth and the Siege of Houen, 1591,"

Transactions 93 the Royal Historical Socie , 4th Series, XV (1932)

pp. 163-79, Jensen, Diplomacy 33d; matism, p. 215, and G. B. Harrison,

T_hg Life and Death of Hobart Devereux Earl of Essex (New York: Henry

Holt and Company, 1937), pp. 47-48.

2s.u.c. pg L'Isle 59g Dudley, 11, p. 119. Had Wilkes gone part

of his assigr-ent would also have been to examine various parties

concerned with the capture of Spanish letters which had revealed "all

the king of Spain's doings in France and England." [Thomas Phelippes,

alias John Morice "the decipherer" to Saint Mainsl], [1], 19 July 1591,

age as, 111, Pe 75o
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Essex and his army arrived at Dieppe on August 3rd only to find

that Henry IV was unwilling to invest Houen until his 15 ,000 German and

5,000 Swiss mercenaries arrived. Meanwhile, the King was busily pursuing

a papal force through Lorraine while his Marshal, Armand de Bontaut,

Baron of Biron, was laying siege to such Norman towns as Gournay and

Candebec. This delay, coupled with reports of several foolhardy escapades

by Essex, threw Elizabeth into a rage. On September 12th Essex and his

army were co-anded to return to England. Only the young gal lant's

personal pleas, Privy Council pressure, the fall of Gournay, and Henry

IV's announcement of his intention i-aediately to begin the siege of

Houen changed her mind. With the return of Essex and his troops the

investment finally began on October 29th. Two weeks later the German

army arrived to help. Some time later Elizabeth was also induced to

transfer one thousand of her Netherlands forces to France. However,

little progress was made and by the latter part of December it was

increasingly obvious to the Queen that the siege was getting nowhere.

Thick walls, lack of pay for the German soldiers, desertions, sickness,

and successful efforts by the League partially to revictual Houen were

several of the reasons for the French King's ill-success. When, in

January 1592, it was learned that Parma's army was again advancing from

out of Flanders to relieve Houen, Elizabeth decided to recall Essex

and leave Sir Roger Williams in charge.1 -

After Essex's return to England, Elizabeth was more and more

reluctant to increase her co-itments in France. Realising this the

French Hing quickly reduced his January request for 3,000 more men to

1,500. Again, the Queen's fear of Spanish prowess forced her to reconsider.

 

l'Wernham, "Queen Elizabeth and the Siege of House, 1591, "

nausections o__f_ _t_h_e Royal Historical Society, 4th Series, IV (1932),

pp. 163-79.
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Fearful that Farma might relieve Houen before Henry could capture it and

no doubt hoping the. Ring would do battle with the invading Spanish army

before it arrived, Elizabeth ordered a levy of 1,600 additional men on

February 19th. However, this time she meant to be certain that her

added expense would be met with better success. Accordingly, in early

March she decided to send ‘rhomas Wilkes to confer with Henry,

both for the causes of Brittany and for the matters of Houen,

whereby her Majesty may be certified from the said King to her

demands and doubts before she can resolve to continue her great

charge or to increase the same.1

1592 Mission to Henry IV

Convinced that the "untowardness" and delays in Henry's actions

were caused by his Catholic advisors, Elizabeth insisted that Wilkes

”privately and confidentially" conunicate his instructions to the King

and at the same time, to avoid this causing "jealousy" among those men,

he was to "have some other matter in outward appearance to deal with."

Concerning Houen, Wilkes was directed to express her Majesty's

dissatisfaction at the King's tardiness in utilizing all his forces in

Hotmandy as well as the 4,000 English she had sent to invest that city.

this delay had not only wasted her men and treasure without purpose, but

had also allowed Parma time to reach the borders of France. As far as

she was concerned at that time, Houen was more important than Paris but

unfortunately the opportune time for its capture had been lost and as a

 

1Ibid., Burghley to Sir Henry Unton, Westminster, 25 Jan. 1592,

Joseph Stevenson, ed. , Correspondence o_f_ §__ir Henrz___Unton Knt., Ambassador

fr__o_m_ Queen Elizabeth to Henry I_V_ m_of France in t_h_eyears MDXCI _a__nd

m__c__n (London: William Hicol,18lo7), pp. 280-82(hereafter cited: Unton' s

Corres ondence), Burghley to Unton, The Court, 12 Feb. 1592, Ibid., p.

,Unton to Burghley and Elizabeth, Claire, l3 and 16 Feb. 1592,

Ibid., pp. 323 and 334-36, Elisabeth to Unton, Westminster, 19 Feb.

1592, Ibid., pp. 336-37, and Wilkes' Instructions, March 1592, P.R.O.,

S.P. 78, mn, ff. 251-58. See Ib__i__d., ff. 248-50 for "An abbreviate of

Wilkes' Instructions to the French ling, " dated March 19th.
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result the city was likely to continue "in more strength than it was

from the beginning." Wilkes was to explain Elizabeth's suspicion that

the failure to take Rouen was in "greater part" the fault of the King's

Catholic advisers "who have no liking that Rouen should be recovered

at all." 'Most important, he was to make clear that if the Queen did not

receive some satisfactory answers on these points "she mindeth to revoke

her forces from thence."

As for Brittany, her Majesty had "like cause" to be angry, for

there in the past ten months both "her people and her Treasure" had been

"wasted” without "any diminishing of the enemy's forces." Though Henry

had often promised "to send sufficient forces thither," very little had

been done about it thus forcing his governor there to flee Brittany for

his safety. Nor, had any attempt been.made by the King to provide

England with the required maritime town to enable the Queen's forces to

be re-supplied without great difficulty. Her decision,the previous

December,to recall her troops from that province had been dropped because

of the King's "promises to send thither sufficient forces," but still,

none had been sent. This left a combined Anglo-Swiss force of only

3,000 and worse still, only the port of Brest (which could not be reached

by land) in the hands of Henry IV.. Wilkes was to warn the King that if

he hoped to maintain his hold on the remaining one-third of that province

he had better send additional forces. He was also to make it clear that

her Majesty would not tolerate the opinion of some of his council who

were advising that because the defence of Brittany was so crucial to

England he need not worry about it himself, but let her take care of it.

She would not have the King fed with such an error of her lack of }

wisdom that she will abandon the strength of her own realm,to defend

another King's country where she hath neither port nor harbor by

sea nor town nor strength by land.

{Again threatening to "revoke her forces there" if Henry did not forthwith
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increase his troops in Brittany and provide her with a port, the instruc-

tions went on to warn the King that in spite of

whatsoever tle King of Spain shall succeed in Brittany, she will by

God's grace so provide for the defence of England and other her

dominions as the gaining of Brittany by the Spaniard shall not make

him an owner of a foot of ground in England.

However, she concluded, if Henry were willing to help her to stay Spanish

power in that province and at the same time grant her the town, castle,

and port of Brest as well as work to recover St. Malo as her second port,

then, she would continue to aid him in his struggle for the crown.

For the avoiding of "jealousies," the instructions ended by supply-

ing Wilkes with two points upon which he and Henry might openly deal

before the King's Council. Firstly, why was the siege of Rouen taking

so long? Bid the King and his councilors feel it could be won? Were

Elisabeth's forces needed any longer? Was it true that some of his

Council were against the city being taken? Secondly, complaint should

be made of the lack of succor given by the King in Brittany, of the

unprofitable services of her Majesty's forces there, and of the danger

of losing that province.

In short, the purpose of the mission was as Lord Burghley described

it to Sir Henry Baton:

Her Majesty, having considered of the backwardness of this matter of

Houen and of ban-expense of treasure and was ting of her people there

to no such purpose as was first intended, and of the like evil success

of her forces in Brittany where also her people have been wasted

without purpose, finding it doubtful what resolution to make without

some serious conference with the King there, she hath thought best

to send...llr. Wilkes...for which purpose he hath special instructions

of weight determined by her Majesty and written by me.1

Shortly after Wilkes' instructions were finalised, a rough draft

of several additional "matters" was drawn up bearing the date of March

 

l'Eymer, Foedera, m, p. 156. See also B.M. , Cott. Mss.

VI
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14th. It contained mostly minor points relating to Anglo-French supply

exchanges, musters, troop payments, patrolling of the coastal waters

near Dieppe in order to "inhibit the shipping over from there of any

English soldier other than such as are notorious sick or have sufficient

passport from Sir Roger Williams," and the supplying and protecting of

the English ships "on the river before Houen."1

Bearing these instructions, the title of "Lord Ambassador,"

letters to Baton from Elizabeth, Burghley, Essex, Sir Robert Cecil, and

the Lord Chaiserlain Hunsdom,2 and supplied with a £50 advancement on

his daily diet of 40s. (which began on March 8th),3 Wilkes started for

France on the 16th of the same month.‘ Traveling from London to Dover

via Eye he arrived in Dieppe on the 24th, just five days after the newly

levied English troops arrived under the wand of Sir Edmund Yorke. There

he i-ediately set about to carry out some of his additional instructions.5

 

1Wilkes' additional instructions, 14 March 1592, P.R.O., S.P.

78, mn, ff. 215-16. The final draft has no date but is probably of

the same date. Ibid., ff. 230-31.

2Elisabeth to Baton, Westminster, 15 March 1592, Eymer, Foedera,

XVI, p. 157, (also B.M., Cott. Mss. Caligula E. VIII, f. 200), Burghley

to Baton, The Court, 13 March 1592, Ibid., p. 156, Essex to Unton, [1],

14 March 1592, Hnton's Correspondence, p. 375, Sir Robert Cecil to Hnton,

The Court, 14 March 1592, Ibid., p. 374, and Hunsdon to Unton, Whitehall,

15 Mh 1592, Ibid., PP. 378’79e

3Frivy Seal Warrant, 15 March 1592, r.a.o., Excheq. 403/2559,

p. 335. In the "Household Accounts of 32nd-35th Elizabeth," 15 March

159(2), B.M., Add. Mss. 22,924, f. 50 this same information is given,

suggesting that Wilkes was paid out of Elisabeth's private account under

the Privy Seal. On this particular mission, letter and intelligence

money were not advanced.

4Burghley's diary of events, 16 March 1592, H.M.C., Salisbury,

XIII, p. 464.

sIInton to Burghley, Dieppe, 19 March 1592, .Hnton's Correspondence,

pp. 390-92, and Ottywell Smith to [Burghley7], Dieppe, 24 March 1592,

F.E.0., S.P. 78, XXVII, f. 270.
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After a brief stay at Dieppe Wilkes along with Wnton, who

had come there to meet him and the newly arrived English troops, started

for Darnetel, a suburb of Bouen, in the hopes of nesting the King.

Because of enemy patrols in the area they were constrained to shape

their journey according to the march of the English troops on their way

to Bouen and so did not arrive until the 27th. Once there they learned

that just two days before Henry had departed on an unsuccessful military

enterprise to intercept the young Duke of Guise. Afraid to attempt

following the King because of lack of "sufficient convoy" and "the

danger of our travel," the two ambassadors sent off a letter to Henry

announcing Wilkes' arrival. In reply the King wrote that he would grant

an audience onlApril 2nd after his return to Darnetel, but arriving

ahead of schedule on March 31st he moved the meeting to April 1st.1

The English ambassador's conference with Henry came at a critical

time in his struggle for the crown. Hot long before, around the end of

February and first of‘March, it had looked for a aoment as though Parma

was not going to proceed with his relief of Eouen. A successful sally

by that city against the besiegers had so hurt Henry's army that its

governor, Villiers, inforaed Farum.that with the exception of a moderate

reinforcement of men and munition they needed no relief. This had caused

the Duke, against his better judgaent, to retire momentarily behind the

Somme. However, the error of Villiers hasty judgment was soon revealed

and Berna prepared to advance towards Bouen. Secret letters ordering an

.April 8th rendezvous of Spanish and League forces for this purpose had

been intercepted by Henry IV just before Wilkes' arrival and as a result

 

Innton and Wilkes to Burghley, Darnetel, 1 April 1592, Ibid.,

f. 289. ""-
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the King was clearly troubled. This was apparent in his April 1st

audience with Wilkes and Hnton.1

Successful in obtaining a private conference, the two ambassadors

began by delivering Elisabeth's charge of negligence in laying siege to

Eouen. To this the King answered that at the time he had felt the taking

of Hoyon to be more important, otherwise towns like St. Quentin and

Cahuny would have fallen to the enemy. More importantly the lateness of

the German army's arrival, the refusal of his own unpaid troops to march,

and his preparations to meet Parma's forces had all delayed him. As to

what Elisabeth could expect from the present siege of Eouen he could give

no answer due to the anticipated arrival of Farms within the next two

weeks. But he did promise not to raise the siege until the city was

taken.2

As for Brittany, Henry assured the two adlassadors that he too

was concerned about saving that province from Spain and then requested

that Elisabeth loan him 20,000 crowns a month to help accomplish the

same. However, what was most urgent was the obtaining of 2,000 more

English troops for one month's service to help him complete the siege of

Eouen. Could they promise him this? Wilkes and Unton replied that they

had no such co-ission. When Wilkes asked the King to grant Elisabeth

the port of Brest, he refused for fear of how his Catholic councilors

might react. When Wilkes next asked for St. Malo, which had lately

indicated a desire to restore itself to Henry's obedience, the same

 

1Motley, ]etherlgg, III, pp. 142-46, Hnton to Burghley and

Eobert Cecil, Blangy, 28. Feb. 1592, Unton's Corresflndence, pp. 353-

59, and Baton to Burghley, Dieppe, 3 and 20 March 1592, Ibid., pp.

360-63 and 395-96. '

2The King's answers to Wilkes' and Unton's articles of nego-

tiation, 1 April 1592, r.a.o., s.r. 78, mn, ff. 285-86. unfortunately,

most of the report was delivered orally when Wilkes returned home thus,

there is no more detailed record of the audience. See Wilkes' Abstract,

10 April 1592, Ibid., ff. 320-21, and onton to Elisabeth, Dieppe, 3

April, 1592, Unton's Correspondence, pp. 411-13.
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objection was raised. However, the King did agree that the Queen could

have the first port "which should be taken from the enemy," and in the

meantime her ships and people were welcome to enter any coastal town he

held. When they mentioned Elisabeth's threat to withdraw all her forces,

he begged that she be induced not to forsake him at such a critical time.

As for her charge of his having "backward" Catholic councilors be ad-

mitted this was so, especially in regard to the present siege.1

Henry then dropped a disconcerting bit of information that

increasingly worried Elisabeth and her Privy Council in the coming months.

He revealed that he had recently been approached about forsaking Protes-

tantism in order to marry the Spanish Infants, Isabel Clara Eugenia, who

as the eldest daughter of Philip II and a granddaughter of Henry II of

France was the Spanish King's announced candidate for the French. crown.2

It was not the thought of Henry IV obtaining a divorce in order to marry

this princess which worried the Huguenots and Elisabeth. Both knew he

had no reason to do so since the Salic Law made his claim to the throne

unquestionably superior. Mist frightened them was the possibility that

such duonstrations of Catholic willingness to accept a converted Henry

might lead him to sbjure his Protestantism. He was not made of the stuff

of martyrs and already more than once he had renounced his childhood faith

 

10nton to Burghley, Dieppe, 8 April 1592, P.R.O., S.P. 78, XXVII,

f. 301, The King's answers to Wilkes' and Unton's Articles of negotiation,

1 April 1592, Qid" ff. 285-86, and Wilkes' Abstract, 10 April 1592,

1214., ff. 320-21.

2Since March Henry had been using his brilliant Protestant advisor

Philippe de Morney, Seigneur du Plessis, in secret negotiations with

Seigneur de Villeroy who represented the Duke of Msyenne and the League.

Both sides were tired of civil war and were looking for terms of settle-

ment. Though the lengthy negotiations came to nothing a memorandum was

adopted for submission to Henry under the heading, "The expedient pro-

posed." Most important it suggested that the King promise to undergo

instruction within a definite period in preparation for joining the

Catholic Church. The date of this memorandum was 4 April 1592. See Baird,

mm.a_n_g 19.0.12 _o_f_ Havarre, II, pp. 300-309 for more details.
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when it proved expedient to do so. He assured Wilkes and Unton that

he would "never forsake his religion," but the very fact that he mentioned

the proposal indicated that it was increasingly on his mind. Anxious

to get back to his army, Henry ended the conference by appointing one

of his Protestant advisors, the Duke of Bouillon, and his Secretary of

State, Louis Revol, to continue treating with the two ambassadors. He

also requested that all Elizabeth's demands, except the one for a port

town, be put in writing for his councilors to consider.1

What actually transpired in the subsequent discussions with the

Duke of Bouillon is difficult to sort out. In the Public Record Office

there is a difficult to read, single folio document which is dated 6 April

1592 and catalogued as "Unton and Wilkes on speeches with the Duke of

Bouillon."2 Apparently, there was talk among the politigue elements in

France of trying to bring peace by inducing Henry IV and the various

Parlements to declare the young four-year-old Prince of Condé as first

prince of the realm and thus successor to King Henry.3 His religious

training would be turned over to the bigoted Cardinal de Bourbon,4

 

1Wilkes' Abstract, 10 April 1592, Ibid., ff. 320-21, and Unton to

Burghley, Dieppe, 8 April 1592, Ibid., f. 301. The Duke of Bouillon

spoken of above is Henry de la Tour D'Auvergne and is not to be confused

with the former Duke of Bouillon Robert de 1aflMarck.who died in Geneva

in 1587. This new Duke of Bouillon had been the Viscount of Turenne and

had just the year before been rewarded for his devotion to Henry IV with

the hand of Charlotte, sole heiress of the great house of De la Merck.

22.n.o., s.p. 78, xxvn, f. 297.

3This was Henry (11) Prince of Condé who was the son of Henry (I)

of Conde, whom‘Wilkes had known so well, and Catherine Charlotte de la

Tremouille. On March 5th 1588, less than two years after marrying

Catherine, Conde had suddenly died. It was rumored he had been poisoned

at the instigation of his new wife, but at her trial her life was spared

because of her pregnancy. The child born to her during her first of six

years in prison was the young Prince of Condé referred to above, who later

married Charlotte of Montmorency of whom was. born the Great Conde of

seventeenth-century fame. See Baird, _TjLe Huguenots in}; Henry o_f_. Navarre,

I, pp. 396-97, and II, pp. 20-21.

3Hot to be confused with his uncle of the same name and title who
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While the Duke of Bouillon himself would administer his estates; "the

guard of the body of the child to remain with the King who will have

cars ‘of his education." A marginal note on the document makes clear

that the purpose of this plan was to provide a King that all parties in ‘

France would accept should Henry IV suddenly die.

Bouillon was not only aware of Elisabeth's fear about Spain con-

trolling France's north-west coast but apparently Henry had also confided

in him her demand for one or possibly two French seaports. Ho doubt at

Henry's bidding, the Duke hinted to Wilkes and Unton that Elisabeth

might find the southern Breton port of St. Hassire, located at the mouth

of the Loire, suitable for her purposes. .It could be "easily fortified"

he assured them. In fact, Bouillon went on, just the day before he

had heard the Ring declare to the Cardinal de Bourbon "that he wished

six of his best tons in her Majesty's hand, assuring himself that they

should be that way more sure unto him than in the hands of many of his

Catholic followers." This was only talk on the Duke's part but he did

go on to reassure Wilkes and Unton that precautions were being taken to

keep Dieppe loyal to the Crown, since it was the only adequate port of

entry for Elisabeth at the time. It was felt that when its governor,

Aymar de Chatte, died, the King's bastard sister, Lady d'AngoulOme would

succeed him. Though a Catholic, she was "wholly devoted" to Henry, and

therewould be placed under her "such persons for the guard of the town

as shall be of the Religion and faithful to the King. 4

There was some further discussion on the possible marriage of the

Harshal of Montmorency's daughter; and Hnton was informed of Marshal

 

died during the siege of Paris in 1590. The new Cardinal Bourbon

was one of three surviving sons of Louis, Prince of Conde’ who fell at

Jsrnac in 1569,,a cousin of Henry of Navarre, brother of the Prince of

Conti who was at this time in charge of some of the King's forces in

Brittany, and uncle of the young Prince Henry (II) of Conde’.
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Biron's anger with him for his alleged failure to do "good offices"

withuElisabeth in his and the King's behalf. If anything else was dis-

cussed, it was not recorded. I

Sometime between the 7th and 8th of April, Wilkes had his final

audience with the French Hing. It proved to be much more interesting

than the normal "leavetaking" not only for what transpired there but for

the insights it. gives into the character of Henry IV. First, Wilkes

was informed that not only the King but now also his Council were

willing that Elisabeth be granted the first seaport taken from the enemy.

This was good news for the English ambassador for it had been the primary

object of his mission to secure such a promise.1

‘ Hext, and probably with more than usual interest, Wilkes listened

to Henry as he worked to retain Elisabeth's much needed assistance by

playing on her great weakness--her~ love of flattery.2 A master of this

art, Henry began by profusely thanking the Queen for both her picture

and her scarf which apparently Wilkes had delivered to him. He promised

to wear them in all "his exploits and attempts" against the enemy;

especially in the anticipated clash with Parma wherein the very sight

of these objects would cause him to "fight with more resolution against

her Majesty's enemies and his own. " As for the Spanish Infants whose

hand "hath been tenured unto him in marriage" he,

hath refused and yieldeth her no place in his affection; the same

being already possessed by her Majesty whose admirable virtues and

..the respect he hath conceived of her person have so besieged his

mind and love towards her as he shall not be quiet until he may see

her...and signify as much unto her by mouth.

 

]baton to Burghley, Dieppe, .8 April 1592, P.R.O., S.P. 78,

XXVII, f. 301. ' ‘

2See Bernardino de Mendosa's account of his stormy interview with

the Queen on 11 October 1581 at Richmond. Mendoza to Philip II, London,

20 Oct. 1581, .C_a_l_.. Spain, II, pp. 185-90, especially p. 188.
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Henry then went on to confide in Wilkes that as soon as he had done battle

with Parma it was his intention "to make a step into England" where he

would "be glad to find her in some port or town near to the seaside."

He confessed that he had postponed revealing to her his "secret" love

until someone like Wilkes came along; someone who had "run fortune and

hasard of life with him...to whom he might in confident sort comit so

great a secret. "1

A Hnighthood

The final portion of Wilkes ' leavetaking must have been the most

surprising and gratifying. Always generous and never quick to forget a

favor, the French Hing saw in Wilkes' mission the opportunity to reward

him for his 1574 secret assign-ant "wherein he did often adventure his

life" to convey encouragement and relief to him as a prisoner at the

French Court. Accordingly, King Henry IV graciously dubbed Wilkes with

"the Title of Enighthood." It was always a singular honor to be knighted

by a reigning monarch and one Sir Thomas had long deserved. Indeed, the

- “of it was that Elisabeth had not seen fit to bestow the same honor

on him herself. It is true Wilkes' pedigree was not outstanding, but

'his services to the Crown of England had been long and undeviating.2

 

l"'Speeches of Henry IV," Dieppe, 8 April 1592, P.R.O., S.P.

78, XXVII, ff. 303-4. Henry explained that he had only spoken of this

to one other person and that was Unton who had never dared write to her

Hajesty about it because "he heard she coamitted the reading of his

letters to some about her, that are not his friends, and such as carp

at all his services." Ib__i__d.

zBrief on Wilkes' diplomatic career, May 1574, Ibid., s.r. 12, ccvn,

doc. no. 154 and "A Cat. of Knights: Temp. Elis.," 1592, B.H., Lansd.

Has. 578, p. 29. William A. _aShaw's Knights o_f_ England (London: Sherratt

6- Hughes, 1906), II, pp. 88-89, erroneously lists Wilkes as being knighted

in Septeaber 1592 "(by the French Hing)" along'with Thomas Challoner,

Devereux Poole, and Christopher Lydcote. This is also in error for

Challoner is shown in Wood, ed., Fas___t_i Oxonienses, II, p. 158 who quotes

from Challoner' a tomb inscriptionthat he was knighted by Henry in

August and not September 1591. As for the exact date of Wilkes' knighting

it could only have taken place just before his departure for England. Letters
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The whole of Sir Thomas' final audience illustrates the anxiety

of Henry to retain Elisabeth's assistance at this critical point in his

struggle for the throne. Every move, from his flattery of the Queen and

his concession of a port town, to the knighting of her ambassador were

designed to accomplish this.

Wilkes apparently sailed from Dieppe on the 8th and arrived back

in London sometime between the 10th and 15th of April. With him he

brought a written report of the French Council's answers to his negotia-

tions, his own written observations on conditions in France, notes from

Ottywell Smith and Sir John Wingfield on Dieppe's munitions, and letters

for Elisabeth, Burghley, and the Privy Council from the Burgomaster of

Ostend concerning its fortifications. He also submitted and was later

reimbursed for his itemized account of all his travel and correspondence

expenses for the mission which totaled over £115.1

As for the "secret" matter Henry had connitted into Wilkes' charge,

there is understandably little to be discovered about it. Wilkes deliver-

ed the flattering message to the Queen, but for reasons of her own she

did not correspond with the Ring concerning it. This upset Henry who

felt Wilkes had failed him. Unton wrote Sir Thomas that the King us

more than ever insistent upon crossing over to England and planned to

 

written to him later in April, May, and June 1592 refer to him as "Sir"

(see Hnton's Co‘rresjondence. pp. ‘442, 448-50, and S.P. 12, CCVIL, f. 59)

although one letter in Unton's Correspondence (pp. 407-8) is erroneously

transcribed into reading "Sir Thomas Wilkes." A quick look at the original

in P.R.O., S.P. 78, XXVII, f. 289 illustrates this mistake by Stevenson.

1Burghley's Diary, 10 April 1592, H.M.C., Salisbur , x111, p.

465, Wilkes to Burghley, London, 22 April 1592, P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCIXL,

f. 123 and Wilkes' "Accounts," London, 22 April 1592, Ibid., f. 123,

I, (see below).

Posting charges for Wilkes, his servants and '

gentlemenfrmLondontoRye..............£ 410s.

Posting charges from Dieppe to Darnetel and ' '

fromtherebacktoDieppe. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . £ 919s; 7d.

PostingchargesfromDovertoLondon ..........£ 414s.

Charges for shipping and transportation from‘ ‘ ‘ " ‘ ‘ '

Rye to Dieppe and back from Dieppe to Dover . . . . . . . f. 18 5s.
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do so within the month or "in-ediately upon his return out of Picardy."

He still hoped to "steal from hence secretly" and arrive in England

"unknown, under the color of an ambassador sent from himself to her

Majesty." He had begged Unton, who was anxious to go home, to stay

his return long enough to be his guide, and furthermore requested that

Wilkes "meet him at the seaside that he may know whether his coming

will _be grateful." He had two ships in constant readiness for the voyage

and had asked Hnton to let it be known that they were for his [Unton's]

return to England. Unton begged Wilkes to get this information "to her

Majesty alone" and to have her "with all speed to direct me accordingly

and to send me some answer whereof the poor Hing may have comfort." In

fact, he went on, Henry "speaketh of nothing to me but of his journey .

into England, which he sayeth nothing shall alter." Hnton closed his

letter by writing:

I have not written at all unto her Majesty of this matter for two

respects; first, because my letters to her Highness.- are stolen

sometimes out of her packet and from such place where they are left

and so deskanted [2] to my prejudice; then, for that I dare not

co-it so weighty a matter to a letter not knowing what effect your

former report hath had, and fearing misconstruction of my dutiful

meaning. But your discretion may use what is best and impart by

speech better than letter can report, wherein the King hath before

used you and trusted you, and yourself have been a witness. F.S.

This bearer is ignorant of what this letter mentioneth, and I pray

you let it be concealed from all the world but her Majesty:1

It seems apparent that Henry was serious at least about coming to

England, but for some unknown reason Wilkes, who was at Bath at the time,

hesitated to approach Elisabeth again on the subject. Perhaps his

previous attempt had in some way angered her. Whatever the reason he

finally decided that instead he would show Hnton's letter to Lord

 

For Wilkes' diets for 39 days at 40s. per diem

begun the 8th of March and ended the 15th of April . . . f 78

For convoys, sending of letters, and for

“alliance. O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O O 0 04%

TOTAL £115 8s. 7d.

l'llnton to Wilkes, Bhuy,ll May 1592,0nton's Corres ndence, pp. 448-50.
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Burghley, who was also taking the waters at Bath. Not wanting to interrupt

his "cure," Burghley at first apparently intended to forward the letter

on to the Queen and so wrote a note apologising for not delivering it

personally. However, it seems he reconsidered and decided the matter was

important enough to hurry to Greenwich where two days later he personally

delivered the letter "into her own hands." After reading its contents,

Elisabeth set about to answer Unton, but when she heard that he was

expected at the Court within two or three days she decided to wait and

discuss it with him personally. The last bit of evidence on this subject

is the following June 23rd note from Burghley to Wilkes:

Sir, I have received...your letter with one enclosed to you from

Sir Henry Unton her Majesty's late massador in France who being

returned hither four or five days past. I mean to deliver back to

him his said letter and to deal no further in the matter.

On the outside of the letter Wilkes wrote: "Lord Treasurer meaneth to

deal no further in the matter of the Fronch King." Apparently, like

Wilkes, Burghley had decided he would rather not be involved in this

curious incident. 1

Further Deterioration of Henry IV's Position

In the meantime, Henry was having his own troubles with the siege

of Rouen. On April 10th, two days after Wilkes sailed from Dieppe,

Parma's 16,000 man army suddenly appeared within four leagues of Rouen.

It was only with some difficulty and embarrassing haste that Henry, the

Franch, and the English raised the siege and took to their heels. For

the second time the French King had been out-generalled. After Parma

resupplied the city, he, with great difficulty, led his much reduced

_

1[Burgh1ey] to Elizabeth, Bath, 3 June 1592 C_a_1. __., m,

p. 230,Burgh1ey to Wilkes, Greenwich, 5 June 1592,Ibi:_d_.,p. 230, and

Burghley to Wilkes, the Court, 23 June 1592, P.R.O., S. P. 12, CCVIL, f.

59, and Burghley to Unton, the Court, 6 June 1592, Un_t_o__n's Corregpondence,

pp. 467-68. 7
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army back to Flanders where in early Decoder he died as a result of

a wound received during his May attack on Caudebec.1

It was just a month later on May 13th that Henry and Elisabeth _

received another serious setback in their struggle against the Spanish

and League forces in France. On that date the League Governor of

Brittany, Philippe E-anuel de Lorraine, better. known as the Duke of

Mercoeur, administered a crushing defeat upon the cofiined English,

German, and French Royalist forces who were besieging Craon. Completely

suprised and outnldered, the Prince of Mes who was Henry's Governor

of Brittany and the Prince of Conti had been unable to retreat quickly

enough to save their army. The English alone stood their colors and

most were cut to pieces. ‘nle rest, in their erratic attempt to flee,

were either killed or captured. Mercoeur quickly followed up this

victory with the seizure of Chateau Gontier and Laval and then laid siege

to Mayenne, the capital city of that region. Hnton reported that:

This doth strike great fear into all the hearts of the King's subjects

in Brittany. It doth frustrate the King's former designs of

blocking Rouen and Hewhaven [LeHavre] and clearing of Normandy by

taking the towns there. It also doth divert the King from following

Farms and therefore he is forced to return to Vernon to take council

for his best course to succor Brittany.

Burghley reflected Elisabeth's reaction to this news when he 'said,‘

"I had rather bo'th Paris and Rouen were left unrecovered than have

Brittany'lost." When the French Ring appealed for more assistance to

meet his increasingly desperate situation, the Queen quickly reconsidered

her earlier threats to withdraw all her forces from France and appointed

 

1Hilton to Burghley, From the Camp within a league of Pont de

l'Arche and within two leagues of Rouen, 12 April 1592, H.M.C. , Salisb ,

IV, pp. 186-87, Giovanni Mocenigo Venetian Adlasssdor in France to the

Doge and Senate, Chartres ,‘12 May 1592, 9.3.1: 193., IE, p. 30, and

'C‘Sd, m Huanots £4 gm 2; Havarre, n, 990 289'93s

2Ilnton to Burghley, Compiegne, Unton's Correspondence, pp.

460-64. ‘
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a co-ittee of Privy Councilors to negotiate with the French ambassadors

on the subject. This resulted on June 30th in an agreement by which she

promised to send another 4,000 men of which 2,500 would be transferred

from the Netherlands and Sir John Harris put in co-and. However,

it was not until the following January that these troops finally reached

their destination.1 '

Meanwhile, the French King's situation was manning. Hot only

had recent events increasingly hampered his operations in Normandy and

greatly encouraged the League, but they had threatened his prospects

in Brittany with caaplete overthrow. More and more he recognized the

improbabil-ity of winning the crown as a Protestant. His efforts in

March and April 1592 to negotiate a settlement with the League had failed

and in late September be resolved to win the support of the recently

elected Pope Cluent VIII by convincing him effhis intentions to undergo

instruction and become a Catholic. His personal letter to Clement is

still extant and it definitely foreshadows the King's complete submission

to Papal authority.2 He not only spoke of his resolve "to render during

our entire life, the obedience which we owe to your Holiness and to the

Apostolic See" but of his desire to resume diplomatic relations with the

Papacy by sending Henry III's former ambassador to Rome, Jean de Vivenne,

the Marquis of Pisany. The Cardinal of Gondy was sent along with Pisany

to deliver the letter, but Clement refused to consider the possibility of

"a relapse" being "received into the bosom of the Church. "3

 

lBurghley to Unton, m, 29 May 1592, Ibid., p. 466, “and Read,

Lord Burghley, p. 481. -

2Henry IV to Clement VIII, [Chame-sur-Marne], 8 Oct. 1592 11.8.,

Imprimerie Royal, 1846), III, pp. 674-75 (hereafter cited: Lettres

Missives).

3Thomas Edmondes, English Agent with Henry IV, to Burghley, Camp

before Provins, 22 Aug. 1592, Geoffrey G. Butler, ed., 1115 Edmondes
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At the same time, it was necessary that Henry not lose his Protes-

tant ally across the Channel, so he sent Ambassador Maurier to Elizabeth

to mislead her as to his real intention in the Pisany-Goody miss ion.

Surprised by his success in convincing the Queen, Maurier reported that

"she felt great pleasure when I explained to her what I had been co-ission-

ed to tell her." Unton's recent replacement, the English "agent" Thomas

Edmondes had also been fooled. He had correctly guessed the purpose of

the mission to Rae but felt convinced the King's promise to be instructed

and converted was only a diplomatic "lie." He still held this position

in January 1593 when he wrote that there was "no appearance" that the King

would be converted.1

Elisabeth and the French Protestants continued to be deceived by

Henry's duplicity until 16 May 1593 W.S. when his ever-worsening circum-

stances forced him to authorize his Catholic advisors to publish a

formal statement known as the "Declaration of Mantes." This document

stated that, pending the arrival of the time for his "instruction," no

measures should be adopted that would negate the rights granted to the

Huguenots by the edicts of Henry III, or of the friendship existing

between loyalist Catholics and Huguenots. This made it clear to many that

Henry was indeed toying with the idea of abjuring his Protestantism.

Only four days before Edmondes had secured his. promise that he "would

not proceed to the resolution thereof without her Majesty's advice."

 

Pam; :ueA Selection _f_rom the Correspondence_of _S___ir ThomasW nvgz

1913),p. 24 (hereafter cited: Edmond_____e_sPPaars), and Edmondes to Burghley,

lEdmondes to Burghley, Chartres, 19 m. 1593, mm, p. 47, and

Baird. 22 3.532192 92!. 11.82.11 2.: ___R-vme. 11. pp. 311-14-
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How, in dismay, the English envoy was forced to write that the King

"was determined to render himself a Catholic.“-

The reaction of the English Court to this news is best illustrated

by Wilkes' own letter to Edmondes.

Your last dispatch hither hath amazed us all; yet are we hardly

induced to believe that the King for any respect should change his

religion. It is supposed amongst some of the wisest here that this

show of the King's conversion is but a strategem to draw her Majesty

on to some further succor.

Wilkes went on to admonish Edmondes to "look well to this matter and see

you are not abused in it; for the [French] ambassadors here have not

hitherto received so much as an inkling of this purpose in the King."2

The reaction in France was understandably more intense. Edmondes

explained that it "bred in the Duke of Mayenne so great an astonishment"

obtain additional instructions from Rome and Spain.

In the meantime the combustion is great among them at Paris: the

people and the nobility demanding earnestly the peace and the heads

and clergy opposing themselves thereunto, and therefore to stay the

violence of the people, there was never so seditious preaching as

they have therein, being on advice (as they say) given him by her

Majesty to work his establishment, as she in the like case did hers

and afterwards cut the throats of all the Catholics....And for this

reason also, they are not willing to accept the truce proposed by

the King for three months for fear least the people should take savor

.thereof. Herewith the practices of the ministers of Spain are like-

wise infinite, offering in this extremity to give over their instance

for the practising of the royalty for their Master or his daughter

and to continue their accustomed succor in favor of any election

that shall be made, either of one of the house of Bourbon or Lorraine.

 

1Edmondes to Burghley, Blois, 16 March 1593, Edmondes Pants,

PF. 58-59, and Edmondes to Burghley, Mantes, 6 May 1593, Ibid., pp. 70-72.

2Wilkes to Edmondes, Croyden, 15 May 1593, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Caligula E. n, f. l73b. Later in the month Edmondes sent Burghley "the

King's declaration of the promise of his conversion." See Edmondes to

Burghley, Mantes, 30 May 1593, Edmondes Papers, p. 79.

3Edmondes to Burghley, Mantes, 18 May 1593, Ibid., pp. 75-77, and

Edmondes to Burghley, Mantes, 30 May 1593, Ibid.. Pp. 78-79. (Underlined

in cipher.) When a short time later the Duke of Mayenne and_The Spanish

ministers attempted to precipitate the election of a new Ring. "the nobil-

ity joined with the Court of Parlement of Paris and deputies of Orleans,
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"Paris is worth a Mass"

Obviously, Elisabeth could not allow Henry to continue walking

down the path of conversion without attempting to divert him. If there

was any chance of changing his nind it could only be done by someone

who was both skilled in the art of diplomacy and a close friend of the

King. So it was that Sir Thomas Wilkes was again chosen for special

assignment in France. His instructions, dated 24 July 1593, are lengthy

but can be st-arized under four main headings: l) the King's conversion,

2) affairs in Brittany, 3) a joint offensive-defensive alliance against

Spain, and 4) arguments to be used in combating French Catholics.1

As for the prospect of the King's conversion, Wilkes was instructed

to let him understand that in no way could her Majesty,

allow nor think it good before God that for any worldly respect or

any cunning persecutions he should yield to change his confidence or

opinion in religion from the truth wherein he hath been brought up

from his youth and for the defence whereof he hath continued many

years in arms with good forces as it hath manifestly appeared by

God's providence. ‘

Furthermore, he was to require the King to listen to "a number of good

reasons by us conceived" as to why he should not change, and was to

attempt to persuade his Catholic councilors that more tine was needed for

 

Toulouse, Bourges, and otherplaces, do to the same oppose themselves

saying that they cannot accord thereunto. This doth give us a little

life." Edmondes to Burghley, Camp before Dreux, Ibid., p. 84.

lWilkes' Instructions, 24 July 1593, P.R.O., S.P. 78,;nvn,

ff. 276-82. A second copy of these instructions minus the arguments to

be used against Catholics can be found (Qidn ff. 248-51) under the date

of July 14th. Why the discrepancy in dates is unclear. Wilkes certainly

'did not leave on his mission until on or after the 18th of August (see

£51... 103., 111, p. 362 and P.R.O., Hrcheq. 403/2559,.p. 350). His.

reach of his diplomatic career (P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCIVL, doc. no. 154)

states that his instructions were dated July 18, but considering the time

of arrival in Caen (Aug.‘ 2) it seems probable that he left on or after

the 24th. See Wilkes to Burghley, Argentan, Ibid., S.P. 78, mn, f.

15. A am of Wilkes' instructions can be found under the date of 14

July 1593 in G. 3. Harrison, ed., 133;; Elizabethan Journals 1591-1692

(Ann Arbor, The Univ. of Michigan'Press, 1955), I, pp. 251-53.
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his proper instruction. If Wilkes found upon his arrival that Henry

had already abjured his Protestantism, he was to express Elizabeth's

unhappiness "that by his conversion he shall be subject to the Pope

whom he knoweth to be our mortal enemy and thereby it may be doubted

that the Pope may enjoin bin to keep no amity with us."

The second portion of Wilkes' instructions concerning Brittany were

to be discussed with Henry whether he was converted or not. The King

was to explain how he planned to rid that province of the; Spanish. "We

think it the principal matter of weight that he hath to take in hand after

he shall be established in his crown," Elisabeth said, "and that it is...

more convenient for himself to take the same in hand in his own person

than to unit it to others as hitherto he hath done, without any profit

thereby." Also, a seaport must be granted, otherwise "we cannot with

our honor nor the good welfare of our natural subjects send any more

forces thither to be wasted and spoiled, as the former have been for

lack of such a place to retire unto for their relief." The King was to

understand that at his request 1,500 English foot were being levied "to

be transported at no delay" for service in Brittany if the above con-

ditions ”were met. 7

Meat, if the "accident of his conversion," took place, Wilkes was to

persuadeHenry "as a King of France under his hand, and great seal" to

enter into an offensive and defensive alliance with the: Queen against

Philip H "as long as the said King of Spain shall continue in his enmity

against us." Henry was to be told "in earnest sort" that he owed

llisabeth at least this much considering England had never before "yielded"

so many lives and pounds for the benefit of a foreign country.

The last portion of the instructions is a long and in several cases

wall-reasoned list of arguents to be used by Henry and Wilkes in meeting

the objections of his Catholic subjecta who desired both the King's
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conversion and more stringent measures against Protestant heresy. Each

was designed either to induce these Catholics to allow Henry to become

Ring without conversion or at least to allow him more time to be instructed.

This desire to extend the instruction period seems to be the general

tone of this entire document, a tone which suggests very strongly

that Elizabeth, was resigned to the fact of the King's conversion.

When Wilkes was through delivering these arguments to Henry, he was

then instructed, ,withthe King's permission first, to visit each of the

"Princes of theBlood" which included Henry de Bourbon, Duke of Montpensier

(formerly Prince of Dombes), the yOung Prince of Conde' , and Charles

de Bourbon the Count of Boissons. If Henry were still a Protestant,

Wilkes was to encourage each of them (except Conde’, who was still too

.young) to press for more instruction time for the king. However, if

’ he were Catholic, they were to be} encouraged to continue giving him their

full support in order to make secure: his crown.

Foresighted diplomat that he was, when Wilkes read over these in-

structions, he i-sdiately saw the need for clarifications and additions

in order that he best utilize his time in France. These he no doubt

submitted to Burghley and marginal co-ents were appropriately placed

which gave him the further instruction or authority he sought.1

 

1"'k-adnmnces," July 1593, Ibid., m1, f. 252. A e_ary of

these Ham-brances is as follows:

Marginal notations Wilkes' Remembrances

1. "This may be thought of 1. If Henry TV can be induced to

at your return." assure Brest or St. Malo to

Elizabeth he must do so by

contract?

2. "You have no such ce-ission." 2. If for security of a port Henry

demands a larger portion of funds

from Elizabeth what should our

promise in her behalf be?

3. "This you may do of yourself." 3. Is it alright to ask Henry to permit

‘ . a muster of his horse and foot

strength so that if he besieges
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At the end of this document is a section headed "Esmembrances for myself"

in which Wilkes ruinds hinelf to ask that the Lord Admiral appoint

one of Elizabeth's pinnaces to transport him to and from France and "that

her Majesty may be pleased to grant me some good allowance for my journey,

the rather because the country is dear and ny stay I trust shall not be

long there." Whether the rapidly aging Wilkes obtained the luxury of

the first request is unknown, but, he did receive an extra £100 over and

above his £65 13s. 4d. advancement on his daily am; of too-.1 Bearing

instructions, letters of credence to Henry and the Princes of the Blood,

a hundred marks for the poverty striken Thomas Edmondes, and his passport,

Wilkes set off for France on July 25th;2

Wilkes arrived at the Harman port of Caen on August 2nd only to

learn that over two weeks before (July 15th) at Saint Denis, Henry IV

had publicly abjured his Protestantism and been accepted into the fold

of the Homes Catholic Church.3 With his conversion and until Clement

 

Rouen again Elizabeth may con-

sider the possibility of success?

4. "You may inform yourself from 4. If being at Elizabeth's camp 1

Sir E. Williams or by your should not take a muster of her

own inquiry." , troop strength?

5. ”You may do so. " 5. 1f Edmondes should be made acquainted

with the matters of my negotiation

and authorized by letters to join

with me therein?

111.14., and Warrant, 18 July 1593, P.R.O., Excheq. 403/2559,

p. 350-51. Wilkes' daily diet began on July 28th.

2214., and Burghley's Notes, 17 July 1593, g5}, 9.33., 111, p. 362.

See Edmondes'bitter letter of 16 June 1593, _Thg Edmondes Pears, p. 80 in

which he threatened to return to England without leave if money were

not sent him.

3Wilkes to Burghley, Argenton, 5 Aug. 1593, P.R.O., S.P. 78,

mn, f. 15. From Saint Denis on July 15th, Edmondes wrote Burghley

the following report of the King's conversion. "Although by my last two

letters of the 5th and 9th here of I assure your Lordship of the King's

certain resolution to go to the mess and the time thereof; yet, now

would I not fail to signify also his like fulfillment of the s-e, which

he performed this day with all the solemity and magnificence that the

Catholics here could devise to express so great a joy and to the and the
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VIII's reaction to it was known, there came a temporary truce between

Henry and the League-~al‘truce which bound the King not to receive into

his obedience any "towns" or "strangers" who might now desire to throw

in their lot with him. At his arrival Wilkes had read a cepy of the

truce and after discussing it with several of the local leaders decided

that there was "great probability of a peace to ensue [thereby]." After

three days in Caen, Sir Thomas hurried on to Argentan for a half-day,

then on to Alengon, and thence to Chartres where he expected to find the

King. In spite of the truce, he was forced to travel a reather circuitous

route and with large "convoys" because the highways were "full of lewd

people that beat the passages with 30 or 40 cuirasses together only to

rob and spoil such as pass."1

Hot finding Henry at Chartres, Wilkes hurried on to Saint Denis

on Friday, August 10th where, the following morning, he was able to hold

a brief audience with the King who was about to depart for Fontainebleeu.

When Edmondes had requested the audience, Henry had asked that Wilkes

hold off discussing the variouspoints of his instructions until the

following Tuesday (August 14th) when they would both be at Melun just

four leagues from Fontainebleau. Thus, the first meeting at the King's

lodgings in the Abbey of Saint Denis lasted "not of half a quarter-of-an—

hour. " Apparently thinking that Elizabeth knew of his conversion prior

to Wilkes departure, Henry made excuses for not reading her letters of

introduction that Wilkes presented and instead "without any speeches or

occasion offered" by the English abassador, insdiately launched into

 

same should be carried to those of Paris, bonfires were made in their

view at Montmartre. The attention is great of the fruit hereof which

within few days will be seen. " _T__hg Edmondes Pa ers, p. 89.

Ibid., Edmondes to Burghley, sum: Denis, 22 July 1593,'Ibid.,

pp. 90-91, and Wilkes to Burghley, Argentan, 5 Aug. 1593, P.R.O., S.P.

78, run, 2. 15.
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a hasty explanation of his conversion, promising to say more at their

next conference. He also expressed pleasure that Elizabeth had seen fit

to send Wilkes with whom he could "dealsnre confidently therein...then

with any other.” The brief meeting concluded with Wilkes co-enting on

"how strange it would appear unto her Majesty that of so resolute and

long continued Protestant he should so suddenly become a convert. "1

Elizabeth, as usual, proved more forceful and eloquent in her

reaction to Henry's conversion. "Ah!" she began in her letter to the King,

What sorrow, what regrets, and what groans have I felt in my soul,

at the. sound of the tidings which Morlaszhhas..brog'ghtnme.' .-My:.'God.'

Is it possible that any worldly consideration can have effaced the

terror denounced by the Divine wrath? Can we, even according to

reason, look for a good sequel to so iniquitous an act? Can you

imagine that He who has sustained and preserved you by His handwould

permit you to walk alone in your greatest need? Is it a perilous

thing to do evil that good may come. Still I hope that a more

healthy inspiration may come to you. Meanwhile, I shall not cease

to place you in the foremost rank of my devotions, in order that the

hands of Esau may not spoil the blessings of Jacob. Whereas you

promise me all friendship and faithfulness, I confess that I have

dearly merited them, nor shall I repent, provided you do not change

your Father (otherwise I shall be to you but a bastard sister on the

Father's side); for I shall always love the natural better than the

adapted. God knows it is so, and may He guide you in the right way.

Tour very confident sister, sire, if it be after the old fashion,

with the new I will have nothing to do. Elizabeth R.3

 

1Wilkes to Burghley, "Briconte Hobsrtt within 8 Leagues of Paris

and 4 leagues of Melun," 13 Aug. 1593, Ibid., ff. 34-35. A am of

this report can be found in Harrison, ed., _Thg Elizabethan Journals, 1,

p. 258-

2Henry's special envoy to Elizabeth.

3Hot having the original I have used Baird's (The Huguenots .931

km _o_f Navarre, II, pp. 356-57), translation- P. de Rapin-‘lhoyras, ‘

1h; History 2; England a; well Ecclesiastical _a__; Civil, trans. H. tindal

(London: James and John Enspton, 1732), IX, pp. 152-53, and Camden's

M, p. 422 both give translations of the same letter. The British

Museum Sloane Mss. 2764, f. 24, also has a copy of the original with the

more simple endorsement of "your very affectionate sister. _, Elizabeth B."

Hone, however, list any more specific date then August 1593.
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One should not allow this letter to convince him that the Queen

was both thunderstruck by Henry's conversion or totally opposed to it.

The possibility of this step had long been in the air and the lateness

of the hour before Wilkes was dispatched to France as well as the contents

of his instructions leave no doubt but that she was resigned to the

inevitability of the King's decision. More important is the fact that

Elizabeth was shrewd enough to see the benefits to be‘hed from the King's

conversion. The above letter makes this amply clear when she states:

"It is a perilous thing to do evil that 3924 251 202;." (Italics mine.)

A unified France under the leadership of a King who was at heart a

Protestant was the best guarantee England had against Philip II's designs

for EurOpean domination and the suppression of all "heresy," It also

meant that the Queen could safely consider withdrawing some if 1 not all

her troops in France, and feigned anger at the King's conversion would

provide her with a good excuse for doing so. Elizabeth had not poured

great quantities of men and money into France for the past four-s years

and not learned the simple fact that Henry IV was not going to secure

his crown without abjuring his Protestantism.1

Meanwhile, on the way, to Melun with the King's train, Wilkes had the

opportunity to dispatch a letter to Burghley in which be assessed the

possible effects of Henry's conversion on French politics. "I say,"

he wrote,

that the King's conversion doth promise much, whereof there appeareth

as yet no great effect more than that hehath in appearance assured

 

1Later on 19 act. 1593 (11.11., Cott. Mss. Caligula 1:. 111, ff.

l73b-l74) Wilkes‘ made a statement that at first reading would appear to

contradict the above position. \ He explained that the "backwardness" of

Clement VIII in "admitting the King's conversion may alter greatly our

intentions here" for it provided an opportunity for Elizabeth to "alienate

him and his whole party from the Church of Home which would be an infinite

strength and security to her Majesty." What Wilkes was suggesting here

was note hope that Henry would repudiate his newly professed Catholicism

but that if Clement rejected the King's conversion his and the French
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his estate with those that were declining from him I mean his

Catholics), by breaking the neck of the third party wlmreby he

hath doubtless gotten a strong assurance.

The poverty of the Dukes of Mayenne and Guise, the not performing

of premises by the Pope and King of Spain, the uncertainty of the

people of that faction, who all desire a--peace, the weariness of

the King and his party, the disagreement between the Dukes of Guise

and Mayenne, and the general misery of the country (which is pitiful

to behold) will draw them in all likelihood to an end of their

present dissensions.2 a,

Henry arrived in Melun on the 14th but it was the next day before

Wilkes had audience "in his cabinet very privately." During their three

hour session the two men discussed mainly the King's conversion and

Brittany. Concerning the former, Henry explained at great length that

"the necessity of his estate was such that no verbal reasons could have

prevented the mischief whereunto he had fallen if his conversion had

not been performed." At the time of Henry III's death and his own

succession, he had promised to be instructed in the Catholic faith within

 

reaction generally would lead to the same thing that happened in England

under Henry VIII--i.e., the establishment of a Frth Catholic Church

free of Papal jurisdiction. In fact, in 1591 just such a separation had

nearly occurred. See Baird, _l_hg Huguenots an_d Ham 3; Havarre, II,

pp. 269-71"

1This "tiers part " as it was known was formed as a result of the

March 1st 1591 H.S. papal bulls issued by Gregory XIII. These bulls

thfeatened the French clergy’ with suspens ion and' excoma‘unication ifJthey

{lid not .-renbence their, obedience to Henry IV within fifthen days end ,

co-anded all nobles, judges and tiers etat to abandon the King else they

too feel the weight of papal wrath. Moreover, the King was declared

exco-lnicated and forfeit of his entire estate. Such decrees introduced

a division in Henry's royalist party and led to the formation of the

"tiers part " political faction made up of loyalist Catholics who feared

the consequences of the bulls.— These men had long been content to serve

a "heretic" king while bidim the time when he should see fit to submit

hiuelf to the long-deferred "instruction." How they began to press hard

for his prompt conversion as an indispensable condition of continued

support. One of these, the aspiring Charles of Bourbon, Archbishop of

Rouen saw in this situation a possible chance for asserting a claim of

his own to the throne. See Baird, _l_‘hg Huguenots £91 £9.23 9; Havarre,

II, pp. 246-61.

2Wilkes to Burghley "From Briconte Robertt, within 8 leagues of

Paris and 4 leagues of Melun," 13 Aug. 1593, P.R.O., S.P. 78, XXIII,

ff. “-35.
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six months, yet here it was four years later. Was not this sufficient

proof of his unwillingness to take such a step? Besides, his pressures

had been many: He had been forced to retain all Henry III's officers,

even though most were "corrupt" and so privy to his secrets that he could

never launch an effective enterprise against the League. At the same

time, most of his Protestant councilors had deserted him to attend to

their own private affairs. In all this his enemies grew stronger and

he weaker, until he saw no other choice but to assent to being "Instruct-

ed. " Then, when the League heard of his decision they began urgently

to press for the election of the young Duke of Guise. All of these

reasons, he explained, hastened his conversion by at least two months.1

Henry went on to explain that as much as he had disliked doing

it, his conversion had already strengthened his estate. The "third party"

was "now assured to him." His conversion had "staggered the election

of the Duke of Guise," drawn the love and affection of the peeple gener-

ally unto him, and prevented Calvinism from being scandalized by his

having to be converted by "instruction and disputation." It had also

"stayed the falling away of all the princes of his blood, of his whole

Council Catholic, of the Catholic Governors of all the provinces and

towns under his obedience, and generally all of his nobility." Even

"a great nuliler of gentlemen who followed the League are come unto him

and have acknowledged him for their lawful King."2

At this point the discussion shifted to Brittany wherein Wilkes

"spent as much time" as he could in "amplifying" his instructions. He

mentioned the king's "breach" of promise and his Marshal Jean d'Aumont's

 

lWilkes to Burghley, Melun, 17 Aug. 1593, Ibid., ff. 51-52, (See

copy in B.M., Cott. Caligula E. Di, ff. 134-37 and sunnary in Harrison,

ed., T_h_g Elizabethan Journals, I, p. 259.), and "Heads of discourse,"

15 Aug. 1593, B.M., Cott. Caligula E. 11, ff. 42-46.

2Ibid., note no. 47.
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failure in waging a useful war there, as well as of "the unprofitable

expense and consumption of her Majesty's treasure and peOple" due to

lack of a seaport for resupply and retreat. Henry quickly "transferred

the fault from himself to the Marshal and charged him with negligence

and undue proceeding in that service." With the exception of the port

town, and after his own estate was pacified he promised to redress all

these grievances by "not fail[ing] with all the force he could make to

repair in person into Brittany to remove the Spaniard." This second

audience ended at this point, with Henry requesting Wilkes to submit the

principal matters of his negotiation in writing wherewith he and his

Council would give him answer in five or six days.1

Henry proved better than his word, for on August 19th, within just

four days of the previous audience, he presented Wilkes with his written

answers to Elizabeth's preposals.2 With one exception these were little

different from what he had already told Wilkes. That exception was the

King's willingness to draw up, sign, and seal with his great seal a "bond

of Amity,"3 in which he pledged hinself to join with Elizabeth in a "war

offensive and defensive against the King of Spain" so long as he should

continue to make war on either of them. Furthermore, he promised to

enter into no peace with Philip without her consent and without both

England and France being encompassed in that peace. Wilkes was no doubt

 

lIbid. Wilkes did learn from the Admiral of tunes, Armand de

Biron, later in the day, that because of the Duke de Mercoeur's refusal

to accept the truce until he had finished taking Breton town of_

"Montgoutoux," Henry had decided to send 6 ,000 Swiss and French troops

there for two months to "assail" Mercoeur. Ibid.

2"The answers of the French Ring, Melun, 29 Aug. 1593 'eSe,

P.R.O., S.P. 103, VII, ff. 332-34. Another copy exists in B.M., Cott.

Mss. Caligula E. Ix, ff. 59-65.

3.301!!! Of “1”,”,He1un, 29 Aug. 1593 ‘03. , P9300. ’ S.P. 78’

XXIII, f. 58. Folios 59 and 61 are cepies asflare B.M., Cott. Mss.

Caligula E. II, f. 85*and 138. .
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pleased, for it had been one of the major purposes of his mission to

ascertain the King's feelings toward Spain. Along with these two

docuents Wilkes received a brief note by the. Duke of Montpeadier re-

questing Elizabeth's continued support in Brittany.1 Satisfied that

he had accomplished what he came for2 Wilkes prepared to take his leave.

Knowing that Sir Thomas' sympathies lay with his desire to retain

Elizabeth's support, Henry bagged the ambassador "to stay to the end of

the truce, with the English troops" in that province.3 But low on funds"

and anxious to be home, Wilkes departed for Dieppe on August 19th,"

accompanied by an escort of French horse under Captain Fournier, whose

company was considered one of the King's best.6 It” was the last time

he was to see Henry.

After a seven-day journey Wilkes arrived in Dieppe on Saturday

August 25th. Detained there until the following Thursday he spent that

 

12.3.0" S.P. 78, mm, f. 63.

" 2The only mention Wilkes makes of his attempts to deal with the

"Princes of the Blood" comes in his August 13th letter to Burghley in

which he explained that as yet "I find not any of the Princes of 'the

Blood with the King."

3Ottywell Smith to Burghley, [Dieppe], 2 Sept. .1593, Ibid., f. 96.

_ l'Within three days of his arrival at Saint Denis Wilkes wrote

Burghley'of his desire to complete his business as rapidly as possible

'"for (truely) my good Lordship, my fortune will not bear the continuation

of the charge I am at which notwithstanding all my husbanding thereof

is so far above her Majesty's allowance as I am ashamed to mention Read

more grieved ‘to feel it." 'See Wilkes to Burglley, "Briconte Hobertt... ,"

l3.Aug. 1593, Ibid., f. 34. ‘ ‘

5"Charges of Thomas Wilkes Knight" July-August 1593, B.M.,

Add. Mss.18,764, f. 3, and Wilkes to Edmondes, Windsor, 6 Sept. 1593, I

Ib__i__d., Cott.Mss. Caligula E. 11, ff. 181-82.

, 6Henry IV to Beauvoir, Fontainebleau, 17 Sept. 1593 I.S., Lettres

Missives,a'IV, p. 30, and Ottywell Smith to Burghley, Dieppe, 19 March

1591, 1., 5.5,, 11, no. 397.
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night and Friday morning sailing to Dover in the glittance.1 Once

there, he was met .by a John Symons with a packet from Lord Burghley,

and a 1e[tter to my] self cunningly penned to require me to stay

with the King t[ill the] assembly appointed for those of. the

Religion should.be past} [But I], finding this strategem, hastened

nevertheless home as hard _as I could and so have prevented the

purposes of my kind adversaries."2

 

. l"l‘heitemized list of "Charges of Thomas Wilkes Knight returning

from the French Hing homeward" (July-Aug. 1593,- B.M. , Cott. Mss. Add.

18,764, f. 3), is most informative:

“.1“ to Corbeil e e e a e ,e e e e e e e e £3 12‘s

catheil to Chutre a s e e e e e' e o e a e £4

Chastre' to Villepreux . . . . . . . . . . . £8 6d.

Villepreux to Hante . . . . . . . . . . . . £6 13s. 8d.

HentetoVernon..............£4 3s.2d

Vernon to Audely e e e e e e e e o e e o e £4 6's

‘Udely to “111’ a e e e s e e e e e e]; e e £6 3's 8d.

“111’ to Dieppe. e e e e e e e e e e e e e £7 6.0
 

3mm“ 58.

Horsehire for 7 days journey from Melun

to Dieppe and that for 12 horses as

well for the saddle as for carriage at

6a. the day for the said horses . . . . . £ 25 4a.

For entertainment of 40s. per day.

for 50 days [actually only 40 days]

begun July 28th and ended Sept. 5th . . . £100

Whereof he received by way of imprest

£66’[actually £65] 131. M. which

being defaulted out of the £100

rmmtbeeeeeess-eeeoeeesfvu ~6.e8de

For. his transportation from Dieppe

to Dover ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . £17 11s. 4d.

For charges of horsehire from Dover to

the Court at Windsor for 12 horses for

himself, his servants, and for his

C‘rruse.eeeeeeeeeeeeesee£98's

'orqandtBSIGtterSeeeeeeeeeeeis

For intelligenced . e e s e e of e e e e e filzo

SIMMA TOTALLI. £154 158s

[actually £155 15s.]

zWilkes to Edmondes, Windsor, 6 Sept. 1593,1bid., Caligula s.

11, ff. 181-82. Portions of this letter are burned. The "assembly"

spoken. of above was apparently. requested of Henry by the Huguenots who

wished to know what their new positionwould be under the- converted Hing.
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Though it is not clear who was trying to make trouble for Wilkes

at this time, it was soon obvious from what followed why they wished his

continued absence from the English Court. When Wilkes read the Lord

Treasurer's letter, he learned that Elizabeth had not only "resolved to

call hale all the companies at Dieppe" but was in fact sending ships for

their transport. Her reason for this decision was that they would do

no good in Normandy during the truce there. "Considering how dangerous

a thing it would be to the King in the midst of his greatest affairs to

have the countenance of her Majesty's assistance taken from him and of

what consequence .the same, would be to her Majesty," Wilkes quickly

wrote to Burghley asking him "to intreat her Majesty to stay the exe-

cution of her purpose till I might be heard." Hurrying on to the Court

at Windsor, "as fast as I could," Wilkes was able to have audience

with the Queen on Sunday, September 2nd. His letter to Edmondes des-

cribing this meeting is worth quoting:

I came to her Majesty's presence whom I found infinitely distracted

with the proceedings of the Ring with his conversion, with the truce,

yea with everything; and albeit she seemed to be greatly satisfied

with all my doings, col-ended them greatly, used me with great

kindness, made me sit down on a stool by her; yet, could I not fasten

any good conceipt of the' king in her, neither would she be capable

of any one reason delivered by me to show the danger that would ensue

of the revocation of her people. There concurred with me for the ‘

stay of the man, my Lord Treasurer and all the rest of the Council.

In the and, our persuasions have prevailed so far as her Majesty is

pleased to stay the revocation of the men till there may be heard

from you answer of the dispatch now sent unto you by this bearer,1

which doth contain a demand made by her Majesty to 'the King of a

 

Would they be allowed to exercise their religion, defend themselves, or

take part in French affairs? Henry kept postponing the conference until

word could be had from Clement VIII as to the acceptability of his

conversion. See Edmondes to Burghley, Dieppe, 26 Oct. 1593, Edmondes

Papers, p. 111 and Wilkes to Edmondes, Windsor, 13 Nov. 1593, B.M.,

Cott. Mss. Caligula E. 1!, f. 177.

lsutghlsy to Edmondes, Windsor, 8 Sept. 1593, Ibid., ff. 191-92.

This was the very thing the opponents of Elizabeth's involvement in France

were afraid Wilkes would accosplish. It had been the reason for their

abortive atteapt to keep him away from the Court for a longer time.
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place standing below St. Valery upon the river of So-e...flerein

therefore you are to deal with all earnestness and good discretion

so as the King if he love the furtherance of his own cause may

be induced to satisfy her Majesty's demands; and if you will tell

him it is very poor advise that in no case he refuse it, you shall

do me favor.

Worried lest the Rim think he had failed him in his report to Elizabeth,

Wilkes went on to instruct Edmondes that,

Withal-l, you may let him know my earnest travail with her Majesty

for the stay of the troops and that without the same they had been '

brought away; which I know his own ambassador will witness unto him.

The Queen declareth absolutely to me that she will give him no more

assistance for that as she sayeth, all her succor are employed to no

good and and she will not hurt herself to assist him that is so

unworthy thereof. This backwardness in her Majesty is wrought by

two instruments (as I conceive): first, by some insufficiency

dealing of Mons. du Morlas, here testified by the ambassadors.-

30cm, by . “mteeOIbmnedleeem ywr Cipherel

It was fortunate that Wilkes took this precaution, for in a letter

to leery, Ambassador Morlas had suggested that he was the cause of

Elisabeth's sudden determination to recall her troops.2 Edmondes did

good service in defending his friend:'s. honor to the King, and Wilkes

thanked him for the

apology you made in my defence concerning the letter of the French

eflassador, for no man witnesses with me somuch in that case as

yourself. I think he doteth, taking Robert for Richard, as we say,

for if his intelligence here had been so good as he will pretend

he might have found the true ground of that hasty resolution: and

may as truly say that my endeavors only were the cause to stay

the execution thereof.3

 

lWilkes to Edmondes, Windsor, 6 Sept. 1593, B.M., Cott. Mss.

C‘lmh ‘0 n, ff. 181-82.

2Henry IV to Beauvoir, [2], 4 Oct. 1593, 10.8., Lettres Missives,

1', p. 39.

3Wilkes to [Edmondes], Windsor, 20 Sept. 1593, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Caligula 8. II, f. 182b. Even so, over a month later Wilkes was still

worried about Henry's opinion. In an Oct. 19th letter to Edmondes he

wrote: "I would be glad to hear from you what conceipt the King hath of

me, seeing how backward his causes have gone here since my coming home.

I protest before the living God, I have done all'the good offices for him

that possibly I might, but all would not serve; and I was there with the

King as appeared by her Majesty's sending for the companies at Dieppe

before my coming home." Ibid., ff. 170-71.
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As for Elisabeth's demand for a seaport at the mouth of the Some

in exchange for allowing her soldiers to remain in France, Henry simply

tried to evade the whole issue. He instructed Beauvoir, his awassador

in Londontuto. .sxplainr'tmthe: Queenfizthat'axthp- port she reqaestedl had

"neither bastian nor edifice" to protect her troops. It was too close

to the League-controlled towns of d'Abbeville and Amiens to be safe, and

besides St. Valbry was in the hands of Henry's cousin the anti-Protestant

Duke of levers, who would never tolerate the English so near. Instead,

Henry suggested to Edmondes that the unoccupied English forces work

together with the soldiers of the United Provinces to besiege Dunkirk,

while he). would "go and remain between Boulogne and Calais" with 2,000

Swiss and 3,000 French foot.2 However, these explanations, coupled with

Wilkes' continued appeals to leave the troops in France, accomplished

nothing. On October 11th Sir Thomas had to report to Edmondes that "the

troops at Dieppe are now sent for in all haste and as soon as they shall

he landed here shipping shall bring the rest from Brittany." Wilkes

also askedEdmondes to tell the Duke of Montpensier, who was still

awaiting an answer from the Queen "concerning his going into Brittany

and to his demands made to her Majesty for supply of things in that

province,” that he was sorry for his negative answer "for as I am a

Christian men I have travailed to overthrow all these desperate resol-

utions not only by persuasion to her Majesty and her Council by speeches

and conference but by writing [and] setting down the dangers that would

follow thereof."3

 

1A town called Coudet on "l'extrhe embrouchure de la So-e, au-

dessous de Saint-Valery, sur la points de la rive gauche." Lettres

Missives, IV, p. 36, EOOtnote no. 2.

zHenry IV to Beauvoir, [2], 4 Oct. 1593, nun, pp. 36-37, and

Edmondes to Burghley, Pountainebleau, 18 Sept. 1593, Edmondes Pagrs, p. 96.

3Wilkes to Edmondes, Windsor, 11 Oct. 1593, B.M., Cott. Mss. Caligula
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The following week, Elizabeth decided to send someone to represent

English and Protestant interests on the "assembly" that Henry and the

Huguenots were planning to hold. Her first choice was Wilkes, but he

"escaped the voyage by very great fortune; for her Majesty ever insisted

upon me," he told Edmondes, "as the meetest for that service, but my

lack, my late charge, and that she was unwilling to grant me my suit

have excused me." Instead, she decided to relieve Sir Robert Sidney of

his post at Blushing and send him]-

In the meantime, frequent reports of Spanish intentions to attack '

Ostend accelerated Elizabeth's withdrawal of her eight Normandy companies.

In early November they sailed from Dieppe to Sandwich, where "lest they

dwuld run away," they were kept on board the ships for several days

and then shipped on to Ostend. The troops in Brittany never got much

further than the coast. Burdtley had suggested that Morris and his man

be r-oved to the Channel Islands until Henry IV showed himself more

amenable to the Queen's duends.‘ The plan was accepted, and orders

were sent to Sir John Hawkins to carry it out. But lorris objected so

strenuously it was dropped, and his forces r-eined in Britten through- '

out that winter.2

f

 

' E. II, f. 173 and Wilkes to Edmondes, Battersee, 19 Oct. 1593,3111"

ff. l73b.-l7£. Actually, upon finding Elisabeth so unwilling to consider

leaving her troops in France, Wilkes had dared not deliver Montpensier' s

.letter to her because,“ashe explained, it "would rather accelerate

our determination... p;14., r. 173. '

MM. ff. l73b-l74. For further information on Sidney'a mission

see id. , ff. 177 and 18m, Edmondes Papers, p. 111, ga_l. Dom.,III ‘

pp. 443-41., and Lettres Missives, IV, pp. 86-87, 116-18,125-28, and 138.

Leaning the role of advocate in behalf of the Huguenots was certainly

not new for Elisabeth but she knew she had to be careful in not appear-

ing to interfere too much with French internal affairs. Portunately,

Sidney was careful and though Henry IV was irritated at his coming he

mde it clear that no persecution of the Protestants would be allowed.

See J. B. Black, Elisab___e___th _a__nd H_eng_IV: 3.328..a §__hort‘___Studyin angle-

m— Elationsr-I—‘I.l589-1603(Oxford: rd. Blackwell,1914), pp'. 69-71.

2Lord Admiral Howard and Lord Cobham to the Privy Council, Dover,
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One last consent is necessary on Wilkes' 1593 mission to France.

When he brought back Henry's signature on an offensive and defensive

_alliance it was anticipated that in the same way Elizabeth would officially

demonstrate her concurrence in the matter by sending "an authentical

promise" to him. In November, Henry‘was still waiting for this. The

reasons for Elisabeth's delay were several disturbing rumors that the

French King was negotiating with Philip behind her back. Once these

were shown to be false Elizabeth had e similar bond drawnup in her

name and sent to Henry in January 1594. 1

Abortive Mission to Archduke Ernest

For the remainder of 1593 and most of 1594 Wilkes was primarily

concerned with domestic affairs. During that time the political atmos-

phere of England was charged with rumors of various plots and conspiracies.

In January 1594 Elisabeth's personal physician, Doctor Hoderigo Lopes,

was arrested on suspicion'of plotting to poison the Queen. , After con-

fessing that he had promised Philip II he would perform the deed for a

substantial am of money, Lopes was tried at the Guildhall and executed

along with several other. accomplices ‘in June of the same year.2 Throughout

 

4 Nov. 1593, 93;. 293., III, pp. 382-83, Howard to 31: Robert Cecil and

Sir John Hawkins, Hampton Court, 11 Dec. 1593, Ibid., p. 393, Note [by

Sir Thomas Shirley to Burghley], 12 Nov. 1593, Ibid., p. 385-86, and

"rscmci," 24 Nov. 1593, _I__bid., p. 388. See Edward P. Cheyney, ;

1Edmondes to Burghley, Dieppe, 1 Nov. 1533, .E____dmondes ragga, p.

114, and Black, Elisabeth _a__nd Henry IV, p. 69.

28ee Arthur Dimock, "The Conspiracy of Doctor Lopes," E.H.E. , IX,

(July 1894), pp. 440-72, and Martin Hume, Treason e__nd _F__lot: Struggles__for

Catholic Supremacy in the Last Years of Queueen Elisabeth(London: Eveleigh

Nash, 1908), pp. 115-55.
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the whole affair Wilkes was busily involved in the investigations, but

that is another story best left for the next chapter.1

No sooner had the Lopez plot been taken care of than another was

discovered, this time involving three young English exiles who had

recently been granted permission to return to England. Edmond Yorke,

nephew of the traitor Sir Rowland Yorke, and his two companions, Richard

Williams and Henry Young, were watched carefully from the moment they

arrived. Soon it was. discovered that they were part of a plan designed

by Sir William Stanley of Deventer infamy and the extremist wing of

English Jesuit exiles in Flanders, which included Father William Holt,

Doctor William Gifford, and Doctor Thomas Worthington. It was also

suspected that both Philip's secretary of war in Flanders, Esteban de

Ibarra, and one of his private secretaries, Don Cristobal de Moro, were

accomplices. Apparently, the plan had been to kill Elisabeth with a

poignard, arrow, or rapier as she walked in her garden.2

It was upon discovering the particulars of the Yorke and Williams

Plot (August 1594) that Elisabeth decided it was time to move against‘the

seedbed of many of these conspiracies--the English exiles in Flanders.

Accordingly, she resolved to send Sir Thomas Wilkes to remonstrate'with‘

the new Governor of the Spanish Low Countries, the Archduke Ernest. For

rover a year after the death of Farms in December 1592, these southern '-

provinces had awaited the arrival of this man who was both a brother to

the hperor Rudolph and a nephew of Philip II. Destined to rule only one

 

1Exeminations before Wilkes, Attorney General Egerton, Solicitor‘

General Coke, William Weed, and Richard Young, 4, 8, 11, 12, and 16 Feb.‘

1594, £91. 5., III, pp. 425-27, Richard Young to Lord Keeper Pu‘ckering,

London, 14 April 1594, kid" 1). 483, and Ferrara de Game's Confession,

18 Feb. 1594, Harrison, ed., The Elizabethan Journals, I, pp. 286-87.

2Hume, Treason e_ng Plot, pp. 155-61.
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year, this poverty striken, lazy, and completely unmartial Hapsburg Prince

presented quite a contrast to his predecessor.1

Wilkes' instructions need not be gone into in detail. Basically,

they colmeissioned him "to expostulate" with the Archduke concerning "the

wicked practices of the Spanish King's ministers and her Majesty's rebels

in going about to take her Majesty's life by poisonings and mrderings."

Wilkes was to require Ernest to put a stop to the intrigues of his own

man as well as those advisors of the Spanish Ring whO‘were with him in

Flanders, to expel such English rebels as William Stanley, Father Holt,

Doctor Gifford, Doctor Worthington, Charles Paget, and Hugh Owen so

that they might be tried for their crimes in England, and to warn Philip

that if remedies to these problems were not i-ediately forthcoming :

Elisabeth would declare open war on Spain. As proof of the legitimacy

of the Queen's accusations, Wilkes was to submit "true copies...of the

exninations, confessions, and proofs," and if these did not« satisfy

the Archduke he could send a special messenger to Ostend where Wilkes .

was to have left the originals in the safe-keeping of Sir Edward Norris.2

The language these instructions are couched in is by far the most

stern Wilkes had ever been given. E1isabeth was obvious1y frightened

by the recent plots, and with Parma dead and the pro-English Henry IV

increasingly in cos-land in France, she could afford to display her true

feelings.

 

1motley, Netherlands 111, pp. 278-83.

 

2Wilkes' Instructions, 18 Sept. 1594, B.M., Cott. Mss. Vespasian

C. VII, ff. 234-40, and Sir Henry Maynard, Burghley's secretary, to

Michael Hicks [Burghley's servant7], the Court, 14 Sept. 1594, Thomas

Wright, ed., gu_e_e_l_: Elizabeth end 1133; Times: A Series o_f_ Original Letters

(London: Henry Colburn, 1838), II, pp. 43-36. A less complete copy‘of

these instructions can be found in P.R.O., S.P. 77, V, i, ff. 132-36.

As with his 1593 mission to Henry IV Wilkes read over his instructions,

found problem areas, and then asked Burghley to give him further . ‘

instructions. See Wilkes to Burghley, London, 14 Sept. 1594, Ibid.,

f. 130.
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On September 11th while the Privy Comcil was busy drawing up

these instructions, the Queen sent off to Ernest a request for Wilkes'

passport to and from Brussels.1 However, before the Archduke's reply

could be received, news of Sir Thomas' impending mission created conster-

nation at The Hague and at the French Court. Both feared that Elizabeth

was secretly attempting to conclude a peace with Spain. In fact,

Edmondes reported from St. Germain that the "intended negotiation hath

put us in very evil reputation here."2 Then, before it was necessary

to put a stop to that rumor the requested passport3 arrived from Brussels

enclosed in an extremely rude letter to Elizabeth from Ernest. Addressing

the Queen in the third-person, the letter purposely omitted. all‘honors

generally given to a reigning monarch. Furthermore, the Archduke made

it very clear that he wished Wilkes, upon his arrival, to propound

nothing that might be to the disservice of the Ring of Spain.“

Elizabeth was so angered by the contents and style of the letter

that she proqtly changed her mind about sending Wilkes. Instead, she

sent a tersely worded letter to the Archduke reprimanding him for his

 

1Elisabeth to the Archduke Ernest, Greenwich, 11 Sept. 1594, B.M. ,

Cott. Mss. Caligula E. 11, ff. 265-66. Other copies of this letter can

be found in P.R.O., S.P. 77, V, i, f. 151 and Harrison, ed., _1_1_1_e E___lisa-

_b_e__than Journal-______s_, I, p. 323.

zEdmondes to Burghley, Paris, 1 Oct. 1594, Edmondes Pa re, p. 130,

Sir Horatio Palavicino to Sir Robert Cecil, Middelburg, 19 Oct. 1594, ‘

H.M.C., Salisbur , V, p. 11, and Edmondes to Essex, St. Germain, 13 Nov.

1594,;216" p. 20. GeorgeClark who was dispatched to Brussels to .

obtain Wilkes' passport later wrote from Ostend to his friend Richard

Bagot about the popular reaction in that area to the proposed missions:

"His [Wilkes'] coming we daily expect and in 'all the country hereabout

great preparation is made for his receipt, with hopes that his cuing is

-to treat of peace." H.M.C., F___ourd1Report:1h_ Manuscripts_of $33113;

Honorable Lor___d_ Bagot_at B1ithefie1d,C_q. _S_____tafford, (London: H.M.S.O.,

1874) , I, p.338.

3rauport, 14 Oct. 1594 n.s., 2.3.0., 3.11. 84, n, f. 152.

"Archduke Ernest to Elizabeth, Brussels, 14 Oct. 1594 N.S., Ib__ign

3.2. 77,11, 11, r. 152. Copies 1n 51.1., f. 153, 3.14., cott. 1m.

111:“! C. VII, f. 39, and Ibid., Vespasian C. VIII, f. 240.
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ill-bred dispatch, which she stated was ,

so different in style and title from that both the Emperor your

grandfather, your father, and brother, yea, by all Rings and

potentates in their letters hath from the beginning of our reign

been attributed to us,...we are now sorry that we did write to you

inmch friendly manner as we did. '

Elisabeth went on to explain that hert original purpose hsd.been-:to give

both Ernest and Philip an opportunity to clear their names of "certain

detestable factors to be abhorred by all good Christians" but, because

he refused to listen to any such matter,

we mean not to trouble you herewith; otherwise than we mind to

publish these matters to the world as the same are proved or

affirmed without any sinister additions, and then we shall expect

such issue thereof both by you under whose governments such detestable

acts have been attempted and by the Ring of Spain whom the same doth

so nearly touch as in reason he ought to discharge himself of the

we mind otherwiseb1’1 God's favor to procure_a redress th___e__reof,_l)1
-_m m“—

_s___uch other c_o___urse 2 51315; 2 weM foreborn.

From the start, it had obviously been the Archduke's intention to

discourage Elizabeth and her Council from sending Wilkes, whom he knew

would ask many embarrassing questions. However, to Philip II he simply

explained: "From their changing their minds for such a trifle one may

may conclude that there was little sincerity in their embassy."2 Though

Henry IV and the Dutch States-General were also pleased with the failure

of this mission, one can be sure that no one was more happy than the '

rapidly aging Wilkes who wanted nothing more than to spend his remaining

years within the safe confines of England's shores.3

 *—

lElisabeth to the Archduke, the court, 30 act. 1594, 31.1., f. 240.

my italics.) Copies can be found in Ib__i__d., Titus C_. VII, f. 39 and

H.M.C., Salisbu , V, PD. 13-14. Elisabeth's thinly veiled threat to

the Archduke was preceded ten days by an equally stern letter from the

Privy Council to Richardof, President of Ernest's Council. ; Ibid. , pp.

12-13. See also P.R.O., S.P. 77, V, ii, ff. 155 and 157.

2Archduke Ernest to Philip II, Brussels, 10 Dec. 1594, H.M.C.,

Salisbm; '5 PP. 34-35. It is very possible that French and Dutch

hostility had caused Elisabeth to reconsider the sending of Wilkes.

331s.HoratisnPa1avincino to Sir Robert "Cecil, The Hague, Ibid. ,
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Personal Affairs

From the time of his 1590 mission to The Hague until his death

in 1598,’ Wilkes was regularly incapacitated by severe attacks of the

gout." This, along with his heavy duties as a Clerk of the Council,

ads it more and more of an inconvenience to manage his distant estate

in Downton. Accordingly in late .1591 or any 1592 he sold the estate

and purchased a home on the south bank of the Themes in Battersea.2 Still

he found the pressures of his duties too great,and for a period during

the last months of 1593, he made up his mind to resign his office as

Clerk.3.,..Brobab1y due to lack of any sufficient means to sustain himself,

this resignation never materialized and in June of 1595 he purchased

another estate in the parish of Rickmansworth, County Hertfordshire,

which was close enougtho Westminster (approximately twenty miles) to

allow him easy access to the center of government and yet far enough away

for him not to be disturbed with official business each time he sought

a moment of relaxation.4 It was here._ in late January or early February

1596 that his wife Margaret gave birth to their only child and heir--

 

p. 19, and Edmondes to Burghley, St. Quentin, 30 Nov. 1594, Edmondes

Pears, p. 194, (second copy in B.M., Cott. Mss. Caligula E. IX, f. 270).

l'Wilkes to Burghley, Battersea, 12 Feb. 1592, Ibid., Lansdowne

Man 69, f. 121, Wilkes to Burghley, London, 8 March 1594, Ibid., 76, f.

28, Essex to Wilkes, [f], 17 March 1593, 931. 22., III, p. 330, Sir

Robert Cecil to Lord Reaper Puckering and Lord Buckhurst, the Court,

24 Dec. 1595, H.M.C., Salisbu_rz, V, p. 507, and Wilkes to Sir Robert

Cecil, London, 30 June 1597, Ibid., VII, p. 280. ‘

2As late as June 1591 Wilkes was still residing in Downton,Wiltshire

(Wilkes to Sir Robert Sidney, Greenwich, 8 June 1591, Collins, ed.,

Letters _a_n_d Memorials, I, pp. 325-26), but, by the 12th of February 1592

he was living at Battersea (Wilkes to Burghley, Battersea, 12 Feb.

1592, B.M., Lansd. Mss. 69, f. 121).

3Wilkes to Edmondes, Windsor and Battersea, 19 Sept. - 19 Nov.

1593, Ibid., Cott. Mes. Caligula E. It, ff. 173; 175-77, and 180.

4V.C.H. _A_ History o_f_ Hertfordshire (London: Archibald Constable and
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a baby girl also named Margaret. Then, several months later, on May

24th'tragedy struck Wilkes' life when his thirty-four year old wife

died.1 The cause of her death is unknown, but it left a very busy

government official with a four-and-a-half month old baby to care for.

After Lady Wilkes burial on June 9th "in the parish church of Rickmsns-

worth,"2 the approximately fifty-three-year-old Sir Thomas set about to

find another wife. By December of the same year he had married Frances

Savage, youngest daughter of Sir John Savage of Rocksavage, Cheshire.3

Wilkes' Last Diplomatic Assignment

In the meantime, the European diplomatic situation had been. under-.

going some interesting changes. Since Henry IV's conversion in July 1593,

Elizabeth's attitude towards the King had significantly modified. More

and more English interests had narrowed to the protection of France's

Channel coast, while the larger task of defending all of France against

the Spaniard and destroying the League was left to the French Ring. Time

and again the latter's appeals to Elizabeth for help in these larger

matters had been turned down. At the same time Philip II had been making

it increasingly clear that he intended to make the north-west coast of

France a part of his domain. By May 1594 the Spanish had not only erected

 

Company Limited, 1908), II, pp. 371-73, and P.R.O., Chancery Proceedings,

Series 2, Bdle. 253, no. 11.

1Lady Wilkes' Funeral Certificate, College of Arms Mss. I. 6.

Sixteenth Centuries, from _th_e_ Archives 93 Southampton (Southampton: Cox

and Sharland, 1921), pp. 209-10, Sir Thomas Wilkes to William Wallopp,

Court at Whiethall, 16 Jan. 1597, Ibid., p'. 213, Sir John'Savage's'Will,

2.Dec.‘.".1597,..3.6.6.,340iontague, and Savage genealogy, B.M., Harl.

Mss. 1535, f. 246.
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a fort at the Breton coastal town of Crozon but by doing so threatened

to cut Brest off from all hope of succor by sea. In August of the next

year the Picard tom: of Doullens fell to Spanish troops and Cambrai was

invested. Then, while Henry begged Elizabeth for help to prevent Calais

from falling too, Cambrai was taken. Always anxious to regain an English

foothold on the French coast, Elizabeth stalled, hoping that this would

force Henry to allow her to garrison Calais. This he refused to con-

sider, knowing that if ever England regained that coveted. seaport it

would spell the end of Anglo-French friendship. The result of this :’

impasse was the capitulation of Calais in April 1596. Obviously, Eliza-

beth had misjudged Henry's power of resistance. When finally in March

1597 the Spanish Governor of Doullens dramatically captured Amiens and

the King's arsenal there, Henry began seriously to consider the possi-

bility of peace negotiations with Philip. A month later in April he

solicited the Pope's assistance and found the response so encouraging

that by October enough progress had been made for Philip and Henry to

agree that the Treaty of Cateau Cambresis (1559) should be the starting

point of the negotiations. It was further agreed that both Elizabeth and

the Dutch should also be invited to the peace conference. The Queen at

first refused the invitation, but when it was learned in early January

1598 that the Dutch were sending deputies to France, she and her Privy

Council were led against their will to do the same. Sir Robert Cecil

was chosen to head the English cousission, and assigned to accoqany him

were Doctor John Herbert, Master of Requests, and Sir Thomas Wilkes.1

Still suffering from the adverse effects of his more recent "great

voyages and charges," Wilkes was sorely displeased with this new

 

"Black, Elisabeth g; ESE-'1 g, pp. 71—129.
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assigt-ent. "Truely, sir," he wrote Sir Robert Cecil on January 7,

1598,

such an employment could not have been laid upon me in a more unreason-

able time than this; for I protest unto you I am in effect unfurnished

of all things needful for such a voyage, and no money in my purse to

make a provision, which, with the shortness of the time appointed for

your departure hence, doth amaze me not a little.

Nevertheless, dutiful Wilkes promised to be at Court the next day and

only asked that Elizabeth be induced to allow him a reasonable "imprest"

towards his preparations.1

As the dreary month of January progressed, and while instructions

were being drafted for the mission, Wilkes busied himself with preparations

for his new assigmnent. Knowing the hazards of making such a journey in

the dead of winter and at his age, Wilkes drew up his will. The fact

that he now had a child also made this essential. Dated 18 January 1598

it stipulated that his wife Frances be charged with the responsibility

of raising Margaret to maturity. For this purpose she was to inherit

his home, all his lands, his plate, jewels, stocks and other goods, and

£1,000 cash. Also, £300 was to be set aside for Margaret until "either

married or of the age of seventeen yeras." For himself, Wilkes asked that

if in this voyage which I am now to take beyond the seas by the

ant of her Majesty I shall happen to depart this life my

will is that my body be buried in such place where I shall die

without any funeral pomp to be used either there or here at home

in England. "

 

lH.M.C., Salisbm, VIII, p. 6. One can obtain a taste of how

unpleasant Wilkes felt diplomatic assignments could be from a badly

burned letter of his written to Thomas Edmondes in October 1593.

Warning him of the dangers involved in serving away from the English

Court too long he went on to say that in such foreign service one is

generally treated "no better than a posthorse, i.e. , run u[ntil out] of

breath and after lay the bridle on: our necks and give u[s] to go seek

our stable-"something you may learn by w[e] who have served long and at

this hour [are] more in want than [plenty]. I speak and cannot be

heard, I am pittied of some, but not relieved. When your young years

shall be spent and your body no longer A [I] .
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At the end was an itemization of his over £400 of debts which were to

be paid out of his assets}

This done. Wilkes next had to furnish himself with suitable apparel

for his mission. Fortunately there rat-am a misdated document2 that

it-ises just what he required for such an assignment which helps one

. to understand why he was so reluctant to be sent on another:

1% 222.2

1) 6 1/2 ds. of rich black satin, 14s. per yd . . . . . . . .£.4 11s.

2) 2 ells gross of double Salons taffeta . . . . . . . . . 20s. 3d.

3)l/2ellofblackrichtaffeta.............. 8s.

4) 4 1/2 yds. of black satin for to draw out

anuthO'C 12.eeeeeeeeeeeeee
ee‘ee

54..

5) 1 1/2 ells gross of black rich taffeta for to line

the face of 2 doublets 13s. 4d.. . . . . . . . . . . . . 18!. 4d.

6) 13 yds. of black unshorn velvet 20s. per. yd. . . . . . . £13

7) 12 1/2 yds. of black shagg ‘16s.. . . . . . . . . . . . . £10

8) 2 1/2 yds. of rich black satin 14s. . . . . . . . . . . 35s.

9) 13 yds. of rich black velvet for a gown at 23s. per yd. . £16 2s.

10) 14 yds. of rich black velvet shagg for to line

theblukv.1v3t 22.. .eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee £15 8's

11) 3 y“. me Of rub black V‘lvet e e e e e e e e e e e e 178. 3d.

12)1,2!d.°fb1‘ckve1vat.h.ueeeeeeeeee eeee 11.e

13) 3 gross of black unshorn velvet . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15s.

14) 1 gross of black rich tastoe . . . . . . . . . . . . . A 3s. 4d.

‘ Sum Total £68 35s. 2d. 4

 

l-P.C.C., 36 Lewyn.

2This "Bill for Silkes, Satins, Velvets, and taffetas sold by

Baptist Hicks, merchant, to Thomas Wilkes on his going to France" is

dated 15 August 1597 (Ibid., S.P. 12, CCLXIV, f. 179). This is clearly

wrong for Wilkes himself expressed surprise and complained of his un-

preparedness when called to this mission in January 1598. Yet, definitely

this bill of sale is for his February 1598 mission, for on the 6th of

that month Wilkes co-issioned his friend Richard Hill to collect a £50

debt owed to Wilkes and: use it to pay "Baptist Hicks...in part of payment

of three-score eight pounds, three shillings, two pence owing by the skid

Sir Thomas..." ‘ (B.M. , Hatfield Mss. [microfilm] 85, petition no. 2137.)

3One English ”ell" equals 45 inches.

’nhe amasing thing about this bill is that 1t only raprea'enta the

money expended for the purchase of cloth and not the tailoring expenses.

Wilkes ' servant Edward Vaughan later indicates that all such preparations

plus £200 cash to carry with him into France gave Wilkes a total bill ,

of £500: Even more interesting is the fact that by the time Wilkes had

been in France for only eleven days he and his eleven servants had

"utterly spent" the: whole £200. Wilkes had anticipated borrowing more

money from an English merchant in France but apparently that fell through.
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On January 31st Cecil's, Herbert's and Wilkes' instructions were

ready. These were followed in early February by a set of additional

directives. Though long and involved they basically required the

ambassadors to seek an understanding with the Dutch co-issioners con-

cerning the possibilities of peace, and not to treat with the Spanish

without this consent unless the former proved impossibly stubborn. More

specifically, they were to consider carefully the Spanish proposals,

insisted upon the United Provinces being "restored to quietness," and

met importantly see whether or not Calais would be restored to

England as agreed in the Treaty of Cateau Cadaresis. The instructions,

explained that all three men were chosen for their experience and know-

ledge in European affairs, and Wilkes specifically because he was "well

known" to Henry IV.1

With these instructions, and Cecil receiving a daily stipend while

Wilkes and Herbert each received 50s., the adaassadors and their train

set off for Dover.2 With them went Thomas Wriothesley, first Earl of

Southampton, Sir George Carew, Lieutenant of the Ordinance, Sir James

Wotten, Sir Charles Elount, Lord Hontjoy, and a host of lesser officials and

private servants.3 By the time they all reached Dover on or before the

 

Such figures help one to understand better why most, if not all, Elisa-

bethan diplomats lost rather than nde money in foreign service. See

Edward Vaughan to Robert Cecil, Eouen, 2 March 1598, P.R.O., S.P. 78,

“I, f. 200.

1Cecil's, Herbert's, and Wilkes' Instructions, [31 Jan.) 1598,

3.11., Cott. Mss. Caligula E. 11, ff. 166-73 Cloughdraft Ibid., ff. 196-

202) and "Ex Instructions," Feb. 1598, Ibid., Julius F. VI, ff. 94-96.

See also Sir Robert Cecil to Henry IV, Dieppe, 19 Feb. 1598, P.R.O.,

S.P. 78, rm, f. 161.

thth, Memoirs, 1:, p. 372. All "Docquets" for this period of

Elizabethan history have been lost. See P.R.O., S.P. 38, V.

3List of Boats and those who sailed therein from Dover to France

in [Feb.] 1598," 8.14., Add. liss. 18,654, f. 19:

l)w - E. Cecil, E. of Southaqaton, Sir George Carew,
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13th of February, there was a storm in the Channel, and Wilkes had a bad

cold.1 Four days later when the weather had moderated enough to set sail,

Cecil dispatched a quick note to the Privy Council reporting that Wilkes

was by that time "especially" unwell.2 Weighing anchor at 5:00 p... on

the 17th the five ships assigned to carry the embassy had a very rough

crossing, and it was with some difficulty that they docked the next day

at 4:00 p.m. in Dieppe harbor.3 1n relating their crossing in a letter

to Essex, Cecil wrote:

I passed very well....Young Norris was very sick, as were Charles

Elount, Vane, Tufton, Cope, Wotton, and others in the Crane and

Quittance. I only fear lest Sir Thomas Wilkes prove worse; but

he shall ride in my coach and have all ease to Paris.“

After recuperating in Dieppe until Wednesday February 22 , the

embassy made a difficult two-day journey to Rouen in which the "foulness

of the rains and that no convenient lodgings were to be had between

Dieppe and Rouen" forced them to traverse the entire distance without

stopping. Though met outside Rouen by the Duke of Hontpens ier and taken

to warm lodgings and quantities of good food, the journey proved too

 

Hr. Norris, 11 other officials and some of Rt.

Secretary's servants.

2) Answer - Hr. Herbert, Hr. Throgmorton, Sir James Wotten,

Sir Charles Blount, Hr. Stanley, Hr. Paget and 12

other officials. [Later Cecil reports that some of '

these men crossed in the Crane. §_e_1_. 'D_O__m., V, p. 30.]

3) @ittancer-Tho. Wilkes, Hr. Frances Manners, Hr. Vans, lit.

Cuttes, Hr. Turvil, Hr. Corbett.

4) Tremonten- Hr. Cannon, Mr. Smith with most of Mr. Secretary's

servants.

5) The lioor - Her Hajesty's pinnace served to transport Hr.

Secretary's trunks and other provisions which were

shipped the 13th of this instant Feb.

lCecil to Burghley, Dover, 14 Feb. 1598, P.R.O., S.P. 78, 11.1,

ff. 135-36.

2Cecil to the Privy Council, Dover, 17 Feb. 1598, Ibid., f. 150.

3Diary of cetn'e 1598 mission, 17 Feb. 1598, 3.11., Add. Ilss.

186“, f0 22.

4Cecil to Essex, Dieppe, 19 Feb. 1598, 95;. 223., V, p. 30.
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much for Wilkes' already weakened condition. The next day, just before

setting off forParis, it was discovered that he had become "dangerously

sick" of a "very sharp fever full of bad acidity and sweating, continual

sleeping, and~.graa; decaysof strengthf”. 'Lecalnuphys‘icianswere' 'called in

and i-sediately prescribed the usual bloodletting. Convinced that this

‘4"refreshed him," they repeated the treatment the following day, Sunday

the 26th. Realizing that "a slow recovery" was the best that could be

hoped for and aware that Henry IV was impatiently awating his arrival Cecil

arranged for Wilkes to be looked after and started for Paris on Honday

the 27th.1

Wilkes ' Death

After Sir Robert Cecil and the rest of the embassy hurried on

to Paris, Wilkes' condition steadily worsened. Aware that he was dying,

he had Edward Vaughan, his faithful servant of thirteen years, promise

to ask Cecil to see that his £500 of debt incurred thus far in the mission

would not be left for his wife Frances to pay. It would "be an heavy

burden to the poor woman," Vaughan later wrote,

who hath not other means to advance money to pay it, but by selling

of her stock from 'her grounds, and some household stuff, ,he having

left her only his lease of Hickmensworth which is not much above

eight-score pounds by year, being but a miserable fortune for a

gentlewoman of her birth and the wife of a man of his place and force.

having assured himself that every effort would be'mede to protect ‘the

welfare of his family, Wilkes died at about 3:00 in the afternoon on

Wednesday, March lst, 1598.2

 

lCecil's Diary, 25th and 27th of Feb. 1598, 3.14., Add. nee.

18.3664,ff. 29b.-30. Cecil, Herbert, and Wilkes to Privy Council, Rouen,

24 Feb. 1598, P.R.O., S.P. 78, 11.1, f- 181, and. Cecil and Herbert to

Privy Council, Eouen, 26 Feb. 1598, Ibid., f. 187.

'ZEdward Vaughan to Cecil, e.....,iz search 1598, gem, f. 200.
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Wilkes' death left his servants in a predicament. Anxious that "no

scandal" arise over his burial abroad, they contravened his wish to be

buried in Rouen and gave order for preparing the body for shipment back

to England. However, this all required significant outlays of unavailable

cash for apothecary fees, a coffin, and a carriage to transport the body

'back to Dieppe.1 Vaughan quickly dispatched another of Sir Thomas'

servants, Hr. Corbett, to Paris to explain their problem to Cecil and

ask him to direct "some merchant at Dieppe to furnish us with some 200

crowns." He was also- to ask that Cecil write his father, .Lord Burghley,

to grant "some honorable allowance" for transportation charges and to

continue Wilkes' 50s. ES. g‘diet until they could return. Corbett

arrived in Paris on‘the 3rd and there submitted these requests. Cecil

graciously made arrangements for shipping Wilkes' body home, "gave order

to one Willaston a merchant of Rouen to furnish Vaughan with 200 crowns,"

and sent the latter's letter to the Privy Council for further consider-

ation.2

After Wilkes' body reached England, he was probably buried beside

his first wife nergeret in the parish church of Rickmansworth.3 Still

living at Rickmansworth, Wilkes' second wife Frances was renrried there

\ on June .24th of the same year to William Jephson, son of William Jephson

 

1c’ecii to Burghley, Paris, 3 March 1598, Ibid., f. 202.

zIbid., Vaughan to Cecil, Rouen, 2 March 1598, Ibid., f. 200.

There is a "Report" of1Ceci1's 1598 embassy to France which includes a

lengthy itemization of his expenses but there is no mentionsof any

expense incurred because of Wilkes' death. Ibid., f. 38.

3The Hartford County Record Office, "Transcript of Church Register

Transcripts: St. Albans Archdeaconry: Rickmansworth, " IV is incoqlete

for the year 1598. The "Hishop' s Transcripts" onlycover from 19 Sept.

to the end of 1598. A visit to the parish Church of St. Mary's in

_‘Rickmansworth also reveals nothing about Wilkes or his first wife. Even

ll. Salmon' s The Histog_of Hertfordshire (London: [Ho publisher given],

1728) , p. 111,which gives a rather extensive list of the monuments

found within the early eighteenth-century Church (before it was torn dam

and replaced with the present structure inthe early nineteenth century),
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esquire of Froyle, Hampshire.1 As for Sir Thomas Wilkes' only child,

Margaret, there is only one mention of her after her father's death.

' This tee be found in George J. Armytage and J. Paul Rylands, ed.,

Pedigrees H41; 35 the Visitation. o_f_ Cheshire, 1613 (London: The Harleian

Society, 1909), p. 204 which lists the Sir John Savage pedigree. It not

only indicates that Sir John's daughter, Frances, married Thomas Wilkes

but also shows that Frances' nephew, another Sir John Savage, married

"liargarett da. to Tho. Weekes, Clarke of ......" The name. "Weeks" is

I often found in sixteenth-century doctments as a substitute for "Wilkes ,"

so that presents no problem. What about the missing words? A quick

guess would give one "the Privy Council." Fortunately, in this case

there is proof that such an assumption is correct. A close look under

an ultraviolet l-p, at the original early seventeenth-century visitation

record (B.M., Harl. Has. 1535, .f. 246) reveals umistakeably the letter

"the F._ounc_ _." Thus it appears that Frances Savage Wilkes accepted

the charge given her by Sir Thomas to raise up little Margaret to a

marriageable age. In fact, she saw to it that Margaret married her

brother Edward's son, John.

4 As for Wilkes' official positions, they were eagerly bid for by

hungry office seekers. Only six days after his death, and certainly not

more than one or two days after news of it reached England, Rowland White

reported from Westminster, that "Sir Thomas Wilkes died in Rouen upon

 

some of which date back to 1503, lists nothing on Wilkes. There are also

no Inquisitions Post Hortem on Wilkes that might include where he was

buried. Dr. Conrad Swan, York Herald of Arms informs me that unlike

Lady Hargaret Wilkes, there is no extant funeral certificate for Sir Thomas.

. 1"The Society of Genealogists, "Hertfordshire Harriages," p. 147,

. W. Harry Rylands, ed., Pedigees From _t_hg Visitation o_f Hampshire (London:

The Harleian Society, 1913) , p. I49, and P.C.C. 108 Cope. Later on 23

April 1603, William Jephson was knighted by King James I at Eelvoir

castle. See Shaw's Knights o_f_ England, 11, p. 103.
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Thursday [sic] last; here is great suitors for his two places, the Clerk-

ship of the Council and the nuster Master General of the Low Countries."1

William Waad, a fellow Clerk of the Council, was the successful one in

lending Wilkes' job as Huster Hester General2 and Thomas Edmondes, for

whom Wilkes had earlier been willing to resign his Clerkship, finally

obtained hie position as Clerk on 29 June 1599.3

 

1Thite to Sir Robert Sidney, Strand, 7 lurch 1598, Collins, ed.,

Letters a_nd_ Hemorials, 11, PP. 94-95.

2Council Warrant to William Heredith, Pansster General in' the

Low Countries, Greenwich, 23 July 1598, A,P,C., nun, pp. 602.33.

3A.F. Pollard, "Council, Star Mar, and Privy Council under

the Tudors," E,LR., EEEVIII (Jan. 1923), pp. 56-57, footnote no. 3.



CW1!

CLERK 0! m Pam COUMIL

It is interesting to note at this point in the study of Sir Thomas

Wilkes' career, that of his approximately twenty-five years of public

service (April 1573-March 1598) only five were actually spent on diplo-

matic assignments. The remaining twenty were taken up with his respon-

sibilities as a Clerk of the Privy Council. Yet, the documents available

for his daestic career are perhaps only“ one-fifth as nimerous as those

relating to his foreign service. Still, this proves to be more than ..

enough information to illustrate adequately this fascinating portion of

his life.

Though much has been written about the Privy Council itself, very

little has ever been said concerning the office of Clerk of that Council,

and what has been written has never focused very intently upon the .

personalities of those who held that position.1 By looking closely at

Wilkes' service with the Council it is hoped that some light may be

shed not only upon the office of Clerk but upon the functioning of the

Privy Council itself.

 

]'A. F. Pollard, "Council, Star Chamber, and Privy Council under

the Tudors," E,H.R.,‘ XEEVIII, (January 1923), pp. 42-60 [hereafter

cited: Pollard "Council"], has sou information on the clerks themselves

but very little on the office of clerk. E. R. Adair, "The First Clerk

of the Privy Council, " Law Quarterly _R_eview, mu (April 1923) , pp.

240-44 has some background material on the development of this office

under Henry VIII but not much else. Cheyney, A fiistogz o__f_ Englan ,I,

Ch. Valso has a little information. The most important information to -

date on the subject appears to1.be that of Dorothy M. Gladish [later

Heades] , The TudorP Qounc (Rletford: The Retford, Gainsborough and

Workshop Times, 1915:, pp. 36-43.
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The Privy Council

Before launching into Wilk’hs' career as a Clerk of the Council

it is necessary to look briefly at the Privy Council itself. As a

select: group of the King's nuerous counselors it was born sometime

between the years 1527 'and 1537 as the offspring of it's parent chader,

the Council of the Star Chamber. Ey 1540'every other Tudor Council,

whether it was the Star Chamber or the "ordinary council" and "council

at large" were in complete subordination to it. It was the Privy Council

speaking in the name of Ring Henry which could exercise all the plentitude

of his power to carry out the actual work of government. It developed

out of a need for a separation of the judicial from the executive and

' administrative duties of Henry's Council, and though it concerned itself

primarily with the latter responsibilities it did continue to exercise

quasi-judicial and even legislative powers. Judicially, its main concern

weed with the "arrang-ent and supervision of judicial administration

and not the supervision of the courts." Legislatively, its main concern

was to govern England during those long periods, especially under the

reign of Elisabeth, when Parliament did not eit.1

In‘an informative document entitled "A Brief and Emery Tract

Showing what Appertaineth to the Place, Dignity, and Office. of a Councilor

of State in a lionarchy or other Co-onwealth,"2 Wilkes provides many clues

 

161197907: A E__rzilto 2; Eggland, I, Ch. V, and Pollard, "Council,"

FPO 42.60.

28.11., Stowe lies. 29b, ff. 7-20. This-tract is a "17th century

copy" and is said to have been {'Written by Sir Thoma Wilkes Eat. one

of the Clerks of her Majesty's Council and by him dedicated to Sir

Robert Cecil knight, one of her Hajesty's Privy Council and Principal

Secretary of Estate." It is difficult to pinpoint the date of this

treatise. At the beginning Wilkes suggests that his "10 years experience

in a school of state" under many "rare" schoolmasters may have qualified

him to write such a paper. If he means from the time hebecame Clerk

of the Privy Council this would give us the date of 1586. If this. is
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as to the responsibilities of the Council. He divided the first half

of his treatise into three main headings: Religion, War, and Justice.

The first he barely touched upon, claiming its maintenance to be the

"highest" duty of any Councilor. 0n the "science of War" Wilkes revealed

his own-solid [understanding of the subject and in doing so stressed that

. the councilors. must be well informed on the ability of their sovereign

to make war, on the apportionment of the country's foot, horse, ships,

castles, and ports, and on all alliances and treaties in force between

England and other countries. As for Justice, Wilkes detailed the three

kinds of causes which come before the Council: firstly, all matters of

state thatconcerned the governing of the realm both at home and abroad;

secondly, "the cannon griefs of the subjects," some of which were

remediable by conlson law, but because of the poverty of the litigants

were heard before the Council; and thirdly, disputes between the nobility

or other principal men of the realm which could easily prove dangerous

to the monarch and the state.

Wilkes went on in his paper to explain that since all monarchs

have both "virtues and vices" it was extremely important that the Council

further the "love and loyalty" of the subjects towards their sovereign

by not suffering these "imperfections" to he made known. To do otherwise

could lead to their refusal to obey his will.

The Council also had responsibilities towards the "coinage" and

"co-:odities" of the realm. "The fineness or baseness of the coin current

groweth from the Prince," Wilkes explained, and thefbetter the coin the

 

Cecil was approximately twenty-three years of age. Perhaps Wilkes wrote

it in an effort to endear himself to Burghley who certainly had aspirations

for his son's advancement. It seems more likely that the treatise was

written sometime around August 1591 when Sir Robert joined the Council.

It may have been Wilkes way of showing that there were no hard feelings

for his own failure to be appointed as Principal Secretary or possibly

an attempt to illustrate his own qualifications for that office.
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better it was for both sovereign and subject. ,As for England's commodities,

care had to be taken that those produced in overabundance were not restrict-

ed from being exported. This was especially true of wool, cloth, and

corn of which at least two-thirds of the annual production.wes shipped

abroad.

The Council under Elizabeth exercised its extensive powers in all

directions. For the first time during her reign the Council can‘he found

"issuing orders in its own name in the form of proclamations" such

as those for the preper observance of Lent, for reformation of abuses

in dress, and the regulation of coinage.‘ Piracy and foreign trade were

both constant reasons for proclammtions. Throughout the whole of the

Tudor period the Council retained, under the crown, the ifiediate control

of all military affairs both on land-or on the water. Rseusants, popish

and otherwise, came especially under the Council's scrutiny. In short,

the Privy Council involved itself in everything.1

Increasingly after 1540 both the duties and composition of the

Privy Council were anti-feudal. With few exceptions after that date

can one find councilors who could trace their titles back to before the

dissolution of the monasteries. Nearly all came to owe their positions

to the generosity of one of the Tudor monarchs. Likewise, the necessity

of their continuous residence in: and around Westminster as well as their

training in statecraft and diplomacy proved wholly incompatible‘with

feudal habits and aspirations. "If," as Pollard states, "the Renaissance

ruled out feudal nobles, the Reformation tended to exclude the clergy."

Thus, under Elizabeth, ecclesiastical Privy Councilors tended to

 

1c1edieh, 1h; Tudor Frizz council, pp. 33-1'01.
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disappear altogether. Henry limited the exclusive and all powerful Privy

Council to an efficient and controllable nineteen. Under Edward VI

it grew to at least twenty-six and under Mary to the inordinate size of

fifty. It took Elizabeth to rectify this administrative error, and for

the first thirty years of her reign the Privy Council averaged about

fifteen members. After the Armada, it dropped to thirteen and after

1595 to as low as ten or eleven, with attendance averaging about six to

eight.1

Clerk of the. Privy Council

Though there were many "Clerks of the Council" during the years

1460 to 15332 the man who can accurately be called the first "Clerk of

the Privy Council" was Thomas Derby who was already a Clerk of the. Signet

when appointed to his new office on- January L88th 15331.1 Unlihehother'st who

served on the Council of the Star Chadwer, Derby 's duties were, concerned

mainly with administrative sctivities.3 On August 10th 1540 his fellow

 

1Ibid., pp. 53-56. ArchbishopiHeath ceased to be called after

5 January 1559 and after Wotton died in 1567 no ecclesiastic sat in

Council until Archbichop Whitgift beghn attending in 1585 to symbolize

Elizabeth's alliance withpthe Church :against Parliament. Ibid.

2Gladish, _T11_e_ Tudor Prin Council, pp. 36-37 gives an extensive

list of some of those clerks, however, she seem unaware of the distinction

to be made between the various types of council clerks.

3The distinction between the two offices of Clerk of the Privy

Council and Clerk of the Star Chamber is explained in another way by

Lord Burghley's speech in the Star Chadeer whenihe "declared before all

the presence that the same Court [of Star Chamber] was the Council of

State and the Clerk of the Council of England and that there was no other

Clerk of the Queen's Council of State but only the Clerk of this Court,

and that the others were Clerks of the Privy Councilgattending upon her

Majesty's Royal person and those other Clerks were to attend at The Council

table." Cora L. Schofield, A Study o_f_ the Court o_f_ Star CMCE (New

York: Hurt Franklin, 1969 [originally published in 1900]), p. 62.
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Clerk of the Signet, William Paget, took his place as Clerk of the Privy

Council while he [Derby] was made secretary to the new Queen Catherine

Howard.1 From then on until the appointment of Wilkes as a clerk on

July 18th 1576 the succession of clerks of the Privy Council was as

follows: On September 28th 1541 the King's French secretary, John liason,

was sworn to act as clerk, while Paget was sent as ambassador to France.

Upon his return from France, Paget was made one- of the two Principal

Secretaries and a Privy Councilor so, on April 23rd 1542, liason and

William Honnings were sworn as clerks. On December 18th 1545, with

Hason having succeeded Sir Brian Tuke as Hester of the Posts, Honnings

became senior clerk and Thomas Chaloner was appointed junior clerk.

Thomas Smith is referred to as a Clerk of the Council on January 3rd 1548

and on April 17th of the same year the Council register states that

Armsgil Waad (or Wade) had acted as such without fees since mid-sul-er

1547. Honnings', Chaloner's, and Wade's salaries are then mentioned

without any reference to Smith. The last mention of Honnings is in 1549,

and when Chaloner was promoted in 1551 Wade became senior clerk with the

Welshman William Thomas (appointed April 19th 1551) and Bernard Hampton

(appointed September 24th 1551) both becoming junior clerks. At Mary's

accession all three of these men lost their offices while in their places

were sworn Francis Allen and William Smith (July 30th 1553). However,

the next year (June ‘l9th 1554), Hampton reappears on the scene as a clerk

in place of Allen. He and Smith were then employed by Mary throughout

the remainder of her reign. Anxious to dislocate public service as

 

1:. e. Adair, "The First Clerk of the Privy Council," &w

R__e___view, xxxn (April 1923) , pp. 240-44 makes this claim for Derby just

three months after Pollard' s above cited article on the Privy Council

stated that Paget was the first clerk.
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little as possible, Elizabeth not only left William Smith in office but

apparently appointed no one else for a number of years. Finally, on

3 Play 1571 a second clerk was appointed in the person of Edmund Tremaine

who was probably rewarded with the office for having done intelligence

work for William Cecil in Ireland in 1569. Smith seems to have given up

his position at this time for he is no longer mentioned in the Council

Register after 1571. On 8 July 1572 Walsingham's brother-in-lsw and

former personal secretary, Robert Scale, was appointed as clerk to

assist Tremaine.1

At this point it will be remediered that sometime in late 1574 or

early 1575 Wilkes had been promised the office of Clerk but because of

pressing diplomatic assignments had been unable to be sworn in until his

return from France in June 1576.2 By this time the increase in the

business transacted by the Council necessitated an increase in the

number of clerks from two to an unprecedented four. Accordingly, on 18

July 1576 while the Council was in session at St. James, Wilkes and

ur. Henry Cheke were sworn in as clerks for life, with a yearly salary

of £40 or £50 each.3

 

1Pollard, "Council," pp. 37-39 footnote no. 3 and Cladish, Th__e_

Tudrg P.'_______rinCouncil, pp. 37-39.

2Wilkes to Burghley, Strasbourg, 29 Aug. 1575, B.H., Cott. liss.

Galba a. 11, ff. 351-52.

3Wilkes Patent, 12 Oct. 1576, P.R.O., "Calendar of Patent Rolls:

Elizabeth," f. 3 and A.P__.__C., IE, p. 166. The figure of £40 m____annum

is given as Wilkes' salary by Edward Hughes, Studies i_n Administration

.and Finance 1_5__58-1825 clenchester, Hanchester University Press, 1934),

p._53, but, he,lists no source for that information. Clerk of the Council

Robert Beale spoke to Sir Robert Cecil in Ray of 1599=of "my fee'of £50

yearly for the clerkship of the Council." (H.H.C., Salisbu_ry, IE, p. 154.)

,Vmether he meant that this was his salary or salary plus additional fees

is not certain. Cheyney, _Th_e Histon__of Eggland, I, p. 76, states that

Wilkes and the other three_clerks all received "a salary of £25 and fees"

but he too fails to give the source of his information. As far back as

April 1550 the three clerks Honnings, Chaloner, and Wade were receiving
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The oath of office the two men were required to take is worth quoting:

You shall swear to be a true and faithful servant unto the Queen's

Majesty as one of the Clerks of her Highness' Privy Council. You

shall not know "or understand of any manner thing to be attemted,

done, or spoken against her Majesty's person, honor, crown, or

dignity royal, but you shall let or withstand the same to be the

uttermost of your power, and either do or cause it to be revealed

unto you or that shall be treated of secretly in Council, or if

any of the same treaties or counsels shall touch any of the same

Councilors, you shall not reveal the same unto him, but shall keep

the same until such time as, by consent of her Majesty or of the

Council, publication shall be made thereof. You shall to your

uttermost bear faith and true allegiance to the Queen's Majesty, her

heirs and lawful successors, and shall assist and defend all juris-

dictions, pre-eminences, and authorities granted to her Majesty and

annexed to her Crown by Act of Parliament or otherwise against all

foreign princes, persons, prelates, or potentates, etc., and

generally in all things you shall do as a faithful and true servant

and subject ought to do to her Majesty. So help you God and the

holy contents of this book.1

Wilkes soon found himself with more than enough to do. Early in

Elizabeth's reign the rule of the Council had been to meet either at

nine A.H. or in afternoon sessions on Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday,

with morning or afternoon meetings and extra sessions when necessary.

Howover, the ever-increasing pressure of business soen extendedmeeting

times not only to all day sessions but to daily meetings, including

Sundays. For example, there was so much business during the year 1

October 1590 to 1 October 1591 that the Council was forced to meet on

forty-seven out of fifty-two Sundays.2 Periodically, individual Privy

Councilors would sullen Wilkes as early as 7:00 or 8:30 Adi. to discuss

pre-council business.3

 

salaries of £50, £40, and 50 marks respectively. See Cladish, 1L“! Tudor

Prigz Council, p. 38. The above mentioned Henry Cheke was the son of

Sir John Cheke tutor to Edward VI, and William Cecil's college friend.

.
.
s

AePeCe, '11:, PP. 78.79e
 

2mm, 1). 180, Ibid., v11, pp. 33-34, 267, and 306, and 21.1.,

mm, pp. 1-150.

3Burghley to Sir Robert Cecil, [1], [June 1595], Wright, ed.,

Queen Elizabeth 934 _R_ei Times, 11, p. 445 and Hatton to Wilkes, [?],
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Just how much of the time the clerks had to be in attendance on

these meetings is uncertain. Their job was never to record discussion

in the Council Register but only the decisions, and then, only those

decisions they were instructed to enter. Interestingly, they did not

always write the entries but employed deputy clerks to do so, thus making

their own work in connection with the Register one of their more insig-

nificant duties.1 Once in a while Wilkes and his fellow clerks were

even excluded from Council meetings of a highly secret nature. The

Spanish Ambassador in London, Mendoza, reported to Philip II on 16

October 1579 that Elisabeth

amend the whole of the Council to again give her their opinion

with regard to the marriage [with Alenson]. They met uny times,

and on the 7th instant were in session from 8:00 o'clock in the

morning until seven at night, without stirring from the room,

having sent the clerks away, which as I have told your Rajesty is

very rarely done and only when something very secret and important

is being discussed.2

then Elisabeth made her usual I“! tour of the royal palaces at

Richmond, lonsuch, Waking, and Windsor the Privy Council always followed

 

20 in, 1583, n.s., Egerton 1m. 2074, f. 57.

10. R. Elton, E: Tudor Constitution: 20;umsnts and Co-entag

(Catridge: At the University Press, 1960), p. 102 and 6mm, T_h_e_

Tudor Prin Council, pp. 40-41. In 1593 the Clerks of the Council

appear to be sharing a servant between them to assist them in the Council

Chamber. On 26 August of that year there is a warrant to the Treasurer

of the Chamber "to pay unto the Clerks of the Council or else unto A

Randolph Hellin their co-son servant attending on the Council Chest, for

four standishes at 6s. a piece, for a paper book and two canvas bags, for

a hinge and mending the Council Chest, the sum of 37s.10d." This "co-on

servant may have been Humphrey Rogers or his equal who in April 1398 .

was keeper of the Council Chamber. He probably followed the Councilors

in order to prepare the Chadmr where they sat in Council, when they went

on progress with the Queen. Rogers was granted 224 in 1598 "for his

attendance and, pains taken, and for provision of boughs, flowers, and

other necessaries for the said Chafier, and for his charges in the progess

time for his stuff and lodging for one whole year." 5,3,3” XXIV, p. 486,

and Ibid., nun, p. 387. .

229-LO sail, II, P. 702. my b:“ht..)
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her. 1 There was generally no great need for _a Council at Westminster

during this time, for none of these royal palaces was more than two

or three hours ride from the capital. Occasionally, one or two of the

Council remained behind to transact some pressing business but more

often than not the ordinary matters that arose in the Council's short

absence were left to the care of one or two of the always clever and

competent clerks who were also assigned to remain behind.2

In June of 1552 the three Clerks of the Council'hdd. ahked for

and received permission for two of them always to be present at the

Council Board, with the third free of responsibility for a fortnight

at a time.3 It is not certain if some similar type of work schedule

was available to the two clerks in the early part of Elisabeth‘s reign,

but when the appointment of Wilkes and Cheke brought the total to

I four it was soon decided among them to petition the Council for a new

schedule. On 3 January 1578 it was agreed that each clerk would be in

attendance for three periods of two months in each year, thus requiring

1

six months council service a year with the remaining months to be used

for private purposes or diplomatic assignments." Unfortunately this

 

l~<3reenwich was Elizabeth's usual spring residence. Invariab'ly

'during the "plague" months of July-Septedrer she started on the above

"Surrey tour" occasionally varying it, as she did in 1587, with a visit

to Lord Burghley at Theobalds. Pollard, "Council." P. 50, f‘ootnote no. 1.

2pm., and Gladish, 9; Tudor pun Council, p. 48."

3A,r.c,, Iv, pp. 82-83.

41bid., :1, pp. 4-5. "mu: schedule looked in. this:

Jan. Henry Cheke Jul Thomas Wilkes

Feb. Edmund Tremaine Aug Henry Cheke

March Edmund Tremaine Bap . Henry Cheke

April Robert Beale Oct Edmund Tremaine

Hay Robert Beale Hov. Robert Beale

June Thomas Wilkes Dec;] Thomas Wilkes
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excellent arrangement was soon made useless by the appointment of

Cheke to the office of Secretary of the Council of the North in 1581

and the death of Tremaine in 1532.1 This left Wilkes and Beale to carry

the whole load which soon proved to be a great strain on them both.

By July 1584 the increased burden of clerical work coupled with the death

of Wilkes' wealthy father-in-law, the expense of his home in Brentford,

and a £500 debt led him to approach Elizabeth for some kind of relief.

As he later explained to, Leicester:

I besought her partly in respect of my poverty, but principally

in regard of a natural weakness and infirmity fallen upon me by

reason of the continual and intolerable toil of my writing,

whereby I am so troubled with aches in my head and pains and

swelling in my eyes that I. protest I cannot any longer endure

and abide the toil and attendance of mine office, without peril

of my life or of some dangerous disease like to grow upon me, I

might either be relieved by the admission of one more into the

office or wholly dismissed from the same; whereof her Majesty at

that time gave no show of misliking but seemed contented that some

other might take my place.2

When to his dismay Wilkes later learned that Elisabet was terribly upset

with his request, she thinking him determined "to forsake her services,"

he turned to Leicester and begged him,

to be a means to qualify and remove her Majesty's indignation

conceived against me, and withall that it may please your Lordship

earnestly to move her Majesty to have» compassion of ‘my' hard estate,

I mean as well of my poverty as of my bodily infirmity, that she

may please'to allow my most humble and lowly petition to admit a

third clerk of the Council, whereby, each of us waiting monthly

I may have two months likely to follow and attend my particular

affairs, for the maintaining of my house and of my charge of: my

wife and family and every third month to give mine attendance at

the Court.3 '

 r—

10,1,B., x, p. 178, and Pollard, "Council," p. 56, footnote no. 3.

2Wilkes to Leicester, [1], 12 July 1584, B.M., Cott. Mss. Titus

Be “leaf. 30.

3mm.
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Living just a few miles up the Thames from London at Brentford,

Wilkes had been so continually on call by the Privy Council that he deter-

mined to sell his home and,

remove with my wife and family into Wiltshire, where I mean to hide

myself till God shall bless me with some better fortune; and being

so far removed from London, I shall riot be able to attend so much

as I have done...without my undoing.

Either Wilkes' appeal or the Privy Council's intention to send Beale on

assignment to Germany eventually produced results, for in May of 1585

one finds William Waad, son of the former Clerk Armsgil Waad,

serving as a Clerk of the Privy Council.2 Whether Wilkes received his

request for two months leave out of every three is doubtful.

Beale, Wilkes, and Waad remained the only three clerks until the

first five months of 1587 when an additional three. were appointed:

firstly, in January, Thomas Windebank, Elizabeth 's Clerk of the Signet,

 

libid. Wilkes went on in this letter to ask Leicester that if he

[Leicester] was unable to induce Elizabeth to appoint another Clerk then

to attempt to persuade her "to dismiss me from my service at The Council

Board and retain me to be employed in some other service, at her good

pleasure...hoping that it shall not seem strange or new. unto her.,that for

the reasons before mentioned I desire to be released. If her Majesty

[will] recall to her remembrance that Sir Ralph Sadler [1507-1587], one

of Henry VIII's two Principal Secretaries of State) being in the Ring her

father's time, Secretary, and finding himself unable to endure the pain-

ful travail of that office, was, upon his [requestl], \with the King's

good favor dismissed." (My brackets.)

2s.n.c., Salisbu , III, p. 96, and §_a_1. £03., 11, pp. 240 and

242. Because the Council Register is missing for the years 15'82-1586,

it is uncertain when Waad became Clerk. In 1613, while still serving

in that capacity, he stated that he had "been Clerk of the Council in .

Ordinary for 30 years ,..." This would make him a Clerk in 1583, a whole

year before Wilkes cospleined of their being only two clerks. Most likely

Waad exaggerated the length of his service for' it is certain that even

though he was in London in July 1584 [931. £03,, XVIII, pp. 600 and 606]

it was not he but Beale who was serving as' the second clerk throughout

1584 [9;], 203., II, pp. 151-171, and 200]. Thus, if Wilkes' statement

about there being only two clerks is accurate (and there is no reason

why it should not be), then, it appears that Waad was not appointed Clerk

until late 1584 or early 1585.
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received a temporary appointment as acting Clerk of the Council--one

which he seems not to have held past the first of'the year.1 Next,

on March 19th at Greenwich, Anthony Ashley was sworn a Clerk of the

Council2 and finally, on May 5th Daniel Rogers was also appointed.3 The

latter two clerks were apparently chosen to carry on the work in place

of Beale, who was threatening to resign because of his poverty,‘ and

Waad, who was busy being a courier.5 It must also "be remembered that

from July 1586 to July 1587 Wilkes was in the Netherlands and from August

1587 until August 1589 he was more or less in disgrace.6

 

1H.M.C., Salishu , 111, p. .214 end A.P,C., m, p. 288.

zIbid., p. 335.

3Ibid., XV, p. 111. Rogers died on 11 Feb. 1591 ID,M,B., IL,

pp. 116-17] and apparently no successor to him was appointed. This left

four clerks, Wilkes, Waad, Beale, and Ashley until'l6 Sept. 1595 when

Thomas Smith appears as a Clerk [H.M.C., Salisbury. V, pp. 380 and 385.2

The IL“. (LIII, p. 127') states Smith was appointed Clerk in 1587 but

there is no evidence for this anywhere]. Thus, fora time there were

again five clerks; but sometime in the late simmer or autun of 1596 ' .

Ashley appears to have been disgraced either for misconduct’while acting

as Secretary for War in the famous 1596 Cadiz expedition [A.P.C., XXVI,

p. 180 and D.H,B., II, pp. 170-71] or for interference with the normal

procedures for petitioning redress of grievances in October of the same

year [Ibid, , p. 275]. The four Clerks were reduced again to three upon

the death of Wilkes in March 1598. His place was eventually taken by

Thomas Edmondes, but again with the death of Beale on 25 May 1601 the

nunber became three. Unfortunately what little remains of the Council

Register between 1601 and the end of Elizabeth's reign tells us nothing

about these clerks. Ashley may have been reinstated as a clerk before

the Queen's death [§_a_l. 29., V, p. 506] but more probably the reign

ended with only Waad, Smith, and Edmondes as clerks. With James'I's

accession these three were re-sworn as Clerks on 4 May 1603 [A.P.C. ,

XXIII, p. 497] just fivedays after Ashley had also been reinstated

[Ibid., Po 496le I

"Suit of Robert Beale, April 7 1587, ggl,‘ygg., 11, p. 408.

$gg;g., p. 407 end 418.

6a.r,c., XVIII, p. 11.
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At this point it is necessary to look more closely at Wilkes'

specific duties as a clerk. By its very nature the Privy Council dealt

with subjects varying in dignity from the highest matters of state to

the most trivial affairs of private life and almost without exception

the clerks proved to be the workhorses for carrying out these innumer-

able tasks. Though it would be impractical: to itemize all their respon-

sibilities, a fairly close look at Wilkes' duties alone will demonstrate

amply what was, required of all of them.

Interestingly enough, the most important duty this domestic office

required of Wilkes end his fellow clerks was the confidential transaction

of important diplomatic business with foreign princes. As hasalready

been demonstrated, time and again, Wilkes' first-hand knowledge of Privy

Council matters more than adequately equipped him for his numerous foreign

assignments. Still, the great bulk of his time was spent on more local

matters.

Por the transaction of Council business and the authentication of

the numerous documents that passed through their hands, each clerk had

a Privy Council Seal (not to be confused with the Privy Seal). In 1555

the Council had requested of Queen Mary that it be granted a special seal

of its own, and on May 20th of the same year this was agreed to with the

stipulation that the,

seal should be made with the letters "P."'and ' .", with a crown

over the same, which seal all letters passing this Board should be

sealed, and the same to remain in the custody of the eldest clerk

of the Council.1

Later, on 30 April 1573, a warrant to the Treasurer of the. Chaiser

granted £4 2s. 6d. to the two clerks, Beale and Tremaine, to. purchase

 

1Ibid., v, p. 130.
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m seals for their office.1 Though Wilkes like the other most certainly

possessed one of these seals, neither he nor any of them had independent

authority sufficient to use the seal without the Council's permission.2

In his "Brief and Suimnary Tract" dedicated to Sir Robert Cecil,

Wilkes explained that the office of Clerk of the Council was established

in the reign of Henry VIII,

to the end that acts and records might be kept of their doings

and consultations, for the benefit of the King's services, [the]

; col-sodity of his subjects whose causes should come before them, and

[the] discharge of themselves in the course of their proceedings.

However, aside from these more secretarial duties of taking

minutes, translating documents, copying dispatches and instructions, and

deciphering, sealing, and dispatching‘ letters Wilkes was continually

swamped with a host of odd jobs. Following the death of inortant

people, he could be found making an "inventory" [of their "furniture,

wardrobe, plate, etc.," compiling a catalogue of all their books, papers,

and matters of state," and submitting suggestions as to what should be

done with the deceased's household servants.3 He was always busy "fetch-

ing" someone before the Council Chamber for the Lords to question,

releasing acquitted prisoners from London jails ,4 and searching the

lodgings of suspicious characters. When, in November 1584, it was dis-

covered that "a lewd fellow" had gained entry into'Coe-ons and listened

 

1Ibid. , VIII, p. 101. See Leonard W. Labree and Robert E. Moody,

"The Seal of the Privy Council," E.H,’R., XLIII (April 1928) , pp. 190-202

for an explanation as to why the keeper of thisseal, unlike the Reapers

of the Great Seal, the Privy Seal, and the Signet, never developed into

administrative officers of the first rank.

2Ibid., p. 198.

3B.M.,,Stowe Mss., 296, ff. 7-20, Ibid.; Egerton Mss. 2074, f.

44, B.M.,,Hatfield Mss. [microfilm] 011., f. 51. '

"Ibid., 111, pp. 165-66, r.a.0., s.p. 12, com, r. 47, 0.14.

Add. nee“.39,828, r. 86, end n.r.c., xx, pp. 200-201, and mm, p. 14.
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to a whole day's debate before being detected, it was Wilkes who searched

Mama,huuuuwhm,mdfluwhminwuwmlOhm,muu

was assigned both to carry information between the Council and the

various foreign ambassadors in London, and to treat with them in Elizabeth‘s

behalf. Occasionally he was sent to discover, if possible, these ambass-

ador's instructions before they presented them to an unprepared Eliza-

beth.2 In 1593, and possibly in connection with his responsibilities

as Mus ter-Master-Ceneral of the Low Countries, Wilkes was put in charge

of seeing to it that all "maimed" soldiers were supplied with a pension

by their local county authorities. When the Justices of the Peace in

the County of Staffordshire complained that they had more maimed soldiers

than they were able to relieve, Wilkes went about to secure a council

letter directing the county officials to lessen each man's pension enough

so that every soldier could obtain relief.3 Earlier, near Christmas 1590,

when London was again overrun'with absentee "court captains" and

"other officers" from the LowrCountries,‘Wilkes, along with the Treasurer-

at-Whr Sir Thomas Shirley, was directed "to make diligent inquiry" into

the matter. These men were to be called before them, questioned as to

the validity of their reasons for being in London and then fined, de-

prived of their offices, or commanded back to their posts if unable to

defend their absence.“

Because he had a good head for figures and was experienced in

foreign customs Wilkes was often used to investigate commercial disputes

 

1Wright, ed., fleen Elizabeth _a_n_d gs; Times, 11, pp. 244-45.

2L, &.A., II, no. 268, Eel, s ain, 11, pp. 190-91, end Digges,

p. 359.

34.r,c., xxxv, pp. 191492, end 200, end xxv, p. 182.

“Ibid., xx, pp. 152-53.
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both on a local and an international level. In the local quarrels he

was sometimes asked to do what he could to settle the dispute out of

court but generally he merely submitted his recomendations to the

Council for their consideration.1

Often Wilkes' clerical duties led him out of the capital to other

parts of the realm. In October 1589 he was in Somerset collecting a

private debt on behalf of the Privy Council.2 Later, in October 1596,

he was assigned to look into the "relief of the poor" in County Hert-

fordshire, where the export of grain'by monopolistic merchants had

caused a "great dearth of grain...in the hundreds of Cashio and Dacorum."

Wi‘lkes was charged with seeing to it that all such merchants and farmers

were instructed not "to carry their grain to other urkets before the

market within the hundred be served."3 In December 1582 he was in Rirt-

ling, Cambridgeshire playing cupid for Elizabeth who was interested in

arranging a marriage between a Mr. Enollys (not Sir Francis) and Lady

Rivett's youngest daughter. In spite of that mother's earlier promise

to Elizabeth, Wilkes found to his and Rnollys' dismay that she had

filled her daughter's head with so many objections to the match as to

make it impossible. It did not take Rnollys long to change his mind,

especially after seeing the eldest daughter when he quickly decided was

the better pick of the two. He asked Wilkes "to employ" himself "to

the winning of her," but because the latter's co-ission directed him

only to the youngest daughter he dared not comply with the request without

 

1161d., pp. 195-6, xxl, pp. 393-94, XXII,‘pp; 199-200, xxlv,

p. 2159, end xxv1, p. 166, 2.3.0., s.p. 12 ccxxxx, r. 43 end CLXXXVIII,

f. 185, and B.M., Egerton Mss. 1694, f. 22.

@1.r,c., XVIII, p. 175.

31bid., xxvz, pp. 258-59.
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"further warrant." The outcome of this assignment is not known.1 In

early 1594 Wilkes found himself acting as the chief liason and corres-

pondent between Elizabeth and the Privy Council on one hand and one

Roloff Peterson of Lubeck, Germany, who in letters had promised "at the

peril of his head, to bring 40,000 dollars2 into her Majesty's coffers...

without one penny of expense." Apparently, a Rentish Alchemist, one

Clement Ouldfield, had lived with Peterson in Lubeck from 1587 until

his death in September 1593, at which time he claimed to have perfected

a formula composed of "sol" (gold), "luna" (silver), and mercury.

Contained in three "glass bodies," Peterson explained that this formula

was of such importance, value, and secrecy that "none but a high and

mighty prince should participate in it. " Given six months to decide if

she were interested, Elizabeth ordered the "glass’bddiefl sent to her

for inspection. However, not finding anyone in England knowledgeable

enough to ascertain the formula's worth, she returned the "glass bodies"

to the safe keeping of the Governor of the Merchant Adventurers in Stade

(Hindersachsen, Germany) until a continental expert, who at the time was

sick, could inspect them. She promised Peterson £500 if "pleased" with

the formula. Obviously, the whole affair proved to be just another one

of those sixteenth-century hoaxes designed to pry money away from

monarchs, but it is useful in illustrating the diversity of a clerk's

duties. 3-

 

1r.a.0., S.P. 12, cm, ff. 58-59.

2"Dollar" was the sixteenth-century English name for the German

thaler, a large silver coin equal to approximately 5s. Thus, 40,000

dollars would be equivalent to £10, 000.

3Harrison, ed., __Th_g English Journals, 1, pp. 277-78, 282, 287,

and 325, H.M.C., Salisbu , V, p. 458, and VIII, pp. 113-14, and _C_a_1_. 293.,

Iv, Pp. 17-18.
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As a Clerk of the Council, and when given permission by that body,

Wilkes, like the other clerks, had the right to sit in judgment on

many of the more minor disputes between parties. He could issue writs

for their appearance before him, call in witnesses, and could even

comit to prison those he found guilty. 1 More generally, as has been

pointed out in the case of com-ercial disputes, he merely held a kind

of "court of inquiry" to determine the evidence, attempted to settle

the matter at that point, and if unable to do so, submitted his races-sen-

dations to the Privy Councilors for further actions.2

Probably the most sinister and unwelcome of Wilkes' duties as a

clerk was that of investigating suspected treasons and interrogating

political prisoners. In 1570 Pope Pius V had published his infamous bull

Ragnans _i_g Excelsis absolving all English Catholics from allegiance to

Elizabeth- It was, in effect, a declaration of war against the Queen

and quite literally made her assassination lawful in the eyes of the

Roman Catholic Church. Later, in 1580 Gregory XIII want even further by

encouraging the deed. When two English nobleman asked Sega, the papal

nuncio at Madrid, whether they would incur mortal sin .by such an act they

received from Cardinal Como, the papal secretary at the Vatican, the

following clear and direct answer:

Since that guilty woman of England...is' cause of so much injury to

the Catholic faith, and loss of so many million souls, there is no

doubt thatwhosoever sends her out of the world with the pius inten-

tion of doing God service, not only does not sin but gains merit.3

 

l'Ibid., II, p. 52, John Strype, Annals _o_f_ Q2 Reformation (Oxford:

At the Clarendon Press, 1824), VII, p. 254 and A,P.C., XVIII, p. 398,

xx, PP. 230-31, and HIV, pp. 227-28.

2Ibid., m, pp. 173-74, xxll, p. 15, end mu, pp. 73-74, end

r.a.0., S.P. 12, ccxvm, f. 57.

3Black, T_h_e; 116192; Elizabeth, pp. 135-45.



051.

9:0:

aft

2h:

mi

rich

l
a
r
g
f

W
g
fi
e
fl
"

“
U
L
—
*
5
;

H
‘
4

E



368

With traitorous English Catholics receiving such encouragement,

plus the inauguration in 1580 of the Jesuit missionary campaign to win

England back to the Roman fold, Elizabeth soon began to feel surrounded

by her enemies. Part of her counter-campaign involved a rash of arrests

and investigations in which Wilkes played an important role. His first

'assigmeent in this capacity came on 29 October 1581 when he, the Attorney

General John Popham, the Solicitor-General Thomas Egerton, Doctor John

Hal-00nd, who was a manner of the Court of High Co-ission, the Lieutenant

of the Tower, Sir Owen Hapton, and Thomas Horton the notorious Elizabethan

"Racluaaster" were assigned to examine several Jesuit prisoners including

Edmund Campion. Though Campion had already been questioned and racked

two months previously the Privy Council ordered it done again. , Wilkes'

assigmaent was to record for the Council's consideration the results of

such eethode.1

Under Elizabeth, as under the other Tudors, this practice of using

torture to extract confessions was more co-on than some have been willing

to admit.2 Ho court of com-on law or equity, no official or governing

body in England save the Council alone, could make use of this means of

 

11,150., 1111:, pp. 249 end 144. See Willia’m Durvant Cooper "Further

Particulars of _.Thomas Morton and of State Proceedings in Matters of Reli-

gion in the Years 1581 and 1582," Archaeologia, mu (1855), pp. 105-199

for more information on Horton's duties as an interrogator. Morton was

later accused in a Catholic publication of bragging that he pulled one of

these prisoners named Bryan "one good foot longer than ever God made

him." Cal.DomDom., II, p. 48. .

2Cheyney, A fiistogy_of England, I, p. 70 claims that "it cannot

be said that the Council used its odious powers very frequently or other-

wise than with restraint," and then quotes Burghley' s pamphlet entitled

A, Declaration _o_f the Favorable Dealing 9; Her Maje'ssgsCosmissioners,

Wherein the Lord Treasurer claims that ale—h torture-as had been inflicted

was but slight. L. Hicks, An Elizabethan Problem: Some Aspects_of the

Careers _o_f_ _Tw_q_____Exile-Adventurers (New Torkmmmniversity Press,_l964),

p. 31, footnote no._90, shows that this and other goveri-ental attempts

to play down the volatile subject of torture were often filled with

misinformation.
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obtaining testimony. Usually, the Tower, Mewgate, and King's Bench

prisons were the only places it was used. The amount of such torture

. necessary to extrnct a confession was generally left to the jailor's

discretion which undoubtedly resulted in many abuses of an already extreme

meapure. 1

Almost two years after Cupion and his companions were executed

at Tyburn (l Hwember 1581) for their activities, Wilkes was again ’

called on to assist in the investigation of what. proved to be a medman's

plot against Elizabeth's life. The papal sanction of assassination as

a lawful weapon against a heretic ruler had nearly succeeded in killing

William of Orangs.in 1582. Both the papal bull and this exploit against

Orange did succeed in turning the head of one John Somerville of Edstone,

Warwickshire who came under the influence of a priest named Hugh Hall,

who was living with his wife's parents Edward and Mary Arden. Possessed

by ’a "frantic humor" Somerville set off for London in October 1583 with

intentions to’shoot the Queen with a "dag," as he wanted "to see her

[head set upon a, pole, for, she was a serpent and a viper." Somerville's

public boasting‘of his intentions quickly led to his, Arden's and Hall's

arrest.‘ Wilkes, along with two others, was directed to search Somerville's

and Arden's homes. At the latter's house on November 4th he received

further instructions to search Hall's home at Idlecotte and one Edward

Grant's home at Horthbrooks. Finding very little, he next examined

Somerville's wife and son and assured himself of their innocence in the

matter. However, this opinion did not convince the authorities who

condemned his wife to death along with her husband, Hall, and Arden.

 

1Gladish, 1:115 Tudor Frizz Council, pp. 83-84.
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The latter two were executed in December; Somerville co-itted suicide

the day before, and Hrs. Somerville, who was pregnant, was given a

reprieve until her child was born.1

At the time that Wilkes was busy sorting out the Somerville Plot,

Walsingham completed his six months of secret investigation into the

activities of one Francis Throgmorton, the elder son of Sir John Throg-

morton, the Justice of Chester. Early in November he was arrested and

imrisoned on suspicion of having carried letters to and from the captive

Mary Stuart. Among his papers were found a list of Catholic noblemen,

a document containing the names of suitable harbors for landing foreign

forces, and several "infamous pamphlets against her Majesty printed

beyond the seas." Examined by a cosmittee of the Privy Council, Throg-

morton denied that the incriminating papers were his. He was sent to the

Tower to be racked. Throgmorton's ability to endure the first torture

without confession forced the Privy Council to order a second. Walsingham

asked Wilkes to join Mr. Norton for this second trial. "I have seen,”

he wrote,

as resolute men as Throgmorton, stoop, not withstanding the great

shame that he hath made of solo-an resolution. I suppose the grief

of the last torture will suffice without any extremity of racking

to make him more conformable than he hath hither to showed himself.

Walsingham was right. The next day (November 19th) Throgmorton was again

put on the rack, but "before he was strained up to any purpose he yielded

to confess everything he knew."2

 

luau- to Walsingham, Charlecotte, 7 Nov. 1583, s.p. 12, cum,

1. “ 130, Wilkes to Burghley, Leicester, and Walsingham, Ibid., ff. 132-33,

Mendoza to [Parma‘l], [London], [Dec.] 1583, _C_a_L. £35., XVIII, pp. 651-

52, and 99;. 92., 11, pp. 125-26, 128, 130, 133, 161, and 182.

2Reed,M II, p. 382, nicks,§_n_ Elizabethan Problem, pp.

31-32, footnote no. 90, Helsingham to Wilkes, at the Court, 18 Nov.

1583, P.R.O., S.P. 12 CLIIII, f. 152, and "A Justification of the Trial

of Francis Throgmorton," June 1584, Ibid., CLXXI, ff. 199-214.
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Throgmorton's confessions soon led to further arrests. Through-

out Decedwer, Wilkes and Norton were busy questioning Francis' brother

and sister-in-law, Mr. and Mrs. George Throgmorton, Hrs. Throgmorton's

sister, another meder of the family, John Throgmorton, a Hrs. Cook, and

a "long haired youth. " They also examined John Halter, a shipmaster of

Arundel, and William Wards, secretary to the recusant Lord Paget, concern-

ing their bringing over of papists to Sussex, and George Breton as to a

priest named Cotton. So swamped were they with these investigations

that at the end of one especially busy day they wrote a note to Walsingham

asking to be excused from "coming to the Court this night...having not

eaten or drunk this whole day."1

All the evidence accumulated revealed a Guisan plot backed by

Papal and Spanish gold to invade England for the purpose of putting nary

Stuart on the throne. Many others were implicated in this affair.

Catholic nobles Charles Paget, his brother Lord Paget, and Charles

Arundel had shown their colors by inediately fleeing for France when

they learned of Throgmorton's arrest. Mendoza, the Spanish Ambassador

in London was also implicated and in January 1584 was given fifteen days

to pack his bags and leave England. Finally, in May of the same year

(and with Wilkes keeping the official record of the proceedings),

Throgmorton was tried, found guilty, and eventually executed on'July

10, 1584.2

 

1Wilkas and Norton to Walsingham, "cu: Key," 15 Dec. 1583, Ibid.,

CHIV, f. 68, Examination of John Halter, 20 Dec. 1583, Ibid., f. 95,

Examination of George Breton, 1 Jan. 1584, Ibid., CLXXI, f. l, and

Examination of William Warde, 20 Dec. 1583, _C_a_1_. 293., II, p. 138.

ZEeed, Walsinghg, n, p. 387, Catholic Record Society, n1,

I_b_g 122- Philip~ Howard Earl _o_f_ Arundel 1557-1595 (1919), p. 46, Hendosa

to Philip II, London, 26 Nov. 1583, El. 8 sin, III, pp. 510-11, and

Wilkes record of Throgmorton trial, 21 May 1584, 8.14., Stowe lies. 1083,

ff. 17-20.
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It is not surprising that by the middle of July Wilkes was utterly

worn out with his continual toil. It was at this time that he first sought

to be released from his duties as a clerk or at least to have a third

Clerk of the Council appointed. There was another reason for the defeated

attitude he displayed at this time. On July 14th he wrote to Leicester,

that her Majesty, in the late discredit and disgrace offered unto

my by Throgmorton, seemed not to value the repairing of my credit

and good name in such a degree as I might challenge to have duly

merited, wherewith, I rest not a little comforted, as with the bruit

now lately spread that I should be in disgrace with her Majesty for

q dealings with Throgmorton.

Apparently Throgmorton had suggested that Wilkes was pro-Catholic, for

the Clerk went on in his letter to protest: "Your Lordship knowsth how

deeply I am sunk into the hatred of papists and such as are her Majesty's

public and secret anuies." Whatever Throgmorton said against Wilkes,

it caused sufficient suspicion to have him followed each time he was at

Court.1

This sippicion soon passed, and in the year 1585 one finds Wilkes

just as busy as before. Again, his task was primarily the unpleasant

one of searching out Elisabeth's enemies. During this year he served as

a secretary, firstly, for the enquiries into the flight of the Earl of

Arundel, then into the prosecution of the Earl of Horthnmberland, and

finally for the inquest into the latter's suicide. These responsibilities

also carried over into the! interrogation of William Shelley of Michelgrove,

Sussex, to. like lorthmerland, was on Throgmorton's list of Catholic

nobles likely to favor the invasion conspiracy. In fact, much of the

British Museu, Egerton’Mss. 2074 is simply Wilkes' dossier of these and

 

1Wilkes to Leicester, [1], Ibid., Cott. Mss. Titus H. VII,

f. 30. ..
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a myriad other investigations that went on in 1585. A good example of

how busy he was can be seen in one of his hastily written notes which

itemized his most pressing duties for the day "16 May 1585."

To send for John Have to the Tower. To send for [William] Byrd

of the Chapel and that his home be diligently searched. To have

Richard Howell alias Smith sent up. Item: To consider how to

proceed with Baker of Walton. Item: to prepare examinations for

the Earl of Arundel and the Lord William [Howard] against the

morrow. To examine Mr. [Edward] Ateslow uponthel letter of late

sent from Mr. Secretary [Walsingham],...to consider what is to be

done with the Lady Margaret [Howard]. To consider what gentlemen

[i. e. , Gentlemen Warders] should be appointed to my Lord of Worth-

uflurland and likewise the Lord mum; [Howard]...1

Though the years 1583-1585 were the busiest for Wilkes in terms

of investigatory work, and though 1586-1588 saw him completely removed

from it because of his ass igment in the Netherlands and subsequent

disgrace, the remaining years of his career are replete with instances

of similar service. Too mmerous to mention, they continued to occupy

a greater amount of his time and energy as a Clerk of the Council than

any '-other duty. 2

A New Principal Secretary?

Despite the brief shadow cast upon his good name by Throgmorton

in 1584 and his disgrace of 1587-1588 Wilkes' services through the years

had been.more than adequate. By 1590 he was recognized as an experienced

diplomat with important friends and connections in many places in Europe.

He had proven his abilities as an intelligence agent, as a man of accounts

 

]My brackets. See also Catholic Record Society, XXI, T_h_e_ Leg.

127 and 9g. M, II, p. 270 for more details.

23.. Qa_l_.. 293., n, p. 597, III, pp. 425-27, 434, and 483, and H,

p. 19, A.P,C., XXII, pp. 166-67, XXIV, pp. 200-201 and m, pp. 179-80,

H.ll.C., Salisb , XIV, p. 317, Harrison, ed., _T_h; Elizabethan Journals,

1; PP. 286-87, and 3.1!. , Cott. Mss. Caligula E. II, f. 178.
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and were, and as a linguist. His connections at the Court made him

a source of patronage for many who desired favors and advancement. He

had experience as a Moder of Parliament and as a Justice of the Peace,1

and his position as Clerk of the Privy Council had thoroughly acquainted

him with nearly every aspect of Elizabethan administration. In short,

by this date in Elizabeth's reign there can be little doubt that'Wilkes

was one of the most experienced, trusted, and consu-ate of England's

civil servants.

With Walsingham's death on 6 April 1590 there began a political

struggle to appoint a successor to his office of Principal Secretary

which under him had become the chief administrative office, particularly

in foreign affairs. In time, Wilkes became one of those in the forefront

of consideration for this office. Hot anxious to asst-s any more respon-

sibilities, Lord Burghley at first sought to distribute the duties of

’ the office among several members of the Privy Council until one or even

two new secretaries could be appointed. But there were very few if any

in that body qualified to undertake such a task.2 By early May it appeared

that Elizabeth was considering two names for the position. Wilkes, who

was busy writing up a memorial for Lord Buckhurst's projected mission

to The Hague, warned hin that "if the two men become Secretaries .who are

thought to be elected, then is the faction of the late Earl of Leicester

revived and his lordship in danger to be striken at in his absence. "3

Apparently, the "two men" referred to were Robert Cecil and William

Davison. To Burghley's dismay, Walsingham's unexpected death had left

 

13.. this Ch. p. 382—88.

2Bead, Lord Burglg, p. 464.

3Memorial for Buckhurst, 3 May 1590, 1.. e A., u, no. 329.
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his son Robert too young and inexperienced to be acceptable to Elizabeth

at this time. On the other hand, it was the Earl of Essex who was

importuning the Queen in behalf of Davison who, though still out of royal

favor as the scapegoat of Mary Stuart's execution, had been released

from captivity in 1588 and still drew his pay as royal secretary.1 Mot

anxious to open the Council Chamber to the same restless factions that

already made uneasy the audience and privy chambers of her Court, Eliza-

beth deferred any decision on Robert Cecil and said no to Davison.2

The fact of the matter was that the only men adequately qualified

for such a position were to be found in Elizabeth's corps of trained

careerists. Men like the diplomatists, Edward Wooten, and Sir Edward

Stafford, as well as Thomas Wilkes. Unfortunately, nonelhadothe :social

standing or influence necessary to resist Essex's opposition. However,

Elizabeth was content for the moment to place the burden on her oldest,

most trusted, and already overburdened Councilor, Lord Burghley. Though

he at first balked at this increase of responsibility he was shrewd

enough to realize that by accepting it he could prepare the ground for

his son Robert while at the same time preventing another from holding

the office.3

As a result of this arrangement the English diplomatic corps

suffered. With no one to continue the prolific correspondence that

 

13. W. Beckingsale, Burghley: T_u_dor Statesman, 1520-1598 (London:

MacMillan, 1967) , p. 177, R.B. Wernham, "The Disgrace of William Davison,"

E,H,R., IVL (October 1931), pp. 632-36, and B.M. Ward, "Queen Elizabeth

and William Davison," Ibid., VII. (January 1929), pp. 104-6.

21’.M. Handover, _T_h_e Second Cecil (London: Eyre and Spottiswoode,

1959), pp. 72-74. For a while it appeared that Elizabeth favored the

poet and courtier Edward Dyer for the poet of Principal: Secretary but

fortunately this never materialized. Beckingsale, Burghley, pp. 177-78,

and D.N.B., "I, P. 283s

3Read, Lord nurglg, p. 466.
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Walsingham had always maintained, the ambassadors and agents abroad

received very little news from home.1 Apparently it was a combination

of their complaints, Burghley's periodic sickness, and the growing

necessity to have someone in the office of Principal Secretary that

drove Elizabeth and her Lord Treasurer to reconsider their temporary

arrangement. By the end of November 1590 Francis Needham, who had been

Walsingham's confidential servant, wrote the following to the Earl of

Shrewsbury:

The resolution for secretaries lieth between Mr. Robert Cecil and

Mr. Wilkes; your Lordship can easily judge whose creatures they are,

and the choice were happy if they happen to run one course; the

one in respect of the great help he shall have from his father,

hi-elf being a towardly personage; the other a well experimental

gentleman, and of good understanding, and great dispatch and no

less courage.

A little over a month later on 1 January 1591‘ it looked as though

there was nothing that could step the two men from being installed as

Principal Secretaries. On that day Richard Broughton wrote to his father-

in-law Richard Bagot that "news is that Robert Cecil and Mr. Wilkes

should this day be sworn Secretaries, but it is not yet published with

us because the time...[here letter is torn]."3 Unfortunately, for all

concerned, Elizabeth apparently balked again at the prospect of filling

the vacancy. However, she did bend to Burghley's efforts on behalf

of his son to the extent of granting him a knighthood in May of 1591.

Many, Wilkes included, felt this came in "expectation of his advancement

 

131: Robert Sidney to Wilkes, Flushing, 29 July 1590, L. a A., n,

no. 69, Wilkes to Sidney, The Hague, 23 June and 22 July 1590, Collins,

ed., Letters and Memorials, I, pp. 303 and 305.

2Edmund Lodge, ed., Illustrations _o_f_ British Histo , Bio a h ,

and Manners, in & _R_o_igg _o_f_ Elizabeth (London: John Chidley, 1838)

11, PP. ‘26'27e ‘ _

3H.M.C. , Fourth Reart: The Manuscripts of 5133 Right Honorable

Lord Bagot _a_g Blithefield, g2. Stafford, I, p. 335.
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to the Secretaryship." But it was not to be. Instead, in August of

the same year the Queen made Robert Cecil a meter of the Privy Council.

Realizing this killed his own prospects for the Secretaryship, a

disappointed Wilkes wrote the followingsto his ;'old friend Sir Robert

Sidney:

Sir Robert Cecil (as you may have heard) is sworn of the Council

though not Secretary; whose election (as I conceive) will be 1 bar

to the choice of any Secretary during the life of his Father.

This note reveals Wilkes'opinion that Burghley's unremitting

efforts to push his son into the fore had destroyed his [Wilkes'] own

chances for advancement. Burghley knew that once Robert was a Privy

Councilor Elizabeth would be content to let this father-son team carry

out the responsibilities of the Secretaryship instead of appointing

another. A year and a half later Wilkes was still bitter about his

failure to obtain this office. Writing to Thomas Edmondes he spoke of

the Lord Treasurer's continual absence from the Court being due ostensibly

to his sickness "but primarily (as it is conceived) to draw on the

preferment :of his son, which is not much brooked by the Queen, nor by

many great ones in Court. What the end of his expectation therein will

be few men can judge. "2

Though Wilkes failed to win the prize of Principal Secretary the

very fact that he was one of the two main candidates for a post previously

held by men like Burghley himself, Sir Thomas Smith, and Walsingham,

says a great deal about what his contemporaries thought of his abilities.

Unfortunately, ability alone counted for little when confronted with

 

1Collins, ed., Letters _agd Memorials, I, pp. 325-26 and 329.

2Wilkes to Edmondes, London, 19 Jan. 1593, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Caligula E. IX, f. 1771:.
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the machinations of a spoiled but influential courtier, a doting and

powerful father, and a parsimonious and indecisive Queen.1

Dy Septader 1593 Wilkes was ready for a‘-‘ second time to quit his

post as Clerk of the Council. It was apparent it could no longer be

used as a stepping-stone to the office of Principal Secretary and thOugh

it often involved him in important matters, too may times his duties

took on the appearance of a glorified errand boy. Anxious that a deserving

-frisnd be appointed in his stead he approached Burghley on behalf of

Thomas Edmondes who at the time was serving in France as an English

agent to Henry 17. Writing to Edmondes from Windsor Castle on September

19th he said:

I have made overture for you to my Lord [Treasurer] and signified

my resolution to resign unto you the exercise {of my] office. He

seemeth very well inclined to further it. I p[ray you] take

knowledge of it, and write to him your thanks and p[ray] him to

be mindful of it and I will omit no means to further it.2

' Throughout October and lovednr Wilkes continued his efforts to obtain

Edmondes' recall from France and his appointment to the office of Clerk

“but in the and it as. that Elizabeth again refused to allow Sir Thomas

to give up his office.3

Several points need to be made by way of conclusion concerning

the office of Clark of the Privy Council. It was a more important

position in Elizabethan govern-ant than many have been led to believe,

perhaps equivalent to an Under-Secretary of State or Deputy Foreign

Minister today. A seventeenth-century student of English history felt

 

1111a Office of Principal Secretary remained vacant for six years

after Walsingham's death. Sir Robert Cecil, who in the meantime conducted

the official business, was a length formally appointed to that office in

July 159‘s H.M.C., SCI-”b , V1, p. 248s

231391., f. l82c. Portions in brackets burned in original.

3mm. to Edmondes, Windsor, 11 Oct. .1593, aid" f. 173 and

Henry [Unton‘t] to Edmondes, Windsor,.l9 Nov. 1593, Ibid., f. 180a.
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it i-porconc enought to pen in the margin of Cecil's, Wilkes', and

Herbert's 1593 instructions the opinion that during Elizabeth's reign

the office of "Clerk of the Council" was of "no small esteem. "1 From

its inception it was singularly rich in men of distinction, including

administrators like William Paget and John Mason; diplomatists like

Wilkes and Edmondes; scholars like Sir Thomas Chaloner and Sir Thomas

Smith; and "a controversialist of no mean power," Robert Beale.2 As was

nearly the case for Wilkes and was most certainly so for a majority of

the other clerks, the office proved to be a ladder to higher. _and more

lucrative appointments. The pay of £40-f50 Le_r_ $5.93!. may not seem like

much, but when one considers that these figures must be multiplied by

the amber 15 to get a more accurate approximation of their real value,

than they take on a different light.3 Just the same, no clerk ever

became rich from serving in this office. David Rogers whose widow

was said to have been left with "but small ability to maintain her,self

and her children" certainly did not." Robert Beale made it amply .clear

that the office of Clark could in no way help him overcome the debts

incurred in his "extraordinary omployment[s].."5 Wilkes also. found the

salary insufficient to cover the personal expenses of crown service,

 

13.11., Add. 11... 25,416, f. 4.6.

2E. R.~ Adair, "William Thomas: A Forgotten Clerk of the Privy

Council," Tudor Studies, ed. R. W. Seton-Watson (London: Long-ans Green

and Company, 1924), p. 133.

3R. W. Chambers, Thomas More (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan

Press, 1958 [first published in 1938]), p. 75 feels that in the year 1500

fl - £15 in 1936 currency. Sixteenth-century inflation and twentieth-

century devaluation of the pound sterling ought to make this figure

fairly accurate for the present time.

aAeP:Ce, n1, ppe 400-401“

5951-00-__., II. P. 408, n.11.c., Salisbug, v11, pp. 401.405

id., n, p. 154.
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Probably the greatest benefit to be derived from the office was the

opportunities it presented to one to obtain the patronage of the monarch.

Wilkes invariably took advantage of the close proximity to the Court

offered by this post to ask many favors of Elizabeth.1

Muster-Mastsr-Genersl of the Low Countries

Wilkes exercised his responsibilities as Muster-Master-Gensral

of the Low Countries simultaneously with his office as Clerk of the

Council. This. post was always a key one in the administration of

Elisabeth's arny. The success or failure of her entire military organi-

zation depended upon the efficiency of the muster both in peace and war.

It was the Muster-Master's duty to record the number of men in service,

on sick leave, and those unaccounted for. This in turn provided a

basis for the distribution of supplies, gave the Treasurer-at-war the

data he required to calculate pay, and most important, provided the

information necessary for the Co-ander-in-chisf and the Privy Council

to make accurate decisions concerning matters of war. However, the

irregularity of gensral-musters, the hostility of captains to any census

of their troop. strength, and the general dishonesty found among the

Treasurer-at-war and lesser officials responsible for paying the soldiers,

all combined to make Elizabethan musters less than efficient.2

The first Muster-Master-General of the Low Countries was Thomas

Digges who was appointed to that office by Leicester when he first arrived

there in 1585. Digges' diligent efforts to correct the long-standing

 

1This will be gone into in detail in Chapter X.

2c. o. Cruickshank, "Dead-pays in the Elizabethan Army," 5.2.2».

LIII (Jan. 1938), pp. 93-97, and C. G. Cruickshank, Elizabeth's Am

(Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1966), Ch. VIII.
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abuses in pay distribution were only thwarted by the impossibility of

auditing such wide-spread garrisons as were found in the Netherlands,

the undying hatred of the English captains, and suspicion from Westminster.

As a result, he returned to England with Leicester in 1587 and left in

his place his brother James Digges. The latter soon came to logger-

hoads with Sir John Norris and the Treasurer-at-war Sir Thomas Shirley.

Before long, serious attempts were being made by such military men to

abolish the office of Muster-Master-General from the United Provinces.1

By early 1588 the financial affairs of the English Army in the

Netherlands left much to be desired. A document of this date illustrates

this quite clearly by stating that in spite of huge sun of money being

spent there by Elizabeth neither the army's creditors nor the soldiers

were receiving their due. In fact, the Treasurer-st-war, Sir Thomas

Shirley, was receiving a salary of £2,000 a year which was more than

either the Lord Chancellor or Lord Treasurer received. With such money,

plus his "collateral gains," he could "make such friends about her Highness,

as her Majesty shall hardly ever know how she is robbed." The two chief

bridlss to a corrupt Treasurer were the Muster-Master and the Auditor,

but the latter had already been removed and every device was being used

to discard the former or at least to discredit him. For this very pur-

pose a co-issisn, with the Treasurer-at-war at the head of it, had been

set up to examine the Muster-Master, thus making the Treasurer the only

man who could discover the "abuses." The other co-ission members were

those who had been charged with misdemeanors by Muster-Master Digges.

Whoever wrote this paper, therefore, strongly suggested that before Digges

was discharged another com-ission be appointed to hear both parties.

 

1Ibid., Estate of James Digges' Account, 7 April 1590, L, 6- A“

I, no. 249, and James Digges' Rue Report, [After 15 March 1590], Ibi__g.
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Furthermore, the practice of auditing the books at Westminster was

ridiculous for even though the Treasurer had £50, 000 in hand, he could

easily contrive to make it appear that the Queen was in his debt.1

Unfortunately, this plea went unheeded, and on March 25th, 1588

the office of Muster-Master-General of the Low Countries was abolished.

In its place James Digges was given the title of "Clark Controller of

the Checks and Overseer of the Musters." This did not last long either

and in March 1589 he too returned to England when Lord Willoughby was

recalled. There on 15 March 1590 he was discharged from all his duties

as a muster-master. In the meantime, of course, resident muster officials

had been appointed to keep check on each of the English garrisons.2

Just when the title of "Muster-Master-General of the Low Countries"

was reinstituted is not clear. What is certain is that as early as

February 1590 Sir Thomas Wilkes was functioning as the clearing house

of all muster reports from the Low Countries and at times even from

France.3 Apparently his responsibility was the one referred to above as

"ridiculous," i.e., that of auditing the muster books at Westminster.

The docuents referring to his responsibilities in this area are much too

numerous to cite, for he retained this job in one form or another until

 

]'Low Country Matters, [early in 1588?], H.M.C., Report 2; _th_e_

Manuscripts _o_f the Earl pg Ancestor Preserved _a_t_ GrimsthorLe (Dublin:

Printed for H.M.S.O. by John Falconer, 1907), pp. 76-77.

2James Digges' Petition to the Privy Council, [April?] 1590,

L, SA., I, no. 247, Estate.of.James'.Diggos"-Acc0unts,. 7;_April,.:1590, ‘

Epidg', no. 249, James Digges} True Repo'rt,: [After15' :Marth.~.1580] , Ibid.,

Patent by Lord Willoughby, Middelburg, 5 Aug. ‘1588, §_a_1_. For. , XXII,

pp. 109-10, and Cruickshank, Elizabeth's A , p. 139.

3Instructions for Audley Danet, Conisssry for the Musters, Greenwich,

9 April 1591, A.P.C. , XXI, p. 49, Richard Smith, Co-issary of Musters

at Ostend, to Wilkes, Ostend, L. 6 A., I, no. 185, and "The Checks

raised upon the whole troops serving in her Majesty's pay in the Low

Countries for the time of the employment of Sir Thomas Wilkes begun 15

October 1590, and ended 11 April 1596," 22 Oct. 1596, P.R.O., S.P.

12, C011, ff. 70-73.
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his death in 1598. Lord Burghley made it clear that Wilkes' appointment

to this office grew out of his "long experience in muster causes." This

and Wilkes' impeccable honesty explain why the Lord Treasurer never

hestitated to defer to his advice in such matters.1

At first, musters were to be taken every month and sent to Wilkes

with copies of the weekly certificates for the inroats delivered to

the paymastsrs. ‘.In time the impracticability of this became apparent and

. it was extended to every six months. The effectiveness of this whole

system rested upon the honesty of the resident muster-officials and some

of them appear to have done their jobs well. The records are filled with

governant action against corruption ranging from captains up through

' the ranks to the Treasurer-at-war himself. When the amount of fraud was

of 'a significant amount Wilkes merely investigated it, and submitted a

report to the Chancery for their decision; otherwise, he handled it him-

self. If a captain delayed holding a muster he was i-edistely written

a sharp letter reminding him of his duties and of the penalties forqsuch

failures.z

Interestingly, Wilkes was never referred to specifically as "Muster-

Master-General" until shortly before and after his death. Nevertheless,

there can be little doubt that this was the office he held all along.

His salary of 6s. 8d. p9; diem was apparently paid on a five day a weak

 

lhurghley to Wilkes, the Court, 11 Feb. 1592, 931..Qgg., 111,

p. 181, and Wilkes to Burghley, Battersea, 12 Feb. 1592, B.M., Lansd.

69, f. 121.

2Privy Council to James Digges, Greenwich, 22 March 1589, A,P.C. ,

XVIII, p. 433, Audley Danet's Instructions, Greenwich, 9 April 1591,

Ibid., XXI, p. 49, and Privy Council to Sir Francis Vere, Greenwich, 21

July 1592, Ibid., 11111, p. 44. See also Ibid., xxv11, p. 57, and xxv111,

pp. 152-55; E__al. Dom., IV, pp. 177, 265., and 494; H.M. C., Salisbun, VII,

pp. 368 and 434-35, and XIV, p. 344; I_b_id” De L' Isle _a__nd Dudle , II

p. 296, and Cruickshank, Etlizabeth's Am, Chs. VIII sndIX.
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basis and as withall Muster. Masters, was drawn from "such money as

shall be saved upon the said checks."1 I

Though Wilkes worked hard-at his job, the corruption was too wide-

spread for any one man to stop. His effectiveness depended wholly on 4

the reports he received from the Low Countries and a quick look at these

will suffice to demonstrate that some were less than accurate. When a

garrison the size of the one at Flushing with 2,100 men assigned, reports

only twenty-three as either "absent" or "deficient," than one can be

sure the resident muster official was working hand in glove with the

co-ander. The same is true for Brill, a garrison of 950, which listed

only thirty-six not present. Still, these same documents do show that

Wilkes saved the government considerable sums of money; and, after all,

that was what he was paid to do.2

Member of Parliament

One of Wilkes' less demanding responsibilities as an Elizabethan

public servant was that of Parliamentary service. One of the important

steps on the road to this honor came on 28 January 1581 when he was an-

franchised by the corporation of the town of Southampton. What his

connection with this town was is. uncertain. Perhaps he owned part interest

in the brewery owned by his brother-in-law Clement Smith, which had been

operating in Southampton as early as 1571. Though Clement never seems

to have become a burgess of that town, Wilkes' connections with the

 

1Statement by William Meredith, 23 Feb. 1597, B.M., Egerton Mss.

5,753, f. 225, and Privy Council Warrant to William Meredith, Greenwich,

23 July 1598, A.P.C., XXVIII, pp. 602-3.

2"Checks raised upon the whole troops ," 22 Oct. 1596, P.R.O., S.P.

12 CCLX, ff. 70-73, and "Abstracts of the checks," 12 Oct. 1597, Ibid.,

ecu“, ff. 298-303.
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English court certainly made his enfranchisement valuable to that

conunity. This can be seen when he later petitions the Privy Council

on behalf of Southampton in order to reduce that town's assigned portion

of the national defence. Ho doubt the city fathers also had intentions

of Wilkes representing them in the next Parliament.1

As it turned out, a year later in March 1582 and before the next

Parliament was called, Elizabeth granted Wilkes a forty-year lease on the

parsonage and rectory of Downton, Wiltshire as a reward for his services

as a Clerk of the Council.2 As a result, when the October 1584 Parliamsnr

tary writs were issued Thomas Wilkes esquire was returned for the borough

of Downton as one of thirty-two Members of Parliament from County

Wiltshire.3

Called primarily as a result of the numerous threats against

Elizabeth's life that had recently surfaced, the sessional dates of this

Parliament run from 23 November 1584 to 29 March 1585. Wowhsre in any

records is there an indication of what part Wilkes played in the lengthy

proceedings of CM. One can be sure that he cast his vote in favor

of all of the legislation designed to protect the Queen. It is known

that when a noneMuber of Parliament, "a lewd fellow called Robinson" was

 

]"'The Book of Oaths, Ordinances, and Burgesses Admissions: 1496-

1704," 28 Jan. 1580 [1], H.M.C., Eleventh Report, Apgndix_Part II:

th__e Manuscripts of Corporation__of th__g town of Southampton, p.__21,A.L.

Merson, ed., The—Third _B___ook of Remembrance o__f_ Southampton 1514-1602 (So

(Southamptonz—At theUniversity Press, (1965), III, pp. 105-8, and R.C.

pp. 134-37.

2Warden, Fellows, and Scholars of St. Mary's College, Winchester

to Elizabeth, 13 March 1582, _C_a_l. _Qo_m., II, p. 47. The securing of this

lease for Wilkes will be gone into in more detail in Chapter X.

3'H.M.S.0., R__e___turns of Members of Parliament, 1213-1705, i, p. 416.
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found sitting through one of the Comaon's debates Wilkes was involved

in investigating him. Other than this the record is Monk.1

When the Babington Plot broke in August of 1586 Wilkes was just

completing his brief investigatory mission to the Netherlands. Upon his

return to England the following month he not only found the Court in an

uproar, but writs were being issued for a new Parliament to help with the

conviction of Mary Stuart for her complicity in the conspiracy. During

the latter part of September or early October, Wilkes received a letter

from the Mayor of Southampton requesting him to represent that town in

the new Parliament. Since there was apparently no patron involved in

their choice of Wilkes itcan be assumed the borough simply wished to

pay a compliment to the crown by choosing one of its officers. lo

doubt they were also motivated by a desire to have a sympathetic voice

close to the Privy Council as well as a desire to save money by not

having to pay him the daily 2s. wage set aside for a burgess represen-

tative in Parliament.2 However, because Wilkes had just been assigned

to return to The Hague as a member of the Dutch Council of State he

had to turn the offer down. "Since the receipt of your said letter,"

he wrote to the Mayor,

...it hath pleased her Majesty so to dispose of me as to .pley

my service in the Low Countries whither I am to repair with all

possible expedition, and thereby forced (much against my will) to

disappoint you. I do therefore heartily pray you to make choice of

some other that may attend that place, and if you were net or might

not be speedily provided to your better contentment I would be a

suitor unto you to bestow the same upon my brother-in-law, Mr. Henry

Smith, her Majesty's servant and a gentleman, that will be ready to

 

University Press, 1950), p. 433, J.E. Heale, Elizabeth _I_ 93d; _H_g_r_ £351};-

ments, 1584-1601 (How York: St. Martin's Press, 1957), pp. 13-101 gives

a close look at the issues of this Parliament, and William Fleetwoed,

the Recorder, to Burghley, [Westminstert], 29 Wov. 1584, Wright, ed.,

M Elizabeth 9; H2 Times, II, pp. 244-45.

2llormally outsiders did not receive wages for in the competition
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do any good endeavor for the good of your town, wherein if it shall

please you to gratify my report I prey you to signify your answer

unto him lodging at his mother's at the Gilt Key in Cheapside.1

Having refused this appointment, Wilkes then allowed himself to

be appointed to Parliament for the borough of Downton. The explanation

for this seemingly odd behavior lies in the type of borough Downton

was in relation to Southampton. The prime duty of any borough represen-

tative in Parliament was to handle its business and promote its inter-

ests there, and the larger the borough the weightier the duty was likely

to be. In the case of Southampton, a leading seaport, _it most likely

would have suffered from an absentee member; while on the other hand

the. interests of a'rural township'would scdrcely be affected.2

When election writs were again sent out in September 'bf 1588

Wilkes was still in disgrace over his quarrel with Leicester. Fortun-

ately, the Spanish Armada had .just been repelled, but only at an inordin-

ate cost to the Exchequer. Because more money was needed if the government

was to remain solvent the decision had been taken to call this new

Parliament. This time Wilkes was returned for the borough of Southampton.3

Parliament was sunnoned to meet on 12 November 1588, but by

October 15th Elizabeth had changed her mind, perhaps because the last

 

for seats these people would have stood no chance of being elected on

different terms. See J. E. Neale, _T_hg Elizabethan House g_f_ Cos-ous,

p. 322.

l‘Wilhes to Mayor of Southampton, London, 7 Oct. 1586, E. E. Anderson,

ed. , Letters _o_f_ the Fifteenth _a_n_d_ Sixteenth Centuries, From _th; Archives

2; Southampton, pp. .98-99. Southampton did not take Wilkes' suggestion ‘

about Henry Smith but instead chose their town Recorder along with another

who was probably a townsman. Neal, The Elizabethan House gf Co-ons, p. 179.

2v.c.n., A luster: 2g Wiltshire (London: Oxford University Press,

1957), p. 126. '
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payment of the subsidy granted in the previous Parliament was just

being collected. To request a doubly large grant before the former one

could be paid would undoubtedly cause trouble. So the assedply was

prorogued until 4 l'ebruary 1589. With the exception of the Queen being

granted her two subsidies, the output of this Parliament was moderate

and its dissolution on 29 March 1589 came with no mention having been

made as to any contribution Wilkes may have made.1

Realising that the final installment of the two subsidies granted

to Elisabeth in 1589 was to be paid into the Exchequer by 12 Pebruary

1593 Elisabeth called a new Parliament to meet a weeklater. Wilkes was

again returned for Southampton and this time through the imperfect media

of the early Stuart antiquary, Sir Simonds D'Ewes, there are two‘brief

references to Wilkes. Ioth mention his being appointed to serve on two

separate co-ittees. One, which waszset'» up on larch 8th, was designed

to look into a bill concerning the "confirmation of the assurance unto

certain purchases of lands sold by Sir Richard Knightly, Mr. Valentine

Knightly and Mr. Edward Knightly esquires." Wilkes, along with Sir John

Earrington, was assigned to the co-ittee a day later and on Thursday

March 15th "DOII‘ twice read" the bill was ordered engrossed. M days

later it was read for a third time and "passed upon the question. "2 :

 

11mm, Elisabeth ;_ and Her Pgrliamentg,m, pp. 193-239.

We do know that several Knights and Burgesses from the counties of 4

Yorkshire and Norfolk complained in Com-one of alleged abuses by the _

"assignees" of Thomah Wilkes' who administered his well-known salt patent .

in that part of England. It is not known whether Wilkes was in the CM

the day the charges were made, we do know that the problem was eventually

“settled outside of that body. "The State of the Controversy," July 1589,

P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCXXV, f. 93. See Ch. x,pp.399-400for details.

2n.u.s.o., Returns of Members of Parliament, 1213-1705, p. 430,

and s1: Simonds n'm''a'," QEJomurmio E 41;; 533 Parliaments sung _n_-3

M93 Queen Elixgeth, Both 3; _t_h;e_ louse _o_f_ Lords 2g House 2; gm

(London: John Starkey, 1682), pp. 494-95 and 501-502. 'Ey 1593 Wilkes

lfl‘eddzzld his property inbownt'on and was living in kichaneworth, Eert- -

0r it'o ‘ . 7
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The other assignment Wilkes received was to sit with what D'Ewes

humorously called "a select and grave committee" of about lSO‘members

which met on March 27th "to consider the dangers of the Realm and of

speedy supply and aid to be given to her Majesty." Made up of men like

Sir Walter Raleigh, Sir Henry Unton, Mr. Eraneis Bacon, Sir Francis

Drake and Sir Edward Stafford, this committee agreed to repeat the

exceptional 1589 grant of two subsidies and then reported back to the

House through Sir John Fortescue on February 28th for what proved to be

a heated debate.' When Parliament was finally dissolved late in-the even-

ing of 15 April 1593 Elizabeth had been granted three subsidies instead

of just two and some of the severest anti-Catholic legislation of her

reign.1

Just why Wilkes did not sit in the October 1597-February 1598

Parliament is not clear. He certainly did not learn of his assignment

to France until well after Parliament was in session. Perhaps his deter-

iorating health combined with his heavy responsibilities as a Clerk of

the Council determined him not to assume the responsibility again. Just

what kind of figure he cut in.the Parliaments of the second half of

Elizabeth's reign can only be guessed at. If Leicester's appraisal of

Wilkes is to be believed, he was of eloquent speech and possessed great

ability to persuade other men--even his enemies. His om Puritan inclin-

ations certainly would not have allowed'hia to keep silent on such issues

as Jesuit missionaries, Mary Queen of Scots, and Spanish threats“. Yet,

if he did speak out in.Commons on such matters not one sentence of his

surviving correspondence suggests it.2

 

1601, pp. 241-323.

znoctqnnalph Gifford to Wilkes, [London?], P.R.O., 3.1. 12, com,

f. 149. p _ . _ A. ..
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Justice of the Peace

As a Freeman of Southampton, A Clerk of the Privy Council, and a

property owner, it goes without saying that Wilkes served in the county

of his residence as a Justice of the Peace. S. T. Bindoff in the "History

of Parliament Trust" states that Wilkes was a Justice of the Peace from

1583-1593 in Wiltshire and from 1592-1598 for Rertfordshirml Though

the "Libers Pacis" and other lists of Justices of the Peace for these

years are incomplete and sometimes contradictory they do show Wilkes

serving in that capacity at least from 17 November 1584-16 November 1588

and in the year 1596. In both cases his name has no "q" by it which

signifies he was more or less an honorary member with no quorum respon-

sibilities.2 However, he was not completely exempt from service as is

shown in one of the County Wiltshire records which speaks of "sessions

of the Peace held Thursday after Epiphany 28 Elizabeth [13 January 1586]

before John Lord Stourton, Thomas Wilkes, Giles Escourt" and others.

Like Southampton, Wiltshire and Hertfordshire no doubt found it valuable

to have an important government official holding office in their counties

even though his other responsibilities made it impossible for him to serve

in the capacity of Justice of the Peace except on those rare occasions

when he was house.3

 

1'Again, I must thank Norah Puidge who works with the Trust for

this information.

2"Liber Pacis," 17 Nov. 1584 - 16 Nov. 1588, P.R.O., Excheq. Mss.

163/14/8, f. 39b. and "Liber Pacis," 1596, Ibid., S.P. 13, Case P. no.

11, f. 16b. B.M.,Narl. 474, ff. 38-39, and Lansd. 35, f. 137 which cover

the years 17 Nov. 1581-16 Nov. 1583 and 1585 do not list Wilkes as a

Justice of the Peace.

3LC. Johnson, ed., "Minutes of Proceedings in Sessions 1563 and

1574 to 1592," Wiltshire County Records, IV (1948), p. 108. 04y brackets.)



CHAPTER X

A CASE STUDY IN NON-SALARIBD REHUNKRATION

That Sir Thomas Wilkes "was a trafficker in crown privileges" can

hardly be disputed. As one historian has put it: "he was not the kind

of man who left the matterof his remuneration to chance; indeed, he would

not have been a good Elizabethan had he not made crown service a stepping-

stone to private fortune."1 Indeed, for the reign of Elizabeth he probab-

ly represents the best example available of this practice. From the very

beginning of his official career he used his connections at the Court,

his invaluable service, and his own powers of persuasion to draw from

England's frugal Queen an amazing number of material rewards.

The Queen's Printer

In 1574, shortly before Wilkes left England to assume his duties

in France as Sir Valentine Dale's private secretary, he asked his patron,

the Earl of Leicester, to make "suit" to Elizabeth in his behalf. Most

likely the favor he petitioned for was the office of Clerk of the Privy

Council which he received upon his return from France two years later.

Not long after, on 12 October 1576, he was successful in obtaining a

patent for the office of the Queen's Printer. He apparently never intended

to retain the position, for soon after he sold the officer to one Christopher

 

1Edward Hughes, Studies in Administration and Finance 1%:

With Special Reference _tg t_h_e History 2; Salt Taxation i_n England (Man-

chester: Manchester University Press, 1934) , pp. 46 and 53. -
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Baker. Though it is not known what profit he derived from this trans-

action there can be little doubt that such a practice was not only quite

common but that the government was fully aware of it. Thus, in July 1578

‘Wilkes wrote quite frankly to Burghley in favor of Baker, asking for a

Privy Council order to prohibit "diverse printers of London" from

further unlawful printing of "books specially and only appertaining to

her Majesty 's printer. "1

Rectory and Parsonage of Downton

Between 1578 and 1581 Wilkes petitioned Elizabeth for favors at

least three more times. Burghley was always the chief means by which

such suitors achieved their desires and Wilkes discovered this the hard

way in 1581 when he was severely berated at the Council Table by the Lord

Treasurer for venturing to use the median of Walsingham to place a suit

before Elizabeth.2

Burghley's anger in this instance is understandable when one real-

izes the nature of Wilkes' request. Apparently the latter had asked

 

1Wilkes to Leicester, Lyons, 10 Sept. 1574, B.M., Harl. Mss. 287,

ff. l3-14, and Wilkes to Burghley, London, 14 July 1578, H.M.C., Salisbury,

II, PP. 187-88. See Wallace T. MacCaffrey, "Place and Patronage in Eliza-

bethan Politics," Elizabethan Government and Societ , eds., S. T. Bindoff,

Joel Hurstfield, and C. H. Williams (University of London:.Athlone Press,

1961»,for further discussion of such sale of offices. See P.R.O.,

"Calendar of Patent Rolls: Elizabeth," 18th year, f. 3, for exact date of

receiving his patent as the Queen's Printer.

71111;» to Burghley, [1], 2 Feb. 1581, 3.11. Lansd. Mss. 31, ff.

108-9. Stabbing Shaw, ghg_Histogz and Antiquities gg Staffordshire (London:

J. Nichols, 1798), I, p. 57 makes the following unclear statement: "By

a deed of Inspeximma, dated February 12, 1614 the 9th of James I, it

appears that the late Queen Elizabeth in the 20th year of her reign (1578)

granted unto Thomas Busby, and others, 211 acres of arable demesne lands -

of the castle and manor of Tutbury for 31 years, at the rent of £8 6s. 8d.;

and afterwards demised the same, at the expiration of that termII] to Sir

Thomas Wilkes, Rat. and others for 40 years." (My brackets.) Whether

Shaw is referring to the subject of this study or to an unknown seventeenth-'

century Sir Thomas Wilkes is unclear.
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Elizabeth to secure him a "lease in reversion" on the lucrative Rectory

and Parsonage of Downton, Wiltshire which was owned by St. Mary's College,

Winchester. A 192-acre plot along the east side of the river Avon,

"Parsonage Farm" with its "Gleebe Lands" was worth approximately. £700 2;

%, while the Vicarage was worth £40 a year.1 From the start of her

reign Elizabeth had plagued the Warden, Fellows, and scholars‘of Winchester

College with constant requests for appointments in behalf of her petition-

ing friends. For this very reason, the school had chosen Mr. Secretary

Cecil in 1566 (as their predecessors had done with Mr. Thomas Cromwell),

to be the College Steward in hopes of working through him "to stop the ‘

Queen.2 By the time Burghley learned that Wilkes had induced both

Leicester and, through Walsingham, the Queen to request a lease on "Parson-

age Farm" it was too late to do anything but be angry. Wilkes humbly

apologized to the Lord Treasurer for having assumed he could have his

support "in any reasonable cause" by explaining that having "not long

before troubled you with the gift of a warden, I feared to be over impor-

tunate."3 Leicester's letter, which had been sent about the same time

as Elizabeth's, reco-ended to the College in no uncertain terms that they

comply with Elizabeth's request. They reluctantly yielded, but at the

same time expressed the hope that their concession in this instance would

not serve as a precedent for any future application of the same nature.

 

lWiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society, "The Church

Survey in Wiltshire, 1649-1650, " The Wiltshire Archaeoloogical_and Natural

Histog Magazine, XL (June 1919),—p. 303, and Sir Richard Colt—Hoare,

The Modern Histog_of §___outh Wiltshire (London: J.B. Nichols and son, 1830),

III, p. 32.

2V.C.11., _A_ Histog__of Mshire__and gh_e _I__sle 9_fWWitgh (Westminster:

Archibald Constable and Company Limited,1903),_II, pp.- 315- 16.

3mm. to Burghley, [1], 2 Feb. 1581, 3.11., Lansd. Mss. 31, ff.

10899. '
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However, before the completion of the grant their Warden died and a tem-

porary delay occurred which one may assume the Fellows were not very

eager to abridge. Thus, on 11 March 1581 the Privy Council (with the

notable absence of Burghley's signature) wrote a stern letter insisting

that as a result of the College's recent election of. Doctor Wilson as

the new Warden they ought to proceed forthwith to couplete the grant to

Wilkes. At the same time the letter assured the College that in future

Elizabeth would make no more similar requests.1

This latter had the desired effect..- Extent in the Winchester

College Muniments and signed and sealed by Elizabeth is that. institution's

forty-year lease to her and her "assignees" at a yearly rent of £73 6s. 8d.

In return the Queen promised not to sublet the property to'anyone but

"Thomas Wilkes of London" and that he would never sub lease the land for

more than one year, except to his wife or children, without licence from

the Warden. Wilkes was responsible not only for paying all the civil and

ecclesiastical. taxes and for maintaining the property, but also for

providing two days and night's food, drink, and lodging for twelve men

and twelve horses from the College when they cue eabh year to hold court

at Downton or to "observe the estate of the parsonage." It also stipulated

that Wilkes was to "have, keep, and maintain in and upon the said parson- ‘

ago one family or household of four persons at the least."2

 

1Leicester to Warden, and Fellows of Winchester College, the Court,

17 Jan. 1581, "Downton" Winchester College Mss. no. 4975, and Privy Council

to Warden and Fellows of Winchester College, mitehall, 11 March 1581,

Ibi___d_., no. 4974. Hoare, _T_h_e Modern History_of S_h_uth Wiltshire, III, pp.

32-33, and T.F. Kirby, Anna1_____s_ 9_f Winchester CollegeFrom its Foundation

in the year1382 2 she—_-Present_Time (London: Henry Frowde, 1892) , Po 232

havefurther information on this subject. Elizabeth's letter to the

college has been lost.

2"Lease, " 14 March 1581, "Downton," Winchester College Mss. no.

4970. See also Ib_i_d., no. 4972, and Cal. Dom., II, p. 47 [misdated as

1582] for the College'a reply to Elizabeth respecting this lease. There

is one docuent in the Winchester College Lease Book, Register E. 22998,

f. 148 which indicates that on 7 May 1589 Wilkes subleased part of his



'
(
J

.
|
l
l

I
t

o
‘
1
‘

I
n
.
‘
L

H
r
w
‘
1
“
!
\
(
C
h

\
f
“

“
u
h

h
t
h
.
:

..



393

It was over three years before Wilkes' pressing duties as a Clerk

of the Council drove him to sell his home in Brentford (ten miles up the

Th-ss from London) and move to his estate in Downton.1 In the meantime

his rent was raised in June 1583 to £100 235 _a_n_ng which was to be paid

twice yearly in one of two ways: either a cash payment of £33 6s. 8d.

along with "120 quarters of good, sweet, and well-winnoed wheat, sixf-

score quarters of good, well-dried, and well-winnoed nlt," or "instead

of both" a straight £100 of "good English money. "2

The Salt Patent

As valuable a piece of preperty as Parsonage Farm was, Wilkes was

soon casting about for other means of increasing his income. He had

not long to wait, for some time in the «mar of 1585 it appears he was

 

Downton. property to John Thorns, gentleman farmer of London. Whether

this was a single year's lease on Wilkes' leased property or a longer

lease on his indentured preperty is not indicated.

l‘Wilkes to Leicester, London, 12 July 1584, B.M., Cott. Mss.

Titus E. VII, f. 30. For a brief history of Downton, its parish Church

of St. Laurence, and "Mann House" the residence of Theme Wilkes and

later the Raleigh family, see Sir Robert Perkins, Duntone (Poole, Dorset:

W.H. Hallett Ltd., 1967). It appears from what few records exist that

when Wilkes arrived in Downton in the late sin-er of 1584 he found Thomas

Huddles as the vicar of the parish church at St. Laurence. When Huddles

either died or moved from Downton in 1587 Wilkes was then free to obtain

the appointment of his cousin William Wilkes, D.D. , whorwas already rector

of Barford St. Martin in Wiltshire, (1585), as the new vicar. Even

though William Wilkes later became Chaplin to James I, he apparently

continued as Vicar of Downton until his death in 1637 and definitely until

1599. A.K. Woodford, Notes 92 9: Parish Church _o_f_ g. Laurence, Downton,

Wilts. (Nelson: Sanky (Nelson) Ltd., [no date]), p. 8, and Joseph Foster,

Alumni Oxonienses: 1h: Members 2; the University 2; Oxford, 1500-1714

(Oxford: Parker and 00., 1892), IV, p. 1632. See R. E. Brettle, "The

Rev. William Wilkes, D.D., Rector of Barford St. Martin, Wiltshire, 1585-

1637, and John Marston, dramatist (1576-1634)," Lbs; Wiltshire hEhaeolo-

gical 9.9.4 Natural Histog Maggine, LEI (1966), pp. 47-62 for more infor-.

mation on the life of William Wilkes.

2"Lease," 6 June 1583, "Downton," Winchester College Mss. no. 26277.

Later in January and February 1586 Wilkes expanded his holding in Downton

by purchasing two plots of land in "Byrcham Coppice." Wiltshire Record

Office, "Radnor Collection: Downton Deeds, 1537-1586," no. 830.
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approached by John Smith, Searcher of the port of Lynn Regis in Norfolk,

Robert Anderson, a leading mineowner and shipper from the Tyne, and

Robert Bowes, Treasurer of the garrison of Berwick and Elizabeth's prin-

cipal Ambassador to Scotland, with the suggestion that he make suit to

the Queen for a patent as the whole supplier of salt to the :east coast

of England. It was agreed that if the monopoly were granted Wilkes would

sell his licence to them for "a sum of money" and a "yearly annuity" of

£100 and they would handle the production and distribution of the product.1

This time Vice-Chamberlain Hatton appears to be the chief means

of petitioning Elizabeth. "I have," he wrote to Wilkes on the occasion

of the passing of his salt patent,

with great difficulty, after many storms and thwarts, obtained your

bill to be signed by her Majesty, which, notwithstanding, is as yet

stayed by co-eandment and may not proceed to the Signet until I have

spoken with you. I pray you, therefore, let me see you here as soon

as you. can, and then you shall hear further what her Majesty's

pleasure is and what course it to be taken for the free discharge of

that matter.2 ‘

This patent gave Wilkes and his assignees a twenty-one year monopoly

on the supply of white salt within the port of Lynn Regis and the Lincoln-

shire port of Boston (a year later this patent was extended to include

the port of Kingston-upon-Hull in Lincolnshire). For a nominal rent of

only £6 6s. 8d. (a year later raised to £6 13s. 4d.) they were to have

the exclusive right to produce and distribute this salt throughout these

counties. At the same time Wilkes bound hiuelf to John Smith for the

 

1"Reasons to move my Lord Treasurer not to mislike the continuance

of the Patent of Salt,," 29 May 1589, H.M., Lansd. Mss. 59, f. 182, and

Hughes, Studies _13 Administration and Finance 1558-1825, p.47.

2Hatton to Wilkes, Nonsuch, 22 Aug. 1585, H.M.C., Salisbury,

III, p. 107.
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sum of £2,000 "to warrant her Majesty's grant to Smith for the term

therein limited. "1

This dabbling in the field of industrial monopolies by such

government officials as Wilkes, only began in earnest in the late 1580's

and 1590's. At this time Elizabeth's resources were considerably strain-

ed by her war with Spain and she readin acceded to requests for such

monopolies as an inexpensive method of rewarding deserving servants.

These courtiers were not particularly interested in the risks of launch-

ing a new technical invention but preferred to create a lucrative monopoly

in some well-established industry. At the same time it seems that more

often than not it was the merchants, not the courtiers, who initiated

the idea and then, as in the case of Wilkes, approached the government

official whom they thought had the best chance of securing such a licence.2

At first Wilkes' assignees did not prove equal to their new respon-

sibilities and by March 1586 the Privy Council was being flooded with '

complaints from the angry inhabitants of the town of Boston. Petitioning

the Council through John Manners, the Fourth Earl of Rutland, they

 

1"Mr. Wilkes Licence, " Aug. 1585, r. 11.0., Signet Office Docquets,

I, Ind. 5800, f. 35, "Mr. Wilkes' Grant, " Jan. 1586, Ibi___d_., f. 51, Wilkes'

Patent, 1 Sept. 1586, Lid” Patent Roll, C. 66/1295, membrane 11,

Wilkes' Patent, 20 Feb. 1587, Ib_i_d., C. 66/1275, memhranes 33-34, and

"Reasons to induce [the] Lord Treasurer and the rest of my Lordsof the

Council to allow and strengthen the execution of the patent," [3] July

1589, r.3.0., S.P. 12, ccxxv, f. 95. sec 3.11., Lansd. Mss. 52, it.

56-63 for a second copy of the February 1587 licence.

zWilliam Hyde Price, Th__e_ Ehglish Patents of Monogglz (Ca-bridge,

Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1913) , pp. 16-17. Hughes, Studies in

Administration and F_i___nance, pp. 52-53 takes exception to the view that

Wilkes' patent was given as a reward for his public service. "It was, "

he states, "the merchants not the courtiers who invented and stressed

the plea that patents were rewards for public service." This argument

is in fact a superficial one. The real issue is not one of "who invented

and stressed the plea" but whether or not patents were given as rewards

for service. No civil servant in Elizabeth's government ever received

such a monopoly unless he was her trusted and devoted friend.

certainly had other motives for making these grants but to suggest they

were not also given as rewards for service to her in inconceivable.
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accused Wilkes' deputies of using the new salt patent to monopolize all

trade'in that port. ‘ Because their salt pans were not yet in production,

all salt was purchased from Scottish merchants and then resold to the

citizenry at exhorbitant rates. "If Mr. Wilkes and his deputies provide

for us by buying of the Scots that is not the meaning of the grant and

hitherto his deputies have made no salt...but have office to buy the

salt of the Scots." Furthermore, the Boston citizenry claimed that the

Scots were forced to trade all their other coumeodities with the patentees

or the latter would refuse to purchase their salt.‘ In the same way, other

merchants who brought their ships to Boston to trade for salt were forced

to exchange their goods only with Wilkes' assignees. At one point their

offer of "5s. for every weigh" of imported salt was so ridiculously

low that "four or five Scottish ships at the beginning of Lent, laden

with Lenten provisions departed out of our deeps and left us destitute."

These problems and the fact that local salt makers were being "utterly

discouraged from making any salt" led the inhabitants of Boston to con-

clude that the patent had resulted in the "utter decay of all traffic"

in their port.1 ' '

Along with this petition came a close legal analysis of the

patent and its prerogative implications. Its counts are terse and

to the point:

There wanteth the usual guan§u|m| _i_h 22111.! 235: there {wanteth porno .

of grant to Mr. Wilkes to provide and all other persons are pro-

hibited to provide whereof may ensue destitution of the thing.

These words: "Any former grant by his or our progenitors notwith-

standing" are not want to impeach former grants. When composition

is arbitrary, it is infinite, and if her Majesty's prerogative be

infinite (which I knowth) yet, when any part of it is granted to

 

1-Earl of Rutland to Burghley, [1], 2 April 1586, B.M., Lansd.

Mss. 50, f. 41 and "the inconveniences of Mr. Wilkes, his patent for

white salt," 27 April 1586, Ibid., 47, f. 194.
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a subject it is meet to be finite, but this grant is without prescrip-

tion....The thing is of usei‘so general and of such necessity that

it is not apart for a monopoly of all other things (except fire and

water), for it is a victual and an incident inseparable from preser-

vation of victuals and therefore, not meet to be in few hands or in

restraint; for take away salt by fault or negligence and take away

all store of victuals from time to time and take away victual or

rather disarm the subjects from whom it is taken. And a monopoly

of this thing of such use...is a manifest publication to the subjects

that all other things whatsoever may be made subject to monopoly

and fear that many other things will come to that rate may ensue

thereof. It may also breed possibly a general suspicion between her

most excellent Majesty and the subjects that she will extend her

prerogative...very far and further than ever heretofore because

properly every prerogative employeth a prescription and this is with-

out example. This is a grant of subjects goods to be forfeited for

doing that which is before granted to them to do and that bringefh

in question as well all her Majesty's former grants as this one.

With all the trouble over plots against the Queen's life, the

ineptness of Leicester's administration in the Netherlands, and Mary

Stuart's trial and execution, it was March 1587 before the Privy Council

found time to act on the matter of the salt patent. On the 22nd of that

month and no doubt at the instigation of Leicester who by that time hated

Wilkes, the Council sent letters directing the Earl of Huntingdon, Lord

President of the North and various gentlemen of Yorkshire, Norfolk, and

Lincolnshire to call Wilkes' assignees before them to examine the causes

of the dispute.2 When Wilkes, who was at The Hague, heard of this and

Leicester's other efforts to turn Burghley against -the patent he wrote

the following to Walsingham who was in favor of the licence:

I perceive we are like to be over matched by our adversary [Leicester]

who holdeth at his devotion a great one in Court [Burghley]; and

yet I‘ trust God and her Majesty will afford us justice. I had not

need to be fleeced at home considering my charge here.2

 

1"The inconveniences of the patent for white salt," 26 April

1586, Ibid., f. 190.

211.150., x1v, p. 395.

3Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 20 Feb. 1587, _C_a_1_l_. 1195., m,

ii, p. 379. 04y brackets.) Later Wilkes wrote Walsingham that "I on

not only plagued in my reputation in_Court but. in danger to be dispoiled

of such poor means as God hath given to feed myself and family at home."

Wilkes to Walsingham, The Hague, 17 May 1587, Ibid., iii, p. 68. -
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Later he wrote to Hatton,

I am advertised my poor grant for making of salt, obtained by your

goodness, is impugned under favor of My Lord of Leicester and (as

I hear) with some allowance of my Lord Treasurer. It were a very

good course to deprive a man of his living whilst he is employed

in her Majesty's service, and I take it to be directly against the

laws of the realm that a man in my case should be condemned and not

heard. I entreat you therefore, earnestly, to move her Majesty to

cause a surcease of proceedings against my patent until I may come

home. And if it be thought fit to have inquiry made of any mis-

behavior of my deputies, that they be heard without prejudice to me

or to her Majesty's grant.

In response to these pleas all that Walsingham could report to

Wilkes was that with the exception of himself and Hatton the salt patent

was "vary greatly impugned" by the reminder of the Council. At first

that body issued letters stipulating that from henceforth "Wilkes and

his assignees would sell their salt at 18d. the bushel, not to be exceeded

in war or peace, dearth or plenty." They were also required to accept

"such reasonable quantities of white salt as should be agreed on between

them [the local salt farmers] to be brought by them to the ports aforesaid

(Hull, Boston, and Lynn] at the rates of 12d. the bushel. '.' film" also

applied to any white salt delivered to these ports by the'Scots.2

Then, for a while it looked as though the patent would be revoked.

Fortunately, a codaination of Walsingham's and Hatton's efforts along

with John Smith's answers to a series of objections by certain co-ission-

ers from Lynn prevented this. Smith explained that he had been forced

to purchase Scottish salt because his own salt pans were under construction

at the time. Now that they were completed he would be able to make

"sufficient provision" of the same. He admitted that his men had raised

O

lWilkes to Hatton, [The Hague], 17 May 1587, Ibid., p. 67.

2"The State of the Controversy...," July 1589, P.R.O., S.P. 12,

CCKEV, f. 93 and complaint by Knights and Burgesses of Yorkshire,

Lincolnshire, andwNorfolk to Privy Council, [April 1593], B.M. , Lansd.

Mss. 73, f. 157. 04y brackets.) ‘
e

m
e
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the price of salt "yet, the same being done in his absence ought not to

be laid so heavily upon him, the rather because he will see to it to be

fully reformed and the gains from henceforth shall be ruled by that rate

of the Council." In reply to the charges that the Scots would sell

their ealt for half what he was charging if it were not for the monopoly,

Smith replied that his salt was "far exceeding the Scottish salt" in

quality. He further claimed that in the Bishopric of Durham alone "300

poor subjects are planted and set at work and shall be still fed and

maintained by the continuance of the licence." He concluded his defence

by promising there would be no monopolizing other trade products.1

"Signifying their Lordship's liking" of Smith's answers. and

promises, the Privy Council sent, a letter (29 August 1587) to the Mayor

and Aldermen of Lynn ordering them to enforce the grant or to report

further objections. Apparently, "their Lords and the Counties remained

satisfied" with the settlement and in February 1588 Elizabeth was per-

suaded to reissue the twenty-one-year patent to Wilkes and his assignees

for the same annual rent.2 -

During the February-March 1589 Parliament two'tknights and three

burgesses of Yorkshire and Norfolk took occasion in the House of Census

for "pretending some abuse, offered by the assignees of Thomas Wilkes in

the execution of the patent, and that the order of the Lords was not

performed." Not only did they claim. that the salt was scarce and over-

priced but that "unless there might be other contentment ”given" in this

matter they would renew their complaints to the Privy Councils A meeting

 

1"Anhwers and Offers of John Smith," 7 Aug. 1587, Ibid., 52,

f. 50, and Hughes, Studies _ih Administration ind; Finance 1558-1825, pp. 51-52.

zWilkes Salt licence, Westminster, Feb. 1588, 3.14., Lansd.

Mss. 52,.ff.’ 56-63 [second copy in Ibid., ff. 64-65].
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between the disputing parties was quickly called to meet in the presence

of the Earl of Huntingdon who was in Westminster attending the House of

Lords. Anxious that a settlement be reached before news of these fresh

troubles reached Elizabeth's or the Council's ears, Wilkes, along with

Smith, consented to reduce the price of salt from 15d. to "15d. the

bushel, water measure" at Hull and "14d. the bushel, land measure" at

the other ports in county Yorkshire. He further promised to see to it

that sufficient quantities of salt would be supplied for all the inhab-

itants of those counties. In return for these concessions the knights

and burgesses present "did in the behalf of the whole inhabitants under-

take and contract with the said Wilkes and Smith...to maintain and defend

the execution of the patent among them, " and to recruit a sufficient

number of salt workers to bring production up to the necessary level.

It was further agreed that if any further disputes arose both parties

would again lay their differences before Huntingdon. 1

Though this conference settled some problems it created others.

Such. low salt prices hurt those "ingrossers" who could no longer afford

to compete with the patentee's salt. Consequently, these men took up

the cry against the patent claiming further violations of it and subse-

quent agreements. So it was that from May to July 1589 there was a real

danger that the patent would be revoked. Wilkes and his deputies had to

exert all their influence to see that it was maintained and their greatest

task was to convert Burghley, who was always suspicious of monopolies.

 

1"The State of the Controversy," July 1589, P.R.O., S.P. 12

CCXXV, f. 93 [second copy in H.M., Lansd. Mss. 59, f. 186]. For an exam-

ple of how such extremely low salt prices hurt others in the business,

see Sir Robert Delaval to Burghley, [Blyth, Horthumberlandtl, [30 Hay]

1592, The Horthumberland County History Co-ittee, A Histog g; Horthum-

berland (London: Simpkin, Harshall, Hamilton Kent and Company, Limited,

1909), II, p. 352. Hughes, Studies g Administration _a__nd Finance 1558-1825,

pp. 54-55, mistakenly refers to this meeting as. the "York Conference" and

erroneously places it in the year 1588.
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At the end of nay they drew up a paper entitled "lessons to move my

Lord Treasurer not to mislike the continuance of the patent of salt to

Thomas sun-{'1 in which they stressed the high quality of their 144.

per bushel salt and the employment created by their erection of "a great

nufier of salt pans." They also claimed that "good quantities" of salt

were being purchased from the Scots each year "though to the loss of

the patentee and his assignees in respect of the evil condition of the

salt."

If your lordship will but consider the prices that salt is presently

sold at within the city of London2 and other places where the patent

is not in force and shall coqare the same with the offer now made

and concluded...you shall find that the said patent is most beneficial

to those parts of the realm. It is true that Uilkes had a sum of

money for the patent when it was first granted, so had he withall

an annuity growing yearly unto him during the term of the said patent.

The money hath been since all spent, and a good portion more in her

Hajesty's service. The annuity remaineth and is the best and chief-

est stay of his maintenance. He trusteth his poor service shall be

thought to deserve and be worthy of the benefit he enjoyeth thereby

and that in this time of his disfavor in Court and out of hope of

any present reward the same shall not be taken from him.

On June 14th Hilkes took it upon himself to draw up and send to

Burghley for his signature a letter that would "put a stop" to three or

four "troublemakers" in Lynn who continued to impeach his patent,

in contempt of her Hajesty's prerogative and authority, in so much

as if the same be not met with all by some good direction from your

Lordship and the rest of my good Lords of the Council, the contempt

of her Hajesty's said authority will increase and the prejudice of

myself and deputy be such as it will undo us both. I do therefore

most humbly ever upon my knees beseech and intreat your good Lordship

to yield me your extraordinary favor herein and I trust you shall

never hear more of any just quarrel or discontentment...for the time

I mean to take the benefit of it.3

These two doct-ents had the desired effect and almost i-ediately two of

 

13.11., Lansd. an. 59, f. 182.

2See aid” 58, ff. 152-53 for London salt prices from 1583-1588.

In the vast majority of cases salt was sold at an average of 2s. per

bushel and in some cases as high as 3s.4d. --never as low as 15d.

311.14., 59, f. 184.



that

her!

 
 
 



402

the troublemakers were hailed before the Council for having "impugned

her Majesty's grant.“ The results of this confrontation is recorded in

a letter from Walsingham to Burghley.

There have appeared here one George Gibson [and] John Bassett and

given their attendance ever since noonday last, and because your Lord-

ship and the rest of the Council are for the most part absent I

thought it good to call them and charge them with such matters as

have been informed against them by Hr. Wilkes, and they confessing

their faults and submitting themselves not having any matter of

grief either from the town of L or otherwise to exhibit against

, the patentee or his assignee... have dismissed the said Gibson and

Bassett whereof I would not omit to give your Lordship knowledge the

rather at the instance of Mr. Wilkes [and] Hr. Bowes who as I per-

ceive1 depend not a little on your Lordship's good favor in their

case.

It see. Burghley and several other members of the Council were still

questioning the patent's validityusuggesting that it "smacked of a

monopoly." As a result, Wilkes and his deputies prepared an even more

elaborate defence "to induce my Lord Treasurer and the rest of my Lords

of the Council to allow and strengthen the execution of the patent

granted to Thomas Wilkes." Submitted on July 3rd, it read:2

First, the grant made to Thomas Wilkes her Hajesty's servant in

reward of his service, who receiving the same bona-fide authorized

under the Great Seal of England sold the said grant to John Smith

his assignee for a sum of money, reserving a yearly pension or annuity

of one hundred pounds ge_r_ annum during the term of the said grant,

a good part of the living and maintenance of the said Wilkes.

If the grant shall be thought unlawful because it seemeth to be a

monopoly I beseech their Lords to remember that her Majesty hath

granted others of the like nature, as that for the bringing in of

sweet wines, currents, cochinells, cards, making of starch, printing

of law books, gra-ers, and such like, and of the same nature one

to Harebrand of Yarmouth. Upon the opinion of the validity of this

grant being (as it is said) under the Great Seal of England which

with the authority of her liajesty's prerogative held among lawyers

to be absolute although her power limited by the laws of the realm

be (as they term it) Potestas terminate by which absolute power she

 

lWalsingham to Burghley, Nonsuch, 6 July 1589, Ibid., f. 190.

2P.R.O., S.P. 12, CCXXV, f. 95 [second copy in 8.14., Lansd. lies.

59, ff. 188-89].
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hath granted this and the like patents heretofore. The said Wilkes

hath sold and the said John Smith his assignee hath bought bona-fide

the said patent, and hath thereupon disbursed as well to the patentee

as to the others her Majesty's subjects whom he hath induced to

erect pans for making of salt above five-thousand pounds. The

party whom he hath induced and led upon the like opinion of the

sufficiency of her Majesty's said grant to enter into charge of the

setting up of salt pane [is] one Mr. Robert Bowes, Treasurer of

Berwick who will depose that he hath by that means entered into a

charge of four thousand pounds.

Thomas Wilkes hath bound himself in two-thousand pounds to warrant

her Majesty's grant to Smith for the term therein limited. Smith

hath likewise entered into bond of two thousand pounds to Mr. Bowes

and of fifteen hundred to Mr. Anderson in respect of the charge they

have been at by reason of the patent to take from, them yearly certain

quantities of salt at a price.

How therefore, if the patent should be revoked or the execution

thereof not strengthened as appertaineth, Thomas Wilkes doth not

only lose his reward but is undone by the forfeiture of his bond

given for the warranty thereof and the counties of Yorkshire and

Worfolk with whom he hath compounded to serve them with sufficient

quantities of salt at all times at 14d. the bushel may have an

action of covenant of no less importance than the forfeiture of his

said bond. '

The docmse‘nt concluded with several familiar arguments about the high

price of salt before the patent and the danger the ingrossers of salt would

present to the inhabitants if the patent were revoked.

This lengthy but well argued defence had the desired effect. A

letter over a week later, on July 13th, the strict enforcement of the

salt patent was secured by a Council order to the Lynn officials inform-

ing them of Gibson's and Bassett's confessions, and requiring them to

make certain that no others wilfully impugned the Queen's prerogative in

this matter.1 Unquestionably, it was the joint influence of men like

Hatton, Walsingham, Wilkes, and Eowes that saved the patent during this

crisis.

 

lAe’eCe, "II, PP. 384'85e
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Fearing that Wilkes' assignment to the Netherlands during

the summer of 1590 would lead to renewed attempts to impeach his patent,

the Privy Council ordered the Earl of Huntingdon to call any such "forward

persons" before him,

examine the matter, and take order with them either by committing

them to prison, if you see cause, or otherwise as your Lordship

shall think fit, that he [Wilkes] be not damnified in the thee of

his absence in her Majesty's services.1

Later in April 1591 Nicholas Hare, Justice of the Peace of Stowe

Earfold in Norfolk, was charged by the Council with illegally importing

"150'weighs" of white salt from Scotland to Lynn. His cargo "stayed

and seized" as punishment, he was told that if he or anyone else could

ever prove that the patent was not providing sufficient salt the Council

would "take order for redresses as shall appertain."2

.Apparently by April 1593 salt production had increased to the point

that‘Wilkes and his deputies found it unprofitable to buy salt from

local salt producers. These salt farmers quickly protested to Burghley

and onwApril 8th the patentees were ordered to resume buying all salt

offered tothem in sale by the local producers at the rate of 12d. per

bushel. They were told that if they infringed "the true intent and

meaning of this order" then by default it would be lawful for the grieved

parties to sell and buy salt without "restriction or impeachment." When

Wilkes demonstrated that he and his deputies could hardly do this’unless

freed from the Lords' former order to buy from the Scots the Council

agreed to waive that requirement.3

 

lrtlvy Council to Huntingdon, Ely Place, 5 June 1590,.Ih__1_d., m,

p. 186. Guy brackets.) .

2lh__l_d., :11, pp. 37-38. At this same time Wilkes enlarged his

interest in the salt business by securing a private forty year lease of

"diverse salt houses in Nantwich in the county of Chester" at an annual

rent of £16. P.R.O., Signet Office nocquets, I, Ind. 6800, f. 289.

3Privy Council order to Wilkes and his deputies, 8 April 1593,
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From this point to the death of Wilkes there was hardly a formal

complaint lodged against his patent. Angry with the Privy Council

decision that no longer required that their salt be purchased, the Scottish

merchants tried and failed to have the patent "called in by m Warranto. "

When Wilkes died in March of 1598 his licence was reissued to John Smith

for the remaining eight years of the patent's twenty-one years' duration.

With Wilkes restraining influence removed, Smith turned his back on all

pledges and soon salt prices were soaring to as high as 14s. and 15s. per

bushel. Consequently, when Parliament convened in October of 1601 the

Co-ons was rocked by the uncompromising denunciations of angry Yorkshire

and Lincolnshire Members of Parliament against Wilkes' patent. The

result of these and numerous other complaints against the whole Elizabethan

patent system resulted in a proclamation abolishing this particular salt

monopoly as well as several other patents.1

Further Suits

Age in no way slowed Wilkes down as a trafficker in crown privi-

leges. In June of 1595 he was not only anxious to secure another patent,

but this time hoped to expedite matters by presenting a choice of suits

for the Queen to decide upon. In the Public Record Office is an inter-

esting document entitled "the effect of the suits presented to the Queen's

Majesty by Sir Thomas Wilkes; of which he most humbly desireth her Najesty

to bestow on him some one for his present relief."2 It goes on to read:

 

3.11., Lansd. lies. 73, f. 158 and compalint of the Knights and Burgesses of

Yorkshire, Lincolnshire, and Norfolk to Privy Council, [April 1593],Ibi_g. ,

p. 157.

1D'Ewes, The gournanals of all th__e ParliamentsDu in__gthe M_of

ME. Elisabeth,—pp. 644-48, "Discourse on letters patent for_making salt,"

10 [Harch‘l] 1597,1bid., 84, f. 8, Smith's licence, 26 August 1599, C__al.

Dom., V, p. 310, Hughes, Studies in Administration _a__nd L__inance 1558-—

_l_.__825, p. 65, and Neale, Elizabeth-—I and Her Parliaments,1584-1601, pp. 376-93.

29.x.o., S.P. 12, CCLII, f. 115.
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Whereas great quantities of seacoals, being a co-odity of the realm,

are daily transported into foreign ports freely and without contra-

diction by strangers and others, that her Majesty will be pleased to

grant to-Sir Thomas Wilkes for twenty-one years that none may pass

out of- the realm but by his licence, wherein, no subject of the realm

that shall either use the trade of the seacoals or burn them for his

use within the realm shall be prejudiced, nor her Majesty's custom,

for that kind be' any way diminished.

He continues:

If her Majesty shall not be pleased to grant him this, then, with

like humility he desireth the grant of some fee farm to such a

value as her Majesty shall be pleased to grant, wherewith he may

satisfy his debts and have some means to maintain him in her Majesty's

services.

Again, he suggests:

But if neither of these may stand with her Majesty's liking then

doth he most husbly refer himself to her Majesty's gracious liberality

to be speedily given him in such kind as she in her goodness shall

think fit to relieve his present necessities.

No doubt the absence of his close friends Walsingham (d. 1590) and

Hatton (d. 1591) contributed to his lack of success in obtaining this

patent. Nevertheless, Elizabeth was disposed to take his second suggestion

and

for

in August of the same year she called for

two warrants directed severally to the Lord Treasurer, Sir John

Fortescue, and Sir Thomas Heneage Knights to give order for several

particulars to be made of such lands, tenements, manors, and

hereditants as shall amount to the yearly rent of one hundred marks

[£66 13s. 4d], or thereabouts, whereof one half, or thereabout, to

be in the survey of the Exchequer, the other half of the duchy of

Lancaster being such as the Lord Treasurer shall think fit to be

demised. And thereupon, to cause lease to be severally drawn of

the same in advowson or possession to pass her Highnesses signature

and seals unto Sir Thomas Wilkes, Knight for forty-one years; reser-

ving the ancient accustomed rents, and under accounts and conditions

usually procured by Sir Robert (:ecil.---gl_ratis1

The same year Wilkes followed up this success with another request

a patent. This time he asked for a

licence for the buying of one-thousand sarples of wool yearly for

the space of ten years by himself or his deputies, and to sell the

 

1Ibid., Signet Office Docquets, I, Ind. 6800, f. 542. (My brackets.)
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same again within her Majesty's dominions at reasonable prices.

This suit hath been thrice granted by her Majesty since her coming

to the Crown; the first to one Scottishford a clothier...second to

William Wilson, brother to Mr. Doctor Wilson...and the third to

Simon Bowyer esq....'l‘he copies of these two later grants are remain-

ing with my. Lord Treasurer. All these three grants have had their

course for their second terms without interruption or offence to the

subjects and are all expired; the last to Mr. Bowyer more than ten

years since.

Again, Wilkes appears to have failed to win this suit. He did

procure a "grant" of some kind in Decenber of 15952 but there seems to

have been some delay in obtaining Elizabeth's signature on it. Thus,

on 31 January 1596 he scribbled a quick note to Sir Robert Cecil which

not only asks that this be taken care of but also admirably illustrates

the motives that induced Wilkes to become a purveyor in crown privileges.

Have me in your favorable remenbrance for my poor bill...in respect

that the parties to‘dlich I am to make the assignments are here

attending to their charges and will depart homeward at the end of the

Term before which time if I obtain not her Majesty's signature to the

grant I shall be constrained to attend and forebear the receipt of

my money till the next Term which will turn to my very great

hinderance.3

Perhaps the above "poor bill" Wilkes was seeking confirmation of

was the following lease granted in February 1596.

A lease in reversion granted to Sir Thomas Wilkes Knight one of the

Clerks of her Majesty's Privy Council of the Manor of Burnham Overy-

at Burnham, Norfolk, called the Lethis and Crabhall, and the Rectory

belonging to the said manor of Lathis. And also of diverse lands,

tenements, and hereditaments in Stebonith March, Barking and over in

the several counties of Norfolk, Middlesex, Carnarvon, Essex, and

Cambridge, for term of forty-one years; rent in the whole by the

year £25 2s. 10d.--gratis4

 

11b1d., 3.2. 12, ccrv, f. 145.

Society, 1890),p. 40.

33.3., Hatfield Mss. [microfilm] xxx, f. 44.

"P.R.O., Signet Office Docquets, I, Ind. 6800, f. 570. See

Wilkes' Lease, 14 Feb. 1596, P.R.O., Patent Roll C. 66/1451, membranes

35'38e
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From all available records, this was the last suit Wilkes secured.

In June 1597 he appears to have made one last attempt to procure a patent

but Burghley's awareness of the growing discontent in England over Elisa-

beth's patent policy, plus his own personal aversion to monopolies killed

it. Wilkes' subsequent letter to Sir Robert Cecil on the subject is

especially illuminating on the way in which one went about obtaining

Crown privileges.

I was on Tuesday at the Court hoping to have had, the opportunity

to have seen your honor to have given you thanks for your honorable

readiness to have done me good in the suit I presumed to move unto

you and'with all to let you know the dislike my Lord your father

hath of the nature of my suit, holding the same to be an absolute

monopoly; and although I have endeavored, as well by speech as by

weighing with many reasons to remove his conceipt in that point yet

I find my labor vain and myself void of all hope to win his Lordship

to any liking of the same. Nevertheless, I find his Lordship so

honorably inclined towards my relief as he hath willed me to find

out some other thing that may be better to his liking, which I will

(God willing) seek to have by such good means as I may, and because

it will require time (for I protest unto you I know not what to seek

out on the sudden) I must have patience and will try my friends and

skill to the uttermost to be furnished of some other things that

may be to his Lordship's liking.

No one worked more assiduously at obtaining the patronage of the

Crown than Wilkes, and few, throughout Elizabeth's reign, could boast of

having landed so important and all encompassing a patent as his on salt.

It was, in fact, the largest salt patent in England and though not the

most lucrative of the monopolies it did provide Wilkes with the not incon-

siderable sum of £100 3; annual. This, along with his £40 a year salary

as a Clerk, his smbassadorial diets, and his income from his estate in

Downton and later in Hertfordshire (not to mention his later leases and

property income granted at the Crown's pleasure), added up to a surprisingly

substantial amount. Still, his will attests to the fact that he died an

 

’ 1Wilkes to Sir Robert Cecil, London, 30 June 1597, H.M., Hatfield

Mss. [microfilm], LII, f. 87.
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unwealthy man. There‘is no more eloquent testimony than this of the

tremendous expenses involved in being a servant of the Crown, especially

when one was required to fulfill as many foreign assiglments as did

Wilkes. It should also be remeflaered that in spite of the numerous

cleaints against Wilkes' salt patent, it eventually provided good

quality white salt at prices well below that sold in London, and

thus was a benefit to everyone but those who wished to sell their own

salt at higher prices. Despite Edward Hughes suggestions to the contrary,1

Wilkes career conclusively demonstrates the validity of William Hyde

Price's statement that "it is evident that the grants to the servants

of. the Queen's household, and to the clerks were conferred in lieu of

salaries."2 Perhaps it would be even more accurate to say that these

grants "were conferred to supplement admittedly inadequate salaries."

 

1studies .42 Administration Lag Finance 1558-1825, pp. 52-53.

29.; leish Patents 9; Mono 01‘, p. 17.





CHAPTER.XI

CONCLUSION

Throughout the twelve missions of his diplomatic career--from

the spring of 1573, when he became secretary to Ambassador Dale in Paris,

to his lonely and unfortunate death in 1598 while traveling on assignment

to Henry IV, Sir Thomas Wilkes was motivated by an overriding concern _

for the interests and religion of his country.1 Like his mentor Walsingham,

he was one of the few in official circles who recognized as early as the

1570's that it was Spain and not internally divided France that posed

the greater threat to England's security. So intense was his distrust

of Philip II that in late 1589 or 1590 he went so far as to write a

treatise suggesting that the "Infidel Turka"be persuaded to launch an

all out war on Spain in order to stop Philip II's expansive tendencies.

Entitled "A consideration whether her Majesty may with her honor accept

the Turk's offer and provoke him to invade the King of Spain," this

surprising document pointedly argues that,

There is [a] difference between invoking the aid of an infidel against

a Christian prince and.the-hsing'of ohe'same‘ against ~the‘EingJof *

Spain, for to use the color of religion to cut the throat of religion

and to use the cloak of Christianity to the destruction of Christianity

is worse than infidelity.2

1SeeAppendix E for a list of Wilkes' diplomatic missions and

their dates.

2W'ilkes' "Consideration" was found in a manuscript volume entitled

"Leycester's 'Commonwealth': Together with other Political Papers,"

collected by Mr. Beauprebell in 1726 (University Library, Cambridge,

England} ff. 62-63. See.Appendix P for a complete copy 6f this interest-

ing document.
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The possibility of such action had first been broached in March

of 1587 when the English agent in Constantinople, William Harborne,

sent Walsingham word that Philip II was attempting to effect a truce

between Spain and Turkey. The Principal Secretary's reply to the Sultan

which hinted that he might attempt something "presently _f_o_l_'_ the impeachment

of the said Spaniard's greatness" apparently worried, the Queen and her

other councilors.1 Concerned about the prospect of scandalizing Europe

through provoking the infidel against a Christian prince, they appear

to have asked for Wilkes' opinion. What affect his strong words had on

their peace of mind is not known, but the very existence of this "consid-

eration" is eloquent testimony on Wilkes' com-on sense approach to the

problem of dealing with England's great enemy.

Wilkes was a man whose personality was in marked contrast to that

of his sovereign. Elizabeth was an opportunist, Wilkes an idealist;

she awaited dangers while he went forth to meet them. She was as incon-

stant and variable as water, while he was as stable and unmoving as a

rock. Much of the frustration and discouragement that Sir Thomas was to

experience throughout his twenty-five years in her service came as a

result of this difference in approaching the problems that faced sixteenth-

century England.

Because Wilkes was neither a close friend of Elisabeth nor one

of her trusted councilors, he was forced to use means other than personal

persuasion to put pressure on her for the realisation of his goals. One

of his most obvious methods of doing this was through his close friendship

with such members of the Privy Council as Hatton, Walsingham, and even

 

1head, a. gecgstagzm, 111, pp. 325-32. 01y brackets.

Underlined portions in cipher.) Here Professor Read quotes what appears

to be the only other documents on this particular subject.
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Leicester, before their friendship ended. Periodically we see Walsingham

seeking out Wilkes' opinion on important foreign matters. Less obvious

‘was the influence Wilkes' diplomatic correspondence had on both the

Queen and her Privy Council. .Accurate, easily read, persuasively written,

his official dispatches served time and again as the basis for important

decisions at the English Court.1

Throughout his foreign service Wilkes' assignments were never as

a resident ambassador, but always as a kind of "smhassador-at-large"

or diplomatic "troubleshooter," who was sent to solve pressing inter-

national problems. Invariably, these mdssions required an astute mind

rather than a prestigious presence. His early travels on the Continent,

his competence in the Latin, French, Italian, and Spanish languages, and

his acknowledged integrity made him one of Elizabeth's most valuable

career diplomats.

Wilkes recognized foreign service as a stepping-stone to higher

office, but like most other diplomats, after two or three'missions he

was not anxious to serve another. Too often, foreign service brought

with it ill-health, a depletion of private fortune, a neverdmissed

opportunity for one's enemies at home to spread lies, and as Wilkes learned

very early, the possibility of Elizabeth repudiating the very actions

mendmumuwomtouh. '

Nor was this the "GoldenHAge of Diplomacy" when poor communication

made every ambassador the alter-ego of his monarch, requiring him to make

many crucial on-the-spot decisions that bound his goverusnt to important

policies. Wilkes' and others' careers demonstrate conclusively that

 

1See Appendix D for a reproduction of one of Wilkes ' ‘holograpb

letters.
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ambassadors and agents had little if any more freedom to make important

decisions than the diplomats of today.1 In fact, Wilkes' independence

was often more restricted because of the delays incurred by Elissbeth's

insistence that all decisions be made at home. Many were the times in

his negotiations when Wilkes would have preferred to settle some minor

point of difference and pass on to more important items, but instead,

had to sit and cool his heels until further instructions arrived. Still,

he was no yes man like his contemporaries Sir Henry Cobham and, to a i

lesser degree, Sir Henry Rilligrew. Wilkes' entire career is a monument

to the advice he gave Sir Robert Cecil that a good councilor to any

monarchis always the one who will not hesitate to warn his sovereign

of the dangers threatening therealm. As he stated it: "the councilor

is bound by oath to discharge his duty by showing his opinion. "2

Like most of his colleagues, Wilkes' contributions in the field

of diplomacy were less than spectacular; nevertheless, there were some

solid achievements. His early role in winning the confidence of Henry

of Navarre in Elizabeth proved invaluable to England's interests when

he became Ring of France. There can be little doubt that his efforts

played an important part in assisting Condh and encouraging Frederick,

the Elector Palatine, to put together an army of invasion which forced

Catherine de Medicis and Henry III to sign the Peace of Monsieur in May

1576. Unfortunately, even though he was instrumental in the renewal of

full diplomatic [relations between England and Spain in 1508, Mendoza's

 

11". Jeffrey Platt, "Sir Henry Cobham's Embassy to France, 1579-

1583" (unpublished M.A. thesis, Brigham Young University, 1968). See

also A.E. Robertson, "A Study of the Ambassadors and the Conduct of‘

Embassies to France during the Reign of Elizabeth I" (unpublished M.A.

thesis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne University, [1964), for a general look at

the functioning of Elizabeth's diplomatic corps.

zWilkes' "Brief and Sun-nary Tract," [15911], 3.14., Stowe Mss.

296, ff. 7-200 ‘ .,

\
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presence in London provedrmore detrimental than helpful to the friend-

ship of the two countries. Wilkes' 1586-1587 mission to the Netherlands

could have proved a great boon to the Anglo-Dutch war against Parma, if

only Elizabeth had been willing to accept the suggestions he made instead

of allowing herself to be swayed by the splenetic hatred of her dear

"Rob." The treatment this courageous, and honest servant received at

the hands of bothth’erQueen and her favorite was completely undeserved.

From Leicester, little else could have been expected, but from Elizabeth

such conduct was reprehensible. Here remains one of the most striking

evidences against the oft-repeated claim that in the ultimate solution of

any problem Elizabeth's mind always ruled her heart. Only Leicester's

death and a year of forgetting allowed the Queen to emerge again as master

of the woman. Yet, throughout it all, unlike the Stanleys and Essexs

of his day, and to his lasting credit, Wilkes never faltered in his

loyalty to Elizabeth. In time, his natural abilities could no longer

be suppressed. He was restored to favor, and lived to render England

nine more years of valuable service. Though coming too late to dissuade

Henry IV from changing his religion, Wilkes' 1593 mission to France did

result in the important "Bond of Amity" which reassured the troubled

Elizabeth of the continued friendship of this newly converted monarch.

Perhaps more important than any of these was his prolific and accurate

correspondence which always kept the government well informed on foreign

events and thus provided a firm foundation upon which it could base its

decisions.

Unlike the Elizabethan diplomats, Sir Nicholas Throckmorton and

Doctor John Man, Wilkes was not a divisive diplomat. Always patient

and understanding, he brought to every negotiation-- a. spirit.of moderation,

coupled with firmness, that generally won for him the respect of those
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he had to deal with. It was for this reason as‘much as anything else

that his diplomatic career was so successful.

Like most other diplomats of the sixteenth-century, Wilkes appears

to have possessed great physical and mental stamina. Travel was a

difficult and hazardous business under the best of conditions, yet,

Wilkes was often called upon to travel in the dead of winter and through

extremely hostile territory. The emotional tension resulting from the

slowness and unreliability of communication, coupled‘with the mental

strain of conducting negotiations, was always exhausting. Add to these

the terrific pressure that he faced in being the lone defender of English

interests on the.Anglo-Dutch Council of State, of trying to fulfill his

assignment with insufficient funds, and of vainly striving to defend the

good name that his enemies back home were intent on destroying, and it

becomes easy to see why his last journey to France was too much for his

weakened body to endure.

Because of the difficulty diplomatic historians have had in

accurately determining England's position in and contributions to the

evolution of late sixteenth-century diplomacy, it becomes almost impossible

to state what Wilkes' own position and contributions may have been. One

generality historians have agreed upon is that by the second half of the

sixteenth century,thenuse of resident ambassadors had become one of the

normal methods of diplomatic intercourse throughout Europe. In.this sense

Elizabeth and Wilkes were both out of step with their times. For the

major portion of her reign Elizabeth had a permanent legation only in

France, and Wilkes, who had one of the longest diplomatic careers in her

reign, never served as a resident ambassador. Still, Wilkes possessed,

and appears to have exercised,many of the attributes necessary for a suc-

cessful diplomat in any age. He was adroit, hard working, patient, fair,
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and tactful. He kept his government well-informed on foreign matters

and was not afraid to spend his own meagre fortune to further England's

cause. Unlike many of his contemporaries who were looked upon as spies

or men "sent to lie abroad for the good of their countries," Wilkes was

generally trusted and respected by those with whom he dealt.

As a diplomat, Wilkes emerges, on the whole, in a favorable light;

and if his contribution to the evolution of Western-European diplomacy

seems small, it must be remembered that he did help to brighten an other-

wise considerably tarnished image of sixteenth-century diplomacy.

0n the domestic scene, Wilkes' contributions are no doubt far

greater than surviving records indicate. Enough remains to demonstrate

quite clearly that his duties as a Clerk of the Council,‘Hember of

Parliament, Justice of the Peace, and Huster-Haster-General of the Low

Countries involved him in nearly every level; of national and local

government. .A look at his duties as clerk leaves one with the unmistakable

impression that this office was one of significant importance. There

'may have been many other offices of greater prestige and more lucrative

stipend, but few involved their occupants in such weighty matters as advis-

ing on matters of international relations, unraveling plots against the

Queen's life, and treating with foreign embassies visiting London. His

contributions to this office as well as in the field of international

politics was so significant that only at the last moment was he cheated '

out of the high honor of being one of England's two Principal Secretaries.

Ead he obtained this office he would have been just what Elisabeth needed

at that time--someone of Walsingham's calibre to complement‘the super-

cautious nature of Burghley and later of his son Sir Robert. The very

fact that a second level non-pedigreed government official was even con-

sidered for the office demonstrates the remarkable fluidity of Elizabethan

society.
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Wilkes' career is one of the best exmmples available of the

importance of patronage in Tudor society. Like all second-level officials

he was dependent upon men like Walsingham, Burghley, and Hatton for favors

and protection. His activities as a purveyor of Crown privileges demon-

strate conclusively that this was the accepted means by which Tudor

diplomats offset the crushing personal expense involved in foreign

assignments.

It is the acknowledged tendency of most biographers, and this one

is no exception, to be somewhat blind to the shortcomings of their sub-

jects. But even‘with that in mind, it is still difficult to come away

from.a study of Wilkes' life without a feeling of reassurance that

thousands of hours of research and writing have at least been spent on

a man whose integrity in public office was remarkable for his day and

age. Despite the trouble over his salt patent, due to infractions on

the part of his assignees, it must be remembered that it was Wilkes who

saw to it that high quality salt was produced and sold at prices far below

those in London. His presence at the rackings of several Catholic con-

spirators need not be held against him, for his assignment was only to

record their confessions. His flight from the Netherlands to avoid facing

Leicester was his most serious mistake, but even that can be understood

when one remembers that he had not only been officially recalled but

also feared for his life in the Earl's presence. The real source of this

trouble and his subsequent disgrace was not a lack of integrity but a

case of too'much honesty. His always detached and objective reporting

was the one thing Leicester's type of administration could not endure.

chh to his credit his letters during this period and throughout his

career are remarkably free of the rancor and pettiness that filled so

much of the correspondence of his day.
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All in all, it is hoped that this study of Wilkes' career has

demonstrated the importance of the biography in history. It is a type

of history which forces both the reader and especially the author to

broaden his understanding of a particular period of time by delving into

a staggering variety of its problems. more often than not, this also

proves the best way to gain a genuine "feel" for a bygone era, and invar-

iably it personalizes the much too often impersonalized approach to

history. Hopefully, this biography of Wilkes has demonstrated the need

for a host of similar studies, especially in the field of Elizabethan

diplomacy. A closer look at more of the lesser-known lights of that

age could not help but illuminate many dark corners of sixteen-century

English history.
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BIBLIOGRAPHICAL ESSAY

I

PRIMARY SOURCES

The sources availabe on the life and career of Sir Thomas Wilkes

are as varied as they are numerous and, with the exception of several

Dutch collections, the following represent virtually all that is avail-

able on the subject.

Early Life Lug Family Genealogies:

As always, one of the most indispensible sources for tracing the

genealogy of most important sixteenth-century figures is to be found in

the Public Record Office "Prerogative Court of Canterbury Wills." The

Wills of Thomas Wilkes, his father and mother-in-laqumbrose and Joan

Smith, his second wife's father Sir John Savage and her second husband

William Jephson, are found in 36 Lewyn, 14 Watson, 28 Woodhall, 4O

Montague, and 108 Cape, respectively. These, along with the numerous

genealogies found in the British Museum, "Harleian Mss." and those

published by the Harleian Society, make it possible to shed some light ‘

on the otherwise obscure origins of Thomas Wilkes. B.M., "Harleian Has."

1563 gives Wilkes' genealogy as well as his coat of arms [The "Pedigrees" .

in the College of Arms Mss. 2. D 14 11 provides a more detailed genealogy].

John Petherstone's (ed.), _Th_g gisitation o_f_ _t_h; My 2;My

1619 (London: Printed for the Harleian Society by Taylor and Co. , Printers,

1870), and SOphia W. Rawlins, ed., The Visitation of Lo_n_d__on, _l__568 (London:

Printed for the Harleian Society by John Whitehead and Son Limited, 1963) ,

contain genealogies of Wilkes' first wife Nargaret Smith. W. Bruce

Bannerman's (ed.), E! Register 93. gg. Pancras, M La_n_e_ (London:

419
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The Harleian Society, 1915), gives the date and place of her marriage

to Sir Thomas. Information on Margaret's age, death, burial and their

baby girl is provided in her "Funeral Certificate," College of Arms

1188. I. 6. It also contains a beautiful representation of their

combined coat of arms.

The genealogy of Frances Savage, (Thomas Wilkes' second wife),

her nephew's marriage to her step-daughter Margaret Wilkes, and her own

marriage to William Jephson after Sir Thomas' death are found in G. J.

Armytage and J. P. Ryland, eds. , Pedigree; gage _s_; the Visitation _o_f_

Cheshire, 1&3. (London: Printed for the Harleian Society by Ye Wardour

Press, 1913), and in the records of the London Society of Genealogists,

"Hertfordshire Marriages. "

What little primary material is to be found on Wilkes' early travels

is in The Public Record Office, "State Papers, Domestic Mss.,

Elizabeth" CCIVL doc. #154 which gives a very important but brief mention

of his eight years of travel on the Continent before he began his

official career. His education at All Soul's, Oxford is covered by the

Register o_f_ the University o_f_ gm, eds. , C.W. Boase and Andrew Clark

(Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1885 and 1888) , I and II.

Diplomatic Career:

Sir Thomas Wilkes' diplomatic career is documented by a vast

quantity of papers relating specifically to his missions and often to

important related events. The Public Record Office is by far the most

important depository of these documents. The "State Papers, Foreign

Mss." covering the reign of Elizabeth are the heart of this study. For

the years lSSB-July 1589 these documents have been edited by Joseph -

Stepheson, £5 e_l. and published in the monumental Calendar of S533 Pa ers,
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Foreiggielggg o_f_ _thg R_e_igg _o_f Elizabeth (London: H.M.S.O., 1863-1950),

I-XXIII. For the period August 1589-May 1591 a new approach was attempted

in editing these increasingly numerous documents. Completed under the

brilliant editorship of R. B. Wernham, the holder of the Chair of Modern

History at Oxford University, the Li_s_t_ 393 Analysis 3; _S_t_a_t£ Pa ers,

Foreign M, Elizabeth j_[_ (London: H.M.S.O., 1964 and 1969), I and

II provide a "consolidated smary, in more or less narrative form, of

all the information about any particular event or topic that is to be

found in the S.P. Foreign as a whole." Together the Calendar _o_f_ §_t_:_g_t_:_e_

£223.22. Foreigg and the £135 293 Analysis provide a bulk of the infor-

mation on Wilkes' diplomatic career through 1590.

For the years after May 1591 one is forced to search out the

original documents themselves. The "State Papers, Foreign Mss. Flanders"

77, V, provide several important papers relating to his abortive 1594 1

mission to the Archduke Ernest. The "State Papers, Foreign Hss., France"

78, XXVII-XXIX, XXII-XXIII, XXXVII, and 11.1 provide most of the infor-

mation on his 1592, 1593, and 1598 missions to France. The "State

Papers, Foreign Mss. , Holland," 84, XLIlI-IIIL have several important

docuaents touching various phases of Wilkes' foreign assigments. Like-

wise, the "State Papers, Foreign Nss. , Treaty Papers ," 103, VII and

mm have several unpublished documents dealing with his 1593

mission to Henry IV and to his 1586-1587 mission to The Hague. Probably

one of the most valuable collections of Wilkes' own correspondance for

the years 1586-1587 and June-August 1590 is his "Letter Book" found in

"State Papers, Foreign Mss., Archives" 105, ECI. Though all these letters

have been published in the calendared volumes, and the 1.335 e_ng Analysis

few if any are printed _i_n_ extenso.
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Though the "State Papers, Domestic Mss." for the reign of Eliza-

bethhave very little concerning Wilkes' foreign service, there is one

particularly important document in volume CCIVL which gives a valuable

resume of his diplomatic assignments through July 1593.

Another absolutely essential source for any diplomatic historian

is the Public Record Office "Privy Seal Book: Elizabeth" (E. 403/2559)

which not only provides a complete list of all diplomatic personnel

during Elizabeth's reign but also the dates of their despatch, where

they were sent, and the amount of their daily diets.

Several other collections published by the Public Record Office

proved invaluable to this study. The Calendar 55 $95.9. 2229.12! 992

Manuscripts Relating Q English Affairs, Existing _i_n _t_llg Archives and

Collections o_f_ len_ic_e, ed. G. Cavendish-Bentinck (London: H.M.S.O.,

1890), VII, was especially useful for providing details on French internal

affairs during the early years of Wilkes' diplomatic service there. The

same is true of J.M. Riggs' edition of the Calendar g_f_ State Pa ers,

1899), II and 111. Volume III of the Calendared Spanish documents was

used primarily for Wilkes' 1586-1587 mission to The Hague.

Switching over to that other great depository of Elizabethan papers,

the British Museum, one finds numerous manuscript collections relating

to Wilkes' diplomatic career. The most important of these are the exten-

sive "Cottonian Mss." Galba D. VII covering his 1590 mission to The Hague

and Caligula E. IX comprising his 1593 mission to France contain the

largest block of letters and papers. However, there are also numerous
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and important documents in Galba B. XI, 0. V, VIII, X, and XI, D. I,

11, and V, and E. VI; Caligula E. VI, Titus B. 11 and VI and 0. VII, and

Vespasian 0. VIII.

The "Additional Mss." are the next most important collection of.

Wilkes' diplomatic papers in the British Museum, especially: 5935,

18,654, 21,506, 48,014, 48,078, 48,088, 48,116, and 48,127. Those in

the "48,000" series were originally. a part of the "Yelverton Mss.,"

collected by Henry Yelverton, Viscount Longueville (d. 1704) whose books

and manuscripts were offered for sale in 1784. Many of these documents

are not permanently catalogued and thus their foliation and volume

numbers are still subject to change by the musemn archivists.

The British Museum "Egerton Mss." 1694 is another extremely val-

uable source of Wilkes' letters for his 1586-1587 mission to the United

Provinces. The less valuable but nevertheless important collections in

the museum are the "Lansdowne Mss." 54, 678, and 683; the "Harleian Mss."

287, 1582, 6994, and 6995; and the "Sloan Mss." 2764. These all touch

on a wide variety of Wilkes' experiences abroad.

Aside from the Public Record Office and the British Museum there

is another valuable collection of documents which fortunately has been

published. These papers are the extensive Cecil Manuscripts at Hatfield

House. Published by the Historical Manuscripts Con-aiss ion they are

entitled the Calendar 9_f_ £12 Manuscrigts 9_f_ _t_hg Msrguis 9_f_ Salisbur ,

Preserved 9.5 Hatfield 2292, Hertfordshire (London: H.M.S.O., 1833-

1923), I-XIV. As valuable on domestic as they are for foreign affairs,

these volumes invariably serve to lead the historian out of the dead-ends

of his historical research.

Other published documents that are essential to the student of

sixteenth-century diplomacy are the following: Joseph Rervyn de Lettenhove's
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(ed.), Relations Politigues _dgg Lays;B_a_s_ 3.}; 93 L'An leterre, _s_9_u_g _I_.g

33mg 513 Philippe y; (Bruxelles: F. Hayes, Imprimeur de L'Académie

Royale Des Sciences, 1889-1900), VIII-XI, which is a collection from

A English, Flemish, and Spanish archives dealing with the diplomatic rela-

tions between England and the Low Countries. Unfortunately, it only

covers the period from 1555-1579, but still proves to be the most

important collection of sources upon relations between England and the

Low Countries. Though Wilkes was not on assignment in the Netherlands

during these years, the correspondence still sheds much light on events

throughout EurOpe at the time.

Two other printed collections which contain a large amount of

Wilkes ' correspondence are Thomas Rymer's (ed.), Feeders, Conventions

Literae, E5 Cojuscunque Generis Ag! Publica, Iggy; _R_e_ge_s Aggliae

(London: A. and J. Churchill, 1615), XVI and Cabala, _S_iyg Scrinia gage:

Mysteries 2; £3.99. and Government 3 Letters _o_f_}ilustrious Persons 93g

_G_r.e_a_£ Ministers _o_f £5555 (London: Thomas Sawbridge, 1691) , pt. 2. Cover-

ing Wilkes 1590 and 1586-1587 missions respectively, one finds most of

their letters have by now been printed in the Calendar _o_f_ itggg Pa ers,

Foreign and _L_i_s_t_ in}! Analysis.

Two volumes which each contain a sizeable portion of Wilkes' 1590

correspondence are C. L. Xingsford's (ed.), m 29 the Maguscripts

25 held 25 £3313 e_ngm Preserved 9;: Penshurst Pl_agg (London: Printed

by H.M.S.O. for the Historical Manuscripts Commission, 1934) , II, and

Letters _a_qg Memorials g; _s_tagg, _i_n _t_h_e R_e$g1_: _o_fM M__a_£y, gum Elizabeth,

mg Mace, ed. Arthur Collins (London: T. Osborne, 1746), 1. Both

volumes contain many of the same letters and though the latter quotes

them more in extenso, the former contains additional papers, thus making

them both important.
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C. Groen van Prinsterer, ed. , Archives 22 Correspgndance inédite

g _13 Mm D'Orange-Nasaau (Leide: S. et J. Luchtmans, 1839), 1st

series, VIII, provides the only letter extant on Wilkes secret mission

to William Prince of Orange in May and June of 1582. Another. important

document is provided by Conyers Read's (ed.), Documents Relatigg t_q t_h_e

Imprisonment 241 3.13.1. o_f_ “£32M _o_f_ _S_cat_s_ (London: Royal Historical

Society, 1909). Here one learns of the amazement caused by Wilkes'

Septenber 1586 financial and political report on Leicester's adminis-

tration of the Low Countries.

There are several published collections of individual correspondence

that are especially helpful when writing about Elizabethan diplomacy.

Covering Walsingham's correspondence during his 1570-1573 embassy to

France and providing background material on Wilkes' first assignment

in that country is Sir Dudley Digges' (ed.), T_h_g Co_x_l_|plete Ambassador _o_r_

Newcomb, 1655). Information of the first year of his service as Sir

Valentine Dale's secretary is found in the Correspondence Diplomatigue

_dg Bertrand gs; Salignac _D_e; 1.; Myths Penelon, Ambassador Em fig

Angleterre De §_6_8_ g 1515, ed. A. Teulet (Paris: Bethune, 1840),

v-vu. ‘

For Wilkes' 1578 mission to Spain Joseph Leh‘wre's (ed.),

Correspondence 9;, Philippe I_I 335 Egg Affaires _D_e_s_ 1.1.1.5, 1577-1580

(Bruxelles: Palais Des Academies, 1940), 2nd Series, 1, provides several

important references. For his 1586-1587 mission to The Hague John

Bruce's (ed.), Corresmndence o_f 3229.25. Dudle , £92.]; 2; Le cester,

(London: Camden Society, 1844), and P.J. Blok, ed. , Correspondance inedite

93 Robert Dudley, Comte 515 Leycester _e_t_ Franggis _e_t_ Jean Hotman (Haarlem:
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Les Heritiers Loosjes , 1911) , are very important. To be quite frank,

anyone who has deciphered Leicester's atrocious handwriting deserves

credit for that alone.

Though by no means a complete collection of Henry IV's corres-

pondence Jules Berger De Xivery and J. Guadet, eds. , Recueil 292.

Lettres Missives De; 1133;; TV (Paris: Imprimerie Nationale, 1846-1848),

III and IV, are still valuable sources for Wilkes' 1592 and 1593 missions

to France. Two key sources of letters on Anglo-French relations from

1591-1599 are Joseph Stevenson's (ed.), Correspondence 9; §_i_.r_ 199—1'1

11359}; 535. Ambassador from Queen Elizabeth 59 My fl, Ling 55

Club by William Nicol, 1847), and Geoffrey G. Butler's (ed.), 1115

Edmondes 29233.2: _A. Selection £52! _t_h_e Correspondence of §i_rM

for the Roxburghe Club by J. B. Nichols and Sons, 1913).

Helpful because of the exact dates it supplies on the dispatch

and return of embassies is Charles Trice Martin, ed., "Journal of Sir

Francis Walsingham,"m Miscellany (Westminster: Printed for the

Camden Society by J. B. Nichols and Sons, 1871), IV.

One memoir which proved helpful in sorting out some of France's

Reigne 93 Henry III, ed. Louis-Raymond-Lefhvre (Paris: Gallimard, 1943).

Domestic 9933933:

For the chapter on Wilkes' domestic responsibilities the two main

sources were the Public Record Office publications of the Let; 2; 5113m

Council, ed. John Roche Dasent (London: H.M.S.O., 1890-1921), I-XXXIII

and the Calendar _o_f_ FEES Papers, Domestic Sega, £91922 1:, M_a_1_'y,

ELL-232251; _I_, 595}. isle; _I, eds. Robert Lemon and Mrs. Everett Green



Thm:reconsequze‘peter:eases

.2W}?a.1373-W‘uzqT1“iii?

     

  

     

  

   

 

m(ransomM'H'a‘a-‘rsao-rasy)‘Emm

—-’~—«4...90-—“_.-

.'—'.-Diners:;.n':!‘n:“on-«.e;um"it""E9"”'r’"f

”"753".th::;;'.4.3.3:..17“fine:,.imir

'vwNetball—awn-a:;

‘4‘

D.

v

.)x

Ar'.A

_'“phams...re;3

_’3'
s

‘."easeqeLila

iwe“1‘”WW-1“t"

..77510”?!

wvCOWbYé,

'42.,

‘),l*

'A'_Arercas¢...‘:aux‘,I

1'13...'

A'Vn)‘'LGAuk1:"atA.

fit

'.

 V59

‘1.0

 



427

(London: HtM.S.O., 1856-1871), I-VII. The first, which is the official

record as found in the Privy Council Register, is perhaps the greatest

source ofodministrative history in the Tudor period. On the other

hand, it was found that in many instances the calendared Domestic papers

were so severely edited that the only recourse was to turn to the ori-

ginals in the Public Record Office (see volumes CLVI, CLXII, CLXXI,

ccxvnI, ccxxxx, com, and count).

Again the British Museum "Cottonian Mss." (Caligula E. IX,

Galba B. XI, and Titus B. VII), "AdditionaliMss." (39,828 and 25,416),

"Lansdowne Mss." (35 and 69), "Harleian Mss." (474), and "Egerton Mss."

(1694, 2074, and 5753), proved to be valuable sources for a wide variety

of topics. This was also true of the Historical Manuscripts Commission's

Calendar _o_f_ Manuscripts gf_ the Margie pf Salisbm (III, V, VII-IX, XIII,

and XIV), andMm: _Tfpg Manuscripts _o_f_ gig _R_ig_h£ Honorable

L559m _a_t Blithefield, Cg. Stafford (London: H.M.S.O., 1874), 1.

Other smaller collections of published documents which also

proved useful for numerous topics are the following: John Strype's

(ed.) A_n_pa;_lp§_ 9_f_ 5115 Reformation (Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1924),

Edmund Lodge's (ed.) Illustrations p£_British Histo , Bio ra h , ppg

Manners, E _t_h_e _R_e_i_.'g1_1 33 Elizabeth (London: John Chidley, 1838),

Letters (London: Henry Colburn, Publisher, 1838), II, and G. B. Harrison's

(ed.), 1135 Elizabethan Journals: B_e_1.pg gM pf T_h_gggmMpg;

35353 pf §u_r_ipn_g _t_zhg 113.119. 1591-1603 (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan

Press, 1955), I-III. While the first two collections offer valuable

correspondence on diplomatic and domestic policy, the latter two provide

those seemingly less important bits of information which so often result

in important insights into the personality of the subjects one is studying.
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Aside from the calendared Domestic papers one of the important

(though obviously biased) sources for both documents and background

information on Wilkes' responsibilities in tracking down Catholic con-

spirators during the early 1580's is the Catholic Record Society's

T_h_e_ 193;. 3% 3193932 Earl pf Arundel 1557-1595, ed. John Hungerford

Pollen and William McMahon (London: Harrison and Sons, 1919), XXI.

Much of the material relating toSir Thomas' connections with

the city of Southampton came from the following three values of published

documents: _T_h_g Historical Manuscripts 9_f_ the Corporation _o_f_ t_h_e m pf

Southgpton (London: H.M.S.O., 1887), is important though often too

severely edited. More valuable is _Th_gM B_ogl_t_ pg Remembrance o_f_

Southampton 1573-1585, ed. A.L. Merson (Southampton: At the University

Press, 1965). A part of the scholarly Southampton Record Series under

the general editorship of H. Rothwell, A.L. Merson, and A. T. Patterson,

it provides important documents and connentary on Wilkes' connection

with that port city. R.C. Anderson's (ed.), Letters pf the Fifteenth

e_n_d Sixteenth mm, M t_lfi Archives o_fW (Southampton:

Cox and Sharland, 1921) , is the third important volume giving several

important references to Wilkes and his second wife Lady Frances. Well

edited, with extensive footnoting, this work is also one of the publi-

cations of the Southampton Record Society.

Though there is little information on Wilkes Parliamentary career

the two most important sources are part I of the Public Record Office

publications of the official Returns _o_f Members _o_f_ Parliament: England

1213-1705 (London: Henry Hansard and Son, 1878), which gives the dates

and places'of Wilkes' returns and Sir Simonds d'Ewes' T_h_g Journals 2;

L11 the Parliamentsm _t_h_e _R_e_iagp _o_f_ (been Elizabeth, Both pf _t_h_e

mof Lords and House of Commons (London: John Starkey, 1682). These
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two volumes are the most valuable sources extant on Elizabeth's Parlia-

ments.

For Wilkes' career as a Justice of the Peace the best place to

begin is Bertha H. Putnam's "Justices of the Peace From 1558 to 1688,"

no. 12 , which serves as an index to Public Record Office and British

Museum documents listing Justices of the Peace. The only two references

discovered on Wilkes were in the Public Record Office in the 1596

"Liber Pacis" (State Papers 13 Case P. No. 11) and the "Exchequer Mis-

cellany" 163/14/8 which is also referred to as "Liber Pacis." H. C.

Johnson's (ed.), "Minutes of Proceedings in Sessions 1563 and 1574 to

1592," Wiltshire gm Records, IV (1948), provides the only record

of Wilkes actually functioning in this office.

Crown Patronage:

There are three main sources that both lead one to and supply

information on the patents, warrants, and licences that Wilkes secured

throughout his public career. The first is W. P. W. Phillimore's A_n

199315 52 _t_h_g S_i_gge_£ (BEES. Docguet B_9_o_k_s_ 1584-96 £13 1603-24 (London:

British Record Society, 1890). However, this index proves to be incom-

plete and one is forced to go to the "Long Room" in the Record Office

where he will find the other two reference works. One is the "Signet

Office Docquets" I. 6800 covering the years 1585-1597 which gives a

very complete listing of all favors bestowed on an individual. The other

is the "Calendar of Patent Rolls: Elizabeth" which leads one to Wilkes'

grants of 1 Septenber 1586, 20 February 1587 (Chancery 66/1259) and 14

February 1596 (Chancery 66/1451).

The Historical Manuscripts Comiasion, Salisbury Mss. II and III

Prwide valuable information on his licence as the Queen's printer and
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vice~cnamberlain Hatton's efforts to obtain his salt patent, but it is

the British Museum, "Lansdowne Mss." that proves to be the single most

valuable source on the administration and troubles of this important

patent. (See Mss. 31, 47, 50, 52, 58, 59, and 73.)

As for Elizabeth's grant of the Rectory and Parsonage of Downton,

Wiltshire, the Winchester College Muniments "Estates: Downton" were

the most helpful. The Wiltshire Records Office "Radnor Collection:

Downton Deeds," no. 830 was also useful. The Public Record Office

"Exchequer: King's Remembrances, Certificates of Residence," (E. 115/429)

provide additional information on Wilkes' other places of residence.

II

SECONDARY SOURCES

Unlike the primary sources, the vast majority of the secondary

sources used in writing this biography were only used to provide the

historical setting in which Sir Thomas Wilkes played out his role as

a sixteenth-century government official. Interestingly, with two notable

exceptions that will be discussed below, there have been no historians

who have ever published more than just a paragraph or two on Wilkes.

Early Life £13 Family Genealogies:

Initially, for this study, the single most important beginning

source for the life of Thomas Wilkes was A. F. Pollard's "Sir Thomas

Wilkes," _T_h_e. Dictionary g_f_ National Biography (London: Smith, Elder,

and Co., 1900), LXI. Pollard's, like many others' contributions to this

monumental work, has some serious mistakes but they do not detract from

what is otherwise a very accurate assessment of Wilkes' personality.

Pollard agreed with Anthony h Wood'sM Oxonienses, pp £a_n_a_l_s_ g_f_ 5113

University pf Oxford (London: F. C. and J. Rivington, 1815), V, which
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claims that Wilkes hailed from the county of Sussex, and though this

statement appears to be only partially accurate it does provide impor-

tant clues for the conclusions drawn in the "Introduction" of this study.

Another very useful source of information on Wilkes' origins and relatives

is R. E. Brettle's "The Rev. William Wilkes, D. D., Rector of Barford

St. Martin, Wiltshire, 1585-1637, and John Marston, Dramatist (1576-

1634)," T_hg Wiltshire ArchaeoloLical and Natural History Ma azine,

LXI (1966). '

As for his education at Oxford, Montagu Burrows in his Worthies

o_f_ All m: Fog; Centuries 9_f English Hgtou (London: MacMillan

and Co. , 1874), provides information on how promising young men like

Wilkes found it helpful to have an education at either Oxford or Cambridge

if they hoped to obtain an early entry into a diplomatic career.

Diplomatic Career:

For any student of Elizabethan Diplomacy an extremely valuable

source of references to documents relating to English ambassadors is

F. J. Weaver's "Anglo-French Diplomatic Relations, 1558-1603," Bulletin

_o_f_ £135 Institute pf Historical Research, IV-VII (1926-1930). Volume VI

contains an extensive, but by no means complete, listing of sources re-

lating to Wilkes' numerous missions to France.

Without any doubt, the most detailed look at English diplomacy

from 1570-1590 is Conyers Reed's three volume work My. Secretagy Walsingham

gag _t_h_g go_l_i£y gf_ Qu_egp Elizabeth (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University

Press, 1925). Time and again a quick reference to their pages helped

in unraveling difficult diplomatic problems.

Another valuable work on the milieu in which Wilkes found himself

during his first assigmsent in France is James Westfall Thompson's _T_h_e



432

gars 2; Religion _i_p France 1559-1576 (New York: Frederick Ungar Publish-
 

ing Co., 1909). Like Read's work on Walsingham, it too proved useful

on Anglo-French affairs.

M other extremely important works are volume II of Henry M.

Baird's Histopy _o_f_ _t_h_g _R_ipg p_f_ £h__e. Hugpenots 31: 2939.9. and volume I

of his 1kg Huguenots 2951 leggy pf Navarre (New York: Charles Scribner's

Sons, 1879 and 1886). These volumes go into great depth on many of the

key issues that plagued France during the reigns of Charles IX and

Henry III. Also helpful but very briefly done is Joseph Xervyn de

Lettenhove's _lyei Huguenots e_g 1.33 Q9335: E5312 Historigue S_up 2.19.8."

9393 9.9% Q _X_V_I° £192.19. (1560-1585) (Bruges: Beyaert-Storie, 1884) ,

III. The same holds true for Jean de Serres' A General Inventorie _o_f_

_t_hg History 9; France, 3:92 _thg beginnipg pf that Monarchy 2392 Lb:

_nggty _o_f_ Vervins _ip t_h_g 19.9.13. _l_._§_9_§, trans. Edward Grimeston (London:

George E1d., 1607).

Especially helpful for the various attempts by Alencon, Henry

of Condb, and Henry of Navarre to escape from the French Court after

the St. Bartholomew Massacre is Hector de la FerriEre's "Les Derniéres

Conspirations du R‘egne de Charles IX, 1573/4," RLvu_e_ p_e_s_ gpestions

Histori ues, XLVIII (1890-91) 2nd seq.

The only two secondary works found necessary for discussing

Wilkes' 1577-1578 missions to Philip II and Don Juan were Garrett

Mattingly's brilliant handbook on _Rtenaissance Diplomacy (Baltimore:

Penguin Books, 1964), and volume III of Petrus J. Blok's scholarly Histopy

g; 5h; _Pe_op1_g a; £133 Netherlands, trans. Ruth Putnam (London: G.P. Putnam's

Sons, 1900). This latter work especially proved helpful in understanding

the problems facing both Elizabeth and the Spanish Ring which led to

Wilkes ' assignments.
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Blok's History was also very helpful in providing a succinct

look at the very complicated history of the United Provinces during

Wilkes' residence there from 1586-1587. Even.more valuable was J. L.

Motley's beautifully written Histopy p£_£hpflgpi£gg Netherlands: From

the Death pf William the Silent pp the Synod pf Dort (New‘York: Harper
 

and Brothers, Publishers, 1861), I and II. In spite of his heavily anti-

Spanish bias Motley's superb narrative style and extensive research into

English, Dutch, and Spanish archives makes this history the best English

source on.Anglo-Dutch relations. It also remains one of only two works

that deal in any length on the diplomatic career of Wilkes.

A thought-provoking article on Anglo-Dutch relations during this

same period is R. B. Wernhamfs "English Policy and the Revolt of the

Netherlands," Britain and the Netherlands, eds. J. S. Bromley and E. H.

Xossmann (London: Chatto and Windus, 1960), which suggests that Elizabeth's

policy throughout her reign continued to be one of wanting neither

French, Spanish, nor English sovereignty in the Low Countries. Instead,

she hoped and worked for a way in which the Spanish King could and would

rule these provinces in the discreet and acceptable manner of his father

the Emperor Charles V.

On the problems of military terminology and administration which

Wilkes dealt with constantly during his mission to The Hague, C. G.

Cruickshank's Elizabethds Aggy (Oxford: At the Clarendon Press, 1966),

proved most helpful.

On the problem of the chronic lack of sufficient funds to pay

the English auxiliary troops, J. E. Neale's "Elizabeth and the Nether-

lands, 1586-87," English Historicallggyigg, XLV (July 1930), shows in

a scholarly manner the way in‘which Elizabeth acrually kept her finan-

cial committments to the Dutch and her Governor-General Leicester.
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R. B. Wernham's "The Mission of Thomas Wilkes to the United

Provinces in 1590," Studies Presented tp S_ig I_Ii_l£y Jenkigson, ed. J.

Conway Davies (London: Oxford University Press, 1957) , was the only

secondary source needed for this particular mission. Aside from

Motley's The United Netherlands, it is the only other published work

which focuses on Wilkes to any extent. Written by the very man who

intricately edited the L_i_g_t 393 Analysis 3; £959.52 m, Foreign.

S_e_1;_i_e_s_ for this same period, it goes without saying that it is a

thoroughly documented and thought-out work.

With the exception of two good but rather brief accounts, the

diplomatic history of England after the 1588 Armada has been sadly

neglected. One of the exceptions is J. B. Black's Elizabeth 393 gm

1!: B_I:__i§.g gM I_tugy g Egg-mg Relations, 1589-1603 (Oxford:

B. H. Blaclnvell, 1914), which represents the first significant attempt

to cover adequately this period of history. The same year Edward P.

Cheyney in his broad study of English history entitled A History pg

York: Longmans, Green and Co., 1914), I and II, included several

sections on Anglo-French diplomacy. Together, these two authors have

provided an accurate albeit cursory look at this important phase of

English history which was essential in the writing of Chapter VIII.

H. M. Baird's second volume of 1th Huguenots 95‘. Hairy _o_f Navarre

(1903), was extremely helpful in piecing together the complicated inter-

nal French puzzle of Royalist, League, and "tiers parti" politics which

so hampered Henry IV during Wilkes' 1592 and 1593 missions.

Two other sources, one old and one rather recent, also shed some

light on this period. The first comes from the pen of the late sixteenth

and early seventeenth-century chronicler William Camden. Historically, his
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A_p_np_l_s_, 93 the History 93 5115 1035 Renowned _a_n_d; Victorious Princesse

Elizabeth, L555 Qppgp pg Epgland, trans. into English by R. N. Gent

(London: Benjamin Fisher, 1635), is the most valuable contemporary

account of the reign of Elizabeth. The second helpful work is an article

by R. B. Wernham entitled, "Queen Elizabeth and the Siege of Rouen, 1591,"

Transactions pf the Royal Historical Societ , 4th Series, XV (1932),

which not only gives useful information on events surrounding Wilkes'

1592 mission to France but also illustrates Elizabeth's willingness

to give significant support in men, money, and supplies to Henry IV's

cause.

Another well-written summary of events in France during this

the hey-day of the Catholic League is DeLamar Jensen's Qiplomagy and

Domtism: Bernardino 93 Mendoza gag _t_h_e F_re_tlgh_ Catholic £59129 (Cambridge,

Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1964).

Two final works which helped in sorting out several minor problems

for the years 1592-1593 were William4A. Shaw's Knights pf Epgland

(London: Sherratt and Hughes, 1906), II and P. de Rapin-Thoyras, 222

Histopy pf E land, 52 Well Ecclesiastical 22.9l31l; trans. N. Tindal,

(London: James and John.Xnapton, 1732), IX.

For Wilkes' abortive mission to the Archduke Ernest it was only

necessary to look at the Lapez, James, and Yorke conspiracies which

threatened Elizabeth's life and induced her to send Wilkes to Brussels.

Martin Hume's Treason £13 £195: Struggles _f_gg Catholic Supremacy _ip £15

14595 1393; g; QM Elizabeth (London: Eveleigh Nash, 1908), is best for

a broad look at all the plots that beset Elizabeth at this particular

time. Arthur Dimock's "The Conspiracy of Dr. Lapez,"‘§pglish Historical

Meg, IX (July, 1894), provides the most detail on this the most

serious of the plots.



436

With the exception of the already mentioned Letters and Memorials

by Arthur Collins, the only two works used to bring Wilkes' career to

a close in 1598 were Thomas Birch's Memoires o_f _t_h_e Mp pf 9952

Elizabeth, from the year 1581 till her Death (London: Printed for A.

Miller, 1754), II, and N. Salmon's Egg Histopy p; Hertfordshire:

Describing its Ancient Monuments, Particularlnggppp (London: [no

publisher], 1728). The former provides information on the salaries of

Cecil, Herbert, and Wilkes and the latter with information on the burial

of Wilkes in Rickmansworth.

Domestic Career:

In looking at the deve10pment of the Office of Clerk of the Privy

Council many volumes of The Dictionary pf National Biography proved
 

to be helpful. Especially valuable for a brief history of the develop-

ment of the Privy Council itself and a rough listing of its clerks

throughout the Tudor period is A. F. Pollard's "Council, Star Chamber,

and Privy Council under the Tudors," _pglish Historical ngigg, XXXVIII

(January 1923). Pollard's thesis that the Privy Council grew out of

its parent the Council of Star Chamber, is seconded by E. P. Cheyney's

chapter on the same subject in his History pf Epgland, I.

Apparently, the most that has ever been published about the office

of Clerk of the Council is several pages of well summarized notes at the

end of Dorothy M. Gladish's [later Meades] T_h_e My {piggy Council (Retford:

The Retford, Gainsborough and Workshop Times, 1915). Heavily footnoted

it serves as an excellent starting point for any in depth research on

the development, duties, and personalities of that office.

Two other studies which provided more specific information on two

of the Clerks of the Council are E. R. Adair's "The First Clerk of the

Privy Council," Law Quarterly Review, XXXIX (April 1923), and his
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article on "William Thomas: A Forgotten Clerk of the Privy Council,"

T_“SL‘E Studies, ed. R. W. Seton-Watson (London: Longmans, Green and

Co., 1924).

Further information on the workings of the Council and the not

unimportant duties of its Clerks can be found in Leonard W. Labaree's

and Robert E. Moody's "The Seal of the Privy Council," Epglish Historical

m, XLIII (April 1928). This interesting article points out the

little known fact that each Clerk possessed his own "Privy Council

Seal" which was vital to the functioning of the Council.

On Wilkes' involvement in the interrogation of Catholic conspir-

ators L. Hicka' A_n Elizabethan Problem: i022 Aspects o_f_ _t_h_g Careers 9_f_

'_1'_w_g Exile-Adventurers (New York: Fordham University Press, 1964),

presents some thought provoking views on the legitimacy of the Privy

Council's methods of extracting confessions. William Durrant Cooper's

"Further Particulars of Thomas Norton, and of State Proceedings in Matters

of Religion in the Years 1581 and 1582," Archaeolo ia, XXXVI (1855) ,

provides information on this notorious "raclunaster" with whom Wilkes

was made to work.

Concerning the rather involved problem of Wilkes' failure to

secure the office of Principal Secretary in 1590-1591 two studies were

helpful. One is Conyers Read's _I_._o_i_'_<_l_ Burghley e_n_d gage; Elizabeth (New

York: Alfred A. Xnopf, 1960), and the other is B. W. Beckingsale's

Burghley: £139; Statesman, 1520-1598 (London: MacMillan, 1967). Both

volumes look at the Lord Treasurer's machinations either to secure his

son's appointment to that office or to keep it vacant until Elizabeth

was disposed to appointing Sir Robert.

On the difficult subject of Wilkes' position as Muster-Master-

General of the Low Countries C. G. Cruickshank's Elizabeth's A_r_my
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provided some valuable background information; but apparently he too is

unclear as to the fate of this office after 1590. His article on "Dead-

Pays in the Elizabethan.Army." English Historical Review, LIII (January

1938), points out the wide extent of this abuse in the Queen's army and

the inability of the muster-masters to cope with it.

Though a great deal has been written on Elizabeth's Parliaments

in the latter half of her reigh, few students of English history need to

look any further than J. E. Neale's two definitive works, Elizabeth I

239 as; Parliaments 1584-1601 (New York: St. Martin's Press, 1957), and

122 Elizabethan gpppg.g§ Commons (New Haven: Yale University Press,

1950). They more than adequately provided what background information

was needed on Wilkes' nearly unknown career in the COmmons.

Crown Patronage:

The two main sources of secondary information on the English

Patent system and more particularly Wilkes' salt patent are William

Hyde Price's ggg‘gpglish Patents pffMonopoly (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard

University Press, 1913), and Edward Hughes, Studies 3p Administration

559 Finance 1558-1825: With Special Reference pp_£hg History pf Splg

Taxation pp Epgland (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1934).

Though disagreeing on many minor points the two men do agree that like

most other patents, Wilkes' salt licence was a source of great irritation

to many Englishmen of the day.

Wallace T. MacCaffrey's "Place and Patronage in Elizabethan Poli-

tics," Eligabethan vaernment 55g Society ed. 8. T. Bindoff, J. Hurstfield,

and C. H. Williams (University of London: Athlone Press, 1961),

presents an interesting picture of the acceptability of the kind of

"suit making" Wilkes was continually involved in.
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Elizabeth's grant to Wilkes of the Winchester College estate in

Downton, Wiltshire is spoken of in several important works. Sir Richard

Colt Hoar's mamothm History pf South Wiltshire (London: J. B.

Nichols and Son, 1830), III, provides mmch information on both the

history of Downton's connection with the college and the latter's unwill-

ing lease of Parsonage Farm to Wilkes. E. J. Bodington's "The Church

Survey in Wilts. 1659-60: I. Parochial Surveys: Downton Hundred,"

The Wiltshire Archaeolggigal and Natural History Ma azine, XL (June

1919), give important clues as to the worth of this generous grant,

and T. F. Kirby's Appglp‘pf Winchester College gppp_its Foundation'ip

presents a more sympathetic view on.Winchester College's reaction to

Elizabeth's request for the Downton farm. The Victoria gpppgy Histopy

9; Hampshire and the lee _o_f_ KEEP—t. (London: Archibald Constable and

Company Limited, 1903), II, provides the clue to Burghley's anger when

‘Wilkes petitioned the Queen through Walsingham instead of himaelf.

Concerning Wilkes' home in.Downton, the village's parish church

and its Vicar William Wilkes D.D. there are three useful sources of

information. First is Joseph Foster's Alumni Oxonienses, IV which gives

a brief biographical sketch of Wilkes' cousin William. .A. R. Woodford's

Notes on the Parish Church of S. Laurence, Downton, Wilts. (Nelson:

Sankey (Nelson) Ltd., [no date]), tells us when William was vicar of

that church and Sir Robert Perkins' nnntgng,(Poole, Dorset: W. H.

Hallett Ltd., 1967), provides numerous bits of information on many

aspects of Downton.
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III

UNPUBLISHED SOURCES

Though the following items did not comprise a large portion of

this study, they did prove useful at several important points of the

writing.

Being able to obtain some of the information compiled by S. T.

Bindoff for the as yet unpublished "History of Parliament Trust," set

this student's mind at ease on several worrisome problems that neither

Mr. Bindoff nor I were able to solve.

What little information I had time to glean from Frederika G.

Oosterhoff's "The Earl of Leicester's Governorship of the Netherlands

1586-1587" (unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, University of London,

1967) , before leaving London was very valuable in helping to sort out

Wilkes' actions at The Hague during those same years.

The two unpublished M.A. theses by A. B. Robertson "A Study of

the Ambassadors and the Conduct of Embassies to France during the Reign

of Elizabeth I" (The University Library, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 1964),

and my "Sir Henry Cobham's Embassy to France 1579-1583" (Brigham Young

University, 1968), were helpful in drawing some conclusions about Wilkes'

diplomatic career in relation to others who had given similar service.



 

(

.‘ w cyan; 0315811“

0N5

III

: "1:: seal

11- 'qésw m '

ma alsndo ”I

l‘ldvzau :q

M we. ,.
dds ".3“fig

.1,...W

:z-u 30 in;«(M

:v :. as been”

, wtmuw5',‘

‘v ‘ wad! ed! as

I n

    

   

 

  

   

  

 
 



APPENDICES



APPENDIX A

Sir Thomas Wilkes' Coat of Arms

B.M., Harl. Has. 1563, f. 3
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APPENDIX C

Wilkes' 1586-1587 Cipher

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

a b c d e f g h i l m n

.J U L :7 D E ‘7 F] l'" L] t__ j

o p q r s t u w x

E3 l; Ti H I" .J L! L: :1

England A hQ. Majesty . Treasurer Colossus

France C French King of Leicester Themistocles

Spain F King - Spain Admiral Saspho

Scotland B King - Scots Chamberlain Hiano

Brabant E King - Demaark 2}. . Vice-Chad). Cleanthes

Flanders D Duke Casimir 6" Sec. Wals ingham Philadelphus

Artoia H Earl - Colonia /\ Sec. Davison [blank]

Holland P Earl - Col. Bau +

Zeeland R Prince - Parma TOW NBS

Denmark Q Count Maurice S

East Country I. Count Hohenloe m ntwerp Cariclea

Germany 1: Count - Moeurs ago Bruges Crates

Duke - Cleves XII. Ghent Antigonus

Earl - Essex xxx Flushing Pirrhus

The States 100 Lord North 9. Brill Agatocles

Coun. of Statq 40 L. Willoughby _n_ stend Silla

Gov. of Towns 60 Lord Burgh )6 Utrecht Marrius

Garrisons 10 Sr. T. Cecil j; iddelburg Cajus

soldiers 20 Col. J. Norris Zutphen Casar

The Enemy 25 Sr. Wm. Stanley Nymegen A ,Calligulla

Footmen 12 Sr. Wm. Pelham /> Deventer Tremulus

Money 1000 Sr. Wm. Russell Campen Pithasoras

Victual 500 Cpt. 1. York on Zwolle’ Delphos

Discontent-eat fi Cpt. H. Will 9(- Esbden Dunis ius

War a” Mr. T. Digges 6 roningen Androgeos

Peace 0 Sr. T. Shirley 5

Hensnen A Mr. Huddilstone 7-

The People 99     
See H.M. , Add. Mss. 5935, f. lb.
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Holograph letter from Wilkes to Sir Thomas Shirley

Treasurer-at-War of the English Army in the Netherlands

Written from his home at Battersea on 6 February 1591

P.R.O., S.P. 84, XLI, f. 140
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APPENDIX E

DIPLNATIC MISSIONS

Traveled in France, Germany and Italy 7 1561-7

Sir Valentine Dale's private secretary

and secret agent April 1573-February

Secret mission to Count Frederick,

Palatine of the Rhine February 22-May

Follows Condé's and Duke Casimir's

army .of invasion into France July-October

Mission to Philip II of Spain December 21, 1577-February 16,

Mission to Don Juan in Low Countries April 4-April 29,

Secret mission to William, Prince

of Orange [May‘I-June'l],

Investigatory mission on Leicester's

Governorship of the Netherlands July 20, -September [151],

Mission to The Hague as English

member of the Dutch Council of State October 13, 1586-July [6?],

Mission to The Hague over suspected

Hispano-Dutch Peace May 28,-August

Miss ion to Henry IV concerning Rouen

and Brittany March 16,-April 15,

Mission to Henry IV to dissuade him

from conversion ' July 25,-Septesber 2,

Abortive mission to Archduke

Ernest in Low Countries Septeflaer-October,

Mission to Henry IV and death in route February 10, -March 2,
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APPENDIX P

"A Consideration Whether her Majesty may with her honor

accept of the Turks offer and provoke him to invade the

King of Spain. "*

The solution of this question consisteth chiefly and in a manner only

in resolving of a general doubt whether any necessity may make it lawful

for a Christian prince to join with an infidel or to provoke an infidel

to make war upon another Christian prince. And surely taking the matter

simply in to arms of Christianity and infidelity, removed from all other

circumstances, it may be doubted that it cannot well stand with the

reverence due to the canon bond of Christianity, for one Christian

prince being at variance with another Christian prince about matters of

state to invoke the aid of an infidel, being not only a despiser but

also an enemy of Christian religion. Therefore, the way to make a more

direct answer between her Majesty, the King of Spain, and the Turk is

to consider whether any circumstances of the estate of things now in

Christendom or of the person of the said Ring of Spain be of matter

between her Majesty and him may give just grant to vary the general

question either to the affirmative or negative part, especially supposing

that the King of Spain do object [to] the aforesaid overture for the

pacification of Christendom, for, if he do imbrace it than this question

shall need to be further thought of.

And first, it may be said towards him that observeth not the bonds of

Christian religion in his proceedings, the reverence of Christian reli-

gion is not to be observed towards him nor the strictures thereof doth

not the such to return danger by his unchristian proceedings with their

disadvantage to forbear that which otherwise were lawful for them to

do. And in favor of this position matter may be alleged out of the exam-

ples of other Christian princes in like cases.

Secondly, that if the King of Spain's doings in this part of Christendom

of late years have not tended to the benefit and advancement of Christian

religion, but rather to the endangering of the same, then therexis not

that respect to be had of them as otherwise the strictures of couon name

and bond of Christianity would require, and to prove that his said doings

have greatly indamaged and impaired the state of Christendom it is

manifest that he hath been contented to suffer some dishonor at the

Turks as namely the loss of the Kingdom of Tunis, and to nourish a con-

tinual peace and quietness with the Turk and to convert his whole power

and force to the annoyance of diverse places of Christendom, it may be

also said that men of great judgment of all nations of Christendom have

observed of long time, and published it by writing both in the time of

the Emperor Charles the Fifth and since also in his own time, that the

 

*Written by Sir Thomas Wilkes, [1590?], and found in "Leycester's

'Co-onwealth': Together with Other Political Papers," collected by

Mr. Beauprebell in 1726 (University Library, Cambridge, England), ff.

62-63. (My brackets.)
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whole scope of the proceedings of the Spaniards ever since the inhabitants

offer, largely do tend to the establishing of a monarchy over these

parts of the world which is a purpose and design far differing from the

scope and rules of'Christian religion. God hath given him so many goodly

kingdoms and states as in Christian construction he ought to be contented

with that he hath and not with ambition to enlarge his dominions, [and]

disquiet other Christian princes his neighbors as justly inheritable

to their estates as he is to his.

And although the differences grow of late years about matters of religion

or between the churches of Rome and certain other princes and countries

and the odious title of heresy given by the said Church of Rome to those

that have dissented” from it, have made the color of many of their doings,

both of the late Emperor Charles and of the new Ring Phillip, yet in a

true and Christian consideration of the said dissenters within the

deepest points of salvation have been doubted by many learned men affected

otherwise to the Church of Rome whether they deserve the name of heresy

or not it cannot be maintained that those that have differed from the

Church of Rome might not have been dealt withal in some other sort

than the sword, and with the less- danger of Christendom. 0r then the

differences in Religion merited that the Ring of Spain should convert

his forces rather against them than against the Turk as he did in the

year 1572 after the great victory at Lepanto leaving there the persecution

of the Turks, and employing his whole forces for in the Low Countries.

That if the said Ring of Spain had carried a Christian and compassionate

mind to the welfare of Christendom the late peace begun between her

Majesty and him might have brought forth the effects that would have

redounded to the great be‘nef it thereof which was not only intended by

the said Ring of Spain but her Majesty's sincerity most dishonorably abused

to her disadvantage if that same had not otherwise been discovered.

That the supporting of the late Duke of Guise and the rest of the League

in France against the late Ring their master [Henry III] being a Prince

of the same religion and at that time in league with the Ring of Spain,

and the continuance of his support to those of the said League, who have

first murdered the late Ring their master with a dangerous example to

all princes and do now stand in arms against the new king [Henry IV] his

successor to whom in right of blood their heritance of that crown doth

undoubtedly appertain, or things that being examined in the strict bal-

ance of Christian religion can hardly. agree therewith, or at least the

French King's case is such an likewise her Majesty's that the preserva- "

tion of them cannot give the Ring of Spain a just excuse to reject the

overture propounded unto [him] for the pacification of Christendom, for

that it is evident to all that are of indifferent judgment that they

tendeth to the solving of the wounds of Christendom and further to the

augmenting of them for that it is to be supposed that every prince and

every people whom his said designs shall threaten to minister jealousy

unto will defend their liberty, their state, destiny, and whatsoever

worldly possessions God hath by inheritence given them, and so conse-

quently, the wars and jars of Christendom must continue.

These circumstances being admitted, and the cause thus standing between

her Majesty and others interested in the same fortune that she is on the

one side and the King of Spain on the other side it may be said that the
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question before prOpounded is greatly varied from that general position

and that it is likewise to be valued being spoken of the Ring of Spain

so affected as by the former circumstances he is supposed to be and being

spoken absolutely of a Christian prince and that there is difference

between invoking the aid of an infidel against a Christian prince and

the using the same against the Ring of Spain, for to use the color of

religion to cut the throat of religion and to use the cloak of Christianity

to the destruction of Christianity is worse than infidelity. It may

be said also that other Christian princes have been done the like is

namely of late the French Ring Francis the First and how before the

Emperors of Constantinople did the like against the Emperors of the West.

‘And if it be objected that the state of Christendom have received great

danger thereby, that cannot be denied nor likewise that Christendom

shall remain for their damage by this calling in of the Turk, but thereto

it may be replied that respecting nothing in the question but the points

of danger in that the concerneth other princes, her thesty need make

the less re[ason?]ing thereof, having so warned the said princes of that

danger and required them to hold their helps for the setting of herself

and her friends free from the necessity of urging the same.

And wherein it concerneth herself and her realm that the danger i-inent

to us with the ambition of the Ring of Spain is never at hand then any

danger that in future time may be feared from.the Turk, and these perils

that do most threaten us are first to be provided for.
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