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The English Accession of James VI: "National’
ldentity, Gender and the Personal Monarchy of
England*

THERE is widespread agreement chat when James VI of Scodand succeeded
to his English throne in 1603, the transicion from English queen to Seotrish
king gave rise to a range of political and culeural tensions. Of thar range,
this paper explores the ways James's accession threw into relief the evoliving
idencity of the English realm, the auchority-base of the ruler and the role of
the subject vis-2-vis the monarch. One issue still contesied is the extent o
which those stresses were a consequence of James’s Scottish origing or his
sex and %end er.d In imitarion of the irenic spiric which James so frequendy
espoused, it will be argucd chat both those separable factors coneributed
much to the eatly tensions. After fifty years of female rule, Lune-; assumed
chat lingland would be delighted by ¢ the return o normaivel v male rule,
and was anxious to demonstrate the difference a male ruler made. What he
misunderstood, and a maccer on which he had been badly advised, was the
extent to which the English realm had acquired 2 significant sense of
‘Eaglishness” under Tuder rule. From 1559 in particular, across the
socio-political hierarchies, a peculiarly Eliabethan synihesis of incer-
narional Protestandsm, vehement anti-Popery, xenophobia and adulacion
of the monasch had become entrenched iy the dominan public discourse.
I sustaining the reign of an unmarried woman a significanely different
fanguage of authority had been developed,? and over forty-five years
the combined efforts of printing press, Church and Protestant zeal
represented her as focal point — and charismatic unifier - of her realm to
an unprecedented degree?
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The firse section of this paper addresses some consequences of the
foreignness” of the incoming King of B ngl:md ln 1603 one of James's
leading hopes had been to restore the ancient realm of Britain, chat
fictive entity made familiar by che history of Geoffrey of Monmouth and
his successers, James’s failure to establish that ‘British’ construce is well
kenown, and provides compelling evidence of the continuing strength of
4 pre- c:xistiﬁg) ‘Fugi'i identity. The problcms coafronting james’s
proposed ‘perfect union” of his kingdoms is an issue much discussed

elsewhere® Here it is referred to only as one example of James's
considerable — and frequendy justified ~ confidence in his awn judge-
ment. On this macier, he was almost certainly misled by the more
sycophantic of his English correspondents, who may also have misled
hini abour the popular standing of his English predecessor. It was not
just that her rule had been almost preternaturally long, As Thomas
Deldeer put ie, England being

a nation thar was almost begorten and borme under hee; that had never shouzed
any other dve than for her name, never sawe the face of any other Prince but her
selfe, never understoode what char strange outlandish worde Change signified:
how was it possible, bur thar her sicknes should throw abroad an universall
feare . . . over did EhC Ellgiish nation behold so much blacke worne as there was
at her Ium.m“ They chat durst not speake ther sorrowes, whispered diem:
they that durst not whispcl, sent them foorth in sighes.’

Such anxdety was probably the greater because only with hindsight
could James be scen as the most ijkdv successor, let alone as achieving
a peaceful accession, The acute anxiety of the days immediately follow-
ing Blzabedh’s dearh speals c_loqueﬂdv ra the importance of securing
the ‘right’ succession, Tor some, it followed from James being born
outside the tealm that he could not inheric an English estate, let alone
the English Crown. The much-told tale of the Lord Mayor threatening
to bar the councillors’” way unless they were about o proclaim James
king is a powerful indicator of widespread uncertainey about his
succession. James's subsequent fetter from Holyrood thanking the
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Lord Mayor of Loadon for the City's early supposn® was almost the
firsc — and for some time the only - public word from the King o his
new penple Elizabeth’s successor was a king from a foreign cealm
installed in England pf:[h.{ps with the deathbed support of the Queen,
cerrainly by the contrivance of an inner circle of councillors with
whom he had been in furtive contact over the years. He was known
personally to almost no one in England, bhecause of the ambiguous
status he held there,

All her reign, Elizaberh had made much of being ‘bome mere Englishe
here amongst us, and therfore mose narurall unco us'.” James VI of
Scotland was the monarch of one of England’s most ancient enemies.
{hat was not an anachronistic concern by 1603. In April 1588, the Earl of
Huantingdon had reported that northern gentry were very reluceant to
1aise new taxes [or possible use against che Spanish direar, but if such
arms were (o be used against Sgotlfmd, that ancient enemy, there weuld
be no such resistance. That was only sixteen years belore James's
accession. The hostilicy was still an agreed political fact in 1603. Much
of the debate about the proposed Union of the kingdoms was argued
from a shared premiss abouc the continuing srrength of that same
ancient enmity. Whether the proposed union was a welcome means of
ending such enmity, or whether it was being argued that the union
would be the more difficult to achieve because of that enmity, the theme
was constant that ‘in old enmities it is hard to establish . . . a perfect
reconcilintion’. There was, in both positions, agreement about the

enimnity; there was also a widespread English anxiety that a union would
result I ‘too great an increase of ye Scotts upon us’.?

James had never been formally acknowledged by Elizabeth as her
preferred successor. She had always forbidden any debate abour the
succession — with refative prblic success. Privarely, there was always
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516 ENGLISH ACCESSION OF TAMES Vi MATIONAL IDENTITY,

endemic speculation.i® Interest in che relative merits of alrernarive
claimants’ cases intensified in the vears before her deach, both within
and beyond England.'t English Protestant commentators were, not
surprisingly, parsicularly  concerned o safepuard  the concinuing
independence of cheir kingdom, as Fenry VIII had defined it. In 1601,
Thomas Wilson echoed such concerns when he began bis {egally
unpublishable] discussion abowt the likely claimanss for che throne,
ElSSC[TH]g:

This Kingdome is an absolute Imperiall Monarchy held nether of Pope,
Emperor nor any but God alone, and so hath bene ever since the year of the
World 2855, which was 1108 yeares before Chaist . .

He listed the 12 Comperirors thar gape for che death of that good old
Princess the now Queen’, of whom the nearest ‘in bloud” was James VI
of Scodand. After him came Arabella ‘of the same lyne’ and preferred by
some “for that she is Unglish borne (the want whereof, if our Lawyers
opinions be corant is the cause of his exclusion)’. The belief thar a ruler
should be native born, itselfa mark of dhe success of Tudor ‘natonalistc’

o, For ane recent
politics. see Alford, The
indialie, The Yorkist claim wa
prron of the Barl of Fluud
Chieen die the succe ng
the heuse of Yorl, Quadra also

- .

[

the right of the v

irotie, bue lle all
. the potenial for
wrlting

ton the

Zniint
lLer dear

siacy of all English rulers sin b
s Infana of Spawe). b s of female royal offspring,

E_'Jr!iltl CerTiient

Dolesen declared the
: i weadth', dher
criteria. i
thar the Tufam
might, and asa

1o the batteld
of a grear state, backed by ¢
san {Robers Passon ecald A C

o would be so

Abius the Mext Buceession 1o the
It is hard 1o know which aspecr of
the most, bt it proved |
impory, s nok swprist

* o
fur them o suppress this @

o It in
(1

work engirely.
#1603, with John
Huaywiind, An wnsueer te the fira pare of a ¢ The knowledyze of
the wide-ranging argime

ir L1601, 2 corresy
for the English dirone, out
ereated with all :

as o royal French ¢

forthe L

throre, reporte :
assorted other e then Kig of Scots was a good friend and near
BL Swowe 155 1838 A lorrer of advice from dhe Cardinall

caboue the s I Dhated 26 Hov 1601,

5.
K

the Crowne ¢

FEHR, cxvit. 572 Qune 2002)

GEWNDER AMD THE PERSONAL MONARCHY OF ENGLAND 517

propaganda, appears to have been spread across the full spectriun of
English society, if the reported mutterings of Sussex labourers against
any forreyne prycce’, in July, 1603 were accurate, ' Examining the
claims of the most likely candidates, foreign and internal, Wilson
concluded grimly that: this Crowne is not like o falt to the ground for
want of heads chat claime o weare it 3

The lack of any acknowledged heir became more threatening to
public peace as the old Queen lay dying, On 20 March 1603 the Privy
Council had reported to distant Sondrie Earles and Barons’ char it was
consulting such noblemen of the realme as are now abiding either in the
Citie of London or neere unto it abour the appropriate steps 0 be taken
for the ‘preservation of the peace and welfare of the Seate’ .14 The lewer
was both zpology and warning 1o more distant, possibly disaffected
nobilicy, as rumours cireulated thar ‘many men, both soble and others,
had made very great provision of armor, munition, and victuals’ against
the old Queen’s death. 'S Names of alternative dlaimants were still being
bandied around even after the official proclamation of James, One,
briefly named by borh Chamberkain and John Manninghan, was Lord
Beauchamp, eldest son of Catherine Grey and the Fail of Hereford.
Some ‘principall papists were made sure, and some daungerous
companions clapt up’.'6 Years later, Lady Anne Clifford recalled those
tense times, and how the ‘peaceable coming in of the King was
anexpected of all pares of the people’.'” In York, it was reported, the
people had “expected in the interim their houses should have been
spoiled and sacked’ and when all had passed very quictly, celebrated their
‘unspeakable’ conrentment.’® Rumours of treasonous plots, and of
armed men gathering, existed in sufficient numbers for the Council to
take more precautionary steps. It ordered that in each parish:

every Sunday vour parson, Vicar or Curate, doo publish and sert forth . . w the

parishioners, admonishing them o their due obedience, and how much wee are

bound to praise Ged for that he hath sent so worthy and Rovall a prince o
H ¥ } f
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1

raigne over us (namely) James the First, King of England, Scotland, France &
lereland, withour any Bloodshed, tumules or uproars o the disturbing of the
publique peace of this his Maryes realme, and to our great & manifold comforr
farre contrary o all mens expectations . . .

Local authorities were required to keep wacch 50 that ‘all Unfawfull and
disorderly ns(_mlvlycs camulies & attempres’ mighe be suppressed.
1(.[[6[ C_:HII(_I‘), Sl}ﬂt ‘,ii]il‘a pc,{SOl]b, b[ls‘.ngél 5, Tumour- lll(‘lll&cib ff[]ding
to the disturbance of the common peace’ were w be referred 1o higher
authorities.'® By April 1603, there were many who shared Dudley
Carleson’s expressed relief thar James” accession had been effected in an
orderly way.20

The accession proclamadion for James T was rhe fiese official annousce-
ment that he was the next (divinely ordained} king, Elaborarely insistent
abour his right to rule, in terms and ac 2 lengeh which had last been seen
in the accession proclamation of Lady Jane Grey, it resonated with the
uncertainty and anxiery surrounding the accession of char lirde-known
and foreign prince. The proclamation rehearsed from several angles
James's lineal descent from the eldest daughrer of Henry VI (md
Elizabeth of York. As chat first union had brought peace w0 England, 't

the ioy unspeakable of the this Kingdome’, so the new king ‘of their race’
was come as another such peace bringer.2! There was no reference o
‘natural” subjects, the term used exrensively in Tudor literature o denote
native-born menarchs and cheir ‘narural’ subjeces, whose ‘natural’
obligations sustained the body politic?2 Not only was James's
‘undoubted right’ stzessed, but alse his kingly qualides, he being
‘adorned (besides his undoubted Righe) with all the rarest gifts of minde
and bodie, o the infinite comfore of al} his pu)pk and ‘mh]gcas that
shall live under him'. Significantly, the accession proclamarion again
reminded local officials, avalt fevels, of their pressing dury to prevent any
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disorderly assemblies, or other unlowfull Acie or Areempt, either in word or
deede . .. any way pretudiciall 1o rhe Right, Honous, State or Person, of our
ondy undoubeed and deere Lord and Soveraigne that now is.23

The anncuscement of the unknown new mosarch was received quietly,
if not rapiurously. After he proclaimed the King in Northampronshire,
Witliam Fizwilliam reported to Cecil thar his

OWI Cy¥es were ’-.‘v“i[

wss o the grel concetved by the loss of the Queen,
abuzdance of rears falling down the faces of mulitudes; as also the joy
embraced by the entrance of the other, appeating by many streams of
innumerable voices delivered wich such applause as it seemed (o rend the very

24

air?

“The proclamacion was heard with greate expecracion and silent joye,
noe greai shouring’, a diarist recorded. The silence he artributed o griel
tor the late Queen, since their joy

could not be lesse then exceeding greare for the succession of soe worthy 2 king,
And at mighe they shewed it by bonfires, and ringing. Noe mmuli, noc
conuadicion, noe disorder in the city; every man went about his busines, as
veadylie, as peaceably, as securely, as though there had bin no change, nor any
newes ever heard of competitors, God be thanked, our king hath his righd?®

Following the conventions for important royal occasions, bonfires and
bell-ringing were indeed provided, paid for and promored by the local
authorities; the modern reader is feft guessing what more spontaneous
signs of pleasure for the new king there might have been.

The new King was welcomed in unescepionably peneral rerms,
acclaimed most often for the promise he broughe with him for a secure
succession. ‘We have a King, and this same King an heire/A toward
Prince (if fame be true) or rather/A vertouous sonne sprung from a
verruous father.?® Even the accession l‘ji“-danm[ion had ended with a
prayer that God would ‘Dlesse his Maiesiic and his Royall posteritie with
long and happy yeeres to raigne over us’.%7 Elsewhere, the succession of
many sons was acclaimed because it promised the sure frustrarion of
future plcrs drivenn by the phoenix-like Antichrist holding sway in
Rome.?® In these instances, James's hostility to the papal Antichrist was
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assumed.? There was lirde public echo of the ambiguous rumours
extant in the circles where the Venetian ambassador moved.?® James’s
accession was also the more welcotme, pamphlets proclaimed, because
after so much anxiety, it had proved an entirely peaceful affair, The
weicoming literature praised the new King for those atribures desired
of any monarch. He was extolled for his virtue, his learning and
his promise, as 4 true Renaissance prince. The cumulative effect of
that emphasis on idealized generalities was such chat the Venetian
Ambassador commented: ‘At this bebinninf:, of his relgn the King's
virtues are represented as heroic and he is said to Jaclk no kingly qualicy.
He added, who knows how sardonically, chat the

great lords of Council recently created, and who were one might say almost
despised by the older members, are now doing all they can ro make the Kmb
proud and resolute in place of ukewarm and languid as he is said o be,

Extensively praised for being ‘of the [royal} race’, James's lineage was also
elaborately recast to meet a more specific agenda. Sir Robert Cotton
had his (unusually well briefed) gene: ﬂogv designed to underpin all
arguments for the union.ol both realms, in the hands of the authorities
within owo days of Elizaberh’s death. Since it was, he wrote,

the intention of our Severaigne Lord King James . . . w reduce these rwo potcnt
King@mncx‘ to thar earlier stare wherein it stood of old, the king should also
Fevive some anctient name as most indifferendy hath comprehended borh ye
Kingdomes : neither s firter than Briteain since that was the name of
the .&mgk’ kingdom some 2000 vears before , |, great Constantine ook ye titke
of Brirranicus, a glorious addition to the syyle Imperiall.

Coteon argued that such a title was uniquely James's, because unlike his
precugsors, he could trace his lineage back not just to the Conqueror bur
also ro Alfred 'yt united the Heprarchy'.*? Wichin days, James’s plans

29, This may well have refecied Tames's own theoretieal
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were more formally proclaimed with the declaradon thar now his
‘Realmes of [—u“i‘md and Scodand are ... by .. . providence of God
Almighty, & hwhzll right of descent umtcd and mcmpomtcd together
under the [mperiall Crowne of the high and mightie Prince, James' .3 it
is not clear how many who knew of that proclamation would have
understood its full intent, but by 1604, other genealogies were fully in
tune with the new King's aspirations. Oue, slightly evasively, traced the
descent of King James from Noah,

by divers divect lynes ro Brucus, . . . and from him to Cadwalader, the Iast King
of the Bridsh bloud . .. wherein is playnly shewed his rghdull Tide . . . as well
to the Kingdome of Brittayne, as o the Principalities of Northwales and
Southwales ... Where also Is handled the worthy descent of his Maiesties
ancesour Owen Tudyr, and his affinity witl: most of the greatest Princes of
Clulsie

ndome, ™

So the penealogies set out James's unique herirage as precursor to an ever
maore glorious Bridsh future into which the independence of Prorestant
England was, ;113.\11@111& ta be subsumed. The outcry againse che new
King's various proposals has been fully discussed by others, and che
issue is reised again here primarily as one indicator of the exeenc to which
che English ignorance of their new King was reciprocated.
Nevercheless, the English welcome o their new King struck hin: so
forcefully that a year later, James declared himself sdll quite unable o
expresse by \mrdes, his graticude o his Eoglish subjects, for their
LlllC\DCLt(’d readinesse and alacritie , - in declaring and uzll*mf_mg mee
as your vondoubted and lawfull King :md Couernor He recalied how ‘the
people of all sores rid and ran, nay rasher Hew 1o meer mee . . . their
pestures discouering a passionate Iorigii'ig:, and earnestnesse to meeie and
cmbrace their new Soueraigne.® However umwitingly, James was
describing a loug-standing English tradition. In his new realm, popular
acclamarion for the monarch had been an Important legitimating device

at lease since Polydore Vergil described the progress of the vicrorious
Heary Tudor ro Lendon in 148557 Where such welcoming erowds
gathered, they had done so For a namber of reasons — including the
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opportanities for crime such events presented.?® In 1603 maest in such
crowds had presumably travelled w see their new King, and the
accompanying spectacles. The first published report of the King's
progress described his departure from his Scoteish capiral, with ‘multi-
tudes of his Nabificy’, his splendid reception in Berwick and his travels
into his new kingdom. At York, it was reported that his train was seill
increasing, by numerous ‘Noblemen and Gentlemen from the South
parts, that came to offer him fealtie, and ro reioyce at his sight.”® Thar
appearances could prove deceptive was illustrared by the discovery,
further south, of ‘a4 Curpurse, a base pilfering chiefe, yer was all
Gentleman-like in the outside’, who had followed the Court from
Berwick, plying his tade all cthe way.

The first print report of James” initial journey through his new realm
was & narrative of royal piety, graciously royal actions, some wild riding
and the huniing of numerous deer. As the entourage approached
London, the numbers swelled again with both ‘MNeble and ignoble . . . o
see chelr Soveraigne . . . the betrer sort came to observe and serve: the
other to see and wonder. ™ The auchor described an exemplary English
response to an exemplary new monarch, in terms which so much
Llizabethan propaganda had made familiar. Missing from that first
account was any equivalent on James's part, of Elizabeth’s graciousness
to her people. But, given the very different context in which he now
fornd himself the object of so many enquiring eyes, he might well have
responded 1o all that curiosity by feeling something of a travelling circus.
Moreover, years before, he had advised his son against seeking popularicy
by being ‘prodigall in jowking or nodding at every step, for thar forme of
being populare, becommeth better aspiring Absolons then lewhull
Kings 4" Thatr might be read as one more of many criticisms (mainly by
foreigners) made of Elivabeth’s public behaviour ever since the Venetian
Ambassador had commented disapprovingly on her demeanour as she
went to her coronation in January, 1559.42 Queen Anne undersioond the
functions of pleasing the public, but James's concepr of public regality
was different. John Savile, reporting the final stages of the royal journey,
looked to praise the King in familiar erms, So, after his four mile
journey, James
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had nor staid above an hour in his chamber, but hrearing the mulrirude throng
so fast inco the uppeimest court 1 see his highnesse, as his grace was informed,
hee shewed himself openly, out of his chamber windosy, by the space of halfe an

houre together . . ..

But when the Iing set out from Theobalds for London, such a
multitude came out to meet him that ‘his highnesse could not passe
without pausing oft-times, willingly enforced, though more willing to
have proceeded, if conveniently he could’. fames’s regal comparement in
public was casily misread by subjects who had so frequently heard of
their late Queen’s public respousiveness. The press was so greart, Savile
reported, that even three miles out of London, a ‘carman let his care for
eighe groats w eight persons, shose aboad was not in ic above one
quarter of an houre % The English crowd knew their role; it was the
Scottish King who had nor learned — and was hostile to — publicly
enacted reciprocicy.

The English Privy Councillers undeistood the conventional roles of
such crowds. On 5 April, a proclamation was explicitly uneasy about too
many people gathering near the King,. It acknowledged the ‘earnest and
fonging desire in all his Majesties Subjects ta enjoy the sight of his Royal
person and presence’ and recognized that such a desire was Tor ic selfe,
commendable in them, and acceptable to his Majestie, being an
Argument of their abundanc joy and gladnesse’. Thase who held ‘any
place of charge or office . . . or are of good degree & qualitic in their
Countrey’* the administrative lifeblood of the realm, were those
particulardy instrucred to keep cheir distance, to the end of ensuring
good order throughout their focal regions. The personal bonding of new
monarch and subjeces, this passage made clear, would have to wait unril
more settled times. As the initial anxiety waned, another proclamarion
required thar as the King passed through the realm, the ‘Sheriffes . . .
Jusrices of Peace and other gentdemen of the said severall counties, faile
not o waite on his Maiestic’ chrough ‘their” county.

And it is not doubrted, buz that all his Majesties good and faithful Subjecrs will
be most readie and willing ro shewe themselves forward and carefull in the due
accomplishinent of the premisses, according to their loyaldie and duety: so if
any shall be found disobedient, negligent, or remisse therein, These are to let
them know, that they are 1o sustaine such condign punishment as their offence
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The argument so far has been that the new King was litde knewn to his
natural’ English subjects in 1603, except as a stranger from a foreign
rezlm, England’s ancientenemy. Towas nota forepone conclusion that he
would be proclaimed king, and it was even less clear that his new subjects
would accepe his right to the throne, as the atypical artention to those
lineal claims in his accession proclamaticn demonstreted. The early
actions of the Council speak forcefully to their anxiety abour the
maintenance of order and the prevention of aleernative claims, Yet the
most striking aspect of the first popular responses to the new King was
the extent of public tterest in welcoming him, His astonishment, like
his declaradion thar England was abour to be subsumed into a totally
new identry, may speak o his lack of awareness of his new realm,

The second pare of this paper addsesses the issue of gender difference
between the old and the new monarchs. James's initial public urterances
abour the old Queen had been exemplary.® From Berwicls, he wrote to
the Lords of the Privy Councit declaring his concern to do all ‘honour
that we mdy uneo the Queen defunct.” His concern, he wrote, was
becatse he did ‘so much respecr the dignide to her appertayning, being
not only successor to her in the Kingdome, so neere as we are in bloude”.
He declared himself less concerned with ‘the Ceremonies of our owne
joy’ than with those which ‘most testifie the honnor we doe beare
towards her memory’ ¥ I is, therefore, not surprising thar in the
semi-public world of courr gossip, his articude to his predecessor was
believed to be quite proper. So Chamberlain reported o his friend in
Paris, 12 April 1603:

The Quenes funeeall is appointed the 28th of this present with as much
solemnitie s hath beu used to any former prince, and that by the Kinges owne
direction: it shalbe kept at Westminsrer, and the Lady Arbella is w0 hc chiele
meurner {with a good company): besides the grearest part of the nobilite, all

the counsaile and officers of household

Ar ihe least, ambivalence was, however, soon evident in James's
trearment of Llizabeth’s memory, By 15 May, the Venetian ambassador
reported char the King ‘declined o pur on mourning, altheugh he

lnows thae the Queen wore strict mourning when she took the life of

his mother’# This, however, was not the long-planned snub the
ambuassador’s remark suggested. Rather, James found it necessary w
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write to his wife from England, advising her of ir. As Queen Annc
prepared to ravel south, James advised her that wearing ‘doole weede’
would be ‘utterly Impertinent ac this time for sic reasans as the bearer will
show unto you'.%® The reasons his messenger gzlve cannot now be
recovered, bur at James” court, mourning dress for che old Queen was
not a discretionary marcter. Following standard llluim_') Henry 1V's
special envoy to the new English King had ensured his entire retinue had
suitable mourning attire, only to be advised at Calais that no one,
whedher ambassudor, foreigner, or English, was admited into the
presence of the new king in black’. He clung o his resolution (o observe
the usual courtesies for the late Queen Flizabech, lrance’s ‘vood friend’,
butonce in England he was advised that the ‘whole court’ considered his
intention as a premeditated affront. After consulting with English and
French wssociates, and the States deputies, he finally, and relucrandy,
abandoned the idea of presenting his entire retinue in mourning, He,
for one, read the King's preference as an insule to the memory of
Elizabeth, and James himself left no defence of his remarkable refusal
¢ wear mourning for the woman who lefk him a throne
Eighteen months later, there was still concern ar the highest fevels about
the King's perceived di‘?i(ﬁpt([ for Elizabeth’s memory. Plans were
fimally afoot for 2 memorial for the old Queen, and oae councillor wrote
chat it was

befitting y* Circumstances of such a Business wherin such o k. shewes carc to a
Psonadge of y* Eminency and deareness . . . then shall neyther Exchequer nor
London have a Peny but we will have ic rather then faile. For this Thing, ir does
his M™ honour 'y People see some littde thing in doing for her 52

It may be that James’s apparent hostility to Elizabech bad been fed by the
outpourings of public grief for her §1c found sall being published in
London. That literature was couched in terms which not only reflecred
how far she had stamped her mark on the public conscicusness aof her
people, but it also reflected the general ignorance abour the new
monarch. Redolent of the dominant terminology of Protestant
Englishness, it was anti-Spanish, anti-Catholic and [uriously arti-papal.
te theceby clashed with James's prefesred policy ar several levels,

Elizabeth was celebrated for having maintained peace in the realm ‘In
spite of Spaines proud Pope.” Indeed, after “Twice ewo & rwentie yeares,
wich great encrease/Of peace, oy, wealth, muoch honour & renowne’, she
then
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resigned up her soule o peace

“To him thae gave it an immortal crowne,
Tus spite of thousands ten conspiracies
Which Antichrist agatnst bher did devise.?

Perhaps one two-line verse said ic all:

Spaines Rodd, Romes ruine, Netherlands releife,
Heavens Jem, Farths foy, worlds wonder, Natures cheife.

The conventional forms of praise for James had perforce settled for more
anadyne remarks. Although greeted on occasion as the ‘worthiest Prince
in Furope’, he was more usually simply domesidicated into the English
context within the tradidenal Tudor genealogy, going, as usual, back 1o
‘Brave John a Gaunt/Of Edward the third, fourth son was hee.” James
was also extolled in faultlessly Elizabethan seatiments: ‘God graunc him
mongst us Jong to raigne/to be a scourge o Rome and Spaine.’® A
pub}ished account of the old Quccn’fs funeral, full of the grief at her
passing, and detailing the procession, concluded with brief courtesies:
Vivat Jacobus: Angliae, Scotiae, Franciae er Hiberniae Rex.” A year larer,
James was sdll being welcomed in terms which bewailed che loss of
Lllfﬂb{ft}l - 50 d Ll{ a 51[1156{ e l)tﬁ}ie 1'111111g f;If_ llﬁf_ 0{ ;i,rl()thf.r SU[}[}C_
Few beyond court circles, ever a vear into his reign, echoed Delker’s
faultlessly Jacobean greeting to “this Treasure of a Kingdome (a Man
Ruler)’ 36

After fifty vears of female rule, it is not surprising that gender was
deplayed in pleas to James, A Catholic perition for more roleration
argued the case on a number of grounds, including a reversal of the
norinal gendered allocation of mercy. lrset out how welcome icwould be
o ‘all Catholique Princes abroad, and honourable ro your Ma™ o
understand how Queen Elyzabeths severity is changed inte your Royall
Clemnency: and that the lenity of a man reedifiyed, the misinformed
anger of a woman destroyed % James himself believed that he would be
welcome in his new kingdom because, under him, England would be
free at last of petdceat rule. His confidence in thar was the greater
because he had long known thar female rule was, by definition, lesser

rule. A decade before, he had written of his own mother’s inhericance of

the Scotdsh throne as a ‘double curse’, she being a “Woman of sexe and
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a new borne babe of aage’.™ His distaste for female rule may well have
been the stronger as a Justification for having occupied his mother’s
throne since his infancy. Since his adolescence he had resisred all effores
to return her to her homeland, let alone to her erstwhile dhrone, even
when he knew the alternative was his mother’s dead.

Privately, James was often arrogant about his predecessor. He was
usually sensitive to possible public slights on his fellow monarchs, yet
he was, at best, inconsistent in his attitudes to his predecessor. In public,
he frequencly expressed considerable respect for Elizabeth,5° but in June
1603 he asserred to the French ambassador ‘with some kind of contempt’
that ‘in Scotland, long before the death of [Elizabech], he had direcred
her whole council, .111d governed her ministers, by whom he had been
berter served and obeyed than herself’ 51 Immediaély afier Elizabeth's
death, Robert Cecil’s lament for the late Elizabeth ‘who was more than 2
man, and, in troth, somedmes less than a woman’ offered a cryptic
summary of the old Queen’s standing.®? James agreed thar Elizabeth as
monarch had never been simply female, but he did so ambiguously. A
commemotative verse, which he wrote, noted, Convmltionzﬂly erwug]l,
ber manifesting ‘A Kings state in a Queene’ and ‘A Kings heart in a maid’,
It concluded, however, by suggesting that o forestal! sheer adulation of
her, ‘Heaven hence by death did summon/To show she was a woman. 63
Orhers may have shared the view implicit in thar, if the witticism
recorded by Mdmun;ﬂmm is any guide: ‘Wee worship noe Saints, buc we
pmyd to Ladyes, in the Queuus tyme. (Mr Curle). This superstition
shall be abolished we hope in our Kings raigne.’®* There are many
reasons for believing thar the new King encouraged such changes in
attitude,

The change from queen regnant w king meant thar even familiar
metaphors took en another stgmﬂumce under the new qulme Arguing
to his first English parlianienc for the integrity and unicy of his two
kingdoms in him, James declared:
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What God hath conioyned then, ket no man separate. [ am the Hushand, and all
the whole Iste is my fawludl wife; 1 am the Head, and it is my Bodyy | am the
Shepherd, and it is my flocke: T hope therefore no mai will be so unreasonabic
as to thinke that | chat am a Christian King under the Gospel, should be a
polygamist and husband w two wives; that [ being the Head, should have
a divided and monstrous Body.5

har metaphor has led to debare among historians, some of whom have
seen it as novel, and sought to explain it from a Scottish context. Bur
the metaphor of monarch’s marriage to the kingdom was in no way
ustamiliar in England. On her accession Mary Tudor had argued thar,
already married to her realm, she could hardly be expected to marry a
second husband, although she subsequentdly did. Elizabeth had fre-
quently evoked the same imagery, more consistently, Both Queens
regnant, that is, chose to represent themselves as metaphorical wives,
wedded to a kingdom which funcrioned, it was argued, as a mixed
monarchy. Lt followed that England was peculiarly suited 1o cope with
female rulers since a queen would never lack sage (male} advice from her
Council and from Parlinmenc. Polivical authority was shared, even
within the marriage metaphor, for the two Queens. The same metaphor
could, and in this case did, resonate differently when spoken by a male.
James was explicic that he was husband, and his kingdoms the wife, ‘Tam
the Head, and it is my Body; Tam the Shepherd, and it is my Hoclee’. The
corollary was that ultimate authority was his alone, Since the publication
ot The Trew Law of Free Monarchics i 1568, james’s view of his
monarchy was rhecorically an absolure monarchy, based on an uncom-
promising reading of patriarchal authority, as the sole source, under
God, of authority,8

Neaily fifey years of negotiating with a monaich increasingly
copstructed as charismaric, royal virgin and chivalric mistress of the
realm’s courtiers, soldiers and sailors’, left che English pofitical nacion
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without a ready mode of discourse with a male monarch. It also left the
English body politic unprepared for James's masculing, patriarcha
language which contrasced sharply with FElizabethan discourses of
accessibility, accommodation, muzual complaisance.® Av times Jarnes
used a naturalistic language, evoking his essential unifying nature as
divinely chosen rulec of both realms, to override long histories of legal,
social and polideal difference. He set our, in his opening speech o his
first English Parliament, ‘the blessings which God hath in my Person
bestowed upon you afl, wherein T protest, [ doe more glorie at the same
for your weale, then for any particular respect of mine owne repuration,
or advantage therein.” Those blessings char God “hath ioynly with my
Person sencviro vou' included international and internal peace, and the
opportunity to seal the larcer by ‘thar Viion which is made in my biood,
being a matter that most properly belongeth to me o speake of, as the
head wherein that grear Body is vnited” .70 The roval body male, it would
seem, was much more self-sufficient than ever the royal body female had
claimed to be.

There was one important exception to James’s more explicic espousal
of his royal power, one in which he again differed markedly from his
English precursors and many of his new subjects. The healing royal
touch, attributed only to French and English kings, and a convencional
marker of their uniquely sacred starus, had tong been a major reason for
subjects actoss the social spectrum to turn to their monarch for help, and
a polemical inscrument o be deployed against royal pretenders and
usurpers within and beyond the reafm. James was confronted by his firse
request for the healing rouch at Woodstock in 1603, His response was
complex. He repudiated the specifically ‘superstitions” assumptions of
che request. T do not thinke that because Lam a King therefore I can cure
a disease . ., for this would be to actribure more to my Person than
belongeth unto 2 man’. He made a characteristically lengthy and
thoughtful speech, examining many aspects of the issue, before resolving
that God would ‘sooner heare the king than other men praying for his
subjects’ and inviting all those gathered there o join with him in praying
for ‘this diseased child’ and trusting it would ‘please god to heare us’. And
so foreswearing all superstiion (and centuries of miracilous powers
asserred for the English monarchy), James concluded ‘I will not refuse to
satistye my peoples desire’.”! His ateempt to redefine the meaning of the
occasion, however theologically informed, rapidly faded, and by the
dme of his son’s reign had entively disappeared from royal rhetoric, as
the craditional chims of the royal healing touch were gradually
reinstated.
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Elizabeth had artributed her full royal capacity to her office, despite
her female body. James's normatively masculine identity was, for him,
irrefutable evidence of the propriety of his rule. He was parricularly
affronted when he believed himsell denied powers which his female
predecessors had exercised. The proceedings of the 1610 Parliament
iflustrate this. Tt was to that Parliament that James insisted on his right to
levy impositions. To question that power in him, James insisted, was o
question a pawer which ali English kiogs had ever had, a power of all
Christian kings, even indeed a power which recently ‘two women have
liad and exercised, T leave it to yourselves to think whar duriful subjects
ought to do in .72 Implicit in chat, and increasingly clearly articulaved
as that parliament proceeded was 2 much broader constitutional issue.
James read - and was encouraged by others around him o read - as
consticutional accommodation to & female ruler, whar others construed
as the longstanding traditions of mixed monarchy in England. It may
have been, in part, 2 comparable concern 1o “regender’ the manarchy
which led Fames to abandon the tradition of having the Lord Chancellor
addiess the Parliament on his behalf, although bis use was rerained for
some parliamentary proneuncements. Tt is a marcer of record that James
spoke at greacer length to parliaments — and more frequently — than did
either his predecessors or his successor.,

In 1610 the debate about past royal pracrice, which James had helped
io sparls, added more to constitutional mythology than it did w political
soplisticadon. Throughout the parliamentary debates of 1610, all pardes
invoked the memory of Flizabeth for competing and conlicting
political poines. Fuller could not recall the Queen levying impositions as
James described; an official report of the King's reception of a
parliamentary group scressed his hospitality to them in ways ‘never seen
in the Queen’s tme’; and the Lord Treasurer, praising the King's
proposals, mentioned in passing ‘those precious pledges of safety by a
regal posterity ... which owr ancestors did not behold though they
thirsted after it as thar hart after brooks of warter’ 73 The instances of
official and ceustder reminders of the bad old days, and by orher
partiamentary members of the good old days under Elizabeth were so
pumerous, that it is not in the least surprising chat Ellesmere, in his
recollections of that patliament, complatned how ‘big and audacious’
the ‘popular staie’ had grown since he beginning of his Majesty’s
gracious and sweet government'. Fle deplored che strengeh of nosralgic
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recollections that “ies pase were golden days, and the late tme a
golden time’. 7 And so the legend of Elizabeth’s consticutionalty golden
reign was taking form - increasingly withour reference to her gender,
although that was a significant pare of che starting poine for fames’s
critique of the political practices he found in place. The polemics
increasingly redescribed her governmental practice in terms she would
have found astonishing. o practice James did have a strong pragmatic
understanding chat accommodation was an important part of polirical
survival.”? Burhis thetoric sbout female rule helped precipitate a conflic
in constitstional rhetoric before, during and then beyond the 1610
parlfament.

The new King, confident in his learning and his political skills honed
in his old kingdom, knew lule of and appears to have cared less for,
those definidons of Englishness so assiduously fostered in the previous
rule, and the court’s public rhetoric quickly adopred the new monarch’s
cone.”® 5o did some royal sermon givers. Dr John Gordon advised
James’s English subjects char they should be glad of the King’s Taudable
modestie’ in using the rerm ‘Britain’ (0 eacompass all his subjects,
‘seeing that the South part is fallen o his royall person, both by the lawe
of God, and nature; the name of the former kingdome might have been
imposed o this kingdomme, which is lase fallen to his pewer”.77 1t is less
clear thar the values of English subjects en muasse were so easily
redirected. The welcoming literature had demonstraced how deeply
they were engrained. For gendered as for cultural considerations,
James was slow o recognize the difficulty of the transitions to be made.
The humanistic language of love, increasingly evoked in successive
Tudor regimes, disappeared progressively from the public rhetoric of

A

LSRN HE R

74 Lord Elfesiiere, ‘Special observations touching afl dhe sension: of the lase e
Regis Jac.” in ibid,, pp. 275, 278,
73 oy, X
king may da, but lock w k

s advice to the Lovds of 21 March, 1610, not ta dispute what a
, what he dodh’y P ;

51, 46-7. Reverdng to another
wndinare, by
bid. By then,

1rfees f(}l’ Ell(: .‘i'LiL'C{'S.‘i;L'M} SECIHE [0 I'IHVC

theme, in aily increased cour @
st Clueen 'was but a barren prince

ndaat gu

reason of v issie’ and too)
however, dhe first flush of cie
fadded.

76, Chilst
the English £

focus i b

- Wortharn,

sare, James | and the Macter of Bricain’ English Quurnal of
HLRE 1996, 97122, points 1o ore aspect of the subsequent shift in
rvation thar "There is linde celebration of LEugland und Englishnes in

espeare’s plays wiitten after the accession of fames V1 of Scotland 1o his Enplist: chrone’.
Wortham points oue thar Shakespeare’s shree plags bel and 1607 ~ King Lear, Mucheth
and Antony and pul inadh the danpess of dividing a realng;
ian of the kingdoins have heen

N sod

raini — all address issues of poli
cal and legal ¢

i

p &
insdem, "Enghish allegiances in a

new series vol 18 [2ao1), 101-24.

77 Joha Gordon, Fawsilen or a Sermon of the Union of
E. MeCullough, Sermans at Coure. Politics and Religion in
(Casmbridge, 1998} p. 109,

FHE, cxvil. 472 (June 2002)



£ > P R e e
3§32 EWGLISH ACCESSION OF JAMES Vir NATIONAL TDENTITY,

rule.” This was, in hindsight, one of the earlier signs of what has more
generally been scen as a wider cultural move from the Elizabethan ro thf:.
Jacobean mode, that i, a shift between ‘the accessible plain sevle of
Elizabeth . . . and the more aucheritative plin scyle of James’.” James
certainly appreciated the power ofroyal magnificence and, like Elizabeth
before him, deployed it to theatrical effect. But it was conducted witheut
the reciprocity of subjects and monarch so notably frequently reported
of the Elizabethan theatre of royalty.#0 This was made more obvious by
the republication in 1604 of the familiar and much quoted account of
flizaberh’s coronation progress through London, a publicacon Wilic_il,
in an extraordinary achievement, had set the twne for the succgssfui
subsequent public presentation of the Queen. In 1604 the themes of that
account presented to a new generation of London audiences in new
plays by both Heywood and Dekker, reiterading the regal virrues of r}a;c
Queen commenly asserted from the beginning of her reign 8! James's
rp}nin’ speech, on the other hand, worked from an authoritarive modet,
which only a male could invoke in such unqualified rerms. The language
of patriarchalism, indecd the model of monarch as facher, was deployed
as never before in England. He ser out his preferred model in 1600:

Now a Father maye dispose of bis Inheritance ro his children, at his pleasure:
yea, even disinherite the eldest vpon ust occasions, and preferre the youngest,
Ta.cmrdiug 1o his hiking: male them beggess, or rich ar his pleasure; restraine, or
banish our of presence, as hee findes them glue cause of offence, or restore Eheip
in fauour againe with the penitent sinner: So may the King deale wizh his
Subdeers.®?

Those observations and parallels, couched in rerms from which {ew
heads of families could dissociate themselves, characrerized a move o an
authoriative style, an irresistible obligadon of obedience o replace
Flizabeth's preferred public language of reciprocity. His subjects almost
cerrainly misheard James's intentions, misled by his use of that
unfamiliar model. There were other subile buz significant shifts in the
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Eaglish regime (tom 1603, Where Elizabeth had through the printed
word and, w some extent in personal practice, always made an effort ro
retain the support of the middling and lower sorrs, James had learned his
statecraft in the very different political contexr of Scotland. The Scottish
practice of ‘manrent’, wherehy men voluntarily bound themselves to 2
lord, was still strong in the 15905, not least because the Scotrish Crown
traditionally ‘regarded the local influence of its greatese subjects as a force
to be encouraged’. James also saw the benefits of a syscem which
maintained the continuing power of the lords over their communities 83
This may help to explain a difference between James’s understanding of
who constituted the ‘people” and that of his immediate Todor precursor.
The essential difference was in their understandings of where reliable
political power lay. Elizabetls had begun her reign firmly expressing the
view that it was support of the ‘comumon’ people chat had saved her
during Mary's reign, that the nobility would never have moved 1o save
her. In all his early woubles, fames had never had any compurable
experience, and his Scouish experience translated into much more
rraditional view about whe, in England, constituted ‘the people’. In the
aftermath of the Fssex fiasco of 1601, he was as adamant as ever Elizabeth
had been about the need to rewain the support of the ‘people’ for his
claim to the English throne. In that case, his ‘people’ were the greac men
of England.® This has also been seen as the reason for his marked
reluctance to show himself to his people (more widely construed) as
freely as Elizabeth bad done. Whatever the reasons, that reluctance
occasioned much conunent ar the time, and subsequentdy. (n a
remoustiance [rom an ostensibly ‘loyall subiect’, undared but early in the
selgn, it was reporeed to James that

It is said chat yo© marie of an ingenious and riall nawre, not delyghting in o
popular sabutitions, doe passe by great ropes of yr comsmons with a kind of
kinglie negligence neither speaking nor looking upon them, the poore sorr . .
prate of the manner of their late Queene, whoe when she was publicly abroad
would often stay and speake kindlie to the muyltind .. .55

This has conventionally been read a5 a matter of his political choice, and
explained in part by formarive (and unhappy) experiences in Scotland,
where farge crowds had often foreshadawed political trouble.®6 The
mote recent tentative diagnosis, that he suffered from some degree of
cerebral palsy, is also richly suggestive.5” Thar would not only explain
something of his reluctance w display himself, bur also throw light on
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some of the moere unusual aspeces of his behaviour. News of his habit of
walking by leaning on his nobles, and his ingenious use of that as a mark

ofpohucﬁ favour, had been sufficiently newsworthy ro precede him
London.®® Historians bave never been left reliant on the nororiously
untelizble Archur Wilson to leara that James

was not like his Predecessor, the Iate Queen of famous memory, that with a
well-pleased affection et her peoples Acclamurions, thinking mose highly of
her self, when she was born up on the wings of their humible supplications.®

Very much the same point had been made at the time. Sir Roger
Wilbraham noted even before June 1603 that the King neglected those
‘ordinarie ceremonies’ by which Elizabeth had picased the ‘comumon
people’.?® Moreover, almost alt the new court was guick w follow his
more aloof style. In Seprember 1603, Arabella Stuare wrote o her uncle
Shrewsbury, wondering what had happened 1o the old ‘courtesy” of the
court: ‘for 1 protest [ see litcde or none of it but in the queen, who cver
since her coming to Newbury, hach spoken to the people as she passeth,
and recerveth their prayers with chanks and thankful counrenance,
barefaced; to the great contentment of nadve and foreign people’,
Barlier, Dudley Carleron had found ic noteworthy afrer the Queen’s
arrival at Windsor [rom Scotland, that 'in all chis journey she hath worn
no mask’.?t Anne continued her practice throughour her reign and
enjoved a markedly warm reception on a number of occasions. Great
men, hoawever, no longer followed that seyle.

That cheatre of reciprocity, enacted on oecasion in the streets and roads
of England, and recounted much more frequently in diverse printed
forms, had been for decades a pare of the realm’s bonding with s
10[19—re';gning Queen. The accession of King James made clear just how
important it lnd become, how many expected to view thc passing
monarch and how naturally it was assumed they would wish to do so. In
iwsell, this was a small matter, but part of a much larger whole. it
particularized relations berween monarch and people more porently
than ever a catechism could. The sixteenth ceneury had been the gme
when the vernacular had come into new respecmblht and pervasiveness
in religion, in law texts and in political tracts. It was also the language
increasingly deployed by printers and publishers in their drive to create
and maintain ever-increasing markets for their produces; it was the
fanguage of political, doctrinal and religious polemics as well as,
increasingly, of instrucdon in those areas. Inirially such developments
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were probably not pait of any patrioric, let alone democratic, impera-
tive, 2 Bug e\:pllutly Protestant, Elizaberhan texts were pmduud in large
numbers to persuade the inhabitants of England of their shared
Protestant destiny, united under their ‘merely English’ Queen, so
miraculously pratected in the dark days of Marian persecution.”> The
identity of Protestant Englishness was also defined perhaps by anti-
Spanish buccaneers such as Drake and Hawldns, certainly by that
extraordinary occasion, the funeral of Sir Philip Sidney. It is a platitude
that Sir Francis Walsingham construcred the funeral of his son-in-law 1o
advance his own ideal of Proestant English manhood, and impressive
claims for his success have recently been renewed. Joan Rees, for one, has
made striking chims for the impact of Sidoey’s deach on the ‘people’” at
large.?* Two Latin laments for Sidney, two inx both Latin and English,
and six in ‘mere’ English, still extang, also indicate dhat Sidney’s death
generated a considerable impact well beyond his aristocratic circle, Such
exemplars of English Protestancism, sec ;uj:;imi the reported crudty of
Spanish Cacholicism in the Lowlands as in the New World, and against
the perceived barbarity of rish (_adLi]Ul{{.S, all served o reinforce che
lessons of the failed Spanish Armadas, dhar England was a realm apart.
This may not have been a conscious process - certainly celebrations of
victory aver the first grear Armada of 1588 were oddly delayed, before
their propdgmd’k potential was recognized — but che rerminology and
the modes in which peoplr: well beyond the closest cours circles
responded ro Jamies’s comings do suggest that an “English’ set of values
had become widely familjar,

James's very diiferent modes of kingship and understandings of political

relationships, as well as his pacific ambitions, swifily rendered chose
values old-fushioned at coure, though much less clearly so beyond court
circles. The preferred new royal ideclogy of “Britsh’ identity - and
unity - found few o comprehend it, let alone adopt it beyond thase
same court circles. Tt was aot simply James's particularly masculine
self-image nor his Scoctish origins which gave rise to so much mutual
misunderstanding in chose early years of his reign, but the heady
{and loguacious) consequences of both working rogether. The ironic
aftermath was the speed with which praising che memory of thar femafe
monarch, the childless spinster, became a popular mode for criticizing
the Stuare regime. A female monarch as eritical weapon againse male
rule — now thar James did not ancicipate.
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