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Welcome)

In July 1540, Joan Bulmer sent a letter to the soon-to-be Queen Catherine Howard,
in which she referred to Catherine as ‘the queen of Britain’. Technically, Mrs Bulmer was
incorrect. In 1540, Catherine Howard was “only” the Queen of England. Ireland was not
recognised as a monarchy with its own kingship until a parliamentary act of the following
year, Wales was a principality, and Scotland was a separate nation ruled over by the House
of Stewart. Legally, Great Britain would not exist for another 167 years.

This edition of “Tudor Life” magazine seeks to explore something of the other
British aspects of the 16th-century story — the Irish, Scottish, and Welsh experience.
I am pleased to include an excerpt from my book “A History of the English Monarchy”,
discussing Henry VIIs career and what he did for Wales; while Nathen Amin gives his
expert opinion on whether the Tudors really did turn their backs on their Welsh ancestry;
Timothy Venning wonders what might have happened if Henry VIIIs Scottish or
European relatives came to power earlier, while Dominic Pearce, biographer of one of the
Stuart monarchy’s most gutsy and tenacious queens consort, Henrietta-Maria of France,
discusses Scotland and Ireland. Along with our regular contributors, this issue shines a
light on the ever-fascinating history of sixteenth-century Britain.

GARETH RUSSELL
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TUDOR LIFE EXCLUSIVE

16" Century
Scotland
and
lIreland

Dominic Pearce starts off our look into
the other dominions of the Tudor dynasty

ompare the beginning of the Tudor period with the end, and you

will see how the authority, or the claims, of the English sovereign

expanded, in geographical terms. Henry VIII raised the status

of Ireland from a lordship to a kingdom in order to increase royal
control. After the death of Elizabeth I, English royal authority
reached up to the Orkneys. James I of England was King James VI of Scotland on

his accession, so with Ireland he had three crowns to wear.

Seeds of

In 1638 and 1641 these politics collapsed, when
first the Scots then the Irish rebelled against Charles
I — before the outbreak of civil war in England. Tudor
Life is not the place to analyse the seventeenth century,
however nobody contests that the ‘three kingdoms’
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Repellion

inheritance of the Stuarts was part of the problem.
Does the sixteenth century tell us anything that helps

us understand why?
Scotland in the fifteenth century was a single,
ancient realm under one monarch. Noble families
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vied for power and possessions, the Highlands and
Islands were hard to control, but the monarchy unified
Scotland symbolically and legally. For three hundred
years, Scotland had been aligned with France against
the common enemy England in the ‘Auld Alliance.”

By contrast Ireland was fragmented. Large parts
of the island, notably the north (Ulster), were ruled by
a multiplicity of Gaelic kings. The south (Munster) was
mainly controlled by the ‘Old English,” descendants of
the Norman lords who invaded Ireland in the time of
Henry II - the most influential were the Fitzgeralds
and the Butlers. The one part of Ireland under direct
English control was a fertile strip of land about forty
miles in length on the east coast centred on Dublin
Castle, and extending inland perhaps twenty or thirty
miles: this was known as the Pale.

1 Michael Lynch, Scotland — a New History (Century
1991) p 117 The alliance was first made in 1295.

Irish legislation was not the same as English
legislation, however thanks to Poynings’ Law of 1494
legislation could only be introduced into the Irish
Parliament if the English Privy Council had agreed
it first. Nonetheless, the truth was that at the end
of the fifteenth century the reach of parliamentary
legislation was modest. Henry VII was ‘Lord of
Ireland’ but that did not mean much more than the
Pale. Nor did his authority prevent the coronation in
Dublin on 24 May 1487 of Lambert Simnel as “King
Edward VI” — thanks to the support of the Fitzgerald
Earl of Kildare who was Henry VII’s Lord Deputy.
Like Simnel, Kildare was pardoned in due course.

One thing Scotland and Ireland shared with
England at this time: until the early sixteenth century
history divided but religion united the British Isles.
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Henry VIII broke with Rome by marrying
Anne Boleyn in January 1533 and formally refuting
Papal jurisdiction. The Statute in Restraint of Appeals
of that year declared England an empire, with an
imperial crown which was not subject to the Pope in
secular or religious matters. Other English legislation
followed. Reformation statutes were passed by the
Irish Parliament in the next few years. After the
Irish parliamentary session 1541-43, some religious
houses were dissolved on the English model, and the
Protestant Church of Ireland came into being, but
most Irish people remained Catholic because of the
limits of English control.

Henry VIII, acting through Thomas Cromwell,
had by this time taken steps to increase his authority in
Ireland. The

symbolic  change

was the appointment

in 1534 of an

"Silken

“ Englishman,
Thomas Sir William
The repel Skeffington,  as
Lord Deputy.

=e rl Of From then on,

the Lord Deputy
would always be
English. It was the
beginning of the
collapse of Geraldine
(Fitzgerald) ~ power.
The Earl of Kildare,

who had undermined

Kildare.

Skeflington’s  earlier
term as Lord Deputy
(and then briefly

replaced him in the
post) was summoned

to Whitehall Palace,

then put in the
Tower.

In reaction
Kildare’s son
Thomas, Lord
Offaly, staged a

show of defiance by

renouncing allegiance to Henry VIII. Offaly became
known as Silken Thomas after the trappings of the
men who accompanied him when he rode into Dublin
on 11 June 1534, surrendered the sword of state to the
Irish council, and formally defied the king. This was
intended to force Henry VIII to recognise Kildare as
Deputy, but Henry VIII (and Thomas Cromwell) did
not condone proud subjects. Silken Thomas found
himself at war.?

He used a pair of black dice as his emblem,
showing that in deciding on rebellion he trusted to
chance — alea jacta est® Silken Thomas surrendered
in August 1535, having been promised his life.
Nonetheless on 3 February 1537 he and five uncles
were executed at Tyburn. This created a power
vacuum in Ireland. The solution was to fill it with
English royal power but to do so peacefully. In June
1541 the Irish Parliament recognised Henry VIII as
King of Ireland.

Henry VIII grumbled about his new kingdom.
He said the ‘title of a King' seemed unwise and
dishonourable if the ‘state of a King’ could not be
supported by revenue. There was little Irish revenue,
even after conciliation was found with the Gaelic
chiefs through the policy of ‘surrender and regrant,
whereby the chiefs surrendered their authority as
lords over their septs (clans) to the King of Ireland,
who returned it with new English titles (earldoms,
knighthoods) and obligations to pay feudal dues.’

Paradoxically the establishment by fiat of the
Kingdom of Ireland was a pacific move. It signified
the end of the notion that the English were bent on
perpetual conquest of Irish territory. The Gaelic chiefs
could accept the protection of their new king in return
for confirmation of their old position.

2 His father died on 2 September 1534 and was
posthumously attainted of treason by the Irish
Parliament in 1536.

3 Nicholas  Canny,  From  Reformation  ro
Restoration,1534-1660 ( Helicon 1987) p 20

4 State Papers Henry VIII 3.331

5 Less than the dues that were originally required,
but those original obligations had been ignored. The
reduction was really an increase.
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Yet politics is rarely pure and never simple. For
fifteen years Ulster was then destabilised by Shane
O’Neill, youngest son of Conn O’Neill, 1 Earl of
Tyrone, who challenged his elder brother, Baron
Dungannon, for succession to the earldom and more
particularly for the Gaelic title ‘the O’Neill’, which
empowered him as the leader of the most powerful
northern sept. His claim denied primogeniture, one of
the principles that the chiefs were required to respect
under surrender and regrant (Shane argued that
Dungannon was illegitimate).

Shane’s career included facing down the Earl
of Sussex, Lord Deputy and then Lord Lieutenant
from 1556 to 1564; a visit to the Virgin Queen’s
court in 1562 to make a formal appeal, where he and
his followers impressed by dressing native — ‘golden
saffron under-shirts... loose sleeves, short tunics, and
shaggy lace’s® and a brutal war with the second most
powerful Gaelic family of Ulster, the O’Donnells.

In 1567 Shane was killed — then hacked to
pieces — by Scots settlers (Macdonalds) with whom
he was attempting to negotiate an alliance.” Scottish
settlements in Antrim were a further complication for
English royal government, since the Scottish-French
alignment (see below) threatened England’s flank.

6 W. Camden, Rerum Anglicarum et Hibernicarum
annales, regnante Elisabetha (1649) p 69
7  Christopher Maginn, ODNB, Shane O’Neill

Shane O’Neill showed how problematic Ulster
was for the English. It was geographically remote in
the early modern era, separated from the midland
Irish plain by uplands that were hard to traverse — the
Mournes, the Glens of Antrim, the Bluestacks, the
Sperrins. Woods and marshes were further barriers.
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To tighten their grip in the face of such
disturbances, and to increase tax revenue, the Tudors
followed a policy of Irish ‘plantations’ (colonies). Land
was taken with no or minimal compensation from
either the Norman-Irish lords or the Gaelic chiefs and
settled with English settlers. Two such settlements
were attempted under Mary I. These were the Queen’s
County (Laois) and the King’s County (Offaly) in the
centre of Ireland, with their main towns respectively
Maryborough and Philipstown. We can note that the
queen’s and her husband’s pious Catholicism did not
deflect their imperialism.

Not unnaturally the result of plantation and
similar land-grabs was further rebellion. The first
Desmond rebellion broke out in June 1569, eleven
years into the reign of Elizabeth I, the second ten
years later. Both failed. These were again Geraldine
attempts, the first led by James FitzMaurice Fitzgerald,
the second by the Fitzgerald Earl of Desmond.?
Between the two came Pope Pius V’s Bull Regnans in
Excelsis of February 1570 which declared Elizabeth
I a usurper and excommunicated those who obeyed
her orders. Although appeals had been made before
to the Pope, by both Silken Thomas and his father,
the second Desmond rebellion was the first time the
Counter-Reformation energised Irish leaders.

8 Initially by his kinsman Sir John of Desmond.

There were therefore attempts, sanctioned by the
royal court, to settle Ulster by colonisation. These
encouraged the ambitions of the first Devereux Earl
of Essex (father of Elizabeth’s favourite) who, having
failed to carve out a Devereux fief in Antrim, died of
dysentery in Dublin in 1576.



Resistance to English moves to control Ulster
broke into organised war in 1594, catalysed when
Hugh O’Neill, Earl of Tyrone, nephew of Shane (and
ultimately elected as the O’Neill) joined the rebels in
1595. Tyrone endorsed the appeal of his new allies (the
O’Donnells, Maguires, MacBarons) to Philip II of
Spain for financial support in the cause of a common
religion. Rebellion spread throughout Ireland. This
was the Nine Years War.

Having consumed his father, Ireland now
destroyed Robert Devereux, 2™ Earl of Essex who
was sent in 1599 as Lord Deputy. He commanded
the largest English army that left England under the
Virgin Queen (16,000 troops). Rather than confront
Tyrone in battle, Essex personally negotiated with
him. Essex, on his horse, stood on the bank of the
River Lagan, while Tyrone, on his, stood in the midst
of the flowing waters as they parlayed unattended, but
watched by both armies at a distance.” The result of
this un-minuted dialogue was a truce.

The queen had expressly ordered Essex to
confront and defeat the enemy. The truce was therefore
against instructions. Despite a personal appeal to his
sovereign — he surprised her in the morning of 28
September 1599 at Nonsuch before she was properly
dressed, and when she thought he was still in Ireland
— Essex was replaced as Lord Deputy by Lord
Mountjoy, a man ‘of stature tall, and of very comely

9  Christopher Hibbert, Elizabeth I — a personal history of
the Virgin Queen (Penguin 1990) p 235

Henry VI
the first King
proportion.’'? of Ireland

Essex’s theatrical
attempt at a Putsch
followed in 1601 and
his death as a traitor.

In September 1601 3,500
Spanish soldiers landed at Kinsale in the far south.
Mountjoy’s troops found themselves sandwiched
between the rebels who marched from the north
and the new arrivals, but the English triumphed at
the Battle of Kinsale (24 December, a rare winter
battle, and during a harsh winter). The Spaniards then
surrendered. Mountjoy now had the momentum but
Tyrone continued to resist, against a scorched earth
policy in Ulster, until his surrender in 1603.

On 31 March 1603 the Treaty of Mellifont
concluded the Nine Years War on generous terms to
Tyrone. He did not know that the Queen of England
had died on 24 March, but that did not alter the
peace agreement. The Privy Council hated the Irish
war for its costs, and Mountjoy was keen to provide
for a peaceful aftermath. However the failure of the
English government to see Gaelic (and Catholic)
Ireland as anything but a barrier to domination was
perfectly well understood. Moreover there were two
other pressure groups to handle, that is to say the Old
English and now the new arrivals in the plantations
and elsewhere — those who planned to exploit what
seemed to them an untilled land. Despite the Treaty
of Mellifont, the mix was unstable at the beginning of
Stuart rule.

10 F. Moryson, An itinerary containing his ten yeeres
travell through the twelve dominions, 4 vols. (1907-8)
2.261-3
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The Reformation had a different outcome in
Scotland. Yet before religion is considered, there is
the royal wedding celebrated by proxy at Richmond
Palace on 25 January 1503. The bride was Margaret
Tudor, elder daughter of Henry VII, and the groom,
represented by the Earl of Bothwell, was King James
IV of Scotland. The political agreement the previous
year between England and Scotland, which was
signed at the same time as the marriage treaty, is
known as the Treaty of Perpetual Peace, which speaks
volumes about Anglo-Scottish history so far.

James IV had at least ten illegitimate children
by several mothers. By his Tudor wife he had six of
whom just one survived infancy — to rule as James
V (1512-42). Their second son (who died in 1510)
had been christened Arthur after his dead uncle of
England. In short James and Margaret had their eye
on their English connections from the start. Until the
birth of Mary Tudor in 1516, so for the first thirteen
years of their marriage, Margaret was the heir to
England after her brother Henry.

The shifts in Scots politics during these years
cannot all be described in a short piece, but here are
salient points. Despite the Treaty of Perpetual Peace
James IV renewed operations against England. In
1513 he led an army of invasion across the border
to the Battle of Flodden (9 September 1513) taking
advantage of Henry VIIIs absence in France. At
Flodden the king, twenty-three Scots peers and two
bishops were killed. James V at once succeeded to the
throne aged fifteen months. Margaret took on the
regency but on 6 August 1514 she remarried (her new
husband was the Earl of Angus) and was succeeded as
regent by the Duke of Albany, a Stuart cousin, himself
in the line of succession.

Albany had been brought up in France — was
essentially a Frenchman — and was closely associated
with the French interest. Although his regency was
terminated in July 1524 when Margaret engineered
the declaration of the majority of her son (aged
twelve), Albany was a stabilising force. Margaret

was less so. She regretted her second marriage and
managed to secure an annulment from Pope Clement
VII in 1527, whereupon she married her new passion,
Henry Stewart, Lord Methven (a marriage she also
came to regret).

Although, against Scottish tradition, Margaret
manoeuvred for an English alliance — to include the
marriage of her son James V with his first cousin
Mary Tudor — she failed to keep the confidence of
her brother Henry VIII. He was a bully but she was
unreliable. However it is interesting that the sister
obtained exactly what her brother did not, papal
agreement to the termination of an existing marriage.

Albany meanwhile negotiated the Treaty of
Rouen in 1517 between Scotland and France which
renewed the Auld Alliance against England, and
paved the way for the marriage of James V with a
French princess. The King of Scots married first the
delicate Madeleine of France in 1537, and after her
death the following year he married Marie of Guise.
Marie gave birth to two Scottish sons who soon died,
and was pregnant again in the summer of 1542.

Like his father, James V chased women. He
sired at least nine illegitimate children. Like his father
James V also died after a defeat at English hands. He
was not present at the Battle of Solway Moss on 24
November 1542, another crushing defeat at the hands
of the English, but he suffered intensely from it. Two
weeks later, Marie of Guise gave birth to a daughter
(8 December). That seems to have added to the king’s
depression. He was already ill with a fever. James V
died on 14 December 1542 aged thirty. The baby was
now Mary, Queen of Scots, and Henry VIII started
his assault on Scotland that is called the Rough
Wooing.

Control of the sovereign was always the mark
of Scottish politics. Henry VIII wanted the infant
queen in his own family, married to his son Edward.
He was thinking of the enlarged state later called
Great Britain, but also of the baby’s potential rights
as an English princess. Mary was his great-niece. The
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Robin Ellis as the Earl of Essex and Glenda
Jackson as Elizabeth I'in the 1971 television
series "Elizabeth R The earls involvement in Irish
politics helped cause his ruin and provoked one
of the last great crises of Elizabethn's reign.

marriage would have uni od the English royal family
on the pattern of his parents’ marriage."

The Treaty of Greenwich of 1 July 1543 provided
for Anglo-Scottish peace and for the marriage of
Mary and Edward. When the Scottish Parliament
refused to endorse the treaty Tudor bullying began.
The Rough Wooing included an attack on Edinburgh
in 1544, the English occupation of Haddington and
much of southern Scotland. The general in charge of
most of this brutality was the Earl of Hertford, who in
February 1547, after the death of Henry VIII, became
Protector Somerset.

The English campaign to win Mary’s hand
failed because of Scottish resistance, fired by

11 Henry VII and Elizabeth of York both descended from
Edward III.
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nationalism, and because the regent, the Earl of Arran
(later French Duke of Chateauherault), called for
French help. French troops were sent to Scotland after
Somerset defeated the Scots at the Battle of Pinkie
(10 September 1547). The political upshot was the
engagement of Mary, Queen of Scots, to the Dauphin
of France in 1548. The child queen was removed from
Scotland to protect her from the English, and went to
live at the French court the same year.

In this way the Rough Wooing failed. In 1550
the Treaty of Boulogne between France and Scotland,
then in 1551 the Anglo-Scottish Treaty of Norham,
provided for peace.
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In 1554 Marie of Guise became Regent of
Scotland. Her appointment resulted from pressure
by the French royal government. After the wedding
of Mary Tudor, Queen of England since 1553,
and Prince Philip of Spain (25 July 1554), France
feared Habsburg influence on England. Religious
distinctions now began to bite.

Arran had declared himself Protestant shortly
after the death of James V then, within less than a
year, reverted to Catholicism. However Protestantism,
which had been fiercely rejected by James V, was
seeping into Scotland, helped by the English invasions.
Hertford/Somerset was a convinced reformer. His
troops brought to Scotland, for instance, Bibles in
the vernacular, the Protestant hallmark. And the
suppression of Protestantism by the Scottish hierarchy
was counter-productive.'?

In April 1558 Mary, Queen of Scots, married the
Dauphin. She became Queen of France in July 1559
when her father-in-law (King Henri II of France) died
after a jousting accident. It was reasonable to assume
that Scotland, if there was no change, would become
a French province.” Protestantism was therefore the
ally of patriotism. The Scottish Reformation followed.
It was a coup d’étar by a small pressure group called
the Lords of the Congregation, a group of nobles
and lairds in favour of alliance with England and the
abolition of Catholic practice. They were enthused
by the ministry and the sermons of John Knox in

12 In 1546 George Wishart was found guilty of heresy
and was burned. This led to the murder the same year
of Cardinal David Beaton. Wishart had led the drive to
popularise the latest Protestant thinking, that of John
Calvin and Ulrich Zwingli.

13 'The official marriage agreement treated Scotland as a
separate realm from France, but Mary also signed secret
articles pledging Scotland to France until French costs
in Scotland, and those of her upbringing in France,
were repaid; and leaving Scotland to France if she had
no children.

particular. There was a further complicating factor,
that the death of Mary I of England (17 November
1558) left Mary, Queen of Scots, as an English
claimant.!* The situation was the same as under James
IV — the Scottish queen was the most plausible heir to
the English sovereign.

Both French and English troops returned to
Scotland as Marie of Guise attempted to stamp out
what seemed to her a rebellious movement that was
using religion as a front. However this remarkable
woman died in June 1560 (aged forty-four). Very
quickly peace terms were then agreed in the Treaty of
Edinburgh (July 1560) under which both English and
French left Scotland to sort itself out.® The Scottish
Reformation Parliament met in August and approved
a reformed Confession of Faith and made celebration
of the Mass an offence.

I will not attempt the history that followed:
the return of the widowed Mary (1561) her marriages
to Darnley and Bothwell, her abdication, her flight
to England (1568). The story so far is enough to
illustrate the Scots struggle of the sixteenth century
even before Mary’s well-known drama. But it is
important to understand that development of Scottish
Protestantism under her son James VI was radical.
First the Scots Kirk became a symbol of national
identity that rivaled the monarchy, and second the
Kirk was not shy of challenging the king.

Andrew Melville was the most prominent
minister in the Kirk during the second half of the
century. He developed the doctrine of two kingdoms
— the kingdom of Scotland, the kingdom of God —

which aimed to deny the King of Scots authority over

14 The will of Henry VIII cut the Stuarts out of the
English succession, however we know what resulted in
1603.

15 One of the provisions was that Mary, Queen of Scots,
and her husband would stop using the arms of England
and Ireland (which they had assumed on the argument
that Elizabeth I was a usurper)

PAGE 11



e LT

i R

Henry ViI's daughter Margaret, Queen of Scots,

and heiress to the English throne in the early
1500s. (Explore-Parliament)
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church structures and doctrine. In Falkland in 1596
Melville grabbed the sleeve of James VI and told him
that he, the king, was ‘God’s sillie vassalle.” Ordained
ministers, he said, had the power to govern the
‘spirituall kingdome” and did not owe obedience to the
king in these matters.'® There were more substantial

16 The autobiography and diary of Mr James Melvill ed. R
Pitcairn Woodrow Society 1842 p 370

challenges from the Melvillean Kirk, which James
VI handled with aplomb, but there is no doubt that
they led to the formulation by the bookish king of the
doctrines of royal absolutism that he recorded himself
and handed on to his son Charles I.

The legacy

Without straying too far into the seventeenth
century, I think it is fair to say that Irish unrest, which
led to the entirely unexpected rebellion of 1641, can
be laid to the policies which were developed under
the Tudors. Most Irish were Catholic but the Church
of Ireland, with its rich patronage, was Protestant.
Plantations continued. The Gaelic tradition was
regarded as a barrier to domination. Stuart policies
just continued to follow these empathy-free English
doctrines. By contrast my account of the Scots has
emphasised dynastic issues. They go to the heart
of the matter. If James VI had not been the senior
heir to his cousin Elizabeth, the Scots would have
continued as an independent nation which survived
the sixteenth century with a beating heart. Certainly
an accommodation with England was always needed,
but I am not going to write an alternative history. As
history actually happened, the Scottish Reformation,
the break with France, the strengthening of the

monarchy (under a highly accomplished king),
were considerable achievements. These were frankly
demoted when James VI happily travelled south
in 1603. They were directly challenged by his son
Charles 1.7 The result was catastrophic for Charles
but we cannot hold the Tudors responsible for that.

DOMINIC PEARCE

17 Charles I tried to model the Kirk on the Church of
England which, through Archbishop Laud, he moved
away from the Calvinisk of the English Puritans. It was
the Scots reaction against the new Prayer Book which
he tried to impose that caused the 1638 rebellion, and
this led to the English Civil War because of English
parliamentary support for the Scottish position.



WHAT IF?,

If Henry VIII had not had his marriage
to Catherine of Aragon annulled,
could his siblings have provided an heir?
Timothy Venning explores what might
have been...

CATHERINE OF ARAGON was over five
years her husband Henry’s senior, having been born
in December 1485 to his June 1491. Given this prob-
lem, the ‘window of opportunity’ for her providing
children was limited — and when Henry was old
enough to marry her by contemporary custom, aged
fourteen (June 1505), his father Henry VII did not
proceed with the marriage that has been arranged
between them in 1503. This was not due to qualms
over Catherine marrying her first husband Prince
Arthur’s brother in defiance of Old Testament law,
as a Papal ruling on the legality of this had been
received — one which accepted that the Arthur/
Catherine marriage had been fully legal, ie the pair
had consummated it, rather than questionable over
non-consummation. However, there were potential
‘holes’ in the legal case which English Church ju-
rists were aware of — and the alternative of sending
Catherine home would entail having to hand her
dowry back which Henry VII wanted to avoid. Thus
the issue was put into ‘cold storeage’ for the latter’s
lifetime, to April 1509, and his son Henry was re-
quired to issue a formal declaration of not wishing
to marry Catherine which he ignored once he was
King. He then married her in June 1509. The period
of Catherine’s pregnancies from 1510 to 1518 should
have been sufficient for several surviving children
given the normal survival-rates in the Royal nurseries

14 Tudor Life Magazine | September 2016

in previous generations - only two of Edward IV’s
seven daughters died young. The death of the infant
Prince Henry in 1511 was followed by the survival
of only one child, a girl, Mary , in February 1516
— presenting the problem of her marriage to some
foreign prince of equal status and the possible un-
ion of England with the latter’s realm. Had Henry’s
younger brother Prince Edmund (1499 — 1500) also
survived infancy it is possible that Henry VIII would
not have been determined to re-marry, as he would
have had a male heir to fall back on or even to prefer
to his daughter. Similarly, although his later will
of 1546/7 shows that he intended to disregard the
offspring of his elder sister Margaret (1489 — 1541)
by James IV of Scotland) he could have had the al-
ternative open to Richard III in 1484-5 — naming an
English-born nephew.

Margaret had been married off to James IV
in 1503, the linking of the “Thistle and the Rose’
ending the period of Anglo-Scottish tension arising
from her husband’s backing of ‘Perkin Warbeck’
in 1496. James and Margaret’s son, the infant James
V, survived his talented but reckless father who
was killed at Flodden while invading England to
assist his French allies in summer 1513. James V,
foreign-born though genealogically the closest male
heir after Henry’s children, never seems to have
been considered as a potential heir for the English



throne. His succession to Henry would have carried
out the union of crowns which the King sought in
the 1540s. But Margaret was widowed aged 34 and
was thus young enough to have more children; had
she returned to England and acquired an English
noble husband her heirs by a second marriage would
have been eligible for the throne under the terms of
Henry’s will in 1544. As of autumn 1513 she was

unable to leave Scotland easily as she was pregnant
and also needed to back up the infant James V’s
regency regime in person. She married one of the
leading Scots nobles involved in the regency coun-
cil, Archibald Douglas, the new Earl of Angus,
in 1514; their child was Margaret Douglas . But
by 1517 Margaret and Angus were at odds, and an
annulment and third marriage (with children) was

possible; as the late king’s cousin, the French-backed
Duke John of Albany, had taken over the regen-
cy she could have left Scotland more easily than
in 1513-14 - possibly forced out by the distrustful
pro-French regent, the Duke of Albany. She actually
married another Scotsman, a dashing and younger
guards-officer called Henry Stewart.

An heir from Henry’s
other, younger sister Mary,
born in 1495, was more fea-
sible. She had been due to
marry Charles of Habsburg
(born 1500) as per her father’s
plans of 1507-8, but Henry
VIII (then intended to marry
Charles’ sister) had reversed
this plan. Had he not been
disappointed with the results
of his alliance with Ferdinand
of Aragon and Emperor
Maximilian to attack France
in 1512, her marriage to
Charles would have been
more likely. A son she had by
Charles would thus have had
a chance of becoming King
of England by genealogical
claim as well as conquest had
Charles invaded England af-
ter Henry had the Catherine
of Aragon marriage an-

nulled. This boy could then

have been married off to his

Catherine of
Aragon

cousin,
Princess
Mary.
Instead,
high politics

intervened. Henry’s rapprochement with France
after Ferdinand’s failure to support his Aquitaine
invasion in 1512 and the failure of his own invasion
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of Flanders in 1513 led to his younger sister being
married to the much older King Louis XII of France
(born 1462) in 1514. No heir from this marriage
was likely, and Louis died suddenly within months;
the “Tudor Rose’ then returned to England. She
unexpectedly remarried to Henry’s close compan-
ion Charles Brandon, Duke of Suffolk (about ten
years her senior), son of the Tudor standard-bearer
cut down at Bosworth by Richard. This pair had
a son, Henry, born in 1516 (died 1534) as well as
two daughters, and the boy could have been married
off to Princess Mary had the status-conscious King
not had doubts over his sister’s ‘inferior’ marriage
and insisted on a more ‘suitable’ royal marriage for

his daughter.

Had Henry’s sisters Elizabeth (1492-5) or
Catherine (born and died 1503) not died as infants
one of them could have married a foreign prince —
not due to succeed to a throne so
available to live in England - and
produced a potential heir. The like-
lihood is against the ever-cautious
Henry VII allowing her a domestic
match had he still been alive at the
time of her planned betrothal, even
with a lack of potential foreign suit-
ors. Any English husband had to be
of high social standing - Henry had
married off his wife’s sisters, Edward
IV’s daughters, within the English
nobility, mostly to
Lancastrian no-

: _. o i

bles although G|yﬂ|s

he had need- Johns as
ed foreign '
alliances Mary Tudor in

for his new
regime  at

“The Sword

the  time. and the

But  Tudor Rose”

princesses mar- ried
to nobles could produce
heirs whose aristocrat- ic  paternal

relatives might back them in a succession-dispute,
as seen by the claims of Edward IV’s sister Anne,
Duchess of Suffolk’s De La Pole sons to the throne
in 1487-1525. Henry VII in his later years showed
substantial mistrust of the main noble dynasties
by seeking to bind their freedom of manoeuvre by

extortionate Royal fines and ‘cognizances’ for good
behaviour, to be paid up if they annoyed him. Henry
VIII was notably angry when his widowed sister
Mary married an English aristocrat without his per-
mission in 1515, though the culprit was his own close
friend Charles Brandon, and seems to have thought
the match beneath her rank. A potential aristocratic
marriage for Elizabeth or Catherine might well have
had similar problems, and it should not be assumed
that had more princesses been available to marry in
the 1510s they would have been permitted to marry
English nobles.

But Henry VIII might also have had half-broth-
ers or sisters to rely on for the succession. His
mother Elizabeth of York, dying in childbirth in
February 1503, left Henry VII a widower at the age
of 46 — younger than the age at which the widowed
Edward I had re-married to a much younger French

“ ?.'

princess and had three more sons. The concentra-
tion of previously separate neighbouring European
states in the hands of Bourbon (Brittany and
Anjou/Provence to add to France) and Habsburg
(Burgundy and its Low Countries constituents,
with Spain following in 1516) reduced the num-
ber of suitable English diplomatic allies and hence
Royal brides available in the later 15th and early 16
centuries. Henry VIII, always a law unto himself,
preferred to seek native-born English wives. The re-
peated unions of crowns in the European royal mar-
riage-market had indirect effects on English Royal
dynastic history, as France swallowed up the Duchy
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of Brittany and most of the kingdom of Navarre and
the Habsburg domains in central Europe, already
united with the Burgundian ‘Low Countries’ by
Maximilian I marrying Mary of Burgundy, united
with Spain (itself a union of Castile and Aragon)
Thus made it less easy to find a suitable overseas
Royal bride and meant that a (frequent) English
diplomatic rift with France or the Empire/Spain
reduced the possibilities further. France being the
most frequent English foe but now lacking as many
Valois cadet lines as in the time of Charles VI and
VII to provide brides, English Royal marital diplo-
macy was more likely to centre on the Empire or
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Spain (who were dynastically united in 1519 under
Charles V, former fiancé of Henry VIIDs sister
Mary). The crown of Naples/ Sicily was united with
that of Aragon from 1506, despite French efforts,
and the Duchy of Milan (source of Edward IIT’s son
Lionel’s second wife) was fought over by France and
the Habsburgs and usually in the latter’s hands. The
Medici of Florence were only sporadically in power
until 1527, had few females available, and were an-
yway regarded as ex-merchant ‘parvenus’, though
Francis I of France secured Catherine de Medici for
his son Henri in 1533.

In the North, the united
crown of Denmark/Norway
could provide a marital ally
but Sweden, in successful
revolt against it from 1523,
was also governed by ‘parve-
nus’, the Vasa dynasty, with
no princesses available any-
way. This left only Portugal,
where Richard III had con-
sidered a bride in 1485- and
it was a satellite of Spain so
a marital link there would
annoy France.

The early 16™ century
thus provided limited choice
for England in seeking out
a marital ally, and the situ-
ation continued to deterio-
rate. In effect, a husband for
available princesses — in due
course, Henry’s probable
heiress Mary (born 1516) —
was limited to France or the
Habsburg realms. The vast
Habsburg  ‘conglomerate’
of states duly encompassed

mISIRIAVAVAIRS
gueen,
Elizapbeth of
York



Hungary and Bohemia as well under Charles’ sole
brother Ferdinand. Born in 1503, this prince was
married to the Hungarian heiress so he had no need
of a wife - and his sons were too young to be married
to Mary. There was no younger Habsburg prince who
could marry Mary, unlike the plethora of Habsburg
males that had been available in the 14th and 15
centuries, when their Central European realm had
been divided into several dynasties. All this reduced
the number of available princes and princesses for
an English royal union, and once it was clear that
his heiress Mary would have no younger brother it
meant that Henry VIII could not marry her to a
European prince without nationalistic fear of this
leading to a union of Habsburg realms and England.
The chances of a successful overseas marriage were
also reduced by the speed in which alliances altered
for European political reasons — England often did
not stay allied to one rival for long enough to enable
a marriage to be concluded.

This was illustrated in the confusing diplomatic
‘volte-face” concerning the marriage of Henry VIII’s
sister Mary in the 1500s - she was variously intended
for a Habsburg or Bourbon bridegroom according
to which neighbouring ‘Power’ Henry VII was cur-
rently allied with. Henry VIII’s daughter Mary was
also to have several potential husbands in her father’s
shifting diplomatic alliances of 1516-27, as he moved
between alliance with the Empire/Spain and France.
Had his alliance with Francis I of France lasted,
Henry could have married her off to one of his sons
in the 1520s — providing her with a child who would
hence have been her heir when she became Queen

in 15532

Henry’s second marriage and possibility to give
his son more siblings also failed to occur. In 1505,
as Ferdinand’s ally, he had expressed great interest
in marrying the latter’s niece Joan, widowed Queen
of Naples, and had sent ambassadors to investi-
gate her with detailed questions about her person
and a request for a portrait. This fell through after
Ferdinand’s rapprochement with Henry’s current
enemy Louis XII and marriage to a French lady
(Germaine de Foix, of the royal house of Navarre)
in 1506. A similar fate befell the alternative choice
of bride as part of Henry’s Habsburg alliance —
Maximilian’s widowed daughter Margaret of Savoy
(1480 — 1530), regent of the Netherlands, who Henry

investigated in 1505. The crucial questions for a sat-
isfactory Tudor/Habsburg alliance were the extent
of a dowry, the danger of Maximilian allying with
France, and the nature of his hospitality to the ref-
ugee English Yorkist pretender Edmund de la Pole.
In the end Henry was able to persuade Maximilian’s
son Philip (governor of the Netherlands to his early
death), driven ashore in Weymouth Bay by a storm
in 1506 with his wife Juana and offered hospitali-
ty at Court, to surrender the pretender without a
marital alliance. As an alternative to the Habsburg
alliance, Louis XII offered Henry the hand of his
niece Margaret of Angouleme in 1505 and promised
Henry’s ambassador as great a dowry as Ferdinand
would give for Joan of Naples.

Nothing came of any of these rival proposals,
but the marriage with Margaret of Savoy was still in
discussion as late as 1507/8 when she turned Henry
down. Had she not done so, the commercial difhcul-
ties over English trade in her Netherlands domains
been sorted out, and the acquisitive Henry been sat-
isfied over the dowry, the Tudor-Habsburg alliance
of 1508 might have seen Henry, now fifty, marry
Margaret, in her late twenties, as well as his daughter
Mary being betrothed to Charles. The difference in
age was regarded as immaterial in that era. If Henry’s
tuberculosis had not intervened and he had married
Margaret in 1509 and lived for a few more years,
their offspring would have been in the same position
to Henry VIII in the 1520s as Edward I’s younger
children, Edmund of Woodstock and Thomas of
Brotherton, were to their half-brother Edward II in
the 1320s. Their children (born c. 1510-14?) would
have been in prime position to succeed Henry if he
had no children, and it is possible that he would
have preferred an adult half-brother to his daughters
Mary or Elizabeth as heir pre-1537 - his successor
would not have needed to have been a woman who
would marry a foreign ruler and be tied to their
realm’s priorities.

There were no cases of a European ruler mar-
rying a niece this early to give Henry the idea of
marrying a half-brother off to his own daughter,
the first such marriage being by Philip Ii of Spain
in the 1570s. A grandson of Henry VIIs second
marriage (born in the 1530s or 1540s?) could marry
Elizabeth Tudor in the early 1560s or succeed her
in 1603, unless they had already fallen victim to an
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epidemic or the snake-pit of Tudor court politics.
Any surviving half-brother of Henry’s would have
been placed in a dilemma over whether to accept the
King’s marriage to Anne Boleyn in the early 1530s
or plot to secure Princess Mary’s succession with
himself as her ‘strongman’ — in real life Henry’s sister
Mary opposed the marriage and backed Catherine
of Aragon but died during the crisis in 1533. Henry
was paranoid enough to arrest or even execute his
brother had the latter challenged his ‘Break with
Rome’ and seemed to be willing to overthrow him,
or the latter could have fled abroad to seek Charles
V’s aid. Even had Henry not had any half-broth-
ers, his sister Mary’s son Henry Brandon’s survival
into the 1540s would have raised the possibility of
him marrying the King’s daughter Mary, his first

cousin, and so succeeding to the throne as her con-
sort in 1553. In that case Mary could have had a son
by Henry Brandon and this boy replaced Elizabeth
as heir in 1558 — or if Mary did not marry Henry
and the latter had turned Protestant he could have
been Edward VI’s choice as his heir in 1553.
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he-Welsh-Legacy

The Tudors are often perceived to be the quintessential English
family, three notorious generations of monarchs who oversaw the glorious
rise of England from a relative backwater to European superpower,
setting in motion the subsequent dominance of the British Empire over
large parts of the globe. When one hears a person bemoan the loss of
Englishness, or English culture, the idealised image often conjured up is
one of black and white timbered buildings, Bluff King Hal and his many
wives, and the Virgin Queen courageously scattering the Armada. It was
the Tudors who sent Rome packing and brought the Spanish to heel.
The combined skills of Shakespeare, Drake and Raleigh helped solidify
the greatness of the Tudor Dynasty, England’s brave champions against
Continental tyranny. Poetry, drama, music, art and architecture all made
significant leaps during their eventful tenure on the throne, each of which

Of course, the Tudors had their origins in
Wales, with the first Tudor king Henry VII born in
Pembroke Castle on 28 January 1457. Whilst it is
indisputable that the children and grandchildren
of Henry VIl were born and raised in England
and clearly identified with England, the Welsh
connection has long persisted. To this day the
question is often posed, ‘What exactly did the Tudors
do for Wales?’ The answer often given is ‘nothing’. To
some within modern-day Wales, the Tudors are even
denigrated as bradwyr, or traitors, the belief being
that the family turned their back on the homeland
as soon as they found something better in England.
In effect, they rejected their Welshness. Is this a
fair summarisation? Did the Tudors do nothing for
Wales? Did they truly play down their heritage?
Well, not quite.

To understand the matter fully, and to come
to a well-rounded conclusion, one must first add
some background context to the status of Wales
before the Tudors acceded to the English throne.
Wales had stubbornly held out against Norman-
English incursion for two centuries until their final
capitulation in 1282. The old Welsh royal families
were destroyed in the process, with English
dominance established through a prolific castle-
building campaign across the newly-established
Principality. In 1400 a land dispute-turned-national
uprising, led by Owain Glyn Dwr, threatened to re-
establish Wales as an independent nation in a bitter
and protracted affair that lasted over a decade.
Crucial to Glyn Dwr’s attempt to re-assert self-
sovereignty in Wales, with himself as prince, was
the assistance of his first cousins from Anglesey, the
Tudurs. In one notable episode on April Fool’s Day
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only served to enhance England’s status on the global stage.

in 1401 Rhys ap Tudur and Gwilym ap Tudur tricked
their way into Conwy Castle and overwhelmed the
English garrison which was holding the fortress for
King Henry IV. Their ingenuity had been a vital
morale-boost for the Welsh, whose campaign had
begun to flounder shortly after its initial rising.
The pair’s younger brother Maredudd ap Tudur,
also a part of the Welsh nationalist cause, is better
remembered today as the great-grandfather of
Henry Tudor, who would ironically become a future
King of England. From Welsh rebels to English kings,
it was some transformation for the Tudors.

After the collapse of the Glyn Dvr uprising, the
people of Wales were harshly penalised. Oppressive
laws were put in place, restricting the opportunities
available to Welshmen and women. They were
unable to obtain public office, from owning property
in English towns, from gathering in public or even
educating their children in Welsh. Many Welshmen
flocked to the English army to chance their luck in
the French wars or to London to reinvent themselves;
one such man was Owain ap Maredudd ap Tudur,
or Owen Tudor. Wales was conquered, oppressed
and punished. The people were poor, the land was
ravaged and the opportunities few. This remained
the situation until Henry Tudor came to the throne
in 1485, having defeated Richard Ill at Bosworth
Field. The Welsh were treated as inferior to the
English, whether it was culturally, professionally,
legally or economically. So what exactly did change
for the Welsh from 1485, when one of their own
Henry Tudor seized the crown, to the death of his
granddaughter Elizabeth | in 1603? To analyse such
a sizable topic, it’s perhaps best to break down the
most significant changes into separate categories.



LAW AND ORDER

As Wales had been conquered and annexed
part-by-part over two hundred vyears, by the
reign of the Tudors there was a patchwork of
independent courts, with different areas ascribing
to different interpretations of law. The various
smattering of Marcher Lordships along the
border of Wales and throughout the South led
to a disparate dispensation of justice. Crime and
lawlessness were rife, with offenders often evading
punishment by simply moving from area to area. It
was a hazardous time for the common, law-abiding
Welsh, surviving whilst vicious outlaws operated
with impunity throughout their communities.

This problem was largely solved by the
passing of the Laws in Wales Acts between 1535
and 1542, which removed all autonomous courts
operated by Marcher Lords and introduced a sole
adjudicator of justice, known as the Council in
the Marches, to be based at Ludlow. The lordships
became English-style shires, with English law and
English justice introduced throughout the entirety
of the country. In fact, Welsh lawsuits were not
only allowed to be heard in Westminster, but
Welsh Members of Parliament were permitted for
the first time, albeit one per county not the two
allowed in England. Examples of early Welsh MPs
include Rice ap Philip for Caernarfon in 1541, John
Adams for Pembroke in 1542, Gruffydd Williams
for Carmarthen in 1542 and Owen ap Hugh for
Newborough on Anglesey in 1545.

There was increased interaction with the
holders of senior office in London, namely the
Secretaries of State and the Privy Council, with
a concerted attempt to ensure that Wales was
forthwith governed in a similar manner to England.
They were successful in their objective, with Wales
becoming as settled a part of the Tudor kingdom
as anywhere else under their control. Lawlessness,
whilst never fully eradicated, was certainly
nowhere near the levels of pre-Tudor Wales.
The Welsh certainly did not raise in rebellion in
a manner witnessed across England during the
sixteenth century.

Regarding law and order, a member of the
gentry named Rice Merrick wrote in his 1578 work
A Book of Glamorganshire Antiquities that since
the laws had been passed the Welsh were now
‘exempted from the dangers before remembered’

The-Welsh-Legacy

adding that ‘what was then justifiable by might,
although not by right, is now to receive condign
punishment by law’. Merrick, with a sentiment
probably indicative of members of his prospering
class, even added with a writer’s flourish that
the relationship between Wales and England

once inspired ‘slaughters, invasions, enmities,
burnings, poverty and such fruits of war’ whilst
the new reality for the Welsh after the acts was
‘friendship, amity, love, alliance, assistance, wealth
and quietness’. In 1594 meanwhile George Owen
praised the ‘sweet and wholesome laws’ of the
government in his book Dialogue of the Government
of Wales.

It should be noted that there had been some
concessions made to the Welsh before the Acts of
the 1530s. It is often claimed that Henry VII never
revisited Wales after his accession and did nothing
for his country. This is not strictly true; he visited
Holt Castle in Flintshire in 1495, whilst his wife
Elizabeth was a notable visitor to Raglan in 1502.
Furthermore, he oversaw a number of charters
agreed in the last few years of his reign, allowing
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Welshmen to buy and hold land in England and
the English-controlled boroughs of Wales. These
charters of privilege were agreed for Bromfield and
Yale (1505), Chirk and Denbigh (1506), Ceri and
Cydewain (1507) and Ruthin (1508). The people in

these areas were freed by the charters from the
constraints of the Penal Laws, and placed them on
an equal footing with their English counterparts
more three decades before the Acts brought such
freedoms to the remainder of the Welsh.




CAREER OPPORTUNITIES

The Welsh had been excluded from social
progression since the Edwardian Conquest in 1282,
a situation that only begun to change with the
accession of the Tudors in 1485. The best they could
have hoped for pre-Bosworth was to be recognised
as an uchelwyr, a member of the gentry known to be
descended from the ancient Welsh princes. These
gentlemen had respect in their own communities,
but no tangible titles or positions of power. They
were the reserve of the English. Excluding the half-
Welsh, half-royal Jasper and Edmund Tudor in 1452,
the only Welsh member of the nobility from 1282
to 1485 was the Yorkist soldier William Herbert of
Raglan, a man who had risen high in the confidence
of Edward IV during the Wars of the Roses for his
military feats. Few Welshmen attained public office
of any kind, a direct consequence of the harsh
Penal Laws passed in 1401. Quite simply, the Welsh
were not a people the English trusted.

Under the Tudors, that changed. The king,
after all, was a Welshman whom had marched
through the country on his way to Bosworth,
encouraging the people to join him on his quest for
glory, albeit personal glory and not national it must
be stressed. The first prominent Welshman who
came to the fore after Bosworth was Henry VII’s
ally in battle, Sir Rhys ap Thomas. In 1507 he was
inducted into the prestigious Order of the Garter,
a very public and very honoured gesture which
was celebrated with a lavish tournament at Carew
Castle in Pembrokeshire. The new king employed
a Welshman, Lewis Caerleon, as his personal
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royal physician and established the Yeoman of the
Guard, a retinue of bodyguards that included many
Welshmen in their ranks. The king even went as
far as marking St David’s Day for the benefit of his
compatriots in his service.

Scores of Welsh families emigrated to
England after the Tudor accession, seeking riches
that had hitherto been denied them for generations.
One such commoner who prospered was Edward
Apryse, who owned a beerhouse in Fleet Street
appropriately named ‘The Welshman’. The children
of these emigrants gradually became some of
the most powerful men in the kingdom within a
generation or two, including the Cromwells, the
Cecils and Welsh astrologer-mathematician John
Dee. Thomas Parry even became Comptroller of
the Household under Queen Elizabeth.

More pertinently to our assessment, the Welsh
who stayed in Wales were given opportunities from
which they had long been barred. Welshmen were
appointed to positions such as sheriffs, constables,
coroners and bailiffs. Rhys ap Thomas was made
Chamberlain of South Wales and William Gruffydd
was named Chamberlain of North Wales. During
the Tudor age John Morgan and Edward Vaughan
became bishops of St David’s whilst Dafydd ab
leuan and Dafydd ap Owain became bishops of
St Asaph. Welshmen also became Justices of the
Peace, entrusted with keeping law and order. A
churchman of Welsh parentage, Richard Vaughan,
even became Bishop of the English diocese
of Chester in 1597, a significant appointment
unfathomable a  century
earlier. He was eventually
translated to the Bishopric of
London under James |, another
Welshman who succeeded in
the English capital.

The accumulated wealth
of  these  newly-advance
Welshmen is still evident
today in the survival of their
homes; one only needs to
visit Plas Mawr in Conwy,
Gwydir Castle in Llanwrst
or the Merchant’s House in
Tenby for evidence of the
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money Welshmen begun to make during the
sixteenth century.

Ultimately, the Laws in Wales Act brought
an equality to the Welsh that allowed the Welsh
to prosper, or at least removed any legal restriction
to any hypothetical advancement. As the Act
itself stipulated;

WELSH LANGUAGE

The Tudors get a raw deal when it comes to
the Welsh language, although perhaps at first glance
this is understandable. It was under Henry VIII that
the Welsh language was specifically forbidden to
be used by any man wishing to hold public office,
in effect giving a job opportunity in one hand but
taking away a language and identity with another.
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“..all and singular Person and Persons, born and
to be born in the said Principality Dominion

or Country of Wales, shall have enjoy and
inherit all and singular Freedoms Liberties
Rights Privileges and Laws within this his
Realm, and the King’s other Dominions,

as other the King’s Subjects naturally born
within the same have enjoy and inherit.”

The rationale from the king’s side was sound; The
kingdom of England needed one language in the
courts of law, and that couldn’t be Welsh, Latin,
French etc. It was English and English only, and in
the interests of clarity, all were to communicate in
that one language.



Section 20 of the 1535 Act stipulated, in
part, that;

‘henceforth no Person or Persons that use
the Welch Speech or Language, shall have or
enjoy any manner Office or Fees within this
Realm of England, Wales, or other the King’s
Dominion, upon Pain of forfeiting the same
Offices or Fees, unless he or they use and
exercise the English Speech or Language’.

It is troubling rhetoric to read in today’s
bilingual world, and many modern Welshmen
interpret the act as an aggressive and vindictive
policy intended to rid the Welsh of their identity.
It is this act, and by extension the Tudors under
whom it received assent, that is often blamed for
the alleged dearth of Welsh speakers today (around
20% in Wales as a whole, although up to 70% in
rural areas).

It needs to be pointed out that the Welsh
gentry passionately supported the Acts passed
during this period, including this particular section
as ultimately it gave them the opportunity to attain
those public offices that they so evidently craved. It
was a route to power and prosperity and to converse
in English seemed a reasonable compromise.
Of course we do not have the testimonies of the
common Welshman, who may have been alienated
by this act, unable as they were to understand any
legal proceedings conducted in a language they had
no knowledge of.

The perceived result of the Acts was that
many scores of Welshmen, although actual
statistical evidence is lacking, suddenly cast aside
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their mother tongue of Welsh and forthwith only
used the English language. This is considered
by some to have been devastating to the Welsh
language and caused an inherent decay that has
continued today, where it is only spoken by roughly
a fifth of the country. But let’s consider a key fact
for a moment; Welsh is not only in a far greater
state of health than Scottish Gaelic, Irish Gaelic
or Cornish, languages which have barely endured,
but the country remained almost monoglot deep
into the Victorian period, some three hundred
years after the death of the last Tudor. There is
good reason for this, and it has to do with the
introduction of the Welsh Language bible in 1588
under the reign of Elizabeth I.

Bishop William Morgan’s Welsh Bible
provided the Welsh access to the Holy Scriptures
in their own language and in effect codified the
language into a formal, universally recognised
entity. With the translation, Welsh became a
liturgical language, conferring upon it officially
sanctioned status in spite of the earlier Acts. Welsh
became the only non-state language in Protestant
Europe to be granted its own Bible, which was
the foundation stone on which the modern Welsh
language is based. Whatever the inspiration behind
the translation, and it probably had much to do
with Elizabeth seeking to crush any latent papist
loyalties in a deeply conservative part of her
kingdom, the fact remained that it was a Tudor
that ordered a Welsh Bible, and it was that same
book which helped save the language for many
more generations to use.

LITERATURE, CULTURE AND EDUCATION

As well as the Welsh Bible, the Tudor era
witnessed the beginning of Welsh literature in
book form, another development which helped
the language survive whilst other regional tongues
gradually disappeared. In 1546 John Price published
the first book in Welsh, known as Yny Lhyvyr Hwnn
(In this Book) whilst in 1561 William Salesbury
published a partial translation of the English
Prayer book, a precursor to Bishop Morgan’s Welsh
Bible two decades later. Meanwhile in 1573 came
Humphrey Llwyd’s Cambriae Typus, the earliest
known map of Wales. Other well-known Welshmen
who produced various works, in either English or

Welsh, included Robert Recorde, John Dee, Andrew
Boorde, Gruffydd Robert, Maurice Clenock, David
Powel, Morris Kyffin and William Vaughan.
Elsewhere during the reign of the Tudors was
the hosting of a famous Eisteddfod in Caerwys in
1568, organised on the orders of the Queen. An
Eisteddfod was an ancient Welsh festival of music,
poetry and culture, which had gradually fallen
out of favour after the collapse of the Welsh royal
dynasties. The Caerwys Eisteddfod witnessed prizes
awarded to poets, fiddlers, singers and harpists in
what must have been a wonderful celebration of
Welsh culture. Although the revival proved to be
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short-lived, this Elizabethan Eisteddfod does serve
to highlight the resurgence and appreciation of
the Welsh arts during the mid-sixteenth century,
a curiosity which eventually led to the permanent
revival of such events in 1861.

Regarding education, it may be considered

that formal schooling in Wales would have
naturally progressed without the Tudor Dynasty,
and that may be true, although we will never
know. But nonetheless there were developments

NATIONHOOD

It may seem bizarre to argue that the Tudors
helped to establish Welsh nationhood on a country
that legally and politically ceased to exist with the
introduction of the Laws in Wales Act, but in a
perverse way, those same laws solidified the entity
we recognise as Wales today. The borders, counties
and areas we recognise as Wales today originate
from the Laws passed in 1535-1542. Prior to that
there existed the Principality and the March, two
separately governed entited in which the people
were recognised as Welsh of sorts, if without a
unified nation as we would recognise it. They
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in education that did happen during the sixteenth
century that should be noted. Prior to the Tudor
period, organised education could only be found at
schools in Haverfordwest and Ruthin. The middle
of the sixteenth century witnessed the foundations
of Christ College, Brecon (1541), Henry VIII School,
Abergavenny (1542), Friars School, Bangor (1557),
John Beddoes School, Presteigne (1565) and
Beaumaris Grammar School (1603).

were people without a country. To aspire, they
had to become legally English by seeking terms of
denizenship, an honour very rarely given out by the
distrustful English authorities.

After the Acts were passed and the modern
Welsh nation as we know it was created, a political
construct originating in the mind of a certain
Thomas Cromwell it should be noted, there was
no longer any need for the Welsh to seek English
denizenship in order to free themselves from the
shackles of oppression. The Welsh could now
prosper for the first time in almost three hundred



years by being, legally, Welsh. The confirmation
of the borders, and what and where exactly
constituted Wales, only served to gradually bring
about universal acknowledgment of the nation
of Wales. And so, by the end of the Tudor reign

CONCLUSION

As briefly seen above, it is incorrect to
suggest that the Tudors distanced themselves from
Wales and the Welsh during their tenure as kings
and queens of England. Whilst it is true that each
monarch was often preoccupied with state business
in and around the south east of England, Wales did
not receive any less attention than other corners of
England such as Yorkshire or the South West. The
Tudors were not rulers who spent too much time
outside the relatively safe haven of London, and
with good reason; throughout their reign they were
fending off attackers and rebellions left, right and
centre. All that is, except in Wales. Other than a few
minor instances of civil disorder, Wales remained at
peace throughout the 118-year reign unlike any other
period in the previous five hundred years. The Welsh
of the sixteenth century were generally content with
their lot; after all, it was a whole lot better than
what their grandparents and great-grandparents
experienced. Of course, this is simplifying matters
somewhat and painting a rosy picture. Life was not
good for those on the lower rungs of Welsh society,
Tudors or no Tudors. But this is consistent with
how terrible life was for all nationalities of a certain
level, throughout the island. The point remains that
those of the emergent middle classes were able to
dramatically improve their lot, where once there
would have been nothing but a bleak future ahead.

It is difficult to discount modern bias when
casting a look back to the sixteenth century, and a
modern nationalist or royalist will inevitably seek
to justify their ideology by castigating or justifying
Tudor actions. Could the Tudors have done more for
Wales, her people, her nation? Possibly, yes. But that
is an argument that could stretch to any part of their
kingdom. Henry VIl in particular, as a Welshman,
is often accused of not doing enough to further the
interests of his own people, but one needs to put
themselves into his shoes to understand his actions.
This was a man who had seized a throne in battle,
and remained unsafe upon that throne throughout
his reign. Rebellion, betrayal and treason was all
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in 1603, Welsh people living in an area regarded
as Wales could proudly boast of their Welsh
identity knowing it would not prohibit them from
advancement in any field they sought to enter.

around him, and until his later years it wasn’t clear
whether he would survive long enough to secure
his own dynasty, let alone bother himself with the
problem of Wales.

Considering the question of whether the
Tudors were good for Wales, is another instance
where | compel the reader to put themselves in the
shoes of the contemporary Welshman. These were a
people with no rights, no privileges and no hope until
Henry Tudor became king. It was then, and only
then, that prospects gradually begun to improve,
culminating in the Acts in Wales Laws which legally
removed any shackles from those of an aspirational
nature. It seems particularly telling for me that,
unlike large parts of England (Cornwall, Lincolnshire,
Norfolk, Yorkshire for example), the people of Wales
by and large never rose up in a popular uprising. This
is an extraordinary fact over a one-hundred-year
reign when one considers that prior to the Tudors,
the Welsh were notoriously restless and regularly
rebellious. The Welsh underwent a degree of cultural
oppression later in British History, particularly during
the nineteenth century, but | feel that, under the
Tudors, life was as good for the Welsh as it could ever
have been. It was a time of peace, relative prosperity
and upward social mobility. Did this come to the
long-term detriment of Welsh culture, language and
nationhood? Well, we still remain a distinct part of
the United Kingdom in all three matters, so that is
not an argument that stands up.

At the start of the Tudor reign, a visiting
Venetian ambassador made mention of Henry VII’s
background, stating ‘The Welsh may be said to have
recovered their former independence, for the most
wise and fortunate Henry VIl is a Welshman’. It
may not have been the kind of independence many
in the twentieth and twenty-first century wished to
see, but without the Tudors, the fate of Wales could
have been a lot worse. Perhaps the final words
should go to the poet Sion Tudor, who wrote to
Elizabeth | about her grandfather Henry VII;
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“Harri lan, hir lawenydd,

Yn un a’n rhoes ninnau’n rhydd,

| Gymru da fu hyd fedd,

Goroni gwr o Wynedd”

(Fair Harry, our long lasting joy,

The one who set us free,

Good was it for Wales all his life,

That the man of Gwynedd was crowned)

'hv \
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n the 1972 television series “The Shadow of

the Tower”, the episode “The man who never

was”, focused on Perkin Warbeck’s rebellion

against Henry VII. It contains many scenes
set in Tudor Dublin, the original epicentre of War-
beck’s threat. In one flashback, the handsome
Warbeck (played by Richard Warwick, a suitably
Yorkist-sounding name) is hoisted over the shoul-
ders of the Earl of Kildare (Gawn Grainger) and
carried off for what looks suspiciously like a night
of unchecked bedroom merriment.

It’s pure imagination, of course, perhaps
designed by the writers (Julian Mitchell and An-
thea Browne-Wilkinson) to highlight the ambigui-
ties of Warbeck’s origins, mainly that many of his
most prominent backers, like Lord Kildare, clearly
did not actually believe they were dealing with a
prince, since it is Kildare who takes the violent ini-
tiative in the scene.

To let, or not to let, one’s imagination run
riot is the eternal crux of historical dramatisations
and the debate, as well as the drama, helps ex-
plain why we have seen so many Mary Stuarts on
our screens. Her execution scene was one of the
first silent movies ever made and since then, far
more so than her Irish contemporaries, Scotland’s
famously tragic royal has been re-imagined over
and over again. At times, scenes with no more
firm documentary evidence than Lord Kildare’s
(implied) one-night stand with Perkin Warbeck
have peopled accounts of Mary’s stories. After all,
Mary is currently, to quote a 16%-century poet
enraptured with her beauty, ‘rising on the world’
once again in the guise of the indisputably lovely
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Her Infinite Variety

Mary, Queen of Scots and the
Silver Screen’s Imagination

by Gareth Russell

Australian actress Adelaide Kane, who is playing
Mary in a highly-fictionalised soap opera based on
her life, “Reign”.

Katharine Hepburn suffered a rare flop after
playing Mary, whom she considered “a ninny”,
in 1936’s “Mary of Scotland” and it was thirty
years before Mary’s dramatic life received the big-
budget Hollywood treatment, this time earning
an Oscar nomination for Vanessa Redgrave, who
played to the hilt Mary as a passionate romantic
heroine, opposite Glenda Jackson as a fiery, tor-
tured, manipulative Elizabeth I. Jackson went on
to reprise her role in the acclaimed 6-part BBC se-
ries “Elizabeth R”. In that version, Scottish Mary
did not come off so well, played by Vivian Pickles
as a snobby self-obsessive, clueless to the dangers
she faced and created. She was also played by fu-
ture “Dynasty” star Stephanie Beacham in the se-
ries “The Queen’s Traitor”.

In 2004, the television series “Gunpowder,
Treason and Plot”, chronicling Mary’s career and
that of her son, James VI, was the first to stress
Mary’s French upbringing, by casting Harry Pot-
ter alumna Clémence Poésy as an elegant, beauti-
ful woman adrift in a kingdom she barely under-
stood. A French Mary was the running theme a
few years later, in the Helen Mirren-starring se-
ries “Elizabeth I”, where a middle-aged Mary was
played on the eve of her death by Barbara Flynn.
In 2013, the model Camille Rutherford played
Mary in a French and Swiss-produced biopic,
based on the 1930s biography of Mary written by
Stefan Zweig, which stressed Mary’s supposedly
romantic personality.



In direct contrast, and in
total contrast to what we know of
the real Mary, Samantha Morton
played her with a thick Scottish
accent in “Elizabeth: The Golden
Age”, starring Cate Blanchett as
the titular queen. Here, Mary was
stripped of any and all sympathet-
ic characteristics and Morton, a
dazzlingly good actress, played the
deposed monarch as a game-play-
ing schemer who, in the final
move, over-reached herself.

Flitting across the screen
as the vixen, victim, heroine, and
cautionary tale, Mary, Queen of
Scots, English claimant, or French
princess is still, like Shakespeare’s
Cleopatra, a creature of infinite
variety.

GARETH RUSSELL
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TOP: Katharine Hepburn in “Mary of
Scotland” (Alchetron)

ABOVE: Adelaide Kane in “Reign” (Belfast Telegraph)
RIGHT: Clémence Poésy

in “Gunpowder, Treason, and Plot”

(BBC Northern Ireland)



TOP: Oscar-nominated Vanessa Redgrave in
“Mary, Queen of Scots” (Public Domain)

ABOVE: Camille Rutherford
in “Mary Queen of Scots” (Public Domain)

RIGHT: Samantha Morton as
Mary in “Elizabeth: The Golden Age”
(Public Domain)




Henry VII: The
Welsh Moses

This is an extract from
“A History of the English Monarchy:
From Boadicea to Elizabeth I”
by Tudor Life editor, Gareth Russell

AT THE SAME time as Henry VI’s lifeless body crumpled onto the floor of the
Tower of London, the future Henry VII was being bundled into a small boat in the
bay of the village of Tenby in southern Wales. The fourteen-year-old, tall, lean, fit,
with pale skin, dark hair and watchful eyes, was pitched out into the tail-end of
an Atlantic storm that tossed the ship in swells of seasickness-inducing agony until
it limped into unexpected safety in the harbours of Brittany. There, Henry VI’s
nephew and Catherine de Valois’ grandson stepped ashore in the company of his
uncle Jasper, the dispossessed Earl of Pembroke, to seek sanctuary at the court of
Francois I, ruler of an independent Brittany. Henry Tudor grew up there, fell in
love or lust, perhaps fathered a bastard child called Roland, read a lot of Arthurian
legends, pined for his brilliant, domineering and devoted mother Margaret, who
was working feverishly on his behalf back in England to ingratiate herself with
the Yorkist court, and struck up enough of a friendship with the Duke that the
latter loyally refused all English attempts to have Henry extradited.

When Richard III seized the throne in 1483,
the disappearance of Edward V and his broth-
er revived Henry Tudor’s chances. If hitherto he
and his mother had only dreamed of persuading
Edward IV to restore his father’s earldom of Rich-
mond to the boy, the shattering of the Yorkist po-
litical class and the trickle, then flood, of political
émigrés making their way to Henry’s side turned
him into a viable contender for the throne itself.
His claim was hardly watertight. However, he was
all the Lancastrians had left and as Richard III’s
popularity plummeted, Henry became the rising

sun. When Duke Francois’ mental health declined
to the point that his treasurer was able to strike
a deal to hand Henry over to the English, he was
tipped off thanks to one of his mother’s spies at
Richard’s court, faked sickness, donned a disguise
and rode hell-for-leather to the Breton border with
France where, as the great-grandson of a French
monarch, he could expect an offer of sanctuary.

It was from France that he set sail with a
medium-sized army, returning to the homeland
he had last seen fourteen years earlier, and fell to
his knees to recite Psalms and kiss the ground as
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he landed. The Welsh people still groaned under
penalising legislation introduced to punish them
for Owen Glendower’s rebellion against Henry
IV eighty-five years earlier and so the sight of a
Welsh-born lord progressing towards the English
throne stirred many hopes. (These were justified
given Henry VII’s removal of the anti-Welsh laws
which had impacted on the Welsh since the prin-
cipality’s rebellion against Henry IV in 1400.) A
Welsh bard referred to him as ‘a Moses who deliv-
ered us from our bond-
age’. Crucially, Henry
Tudor was also able to
attract significant sup-
port in England and his
mother used her most
recent marriage to the
Yorkist Lord Stanley
as a convenient cloak
under which to in-
trigue shamelessly with
Richard III's disaffect-
ed supporters, a poli-
cy that paid dividend
when he was aban-
doned by many of them
on the battlefield on 22
August 1485.

As Richard’s
body was carted off
for burial, Henry pro-
gressed to London
to be crowned, pro-
claimed rightful Sover-
eign by Parliament and
marry Edward IV’s eld-
est daughter, the nine-
teen-year-old Elizabeth
of York. In that order.
Henry was very keen
to stress that his crown came from military vic-
tory and a religious mandate, like the Anglo-Sax-
ons, Normans and early Plantagenets, rather than
more recent monarchs’ reliance on convoluted an-
cestral nit-picking and parliamentary quiescence.
Those who had supported him in exile were rich-
ly rewarded, none more so than his mother and
uncle Jasper. A triumphal tour of the northern
parts of England amid bumper harvests and beau-
tiful weather culminated in his arrival to joyful
scenes in York of all places, where the fountains
flowed with wine and the interlocked white and
red roses of the York and Lancaster families pro-
claimed the union of two warring clans through
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Henry VII, “the Welsh Moses” (Public Domain)

the new King and Queen’s marriage, a hope solid-
ified by the Queen’s successful delivery of a son
nine months after her wedding. The baby was
christened Arthur.

New beginnings are more easily proclaimed
than realised, however, and the corpse of the Wars
of the Roses kept twitching throughout Henry VII’s
time as King, aggravating the corrosive paranoia
he became so famous for. An early uprising led
by the rump of Richard III's most devoted adher-
ents ended in igno-
minious failure when
they were deserted by
most of their common
supporters, thanks to
Henry VII's decision
to issue promises that
if the rebels set down
their arms, they could
go home unpunished.

Two more serious
threats arose against
him later, both of
which tested Ireland’s
fluctuations in loyal-
ty, volatile ever since
Edward I weakened the
monarchy’s  influence
there by becoming too
distracted with his wars
in Wales, Scotland and
France. The Wars of
the Roses had resulted
in a further dilution of
the Crown’s authori-
ty and the rise of the
local nobility at its ex-
pense. Welsh Henry’s
seizure of the throne

was not popular in Ire-
land and the Irish Parliament that met in Dublin
two months after the Battle of Bosworth insisted
upon opening in King Richard’s name, rather than
Henry VII’s. The country was riddled with internal
divisions, particularly on what might tentatively
be called ethnic grounds. Its geopolitics were ex-
plosively divisive. Tensions festered between the
Anglo-Irish, the descendants of the settlers in the
twelfth century, and the native Irish, despite the
fact that both groups had repeatedly intermarried
with each other. Fact did not matter very much
and to those who self-identified as native Irish, the
Anglo-Irish were contemptuously referred to as
the Gaill (foreign). In the words of one historian,



the Anglo-Irish, ‘were bound by the same statutes,
and to the same allegiance as the English of Eng-
land, and spoke English, yet they were also clearly
distinct from the English of England, for they were
born in Ireland, and most also spoke Irish. The
English of Ireland lived in close but uneasy prox-
imity to a culture profoundly different from their
own.” It was a set of complex identities that the
Tudo