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Bl Sdweard DT died dp TESX0 Fagland was left without a ruler
For the second Bime in oa decads His death, coupled with the

Poirgees Dot zian policies of Henry Y111, operned the door tao

ronfusion and political intrigue. Although the attempted political
coup Following Edward Y172 death was o large conspiracy, John
Dudley, @ Frivy Councillor, s perceived as the leader. Hi=
getians are often misconstrued as those of anm ambitious individual,
fat Fdw oactions were not much Jdifferent than thosze of his peers,
Friv vaars, hiztarians have unfairly portraved him as euvil, uncaring
wppd st ecsntersds however Dudley’s ultimate disgrace resulted not
oty From his eun actions, but also from the betraval of his fellow
rnnapirators,

Baos e Hesrope AR died, bes Terf i provizions for 1 by
pmtabtishment of a council to overses the English gouvernment.
Aftsr Tiating a number of men, including Edward Seymour, "Thierle
v tor cfaryl nreat Chambrelatn of Foglande, " Henry s will continueds

e wall o ke ofr sryecutours and counsaitllours of the

g s Vpeesad D owt our o smatd sonne prince Edeards 0 oall

metees concerning both his private affayres and publicg”

atfayres of the Realme Willing and oharging them and
euery of them az they must and =hall aunsuer at the day

of Judgement truely and Fully to see this my Last Will

o Fformed in o all things wt’ asmoch spede and Jiligence as

may be and that noon of them presume to medle wt’ any of

aur treas’rv or to do o any thing appoincted by our sayd

i1l onlex the moozt part of the hole nombre of

their ?DUtOU{ﬁ doo consent and by writting agree to

Phiee e . . .

Tt Brittain, xdings  againzt Lady  Jarne Grey, and
i e, Foy Treganns D Marg, A0, 1883 " 0 Completes Follection of
Lloate Triasls and Proceedings for High Treason and other Crimes ansd
Misdeamore from the Farlisst Peripd to the Year 1783, Ed. T. B.
Howell, Ual., 1 {Londons T. €. Hansard, 1814) 74849,




Although no mar in particular was given preference, John Dudley and
Foadward Seymour came to the forefront uwpon the decline of the
Howards., "Before learning of Henry’s death, the former Imperial

ambaszador [FEustace] Chapuys . . . observed that Hertford [Seymour]

0

anid Lizle [Dudley] would have “the management of affairs, because,
apart tram the kKings aftfection for thew, and other reasons, there
b

are no ohher nobles of a fit age and ability for the task, "

Although Seymour may have been fit for rule, his

mentation of Henry VI s will was dnconzistent with its

Carif b

ap v it “In  fact, thse Seymourian Protectorate, as 1t was
3

imstituted, was @ direct contradiction of Henry’s will. " With his

e Pannd power, Sevnodr awarded himself the title Duke of Somerset
aod gave the Viscount Lizle, John Dudley, the title Earl of

Lo h s action which upset many people, ncluding Frincess

R . S

Mary. Inn a letter to the Privy Council written about 1%%1, szhe
Wit be s

It 9= rno zmall greyf to me to parceyve that they whom the
Kyngs Ma, € my fFfather (whosze soule God pardon) made in
thys wortde of nothyng in respecte of that they be comme
to nowe, and at hys last ende put in truste to se hys
ot perfourmed, Wherosnto they were all sworne upon a
okeds 3t gryeveth ome 1 ozay, for the louvue 1 beare to
Chiam,  bo o oae both howe they bhreake his Well, and what
s pesd pou they take upon theywm, in makyng (az they
catdt by tawes both clean contrarye to hys procedyngs and
Wy ll, and also ageynst the coustome of all crystendome,
and (in my conzcyence) ageynst the lawe of God and hys
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eth &1l the rﬁntw.4

Chygrehes, whiche |
Thi: lottsr reflects the turmoil and controversy which filled
Eodwar ol Reomour Te orgte Althounh well-uversed in state atffairs, he
Fuled Jreffectively and autooratically, slowly alienating his
fellow councilors who had chosen him to he Protectorate after a
heated debate within Councils

Wer therefore, the archbishop and others whoze names be
Fosr et o subecribed, by our whole consent, concord, and
srnt, upnn mature consideration of the tenderness
and provimity of hloed betwuesn our sovereign lord that
, and the =aid Earl of Hertford, by virtue of the
autharity given unto us by the sajd will and testament
td late soversign lord and master for the doing
art or acts that may tend to the honor and surety
ot our sovereign lard that now i=, or For the advancement
ot hiw atffaire, have given unto him the chief place among
i, and alesn the name and title of the Protector of all
Fhe realtm and dominions of the king’s majesty, and
qoveragr of his most roval person, with the aduvice and
conzent of the rest of the executors, in such manner,
order and form as in the will of our late souereingn lord
ju appointed and prescribed, uhéch the =aid Earl hath
promized to perform accordingly.’
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Desspri e bhis Faith demonstrated by the council, Seymour desired
capplete control of England’s affairs and his incompetence led to

Mie wltimate destruction,

Adding to Seymour’z difficulties wazs his brother, Thomas

Seomour o After marryging the fueen Dowager Catherine Parr (a faot

&
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acgcording to Edward UIb), Thomas Seypmnour

whidioh offended Somer

aspired to even greater heights than those attained by his brother.

. qain control of the monarchy by a varigty of plans,

o, I -~
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of Jdans Grey, Fifth in line for

S maEnspsd to o ohtain the wardship
B D) Kith this pawn in his control, he attemplted to arvange

betusen her and Edward V1. Although this plan failed,

place in the Council., While in this

wrant &

1 . [ e e -
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P he conspived to ouverthrow his brother, the Protector.

oo e

This action cauzed Somerset to commit him to the Tower and

cvenbually esecutse him, Unfortunately for Somerset, hiz refusal

to allow hizs brother a fair trial further expozed hiszs inadequacies

aEmooa 1 lesr,

By the year 1849, a coalition opposing Somerset began to form

Sinci foms menber s of the Touncil,  Among the men in this group was

e bacl of UWarwick, John Dudley, Hi=s deciszion to take action

against his former ally may have been caused by the attempt made

. . - . . 7
upon kis own 1ife by Catholic conspirators, Nevertheless, he and

A ondmber ot other wen, Including Wricsthesley (Earl of Southampton),

iy Ladward Peckham (Wriothesley s brather-in

T S s
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Vawi, and Lie Richard Southuell collectively petitioned the kKing

i L%a

RDuke of Somerset woold at any tyme have hard our
s ¥ he woold have hard reaszon, and knowledged
¥ a subject, our wmeanings was to have quietly
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Prh ki Fer redesese of s11 things without ooy
Adeturbance of the reslmi ot knowing aftervards that the
zatd Duke goeth about to reyse great forces and powmbers
nt owmen, to sprede abrode slaunderous and untrue reaports
e omache contrary to o our honors and repotations,  we
wery Fareced for the meting therwith, against our wills
(R stk Tez, Tuke as 1t greveth us to ses what daunger and
perill may enszue to th’ole FRealme thorowugh division
aments  ourselfs, we have Jykewisze thought good to
stagnifie unteo you that 1f the =aid Duke will, as becometh
A aoad subject abzent hims=elf from hiz Majestie, be
contented to be ordred sccording to Justice and reason,
and disperse that force uwhich 1= levied by hin, we will
gladly  commen with you towching the suwertie of his
Majestie s person, and order of all other things, wherin
wer pothing doubt, whatsoever hath byn otherwise untruely
reaported, you shaltl fynde us bothe conformable and redy
to do as becommeth good subjects and true counzellorss
rothing doubting to Ffynd the 1ike conformitie also oarn
your behalfo

When Warwick was sent NMorth to help put douwn Kett’s Rebellion, the
opportunity to remove successfully Somerszet improved. After
Barwick subdued the rebels and demarnded “no more than that the
defeated rebsls be good plouvumen and harrow their ouwn ]anda,"g Fres
s derto e papteanl o af o the andly standing army i England enabling
Yim Ao dictate the desires of the coalition.

Whan daruick returped to London as victor, he also returned
to & groundswell of support. Im early October 1551, Sowmersel,
realizing the oppozition he was facing, took the king to Hampton

Piver s arnd et up court githout the Prive Council, I'm the wesks

uhiich falloued, the two groups corresponded in hopes of reconciling

[
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the governments yet, as time pazsed, Somerset’s support dwindled,
b was removed from Windsor, and he was ineuvitably committed to the

Tower .

Dudley, the apparent leadesr because of his military successes
in the Morth, &3 aften perceived as the man who plotted and
spearheaded the plot against Somerset. This interpretation has

goab led historians to blame Dudley for all of England’s political

problems which thereafter developed. In point of reference,

however, the Dudley faction collectively moved against Somerszets
Dudiey and Somerzet’s deteriorating personal relations were a

raecent development, A letter written by Somerset to Warwick on

S T il [ B
[RRR SR S it soatens

sradade myself that there 1z any 11
art asz of yourzelf against mes for
e thoodmpossible that where there hath
b Fom o your youth and mine so great a friendszhip an
amity hetwilt ws, as never for my part to no man was
greater, now so suddenly there should be hatreds: and that
Wwithedt just cause, whatseever rumours and bruits, or
e oasagon of otbh s have moved you to conceives in the
sigbhct and Judgment of alwighty God, I protest and affirm
Ehis unto yvouw, I never meant worse to you than to myselts
wheretfore my lord, for God’s sake, Ffor friendship, for
the love that hath sver been betwixt usz or that hereafter

i be, persuade goursslf with truth, and Tet this time
crace  too ome and the world  your  just  honor  anid
gerance in friendship, the wbhich God be my witness
eeth all hearts, was n&v?J diminished, nor
shall be whilst 1 live . . . .7

My Lord, I canrot @
; 1 00 vour T
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pite this past friendship, Dudley and associates took control

of the Council and pondered Somerszet’s fate.

With Somzrset safely committed to the Tower, the Privy Council

dor thunber landt The Political Career of John Dudley 70,




e nemed Senerest of various counts of dictatorial actions, abuses

af bhe treasury, conspiracies with the louer class "rebels," and

traitorogs offenses against the Eounci].“ Somerset. in response,
submitted two letters to the Council admitting his guilt and asking
for forgiveness, He wasz subsequently released from the Tower on
February 6, 1882, Upon release, his mobility wvas severely limited,
bt after hehaving commendably, he was readmitted to the Council.

Within the Councll, Somerset was net content to let Warwick
Fun the country and attempted to dizstract Warwick from governmental
ctbFeire, By owissly refusing to deal with Somerset outside of the
naver nmentel ranks, Warwick kept the country from being torn in two
hy a potentially devastating political war,

Tr desperation Somer:s

=t formulated a plot to kill Dudley and
alher Ieaders during a dinners however, Sir Thomas Falmer exposed
the plot, and Dudley’s faction charged Somerset with treason.
During the court proceedings, Falmer retold the tale of Somerszet’s
polane o kil Dudley, The validity of this confession has been
dehated, and hopefully Dale Hoak’s forthcoming book will make

clarificationss yet, dJocumentation is in existence which refers to

il

Tte validity, For inztance, Eduward VI writes about this plan in
Bis chronicle in an entry dated October 7, 1551:

Whereupon dn my Lord’s garden he [Sir Thomas FPalmer ]
dwetared a conspiracy. How at St. George’s Day last, my

Britain, "Frocesdings in Parliament against Edward,
chor,  for Misdemeanours  arod High
Py et A Ueheae o b DL ARG A Fomplete Pollection of Stale
Tpimle apd Progesdings Ffop High Tressop and ofther Crimes and
sppmannrs From the Earliest Feriod to the Year 17835, FEd. T. 3.
Howel1l, Yol 1 (London: T. C. Hamsard, 1816) 509-512,
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Lord Somerszet . . . went to raise the people, and the
Lord  Grey hefore, to know who were hisz friends.
Afterward a device was made to call the Earl of Warwick
b a banguet with the Marguis of Northampton and divers
other s and to cut off their heads. Rlso, If he founy
a bare company about them by the way, to set upon them,

The validity of Paluer” s testimony 15 debatable because of the
snfersncss which can he made, One of the moat gquestionable
SAluations dnuoluass Sir Berteville, Thiz man wasz dmprizoned after

asn the azzaszain Somerzset hired., Edward VI refers

ta bim on December 3, 1881, "The Duke [Somerset] told certain Lords
that were on the Tower that he had hired Berteuville to kill them,
which thing Berteville, examined on, confessed, and =o did Hammond,
Ehial he knew of ik.“” Strangely, this confession was never gied
she trdal. In fact, the Louncil Tater released Berteville, paid
ot b wome of hiz debts, and provided him with Tiving quartﬁrs.m
Despite the guestionable validity of Palmer’ s disclosure, it

was the motivating force behind Somerset’s conuviction for felony

i

{he was acquitted of the charges of high treason) and eventual
tahaading on Januwary 22, 15%2. Unpopular amonyg his peers, Somerset
At retained great favor with the people. RAfter the verdict was
cused, i owas lead from the chamber with the axe turned against him,

wliiob lead the pecple outside to belieuve that Somerset had been

1%
14
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vovine bR v "The people, boouing net the matter, shouted half @

Aecomn times =0 Toud that from bthe hall door 1t was heard at Charing

Croas plainly, amd rumors dent that he was quit of a11."w This

wars” s popolarity amonyg the oitizenry helped sway opinion against
the man commonly believsd to be responsihle for his deposition.
Thus, Jobn Dudley took control of a wvacillating, hostile, and
tortured country,

Duriog the 159074, England was plagued by problems which First
e r v durdong Henry YTIT7s reigrs vet, Dudley, fighting popular

bostilitiss, admivably combatted these difficulties. Barrett Beer

b4

summar tzed Dudley’s political accomplishments in his article
"Northumber Tands The Myth of the Wicked Duke and the Historical
John Dudleypts

The Horthumberland regime concluded a realistic treaty
with France and maintained law and order after the
rebellions of 1849, Frotestant leaders such as John
: prai=ed Northumberland = support of religious
retorm, and generations of Puritans fondly remember the
recdign of Eduard as an era when a godly king encouraged
right-minded clergy to purge the Church of superstition.
doan  Simon has  recently emnphasized the educational
reeforms of  the period and argqued that compared with
Foteeared7e reign Ythat of Elizabeth fallz into place as a
ol rahe conservative age.” After the rebellions,
g reguired social policies that would not
alienate gerntry. Mevertheless the Northumber Tand
gouvernment permitted Farliament to repeal the savage
Yanrancy ARct of 1547, a meassure permitting enslavement,
FarTiament also pass agrarian statues in 15850 and 1552
that maintained tillage and helped homeless cottagers
it o acoommadation in the countryside,  The legislatior
secatul enough’ according to Joan Thirsk,

et et deast made a show of defending the poor
st the powerful, Ferhaps the most significant
achigogment of the gqovernment was the restoration of the

ey

jre

O
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coinage, a necessary but unpopular meazure of financial
ratorm.

Untortunatsly, these many accomplishments are overshadouwed by the
dizgrace which later befell Dudley, a man who seemingly appeared
from nowhere to attempt to save England from self-destruction.
John Dudley was probably born in 1504, the z2on of Ddmund
Dudtey, Herncy YIT7: wminister convicted of embezzlemnent under Henry
VITT and beheaded. After his father’ s execution, the family lost
all of their uealth. In order to retain their social position,
Dudley s mother married Arthur Plantagenet, a bastard zon of the
Yorkist King Edward IV, UWhen he grew older, Dudley was placed in
bhe wardahip of Sir Edward Guildford, a situation which allowed the
yadng boy to be reared in knightly fashiorn. Although FhITip

indzay otaims: o his book, The Buesnmeker, that Edeoand Dudley’s

ignob le death was not disgracetful, but rather an event about which
to brﬁg,” the attenpt to defend the family name iz evident in many
of Guadley s Jater actions and made possible by Guildford s ability
Yo veintroduce Dudley to the stability and prestige which was
bruvatty destroved in bhis early childhood.

Catlowsing iz Father s lead, Dudley hecame a lawyer, Obsessed
sath  zuccezs o and determined to recouver the extenszive Dudley
Fortune, he was able o wrest control of Dudley Casztle from his

coudsin, Jonn de Sutton, Lord Dudley. Though his actions were not

wﬂarret L. Beer, "Northumberland: The Myth of the Wicked Duke
arvl the Hisztorical Jobhn Dudley,” Albion 11 (19793 13,

hivtip Lindsay, The Queenmaker (London! Williams and Morgate,

!
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lusvs the most scrupalous, Dudley’s property disputes paralleled
Fhase of obher memnbers within his class and can not he considered
STRTEE tatire Dad T 75 areatest cpportunities, however, resulted
from his military prowess, "The most important achievement of
Dudley’s early career was to build for himself a military
reputation that endured untarnished until the debacle of 1553."m
MHis military =successes during the Duke of Suffolk’s French
campaigns enabled him to receive a knighthood in 1523, Receiving
kriighthood for =imilar feats was Edward Seymour, a man who would
bz ome one of Dudley’s olose associatess in fact, these tuwo men
would conspire together to deprive Plantagenet of about 60 pounds
avrial iﬂtﬂm@‘w By 1542, Dudley was again elevated and made
Viscount Lisle, redeaming the family name and giving it new social

importances Edmurnd Dudley had never ewven been knighted.
Fuentually appointed Lord High fdmiral, Dudley entered the
Frios Council an Aprit 23, 1%43% and was elected to the Order of
Parter by &8 dnanimous uotm.zo Thus, Dudley appears to have had few
e es and, in fact, was believed to be gquite humble and modest.
In his corvespondences from the Borders, he "declared himself most
unmeet and unworthy,’” but pledged to do his utmost to seruve the

5
King.“Ll This modesty, however, did not mean that Dudley was devoid

’“war, Morthymber tand: The Political Career of John Dudley 9.

Mew - Northygmberlands The Political Caresr of John Duydley 8.

Beper Mopttmeber lands The Political Career of John Dudley 19,

nmﬁwr Northumberiand: The FPolitical Caresr of John Dudley 17,
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he was suspended from Parliament in 1%446 for

violent tempers
22

of a

striking Gardiner in the Frivy Council.®
Dudltey’ s primary responsibilities during his early political
jrnvolued military and diplomatic duties. Thi=s political
when he participated in  the

Dudley, Fighting off a recurring
i the

carasr
experience  later benefited him
pav Viamsnts of Edward VI7: reign,
itlresa, was not an active or Influentiasal participant
parliaments  of 1847-48. After this absence, however, his
participation increased greatly, culminating in his becoming Duke

contralling the Protectorate.

Morthumber land

a7 Horthumber Tand and
ARz  the essential ruler wunder EBEdward VI,

Yo red e repudtation for harshness, but in fact there was no
s« zmocial policies and enclosure

reveszal of the government’
etfficially frowned of
"the difference was thet he managed the bureaucracy

azsumed full zovereignty whereas
24

wl3 Hee ddid have total control

sharp
LR,

the governments
on the pratence that Edward had
Somerset hed asserted the right to near-sovereignty as Protector. "

important

England, Northumberland managed to make some
country which was

Az ruler of
aooomp biahiwent s, For dnstance, he enabled a
sutffering from steep inflation to undergo a financial recovery,
fronically. Northumber land s extreme actions to cut expenditures
led  to  the dissolving of his own gendarmes, a moue which

L)
L L } y 2
. /¢

gy .
Bhdﬂﬁi Lockyer, JTudor and Stuart Britain, 1471-1714, 2nd ed.
Inc., 198%) 95,
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13
pente tbhuted to this Tasing control of the country,

When dealing with religious matters, John Dudley supported
fopoteatantiam.  Yet despite all of his efforts, Morthumberland was
pot & deeply committed man. Hee chose hisz religion to fit the
sitoatinpt

Warwick stond “peilther oo the one side nor on the other’
i oreltigion’ his grosoe was obedisnce to the suprems
head’= will, He apparently accepted the idea of Mary’s
TR she wewld Ipport Somerset’s ouerthrow - he
reacarad to dissentdde ie retigion until Eduar:
minor ity woded - bot, when she refused to implicate
herzelt, he tourned to Cranmer, whosze influence over
Filward gave him power at Court.

¥ pappreer 1

i3

-'l 5o

b I

Hith Mlarg s wpoosition, Morthumberland realized that his power
would Tast only az long as Edward U was ruler.

Edward VI, only nine years old at the beginning of his reign,
vwasz well-educated.  Deeply influenced by the FProtestantizm of his
stepmother Catherine Farr, Edward Ul was never given the
ppportunity toe grow clese to his =s=istersy they rarely saw one
another, Thus, the gouvernmental decisions made Jduring his 1ife
veers Ao fluenced by the men surrounding him,  Ironically, the death
of Somerset, his uncle with whom many believed him to be close, did
ot seemn to bother the boys his journal contains only a brief

retaerence bto kA

i

death on Januvary 22, 155%2: "The Duke of Somerset

Peant bis hesd oot off apon Tower H111 between eight and nine o-clock

L
I

e bl onpoe sy tngt Aftee this death, HMorthumberland replaced the

26
g 712
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Frotector’ s position of importance in the boy s Tife and encouraged
Fdward VI to attend Privy Council meetings, Near the end of his
Petan, thizs experience enabled Edward UI to begin asserting his own

apinian abosub political mabtbers.
Althoagh Edward VI showed promisze of becoming a great ruler,
ety Prduy Councillors realized that this sickly boy would never
o

Foact the  age of  majority  and  began worrying about Mary’s

“ion to the throne. Although Henry VITTD had declared her

EXI Rl
seoond i Vine fFor aszcension, Edward VI did not want his Catholic

zizter to gain control of Englands thus, the boy drew up a device

which would effectively keep Mary and Elizabeth from the throne,
In the past, the accepted belisf waz the Morthumberland
intluenced the boy into thiz actiond contemporary historians, such

oW, Elton and W KL Jerdan, are no longer as accepting of thix

interpretation, They =zugqgest  that Edward may have forced

: . . 7 - . .
Morthoumber tand into compliance, Formerly, hbiztorians asserted
Lhat Horthamber tand” s attempted takeover was the culmination of a

bovg o lannsed sohemes . After the fall of Somerset, Northumberland

between his youngest son,

G Marr i aqe

L bdrae . ana Macgerst Clivford, granddsughter of Henry VIII =

i Vine for the crown, in order to gain

e truth behind these allegations is

“
27

G, ®. Eltoen, Reform and Reformation®: Fngland 1509-15853
{ Cambiridge, M i i =ttt Harvard Unilversity Press, 1977) 371,
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coe s Pinrah et howesosr,  the oractice of bettering o family’s
o= i bian Earough marriage was not uncommon and can not be used as
cearrete evidence of & conspiracy. Ultimately, Horthumber land
marrvied his son to Lady Jane Grey, al=o the granddaughter of Henry
UlI‘s =ister, on May 21, 1553, a match which appeared equally
beneficial for both fFamilies: Guildford was the son of one of the
most powerftul men in England and Jane, the daughter of the Duke of
Sutfolk, had royal blood in her veins.

"

Llady Jane LGrey = unusual in that artists and imaginative

16

ignificant part in her reconstruction,

‘ . FA . -
veoonE o might say more accurately, her apotheosis " She 15 one of

wiriters have plaved such a

the most misunderstood characters in English history since l1ittle
croet exists to giuve historians an accurate picture of her, The
gx et irg evidence suggest that Guildford and Jarne did not enjoy one
arrgther s company . Nezpite the mutual dizlike between the tuwo,
e woutd play @ hage part in the ambitious plans of John Dudley
arot s cantemporarigss o according to oa letter from John Bannister
o dehan Scheyfue, "just one week after his son’s merriage to Jane
Greg, Horthumberland sought and received the unanimous verdict of
Eres Eorg s docters that Edward could not live beyond the a:.Jtumn."}0

The  bnowledge of Edward UIs impending death forcend
Hosthumbier land to act gquickly.  ATthough Eduard U only desired to

wee ide Mary from the succession, the justification for her remouval

29, . - - .
Frank Frochaska, "The Many Faces of Lady Jane Grey," i=tgr
YToudae, 3% (Hovember 19851 2%

W indsFF 647
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coultd most esasily be supported 1f Elizabeth was also eliminated,
T order to effectively nollify the Succession Act of 1%44, which
dectared the succeszion order to be BEdward, Mary, and Elizabeth

respeotively, Edward Ul referred to the earlier legislation which

Tawfulty divoerced Henry UIT from the princess’s mother by =tating:

2gitimate and not lawfully begotten C
e well the said Lady Mary as also the said Lady
: to all intents and purposes are and be clearly
dizabled to ask, claim, or challenge the said imperial
crown . . . as heir gy hedirs or us to any other person

Whososusr

i

O ERY ERON S
The firzt dratt of the device excluded all women rulers, declaring

that only male rulers could sucoeseds vet, the document was changed

Db ‘ . \ - s .
Goove st e Lady Jdane anad her Hedr s male, Eduward s initiation
this change was made, and the words, "and her," had a drastic
Pespegnt wpan tha next Few months,

Edward Vi s  death, July &, enab led Norvthumberland and
volleagues to put their plan into action, Unfortunately, they
hesitated too long before acting, Although Edward VYI17s death was
effectively hidden from the public, Mary was informed of the death
aind the fmpending actions by & messenger. The identity of the man
whao snent the messenger is greatly debateds however, S5ir MNicholas
Throckmorton, a favorite of Edward VI, claims the credit in his

Biogeaphys

Mourning, from Gresnwich I didd strayt departe
To Losdon, to an housze which bore our name.,

“Hurtimer Levine, Tudor Dynastic Froblemss 1460-1571 (New
York: Barrmes and Moble Books, 1973) 167,

2
4

bl
2o e e L
Givdotrt 847 and Levine 148,
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Mo bt heren o 8 bog my heaoie hear be

Thee ¥ing wasz dead, and | confess’d the same:

The hoashing of bhis death T didd unfolde,

Their meanings to proclaime queens Jane T tolde.

Ard, though T 1ik7d rnot the religion

Which @11 her 1ife gueene Marye hadd profest,
Yett in omy mind that wicked motion

Rinht heires for to displace I d4id detest.
Canseless to proffer any injurie,

T meant 1t not, but sought for remedie.

Wherefore from four of us the newes was =ent,
How tnat her brother hee was dead and gones
(vt post her goldsmith then from lLondon went,
o whame the meszage wvas dispatcht anon.
Chee arsbted, “If wee bnewe 1t certainlie?’
Whae =aid, “%ir Micholas knew 1t verilie,

Fe

Pliee a gthor hred the errand’s greate mistrusts

fear‘d a traine to leade her to a trapp.

Shee saide, STIf Robert [Sir Robert Throckmorton] had beene
Ehere whee durst

Have jag’d her 1ife, and hazarded the happ. '

Heap Taetters made, shee knewe not what o doed 73

Stee saent them outes, butt nott subscrib’d thereto

St

After reception of this message, Mary immediately fled north to
Fenninghkall dn Norfolk and gathered forces at Framlingham Castle,
Thu=, when Northumberland zent his =on to her Hertfordshire home
The ninght of Eduard VI7s death, she was gone., Despite Mary s claim
to the throane in a letter to Jane’s councillors on July 9, 1553%:

Jane was proclaimed queen in London the next day. Two days later,

Mary was proclaimed gquesn at Framlingham,

St Gouagh Michols, E=g., ed, The Chronicle of Oueern Jane
ppd et tun Y ot Wueen Maro, apnd Eepecially of the Behellion of
Coornay Mest o Damden Society $48 {London: 3. B, Nichols and Son,

E AP “y

T

'JWmh@rt Tittler and Susan Battley, "The Local Community
the Crown in 15531 the Accesszion of Mary Tudor Reuvisited," Byl
of the Institute of Historical Research, 57 (1984): 131,

an
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The proclamation of Queen Jane, although viewed by some as
treasoncus, disclozed many of he fears and concerns prevalent in
sixbeenth-century Englizsh socisty, The justification dated back
to Henry VIT17: will: "Whoever read: the latter part of the life
af Henry The Cighth, will zoon be convinced, that he left the
cereradon of the crown so dizputable, thet it could only be owing
ta bhe hand of Providencs, that the nation had not, for ever after,
w39

distracted with contrary claims. By allowing divorce s

tegalizetion and Tgnoring the Stuart claimants who descended from
Fis sister Margaret, Henry UIII confuszed the dynastic izsue beyond
simple reconciliation,

Wigen  Jane s contemporaries also feared the intrusion of
foreigners and Catholicism onto their courts:

If the =aid Lady Mary, or Lady Elizabeth, should
hereatter have, and enjoy the =aid imperial croun of this
realm, and should then happen to marry a stranger, born
out of this realm, that then the same stranger, hauing
the government and imperial crown in his hands, would
avhezre and practisze, not only to bring this noble free
reaim into the tyranny and servitude of the bishop of
Rome, but also to have the laws and customs of his or
their own native country or countries to be practised,
ard 4t in dse within this realm, rather than, the laws,
stavabesn, and customs bere of long time used,

=,

tears are cowmon throughout English historys they reappear

L and again, canzequently,  thiz  document reflects  the

i5.. L . " . . ;
e D dtaE o, “The Inztvrumesnt by which Queen Jane wWwas

ugen of England, % o, setting forth the Reasons of har
Lo, and her Pight to the Crown,” The Somers’ Collection of
1 Ed. Walter Scott, Voel., 1 (London: T, Cadella and W.

1839y 0.
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and not the Machiavellian desires

cotlective fears of the nob’
nf  one man. Morttumber larnd may have been the center of this
copty toance, ot he did not stand alone.

Tv order to capture ths fleeing Mary, the Duke gathered an

aray for her apprehension, Hee wanted Henry Grey, Jane’s father,
to ecaptair the asrmy, but in accordance with Jane’s wishes, he

captained the army himself. Northumberland’s sense of uneasiness

amareg his compatriots was reflected when he spoke to them all
Bretore leaving Londorns

My lordes, 1 and theis other rnobkle personages, and the
hole army, that nowe go furthe, aswell for the behalfe
of you and yours 53 for the establishing of the gquenes
frighnes, shall not onely aduenter our bodyes and lTives
among2st the bhludy strokes and cruell assaltes of our
aduerszaryes in the open feldes, but al=o we do leave the
conservacion of our selues, children, and famellies at
home here with you, as altogether comytted to your truths
and fydellyties, whom if we thought you wolde through
malice, conspiracie, or discentyon leave us your frendes
in o the breers and betray us, we coulde aswell s=ondery
Fove e = arpd prouvide for our owne savegardes as eny
ab ooy by betraying us can do for youres. But now upon
the onely truste and Taythefullnes of your honnours,
wherof we thincke ourseluss moste assured, we do hassarde
and  Jubarde ouwr Tives, which trust and promize yt ye
Al VD i late, hoping therby of 1ife and promotyon |
o itiawe not spobken to pou oon this sorte upon any
diztrust T have of your btruthes, of the which alluaies
I hawe ever hitherto conceaved a trusty confidences but
T hauvz put you in remembrance therof, what chaunce of
variaunce scoever might growe emongest you  in myne
rzed and this I prave you, wishe me no worse gootﬁ
i this Journey then ye wolde have to yourselues .’

v e

&k

ot mnnate o For Dudteon s when he letft London his base of power

Witk John Dudley gone from the city, the men lost their

”Nichn15 67,
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courage and fell prey to their doubts and worvies, Az he moved
poirthward, the news of Mary’s growing strength and support must
have reached and surprised him.,  Although much of the nobility was

concerned with religious and personal issues rather than dynastic,

ES
AT}
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v ma s REE WEre hot, Al=o, manuy people did not belisue that Mary
woad Ll attenmpt to eradicate Protestantism frowm the lands rather,
thoy believed she would rule with toleration. Thus, her strength
continued to grow, and on  July 20, Morthumberland quietly
surrendered in Cambridge and proclaimed Mary queen. By August 3,
when Mary triumphantly returned to the city, Dudley was in the
Tower

Hovthumber land s debacle proved to be a catastrophe for the
Fighi-ranking nobles, Attempting to save their own reputations and
Pives, Morthomnberland became the scapegoat. By no means innocent,
b s mediher the zole conspirator.  "The myth of the wicked duke
wan reintorced by Morthuwberland = former associates who heaped

n38

aboaizs on Himoto protect themselues, Thi= alleniance change is

most  apparent inoa letter to Mary from the Council which had
oy oy donodneed her oas oa bastard:

Do bhownden dueties most  humbly remembred  to  your
groetlent Majestie, it may Iyk the same to undersztande
Lhatt  wee  yaur  most  humble fapthfoull and obedient
wub jectes, having allways (bod wee take to wytnes)
remayned your Highrnes true and humble subjectes in owr
hartes euver aythens the death of our late Socveraigne
lorde and master your Highnes brother, whom God pardorns
and wseeing hitherto no possibilite to utter our
determination herein, withowt greatt destruction and
bBludstede bothe of our selfes and others till this tyme,
have this day proclaymed in your Citey of London, your

v, "Northumber land: The Myth of the Wicked Duke" 2.
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Mo iestie to bhee our true naturall Soveraigne liege Ladie,
and Goesn. most hamb Ty hessching you Majestie to pardon
ard remutt o oure Formar infirmites, and most graciously
Foaprept our meaningss, which haues ben ever to seruve your
Highress truely, and o shall remayn with altl ou% powers,
and forces to th’effusion of ouwr bloudd o o o 7

Because Dudley hecame the scapegoat, extracting the truth about his
character and rule is very Jdifficult,

A= ruler, Mary had 1ittle choice but to execute John Dudley.
Attempting to =ave his own life, he declared his loyalty to
Catholicism, This Futile attempt encouraged hatred from
Frontestants and Datholics alike. This hatred alzo influences the
way in which Northumber land has been interpreted and related in
Bistorical  and mparrative studies. Dezpite the theatrics,
e thogmber Tard was executed on August 22, 1%%3, almost 43 years to
Sl elan ot ks Father 7= evecution.  Filue short months later, Lady
dane and Gaildford followed Morthumberland to their deaths,

Frevs o when studying This time period, historians must consider
the perzonal motives not onlty of Dudley, but also thoze of his
contemporar jes, The nobiltity of the fifteenth cerntury depended
npan the gqraces of the morarch for pouwer and money and acted in
accordance with the monarch’s desires. Becauwse Edward Ul and Mary
differed =0 greatly about religious issues, the nobility realized
Ehat their popularity with the tuo monarchs would be inversely

propoctionate. In order te be a good subject under Eduward, a

of Uouncil, “"The Lords of the Council to Queen Mary,

poownring thelr Froclamation of her Title," 15583, Letter CXLUIIT,
Py e o ehteprs Tlluztrative of Epglish History, Ed. Sir Henry
Etlis, 1T series, VYol. Il (London® Harding, Triphoek, and Lepard,
1824y 243,
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person had to espouse the fundamentals of Frotestantizmi however,
under Mary, this opinion would be treasonous. After realizing the
two options faced hy the nobility, continued graces under
Frotestantizm or persecution under Catholicism, the historian
showtd not be aurprised that factionalism thrived, and the madcap
soheme of 1953 came to be, Dudley, by holding together this
taction  as  long as he did, proved his adeptness as  leaders
urntfortunately, his faction lacked a zecond leader of equal aptitude
Lo command when he Teft to retrieve Mary, and the group fell apart.
idley s Yault was not s lack of lesdership abilities, 1f 20 this
plan would never have beguni his problem was that he was a
competent organizer, which enablied the scheme to transpire.

Curvent approaches to  the Mid-Tudor period =stress  the
pinpoor tance of  the standing institutions (1.e. the Council) and
fdectogy (i.e. religious beliefz) while rarely attempting to relate
the two., By creating distinctions between the Council and subjects
o PFrotestants and Latholics, historians establish a prejudice
which did not exist, Yet, when researching this period, the
crozsing of institutional or ideological lines for a common purpose
can b oboaerssd, Thuz, John Dudley’s lesdership did not develop
fnie by through dnstitutional or ddeologicel meansz, rather his role
was encouraged by the constantly changing factions uwhich exizsted
thiroughout the upper echalon, Mormally, these factionsz were zmall
and unobtrusivei however, with the proper leader and balance, a
Faction couwld become a powerful political machine, Consegquently,

vy Liaddes s perzonality. tike that of Henry VI, enabled him to
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caqulate a uolatile group of men into an organized political bodys
unfortunately for him, he was not able to sustain the balance which
Herry UTT achisuyed.

W

Fuztace Chapuys once commented that the English vere =0

thangeable and inconsistent that they vary, I will not say from

s u40 Moeuyer wasn this observation =o

vesar too gear, hut suery moment,
true as the year 19930 England begaen the year contentedly with a
Protestant monarch and ended under the holds of a Catholic, Fry
appraaching the Mid-Tudor period from a factional point of view,
vhioh incorperates both the institutional arnd ideoclogical
appraaghss ocommonly gsed, these changes can bhe attributed to the
instability of theze qroups. Without the proper chemistry, these
uolatile groups lack the structure which prohibits their options,
beliefs, and plans from Fluctuating. Thus, John Dudley can not he
blamed solely for the attempted political coup, but neither can he
bee @wwornerated.  He was the stabilizing influence upon his faction,
and ir his absence the carefully constructed balance vas destroyed.
Libee iz, Hdward Sevymour led a factions however, his faction never
achipved the balance uwhich would have enablsd him the freedom to
ExErC i e By de=ire, Ironically, Morthumber land’ s fFinal
destination was to be next to Somerset in the Royal Chapel of St.
Perea mal Wineata sn the Tower of Londons together they lie betueen

o P teenand Katherine Howard, fellow uvictims of Ernglizh

a%?mwrﬁ Hopthoumberised: The Political Career of Joho Dudley 41 -
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