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INTRODUCTION
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The tragedy of Lady Jane Grey is unquestionably one of
the most poignant episodes in English history, but its very
dramatic completeness and compactness have almost
invariably caused its wider significance to be obscured by
the element of personal pathos with which it abounds. The
sympathetic figure of the studious, saintly maiden, single-
hearted in her attachment to the austere creed of
Geneva[1], stands forth alone in a score of books refulgent
against the gloomy background of the greed and ambition
to which she was sacrificed. The whole drama of her
usurpation and its swift catastrophe is usually treated as an
isolated phenomenon, the result of one man’s unscrupulous
self-seeking; and with the fall of the fair head of the Nine
Days’ Queen upon the blood-stained scaffold within the
Tower the curtain is rung down and the incident looked upon
as fittingly closed by the martyrdom of the gentlest
champion of the Protestant Reformation in England.

Such a treatment of the subject, however attractive and
humanly interesting it may be, is nevertheless unscientific
as history and untrue in fact. An adequate appreciation of
the tendencies behind the unsuccessful attempt to deprive
Mary of her birthright can only be gained by a consideration
of the circumstances preceding and surrounding the main
incident. The reasons why Northumberland[2], a weak man
as events proved, was able to ride rough-shod over the
nobles and people of England, the explanation of his sudden
and ignominious collapse and of the apparent levity with



which the nation at large changed its religious beliefs and
observance at the bidding of assumed authority are none of
them on the surface of events; and the story of Jane Grey as
it is usually told, whilst abounding in pathetic interest gives
no key to the vast political issues of which the fatal intrigue
of Northumberland was but a by-product. To represent the
tragedy as a purely religious one, as is not infrequently
done, is doubly misleading. That one side happened to be
Catholic and the other Protestant was merely a matter of
party politics, and probably not a single active participator
in the events, except Jane herself, and to some extent Mary,
was really moved by religious considerations at all, loud as
the professions of some of the leaders were.

Mr. Davey has given in the vivid pages of this book a
striking picture of the Society in which the drama was
represented and of the persons who surrounded Lady Jane
Grey in the critical period of her unhappy fate; and this of
itself enables a wider view than is usual to be taken of the
subject. But, withal, I venture to think that an even more
extended prospect of it may be attained and the whole
episode fitted into its proper place in the history of England,
if supplementary consideration be given to international
politics of the time, and especially to the part which England
aspired to take in the tremendous struggle for supremacy
which was then approaching the end of its first phase on the
Continent of Europe; a struggle in which not only the two
most powerful nations in Christendom were engaged and
the two greatest monarchs in the world were the leaders,
but one in which the eternally antagonistic principles of
expansion and repression were the issues.



It is too often assumed that the system of political parties
in English Government dates only from the rise of
Parliament as the predominant power in the State in the
seventeenth century, since, by the open opposition and the
public discussion of rival policies in the Legislature, the
existence of different groups of statesmen then became
evident to the world. But at least it may be asserted that,
from the time when the two first Tudor kings sought the
aggrandisement of England by placing their power in the
balance between the great Continental rivals, two schools of
English politicians surrounded their sovereign, each intent
upon forwarding the alliance which seemed to them wisest
in the interests of the country and their own. When,
however, the political rivalry of France and the Emperor was
accentuated by the introduction of religious schism in the
contest, by the bold defiance of Luther and the spread of
the reformed doctrines, the political parties in the English
Court were divided more distinctly than ever by the new
element introduced; and, despotic as the Tudor sovereigns
were, the apparently personal and fickle character of their
policy, which proves so puzzling to students, really arose in
nearly every case from the temporary predominance in their
counsels of one or the other school of thought represented
in their Court. It is only by recognising this fact that the
strange and sudden changes which took place in the reigns
of Henry VIII and Edward VI can be made comprehensible,
and by it also the rise and fall of Lady Jane Grey can be seen
in its true light.

During the last twenty years of the reign of Henry VIII his
bewildering mutations of policy and of wives were the result



of efforts on the part of rival sets of politicians to utilise his
brutal sensuality and inflated pride to their respective ends.
With him, as with the most of them, religion was a mere
stalking horse for other interests[1q]. The traditional and
more Conservative party, which usually leant towards the
imperial alliance, naturally took the Catholic side, the
established nobility such as the Howards backed by the
Catholic bishops being contrasted with the more recently
ennobled men, aided by bureaucrats like Cromwell and by
the reforming churchmen. Thus it came to be understood
before the end of Henry’s reign that the men in the English
Court most favourable to emancipation from the Papacy
were generally speaking the advocates of a French alliance,
whilst those who clung to the orthodox view of religion
favoured the traditional adherence to the house of
Burgundy. It is true that the men on both sides were equally
eager to participate in the plunder of the Church and in
filching the commons from the people of England; and that
both parties included men who were ready to profess
themselves faithful Catholics or ardent reformers as their
interests demanded at the time. But the political aims of the
respective parties were quite distinctly divided,
notwithstanding religious affinities, for the Emperor was just
as desirous of having Protestant friends in England as the
King of France was willing to accept Catholic support there.
The object of the English sovereigns, it must be recollected,
was usually somewhat different from that of their bribed
councillors who had their own interests to serve. The aim of
Henry VII and Henry VIII, and especially of Elizabeth, who
alone was successful in attaining it, was so to distribute the



weight of England’s influence as to avert any coalition of the
two great Continental powers against her, rather than to
become the permanent tool of either; the efforts of Charles
V, and his French rival being respectively directed towards
preventing England from throwing in her lot with their
enemies.

Until religious bitterness infinitely complicated the
question, and finally led to the long state of war with Spain,
the side which commanded most sympathy amongst the
English people at large was unquestionably that which
favoured a cordial understanding with the sovereign of
Flanders and Spain. The country had been in close
antagonism with France on and off for centuries, the
proximity of the coasts and the aspirations of the French to
dominate the Channel represented a constant danger and
source of anxiety, and it was instinctively felt in England
that the time-honoured policy which bound her to the
monarch who was able when he pleased to divert the
aggression of the French by threatening any of their land
frontiers, was the safest friend of this country. The English
merchants who found their richest markets in Flanders and
Spain, and who were in chronic irritation at the French
piratical attacks upon their commerce, were equally anxious
for a friendship which they looked upon as the best
assurance against a war which they dreaded; so that the
chief English advocates of the French connection were
usually those whose adherence to the reformed religious
doctrines overbore their political interests, and the newer
nobility and politicians who found themselves at enmity on
social and other grounds with the traditional conservatives.



It must not be forgotten that both France and the
Emperor strove ceaselessly to gain friends amongst the
English councillors. Immense bribes found their way into the
pockets of ministers and secretaries of State, in many cases
regular yearly pensions being settled upon influential
political supporters, and by means of flattery, social
attentions, and promises, the ambassadors in England of
the rival powers became centres of intrigue to influence
English policy in favour of one or the other. The goal to
which both the rivals directed their eyes was one in which,
curiously enough, England had no interest whatever,
namely, the hegemony over Italy; but England which by
activity on the northern coasts of France or on the Scottish
border could weaken the French power for harm in other
directions, could enable the Emperor at any time to check
his enemy’s Italian ambitions; whilst with England as her
friend France could brave the imperialists, certain that she
would not be taken in the rear, especially when, as she
usually managed to do, she had enlisted on her side the
Turks on the Hungarian frontier and the Lutheran princes
and towns of Germany.

The marriage of Henry VIII with Jane Seymour was looked
upon by the Imperialist Conservative party in England as a
victory for their cause. Her brother, Sir Edward Seymour,
had been in the Emperor’s service, and Jane had supplanted
the hated Anne Boleyn, whose sympathies were, of course,
entirely French. It is true that later Seymour, a parvenu
noble, be it recollected, was driven into the anti-papal camp
mainly by the antagonism of Norfolk and the older nobles
who led the Conservative party, but, notwithstanding his



Protestantism, he never wavered in his attachment to the
imperial alliance and his opposition to French interests.

When the death of Henry VIII made Seymour, as Duke of
Somerset and Protector[3], virtually ruler of England with
Paget as his principal minister, both of them were almost
servile in their professions of devotion to the cause of the
Emperor; and made no secret of their distrust of France with
which a hollow and temporary peace had only been recently
patched up. Somerset harried the Church and changed
religious forms ruthlessly; his greed was insatiable and the
devotional endowments were looted without compunction,
the Catholic bishops were treated with stern severity, and
even the schismatic Catholicism of Henry VIII was cast aside
in favour of an entirely new creed and ritual. Norfolk was
kept in the Tower, Wriothesley was disgraced and the
Catholic Conservative nobles were warned not to stand in
the Protector’s way. But through it all Somerset and Paget
were politically the sworn servants and friends of the
Emperor, pledged to discountenance any attempts of the
French to injure him: whilst Charles V on his side, much as
he deprecated the religious changes, could no more afford
to quarrel with Somerset than he could with Henry VIII,
twenty years before when he contumeliously repudiated his
blameless Spanish wife and scornfully threw off the papal
supremacy which was the keystone of the imperial system.

Submissive as were the words of Somerset and Paget to
their imperial master1 not by words alone but by acts also
they sought to serve him as against France. The strong
policy adopted by Somerset towards Scotland, and his
defiant attitude at Boulogne, then temporarily held by the



English against the payment of a great ransom, served the
Emperor’s turn excellently at a period when he was at grips
with his Lutheran subjects, at issue with the Pope and faced
by a series of dangerous French intrigues in Italy. That the
French themselves understood this perfectly well is seen by
the desperate efforts they made to conciliate Somerset and
win him to their side. Early in July 1547, only five months
after his accession to power, Somerset told the imperial
ambassador in strict confidence, when the latter was
complaining of his religious innovations, that the special
French envoy, Paulin—“immediately after the death of King
Henry had striven to win him, the Protector, to the side of
France by means of a large annual pension, which, as was
only right, he had always declined. Notwithstanding this,
however, Paulin, the last time he came hither, was
instructed to offer him the assignment of the pension, which
he had brought with him already signed and sealed. But
with all these offers and grand promises of the French to
divert the English Government from their alliance with your
Majesty (the Emperor), he said he would always remain
constant and loyal to you, knowing well that the strict
preservation of the ancient alliance was so important for
both parties.” Even a month previous to this Somerset had
informed the ambassador that the French had greatly
scandalised him by offering him as an inducement to join
France, in an offensive and defensive alliance, the cession of
the Emperor’s Flemish province to England when it had
been conquered by the allies, Boulogne at the same time to
be restored to France.



What wonder that the Emperor’s reply to this was to send
flattering autograph letters to Somerset, assuring him of his
unalterable regard, but saying not a word about his
Protestant proceedings. “Of course,” continues the Emperor,
writing to his ambassador, “the Protector would naturally
refuse to accept the pension from the French, if only in the
interests of duty and decency. The goodwill he displays
towards us must be encouraged to the utmost by you on all
occasions, and you must lose no opportunity of confirming
the Protector in these favourable sentiments.” Somerset
and Paget were therefore from first to last “Emperor’s men”
and opponents of French interests, that is to say advocates
of the same policy as that identified with the older nobles
and Catholics, most of whom were now under a cloud in
consequence of their religion or in consequence of their
personal enmity to Somerset whom they regarded as a
greedy, unscrupulous interloper.

From the first days after the death of Henry VIII, it had
been seen by close observers that personal and not political
rivalry alone was likely in the future to bring about a split in
Somerset’s Government. The imperial ambassador, writing
less than a fortnight after Henry’s death, says that whilst
Hertford (Somerset) and Warwick (Northumberland) would
apparently be supreme in authority, “it is likely that some
jealousy or rivalry may arise between them because,
although they both belong to the same sect, they are
nevertheless widely different in character: the Lord-Admiral
being of high courage will not willingly submit to his
colleague. He is in higher favour with the people and with
the nobles than is the Earl of Hertford, owing to his liberality



and splendour. The Protector, on the other hand, is not so
conspicuous in this respect, and is looked down upon by
everybody as a dry, sour, opinionated man”: the sequel to
this being that both these nobles with Paget and
Wriothesley should, in the opinion of the ambassador, be
“entertained” by the Emperor “in the usual way.”

Before many months had passed, as we have seen, it
was recognised by the Imperialist party that Somerset and
Paget were their fast friends and that the rising personal
opposition of Dudley had adopted, not unnaturally, as its
policy that of a rapprochement with France. It would, of
course, be untrue to say that Dudley’s attack upon
Somerset had for its sole object the substitution of one
international policy for another. Dudley, like his rival, was in
the first place ambitious and self-seeking; but it was
necessary for both of them, in order to serve their ends, that
they should obtain the cooperation and support of one or
other of the two main currents of public opinion, the
adhesion of both rivals to the advanced Protestant practices
in religion being dictated in the first place by their need for
the money and patronage that the religious confiscations
provided, and, secondly, by the great predominance of the
reformed doctrines in and about London. But Somerset
having embraced the Conservative or Imperialistic policy,
and infused, under the influence of Catholic Paget, some
consideration for the professors of the old faith into his
reforming zeal, it was incumbent upon Dudley, who wished
to overthrow him, to adopt in both respects an entirely
opposite policy.



It is the fate of most Governments to be judged by
results, and it was a comparatively easy matter for Dudley
to pick holes in Somerset’s management of affairs. The
debasement of the coinage and the consequent dislocation
of business and the terrible distress it caused, the
enclosures of the commons and the process of turning
customary copyholds into tenancies at will, had reduced the
people of England to a condition of misery such as they had
never seen before. The cruel confiscation of the monastic
properties had deprived the sick and the poor of their
principal source of relief, the drastic changes in religion had
produced indignation in the breasts of many citizens, whilst
slackening the hold of authority generally and promoting
lawlessness. When to all this is added the grasping
selfishness of Somerset personally, and above all the
success of the French arms before Boulogne, attributed to
the parsimony of the Protector, it will be seen that
Northumberland had a large area of discontent upon which
to work for support against his unpopular rival. But even so,
it is improbable that he would have ventured to take so bold
an action against the Protector as he did, but for the
consciousness that he had behind him the support, moral
and financial if not military, of France and the Lutheran
enemies of the Emperor.

When the loss of the English forts protecting Boulogne
made negotiations for peace necessary, a French Embassy
was sent to London, and a keen observer present at the
time2 thus records what was evidently the public impression
of events—“It was suspected that the principal object of this
embassy was to bribe them (i.e. the English Government) to



make war on the Emperor. Whilst these ambassadors were
there they were greatly feasted by the Earl of Warwick
(Northumberland) and the Grand Master (Paulet, Marquis of
Winchester) much more than any other of the lords; for it
appears that the French ambassadors could not gain the ear
of the others—The King of France found out from his
ambassadors which of the English lords showed more
leaning towards France and against the Emperor. These
were the Earl of Warwick and the Grand Master (of the
Household), and it is believed that the King (of France)
wrote to them warning them against the Protector and the
Earl of Arundel who were plotting their destruction.” If this
contemporary belief was well founded, as it probably was,
the overthrow of Somerset is proved to a great extent to
have been an international intrigue promoted and probably
well paid for by France.

As the observer already quoted remarks, the sequel of
the Embassy which thus ensured Northumberland’s
neutrality in favour of France was the almost immediate
declaration of war by the French King against the Emperor,
and the wholesale plundering of the imperial subjects at
sea. Seen in this light, therefore, Northumberland’s
complete change of England’s policy, his truckling to France,
his merciless measures against Catholics, although, as
events proved he was a Catholic at heart himself, his
imprisonment of Paget the Emperor’s humble servant, and
his ostentatious disregard for the imperial friendship, his
whole attitude indeed, assumes a new aspect. His ambition
was boundless for himself and his house; but it must have
been evident to him that it could only be successfully



carried into effect if he had behind him a strong body of
public opinion in England itself, and the countenance of one
of the great continental powers. Both these desiderata he
had in the earlier months of his domination; and if Edward VI
had died or had been despatched late in 1551, or in the
earlier weeks of 1552, it is quite possible that
Northumberland might have carried through his great
conspiracy successfully.

But the eighteen months that elapsed between the
execution of Somerset and the death of Edward were fully
sufficient to prove to the people of England that they had
cast off the yoke of a King Log to assume that of a King
Stork—Northumberland’s overbearing arrogance and
roughness had offended everyone with whom he came into
contact: his colleagues dreaded and hated him, especially
after the marriage of his young son Guildford to a lady of
the Royal house in the direct line of succession had to some
extent opened the eyes of men to the magnitude of his
aspirations. The condition of the country, moreover, instead
of improving under his rule was considerably worse even
than it had been under Somerset. The coinage had now
reached its lowest point of debasement, the shilling
containing only one quarter of silver to three quarters of
copper, and even was ordered by decree to be only valued
at half its face value. The gold had all left the country and
foreign trade was killed by the lack of a decent currency.
Labour, driven from the land by the wholesale conversion of
the estates from tillage to pasture, crowded the towns
clamouring for food, and the disgraceful treatment of the



Princess Mary by the ruling minister had aroused a strong
feeling against his injustice and tyranny.

The Emperor was at war with France and the Lutherans,
and was obliged to speak softly to Northumberland. Again
and again he tried to win him over to his side, and the ruler
of England knew full well that, whatever he might do he was
safe from any overt interference from the imperial power.
But for this fact it is certain that Northumberland would not
have attempted the bold stroke of disinheriting Mary and
placing Jane Grey and his own son upon the throne of
England. When Edward VI was known by him to be sick
beyond recovery Northumberland, with an eye to the near
future, endeavoured to conciliate the Emperor somewhat
and to bring about peace upon the Continent. His object in
doing so was twofold—first to persuade Charles that he was
still a potential friend; and, secondly, to set his French
friends free from their war with the Emperor, and so enable
them at the critical moment he foresaw to come to his aid in
England if necessary. The English trading classes were by
this time in a fever of indignation against the French for
their piratical interference with English shipping, and
Northumberland must have known that with this and the
fear aroused by the French successes in the Emperor’s
Flemish dominions—always the key of English policy—even
he could not for very long withstand the demand of the
English people to help the Emperor against his enemies. It
was Northumberland’s misfortune that he was obliged to
deliver his blow against the legitimate English succession in
this state of public affairs. The Emperor and his ministers
were keenly alive to the situation, and although they were of



course not yet aware of the details of Northumberland’s
intended coup d’état, they feared that the Princess Mary
might by his influence be excluded from the throne. This of
course would have been a serious blow to the imperial
cause; for it would in all probability mean the permanent
adhesion of England to the French alliance. But Charles had
swallowed so much humiliation to keep England friendly in
the past that he was not disposed now to be too squeamish.
He did not know how far his enemies the French had gone in
their promises of support to Northumberland when Edward
should die, but if by blandishments and conciliatory
acquiescence he could win the friendship of England he was
willing to smile upon any occupant of the throne or any
power behind it who would keep to the old alliance and turn
a cold shoulder to the French.

As soon as it was known in the imperial court that
Edward was approaching his end the Emperor’s
ambassadors hurried over to England with instructions to
conciliate Northumberland at all costs, and to assure him
that the Emperor’s affection for England and its young King
was much greater than that of the King of France. “But,”
continues the Emperor’s instructions, “if you arrive too late
and the King is dead, you must take counsel together and
act for the best for the safety of our cousin the Princess
Mary, and secure, if possible, her accession to the Crown,
whilst doing what you judge necessary to exclude the
French and their intrigues. You must endeavour also to
maintain the confidence and good neighbourship which it is
so important that our States should enjoy with England ...
and especially to prevent the French from getting a footing



in the country, or of gaining the ear of the men who rule
England, the more so if it be for the purpose of
embarrassing us.”

News had already reached Flanders of Northumberland’s
intention to exclude Mary from the throne on her brother’s
death, and although the Emperor saw that in such case the
life of his cousin would be in grave peril, especially if French
aid, as was feared, were given to Northumberland, the
principal efforts of the imperial envoys were to be directed
to assuring the English government in any case that the
Emperor was their friend and not France; Northumberland
was to be persuaded that the Emperor had no thought of
proposing a foreign husband for Mary; and that any match
chosen for her by the ruling powers in England would be
willingly accepted by her imperial kinsman. In short, the
envoys were to promise anything and everything to secure
the throne for Mary, even to endorsing the religious changes
effected under Edward. But failing success in this it is made
quite clear that the Emperor was willing to accept Jane Grey
or any other sovereign who would consent to regard him as
a friend and exclude French influence from the country.

The French were just as much on the alert to serve their
own interests, and Northumberland, knowing how unpopular
the French were at this juncture, and how much his
supposed dependence upon them was resented, was
extremely careful not to show ostensibly any leaning
towards them. But as soon as he heard, late in June, that the
imperial envoys were coming to London he came specially
from Greenwich to the French ambassador’s lodging at the
Charterhouse to inform him that the Emperor was sending



an embassy. “I doubt not,” writes the French agent to his
King, “that they will do their best to interrupt the friendship
that exists between your Majesty and the King of England. I
will keep my eye upon them and will leave no effort untried
to subvert them.”

Edward died on the very day that the imperial
ambassadors arrived in London, though the death was kept
secret for some days afterwards, and it soon became
evident, both to the French and the Imperialists, that
Northumberland had prepared everything for the elevation
of Jane Grey to the throne. At this juncture, which called, if
ever one did, for prompt and bold action, only one of the
several interests took a strong course, the Princess Mary
herself. It is quite evident that everyone else had deceived
himself and was paralysed in fear of action by another.
Again and again the French ambassador expressed a belief
that the coming of the imperial envoys portended an active
interference on the part of the Emperor in favour of Princess
Mary; and Northumberland and his council, notwithstanding
all the protestations of the imperial envoys, were of the
same opinion; whereas we now see that the Emperor was
quite willing to throw over Mary, and even the Catholics, if
only he could persuade Jane Grey and her government to
join him against France.

When Mary’s bold defiance of the usurper was
announced, the Emperor’s envoys, whom many believed to
be forerunners of a strong foreign armed force to aid her,
had nothing but shocked condemnation for her action. They
considered her attitude “strange, difficult and dangerous”;
and predicted her prompt suppression and punishment. In



reference to the suggestion of her Catholic friends, that
imperial aid should be sent to her, the envoys, who were
supposed to be in England for the purpose of forcing her
upon the throne, could only say to their master,
“Considering your war with the French, it seems unadvisable
for your Majesty to arouse English feeling against you, and
the idea that the Lady will gain Englishmen on the ground of
religion is vain.” Serious remonstrances were sent to Mary
herself by the imperial envoys, pointing out the danger and
the hopelessness of her position in the face of
Northumberland’s supposed strength, and they laboured
hard to dissuade the Duke from his idea that they had been
sent to England to sustain Mary’s cause.

Nor was the Emperor himself bolder than his envoys. He
instructed the latter to recommend Mary, “with all softness
and kindness,” to the mercy of Jane’s government, but they
were to make it quite clear that he would strike no blow in
her favour, and would receive with open arms any sovereign
of England who would not serve French interests. Mr. Davey
has indicated in the present book the eagerness with which
the great imperial minister, Don Diego Hurtado de Mendoza,
greeted Guildford Dudley as King of England. That Mendoza,
one of the most trusted and ablest of the Emperor’s
councillors, could take such a step without knowing that it
would not, at least, be against his master’s policy is
inconceivable: and all through it is clear that, if Mary had
waited for effective help from her imperial cousin, Jane Grey
might have reigned for a long lifetime.

Just as the Emperor was paralysed in his action by the
fear that he might alienate England from his side, so France



allowed discretion to wait upon valour for fear of driving the
English government irretrievably into the arms of the
Emperor. When the news of Mary’s rising came to London
the French ambassador bitterly deplored Northumberland’s
want of foresight in not having seized the person of the
Princess in time to prevent it. He confessed that
Northumberland was excessively unpopular, but believed
that his possession of the national forces would enable him
to crush Mary and her malcontents. But he took care not to
pledge himself too deeply to Jane, and whilst full of
sympathy and good wishes for Northumberland’s success
always kept in touch with some of Mary’s friends. Neither
the French ambassador nor the English council really
understood the Emperor’s attitude. When the council
communicated to the imperial ambassadors Jane’s
succession, they haughtily told them that it was known they
were here to force Mary upon the throne, and that a new
sovereign now having been successfully proclaimed, the
sooner they left England the better. The French ambassador,
writing to his king at the same time, remarked that the
imperial ambassadors had informed the English council, that
rather than submit to Jane’s wearing the crown to Mary’s
deprivation his master would make friends with the French
on any terms and would deal with Jane in a way which she
would not like.

It is almost amusing, now that we have the
correspondence of all parties before us, to see how they all
deceived themselves. The Emperor, as has been said, would
not lift a finger to help Mary, even when she was in the field
with a strong armed force, for fear of alienating hopelessly



the sovereign of England whoever he might be; the King of
France, whilst giving the same sort of hesitating implied
support to Northumberland and Jane as Charles held out to
the Princess Mary, would give no effective help for the same
reason that tied the Emperor’s hands. Both sides, indeed,
were waiting to greet success without pledging themselves
to a cause which might fail.

But the person who miscalculated most fatally of all was
Northumberland himself. He had been during the whole time
of his rule the humble servant of France. He had violated the
treaty of 1543, by which England was bound to side with the
Emperor in case his territory was invaded by France, and he
stood between the throne and Princess Mary who it was
known would serve the cause of the Emperor and her
mother’s country to the utmost. He was obliged, as has
been shown, to cast his hazard when the public opinion was
strongly against him, the commercial classes of England
well nigh ruined, the labourers in a worse condition than had
ever been known before, and the nobility jealous and
apprehensive. Knowing this, as he did, it is difficult to
believe that he would have dared to take up the position he
assumed unless he had persuaded himself that, as a last
resource, French armed aid would support him. That such a
thing was not remotely probable is now evident from the
correspondence of the French ambassadors. They were only
full of sorrow for “this poor Queen Jane” and feared for the
fate of their unfortunate friend the Duke of Northumberland.
And yet London itself was in a panic, born of the conviction
that 6000 French troops were on their way to keep Jane
upon the throne; Northumberland, in fact, presumably



the rank of king-consort during Jane's nine days; he was a
central figure in the succession crisis and was later
executed after the restoration of Mary I.

54 A Spanish diplomat active in the Low Countries (the
Habsburg administration) who had personal ties to the
Dudley family and is reported in contemporary dispatches to
have expressed support for Guildford; archival evidence
suggests he was involved in related diplomatic exchanges.

55 A common epithet for Lady Jane Grey, who was
proclaimed queen in July 1553 and whose de facto rule is
conventionally dated to about 10–19 July 1553 before Mary I
secured the throne.

56 A royal residence on the Thames historically called
Sheen (later rebuilt and commonly known as Richmond
Palace), near modern Richmond upon Thames, used as a
Tudor royal retreat.

57 Refers to Sion (often spelled Syon) — the Tudor estate
and former Syon Abbey on the Thames near Isleworth, later
Syon House and Syon Park, used as a noble residence.

58 A prominent tower within the Tower of London that
served as a high-status prison in the medieval and Tudor
periods, where noble prisoners were often confined.

59 A legal writ (from Latin) ordering that a detained
person be brought before a court or judge to determine
whether their imprisonment is lawful; historically used to
require jailers to produce prisoners and justify detention.

60 The Dymoke family held the hereditary office of King’s
(or Queen’s) Champion at coronations, a ceremonial role in
which the champion traditionally rode into the banquet



armed in full armour and issued a formal challenge on
behalf of the sovereign.

61 Mythical giants represented by large carved effigies
associated with London civic pageantry and Guildhall
ceremonial tradition, long used in processions and public
spectacles as symbolic guardians of the city.

62 A 16th-century Benedictine priest (often called Abbot
Feckenham) who served as a royal chaplain under Mary I
and is recorded as ministering to prisoners in the Tower,
including Lady Jane Grey.

63 An open area immediately north of the Tower of
London historically used for public executions; many state
executions in Tudor London took place there.

64 A style of close-fitting female headdress associated
with Mary, Queen of Scots (Mary Stuart) and 16th-century
court fashion, typically worn with a veil.

65 Heinrich Bullinger (1504–1575) was a leading Swiss
Protestant reformer, successor to Huldrych Zwingli in Zurich,
and a correspondent and theological contact for English
reformers—many letters from English exiles and clerics were
addressed to him.

66 This refers to participants in Wyatt’s Rebellion
(January–February 1554), an English uprising led by Sir
Thomas Wyatt opposing Queen Mary I’s proposed marriage
to Philip II of Spain and perceived foreign influence; the
revolt was quickly suppressed and many rebels were
executed or punished.

67 A Latin inscription meaning “aged 36” (Ætatis = of
the age), commonly used on early-modern portraits and



monuments to record the sitter’s age; the nearby “Ætatis
xxi” similarly denotes age 21.

68 The Dissolution of the Monasteries was the series of
legal acts and administrative measures (mainly c.1536–
1541) under King Henry VIII that suppressed monasteries,
priories and friaries in England, Wales and Ireland and
transferred much of their land and wealth to the Crown, with
significant social and economic consequences.

69 A French loanword used in English historical texts
meaning 'pregnant'; it is often found in contemporary or
near-contemporary accounts to indicate a woman was said
to be expecting a child.

70 The regalia are the ceremonial objects (such as the
crown, sceptre, orb, and other insignia) representing royal
authority and used at coronations and state ceremonies; in
this context it denotes the symbols of sovereignty brought
to a claimant to the throne.

71 A senior officer in the royal household who attended
the sovereign’s private chamber and personal clothing; in
Tudor courts the post involved intimate daily access to the
monarch and could carry significant influence.

72 A popular Italian Renaissance dance (late 15th–16th
century) involving close embrace, turning steps and an
upward lift of the woman, which was sometimes regarded as
scandalous outside Italy because of its physical intimacy.

73 An officer in the Tower of London responsible for the
day-to-day custody of the fortress and its prisoners; in Tudor
England the Lieutenant served under the Constable and
often handled administration and security of high-profile
detainees.



74 A sixteenth- to seventeenth-century narrative
tradition about Henry VIII preserved in Spanish sources and
published in English translations (notably by Major Martin
Hume); historians use it for period detail but treat some
anecdotes as unverified or anecdotal.

75 In this context a contemporary usage meaning formal
evening dress or dress suits rather than modern sleepwear,
as the author notes they were probably what we would now
call "evening dresses".

76 A dowager duchess is the widow of a duke who
retains the title after his death; in this context the phrase
refers to the woman holding the title Duchess of Suffolk in
her capacity as a senior noble widow and guardian figure.

77 This refers to the series of Tudor policies and laws
under Henry VIII (chiefly enacted c.1536–1541) that
suppressed monastic institutions in England and transferred
their lands and wealth to the Crown.

78 Whit Sunday (Whitsunday) is the traditional English
name for the Christian feast of Pentecost, observed on the
seventh Sunday after Easter and often celebrated with local
ceremonial festivities.

79 A 16th‑century French diplomat cited here for his
embassy reports; Noailles served as a French ambassador to
the English court and his observations are preserved in
collections sometimes titled Ambassades Françaises.

80 The central, oldest keep of the Tower of London,
originally built after the Norman Conquest; historically it
housed royal apartments, a chapel and high‑status
prisoners rather than the entire Tower complex.


