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SYNCPSIS.

The starting-point for this siudy of Burghley's patronage
of religious literature was Franklin B, “illiame's 1ist (in An
Index of Dedications) of books dedicated to William Cecil, the
first Lord Burghley. The interpretation of the term "religious
literature” has been fairly broad, embrecing works of moral philosophy
with a Christian besis, 88 well as devotional manuals and con-
troversial trects. Forty-two of the eighty-five books dedicated
to Burghley are thus included. After an introductory section on
Elizabethan literary patronage, especially in relation to Lord
Burghley (whose career is briefly sketched), the books and their
authors are considered, grouped in four chapters zeccording to
subject matter. ¥ithin each chapter the career of ecch writer is
discussed, with emphasis on his relationship with Lord Burghley,
in an attempt to reveal to what extent he can be said to have been
"patronized”" by Cecil. Appended are photographic reproductions of
the title—pages of the religious works dedicated to Burghley, a
chronological list of 211 the works dedicated to him, and chron-
ological lists (with dedicatees) of the complete works of all
vriters dizcussed in the text. There ic a bibliography of =11 the
secondary sources consulted. <uotations throughout follow the
conventions of the oririnal text, except that long "s" is reproiuced

as Hs" .
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"My good lord, advancement in all worldes be obtained
by mediation and remembrance of noble frienda."l The remark
provides the key to an understanding of the system of patronage
as it existed in Elizabethan England, Offices great and small,
political, ecclesiastical and local, were obtainable only through
the help of men with influence in the right quarters. The
households of local gentry, no less than the Queen's court,
were thronged with suitors competing for recognition and favour,

Patronage was essential to success in almost every walk of life,

Literary patronage has often been seen apart from this
broader syetea of political, ecclesiastical and indeed universal
patronage. This has led to a misplacing of emphases in the
consideration of literary patronage itcelf, Because many writers
failed to find support or reward from the nobles and courtiers
whom they addressed, it has been concluded that "the reigns of
Elizabeth and James mark a gradual disinte.ration of the
aristocratic system of literary patronage."a The misconception
is accentuated by the concentration on literature which we find

1. The remark is quoted from Lansdowne Mes, vol.57, item 47, by
W.T. MacCaffrey in hls essay "Dlace and Patronage in Ellzabethar

Politica",
:.n_su..,mnn_uaaln (1961). p.108,

2. Phoebe Sheavyn, The Literary Professcion din the rlizakethan Age
(1909), p.10.
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amuaing, moving or otherwise entertaining, and the neglect of
that enormous volume of didactic and utilitarian writing which
formed the basis of the Elizabethan book trade, and whieh was
much more likely to attract the good opinion of the secular
and ecclesiastical hierarchy. This inevitable bias has led

to misunderstandinges about the nature, scope and objects of
Elizabethan literary patronage. Such misunderstandings have
given rise to Suggestiones that forty shillings was "“the usual

3 Buch a statement may apply to the

fee for a dedication.”
hack writers and pamphleteere attempting to earn & living by
writing, but it is totally unacceptable for the clerics, learned
translators and solemn social commentators reseponsible for most

of the books with which this study is concerned. They wrote not

to entertain but to instruct, to show the ideal state of a
Christian commonwealth, to foster in their readers the knowledge
of true piety, or to protect the English Church from enemies on
either flank. They wrote in short, for the benefit of England

and its government, and in addreqaing their works to Lord Burghley,
one of the central pillare of the government for over forty years,

they hoped for preferment within the Lgstablishment, a preferment

which Burghley was in a unique position to confer,

The motives of dedicators have been summarized by George

wWither, Archdeacon of Colchester at the end cof the sixteenth

3, The figure is quoted by Sheavyn, and also D, Nichol Suith,
"Authors and Patrons", Shakespeare's England (1916), vol.IlI,

pp.182-211, and by E. Haviland Miller, Ihe Rrofesaional Writer
in Eligzabethan England (1955), Chapter IV "Patrornage™, p;.94=157

Miller suggests that many writers probably received a good deal
leass.,
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century. Addrecsing Lord Burghley and Sir walter Mildmay

in an epistle before his A.B.C. for Lava-men (1585), he writes:

It is an vsuall manner (right honourable) for all those
that goe about to publish any work or writing of theirs, to
dedicate it to some one or other, eyther to be a Testimony
to the World, of their mutuall loue and friendshippe, or
else to witnesse their dutifulnesse or thankfulnes for
benefites receyued, or else that vnder the protection,
defence and fauour of authority, their works may the better
passe, and be the safelier defended against all busie
reprehenders (sig.A2).

His first two reasons are straightforward and common encugh;
examples of dedications motivated by gratitude or friendship
will appear continunausly among religious works dedicated to
Burghley. The notion of a dedicatee's defending a book is not
80 readily underatandable however, and exactly how he was
supposed to =t in this respect is not always clear, It may be
that a powerful lord's support would make it easier to obtain

a licence to print, but such a view presupposes that a patron
knew of the book and its dedication before it reached the
printing-house., (This is a complex problem which will be
discussed a little later.) The '"'busie reprehenders' which
Elizabethan writers fezred So much were frequently characterised
as Momus and Zoilus. C.H, Conley discusses the hostile critics
of the early-klizabethan Inns-of-court trancslators of the classicc,
and clascifies them au anti- humanists, still powerful Papists,
Puritans hostile to poetry, and mere grub-street ramphieteers.
In tne case of the religious worke with which this study is

concerned, Momue and Zoilus could ap.ear in alnost any puiese frop

4, The first Engléeh Trancilotom of the Clascice (1927), pp.84-119.
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the ranks of those of differing religious opinion. And there
vwas & good deal of differing religious opinion in the sixteenth
caatury - enough to produce a large proportion of all the books
published and all the dedications written in that period. The
presence of Lord Burghley's name at the beginning of a volume
dealing with some subject in controversy would lend a certain
weight and authority which both author and reader would find

reassuring. Arthur Golding expressed this neatly in dedicating
his Historie of Leonard Aretine (1563) to Burghley:

Like as vines to the entent the better to prosper and pregerue
their fruite to the vse & pleasure of man, require the staye of
trees that bee stronger then themselues: Euen so it behoueth
then that mynde to put forth any worke to the behoofe and commoditi:
of others, to shroude themaeluea,vnder the fauour of some suche
person, for / whose sake their doing msay be the better liked and
accepted of all men (sig.eii-aiiV).

Such motives are probably enough to explain many of the dedications
to Burghley which will be seen to come from men almost certainly
unknown to him, and perhaps with little hope of his advancing

them.

Another writer who gave a list of motives for dedicating
was Margaret Ascham, widow of Roger Ascham, who dedicated her

husband's The Scholemaster to Burghley in 1570. She begine her

short epistle with the following remark:

Sondry & reasonable be the causes why learned men haue vsed
to offer & dedicate such workes as they put abrode, to seme such
personage as they think fittest, either in respect of abilitie
of defence, or skill for iudgemet, or priuate regard of kindnesze
and dutie (sig.*ii).
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The similarity of her list to Wither's ie interesting. Neither
writer, one notes, mentions hopes of preferment or of monetary
reward. This was not the sort of thing of which one usually
spoke in a public epistle. The supplications for favours came

in private wanuseript letters, apvealing for increases in salary,
for a better post in the Church or university, for help in a
petition to the Queen or in a law suit. The frequency of such
appeals must have been appalling to a man in Burghley's position;
the number which have survived from even the small number of
writers investigated for this study gives one some idea of juet
how often his help was sought. The inscribing of a book to
Burghley may well have been in many cases,simply a way of demonst-
rating ability, a kind of self-recommendation for favour,
especially in the case of clericc seeking advancement in the
Church by defending it against £hpist or Puritan. 1In several cases

they will be seen to have succeecded in tu.s aim.

To declare friendship, to offer thanks, to seek prestige
for their workse, to recommend themselves for advanceuent: these
then were the basic motives of those writerc who dedicated their
booke to a man ln Burghley's position. Occasionally more
particular reasons for a dedication can be seen: Barrow and
Greenwood sought Burghley's aid through letters and dedications
when they were in prison for their ceparatist beliefs; Hoby's
first work is dedicated to Burghley a&as an uncle who had done a

great deal to help his youthful nephew; the Jesuit Father Creswell':
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epistle to Burghley has half serious and half mocking undertones
which probably amused Catholics as much as they angered Burghley.
But for the wost part the dedication was a serious and careful
attempt to win the favour of the dedicatee for a cause which

might more properly be made known to him in a private appeal.

Frou the motives of writers of dedicatory epistles, one ray
turn to the conditions of patronage and the position of the
patron. Literary patronage had changed enormously with the
invention of printing and the subsequent increase of the reading
public, That most typical form of medieval patronage, the
commissioning of a work for a special occasion from a writer
who lived as & member of the household, had largely died ocut

>

long before the Edizabethan period. Books were now written

for an ever-increasing reading public which could be amused or
instructed thvough the printed word. More im:;ortant, propagandist
works of a political or religious tyje c.uld strengthen that
public's loyalty to the established government., The writer of
such a book inevitably looked to a member of the goverurent for
patronage, There waa very little active encouragement of what
we might call ‘pure' literature or belles lettres, by members

of the kElizabethan governing class. One family alone can be said

S. Samuel Moore, "General Aspects of Literary Patronage in the
Middle Ages", The library, third series, vol.IV (1:13), pp.369-
392, gives a brief acccunt of medieval literary patronage. It
should be:noted that the commiscioning of works d4id not end
with the advent of printing: most of Caxton's books and i:uny
of wynkyn de Worde's were printed at the request of particular
patrons (see H.B. Lathrop, '"The First Lngl.sh Printers and their
Fatrons", The Library, fourth series, vol.III (1.22-23),pp.69-96)
And of ccurse the commicuioning of works for certain special
occasions continues to the present day.
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to have patronized the arts to any serious extent, and that

was the Sidneys, later allied by marriage with the Herberts.

As practitioners and encouragers of many sorts of literary
eddoavour they achieved a reputation unrivalled by any other
aristocratic family. The gratitude of writers who benefited

from their intere-.t and help is expressed not only in dedications
but also in their laments at the death of Sir Philip Sidney in
1586.6 The Earl of Leicester has been shown to have encouraged
Puritan writerse, particularly during the period when he was
Seeking to promote intervention in the Dutch Civil war in the

7

cause of international Protestantism, On a smaller scale,

S8ir wWalter Raleigh encouraged writers on navigation and geography
when he was attempting to enliset support for his Guiana ventures.
During the crisis years of the Jesuit mission to England there

is evidence that writers on the Anglican side were not only
encouraged but even set to work by the government (see Chapter
Three below). But these are isolated instances: for the most

part it was tne writer who sought the patron, and not the patron

the writer.

One of the ..ost striking demonstrations that the old close
relationship between patron and author was dwindling is provided
by the fact that many writers during the Elizat.than period

addressed almost as many patrons as they wrote books. Or to look

6. The extent and influence of the literary patronageof the Sidney/

Herberts is discussed by John Buxton, Sir Philip Sidney snd the

English Renaissance (1954),
7. Leicester's patronage is described by Lleanor Rosenberg,

leicester Patron of letters (1:255).

8. (See over.)
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at the problem from the opposite angle, one nobleman might
receive the homage of dozens of writers, though in only one
dedication from each., The fact that a certain public figure
received more dedications than another is certainly no proof

that he was the greater patron. A striking example of this

is the fact that Franklin B, Williams's Igndex of Dedicationa
lists only about twenty-five dedications to Sir Philip Sidney,

and nearly two hundred to Queen Elizabeth. And yet no-one

encouraged writers more than Sidney, and probably no dedicatee
9

was s0 ungemnerous as the Queen, The eminence of a dedicatee's

n
position undoubtedly attracted an epistle much more thag his
reputation as a patron. Dedications in short are no reliable

guide to patronage.

r
Because of the indiacbminate practice of dedicating works
to anyone'in a position of authority, it is often impoesible to

decide how much a patron knew 6f a book before it was addressed

8. Ekeanor Rosenberg, "Giacopo Castelvetro: Italian Publisher
in Elizabethan london and his Patrons", Huntington library
waarterly, VI (1942-43), pp.119-145, gives a brief account
of this campaign.

9. B.B. Gamzue, "Eligzabeth and Literary Patronage", PMLA, XiIX (193!
pPp.1041-1049, has shown that the Queen's reputation es a
patronesa was cheaply bought. Abmost all the writers wiho
sought her aid were turned away empty-handed, and those who
received reward were hardly generously treated. Gamzue of
course has only a material idea of patronage in mind - he
defines it as the bestowing of annuities, the granting of sone
official appointment, or the giving of hospitality. If one
attenpts to take a wider view of the influence of the Lueen,
her stable government and the atmoephere of her court, on the
late Sixteenth century flowering of English letters, the picture
is drastically changed. Lven with regard to the propagandist
and utilitarian works with which Bhis study is concerned, it
is obvious that the affection and loyalty which writers felt
for their Queen and the commonwealth was often the basic mol.ve
for their writing to protect them.
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to him. It can safely be said that in the majority of cases
the motivating force behind the writing of a dedicatory
epistle came from the author and his desire for recognition
and reward, Having written his book he would select a patron

to whom he could address it., Philip Barrough makes this clear

in dedicating his The Method of Phisicke (1583) to Burghley:

The chiefest thing (Right Honorable and my singular good
Lord) that emboldeneth men to dedicate their labours vnto any
personage, is the affinitie betweene the matter of the worke,
which they offer, and the minde of him to whom it is presented
65180 *ii).

Thomas Lupton draws attention to the came idea in nis epistle

to Burghley before The Second Park ... 0f Too Good to be True
(1581):

[My] Booke, ae it is not to be numbred among common giftes,
80 1 do not giue it as common giftes are giuen, For common
giuers appoint the receyuers of their giftes, before their
giftes be boughts: but I haue made my gifte before I appointed
the receyuer, And whereas they chuse a meete gifte for their
receyuer: I haue chosen a meete receauer for my gifte (sig.A3).

Occasionally however the Qrong patron was selected. As with

10 this

Creswell's dedication to Burghley or Parsons's to Essex
might be done purposely for a particular effect, but wmore

frequently it was the result of eheer stupidity on the aut:or's
part. The prime example of this is Stephen Gosson's dedication

of nis The Jchoole of Abuse (1579) to Sir Philip Sidney. This

attack on "poets ... pipers and such like caterpillers of a

comonweale” provoked sidney to write his Applozie for Poetry,

10. In 1594 Father Parsone embarra:sed Essex by dedicating to him
his Conference about the pnext Succession to the Crowne of
inglande.



Such a dedication as Gosson's provides decieive proof that
sometimes at least a dedicatee knew nothing of a book until

it appeared in print with his name at the front. Just how
frequently this occurred it is impossible now to say. Certainly
it was wiser to make sure beforehand that a dedicatee would
approve of what was offered him. &8penser makes thise clear in

a letter to Gabriel Harvey, to whom he remarks that it is "follie
not to regarde aforehande the inclination and qualitie of him

to whome wee dedicate oure Bookes."l1

The available evidence seems to point to the conclusion
that a writer normally mede a formal presentation of a printed
copy of hie book to its dedicatee (sometimes as a New Year's
gift). The picture of George Gascoigne offering his Hemoctes

the Heremyte to the Queen is well known; so is that section of

Dekker's Lanthorne and Candlelight in which the '"falconers"

prepare second-hand and worthless volumes to present to gullible
gentry, who, by the separate printing of their several names at
the beginning of the dedications of otherwise identical copies,

are tricked into believing themselves patrons of the entire

edition.la- In his "Eupolemin"15 Richard Robineon gives another

11. Elisabethan Critical Famsavas, ed.G.Gregory Smith (1904), vol.I,
p.89.

12. The extreme scarcity of books with variant dedicatees (of the
same dedicatory epistles in the same edition) suggests that
this was an uncomwon practice. On the other hand Archbishop
Warham could suspect even so eminent a scholar as Erasmus of
offering him a book which had previously been dedicated else-
where (see H.W.Garrod, "Erasmus and his English Patrons", The
Library, fifth series, IV (1949-80), pp.1-13).

13. Robinson's manuscript is printed by George McGill Vogt, "Richar
Robinson's 'Eupolemia'", Studies in Philology, XXI (1924),
pp.629=-648,



vivid picture of how a writer made his patron aware of a
dedication. He describes himself presenting his books to
various noblcmen, and receiving from them rewards varying from

a few shillings to three pounds. His dedication to the W[ueen

of A _Thixd Proceeding of tiic harmonie of King Dauids larpe
(translated from Stringelius) was received with less generosity.
ile presented the copy to the Queen as she left her chapel on

& Sunday morning, and was graciously thanked, though informed

by the taster of Requests that since the Queen had not set him
to work, she would give him no reward., Sir Thomas Egerton, when

Robinson presented him with A _Fourth rroceeding, was not even

gracious: '"He answered me ... I should have made him privy to
yt, before I had dedicated yt wvnto him".lh But Robinson had
already committed himself to print, and it appears that all
surviving copies of the Third and Fourth Proceeding tear

dedications to the Queen and Egerton respectively.

{

Sometimes tnen, perhaps neaq& alwvays, a dedicatee knew
nothing of a bookx until the printed copy appeared before him.
A dedicatory epistle itself will occasionally make it obvious that
the book had been printed before the dedication was written. Thuse
in dedicating hic transiation of The Prouerbes of .. Sir Iares
Lopez de Mendoza (1579) to Burghley, Barnabe Googe writes:

14. Vogt, "Eupolemia®, p.bii,



- 12 -

As ror such faults as haue passed, as well in the title as
in the notes, being as they were coumitted in my absence, &
without my knowledge, I trust your lordship wil discharge me
of the blame (sig.*3).

(But such a remark of course only shows that the book was
printed before the epistle was written - the possibility remains
that Burghley knew all about the book long before it even reached

the printer's.)

There is evidence then, sometimes clear, sometimes dubious,
that a dedication might appear in print without the recipient's
knowing anything about it. On the other hand it can occasionally
be snown that a patron saw a book in unanu.cript before it was
committed to the printer. HNowell's Latechisuus (1570) was
dedicated in manuscript to Burghley (or Sir william Cecil as he
then was) seven years before it was printed, and wher it finally
appeared the dedication had, with Cecil's ap,ruval, been changed.
wWilliam Whitaker, dedicating to Burghley nis Agswere to s Certeine
Booke (1535), writes:

This my labour I offer to your Honors good acceptat.oua,
humblie beseeching you, that I may publish it vnder the safegard
of your honorable protection {(8ig.AS5).

Perhaps Burrhley first read these words in a letter accompanying
the manuscript of the whole work. An even more striking example
is provided by Thomas Danett, who decli.ras, in dedicating to
Burghley his translation of [he Historae oi 2hilip de Comminegn

(15}\)) . ihat
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It is now, R. Honorable, thirty yeerea =ince I prescnted
to your L. and the late Earle of Leicester ... the historie
of Coumine. rudely translated (sig.A2).

He has now, ie writes, been persuaded to nave the work printed,
and dedicates it to Burghley by "rigat of suruiuor', But these
are special cases; the writers were well known to Burghley, and
whitacer at least wrote under his direction. The hypothesis

that pnany ded.cations came to him as an unlooked for (and perhaps

indifferently received) surprise remains tenable.

On & patron's reaction on receiving a dedication there is
very little evidence. Robinson's "Bupolemia" is an unsatisfactory
source, since no-one can have been much delighted by the obsequious
atteations of a mercenary uand distinctly boring hack translator.
A prompt payment, very rarely generous, sometimes insulting, or
a neatly delivered suub, bear witness to the anxiety of his
dedicatees to be rid of their suitor, and their frequent indifference
to what was offered them., But there must have becn many occasions
on wli.ch a dedicatee was picased cr flattered by an author’'s
offering. Gelding's translations of the classic., the moral tracts
presented by Fernton or VWulton, the works in answer to "Campicn
the seditious Jesuit", to these, one zay be sure, burghley was
celi o hted to stand patron., The patronage system, when it worked
properly, benefited toth sides: the patron was pleased by the
books inseribed to him, and the author hau the prestige of his
works increased, and his career advanced. Z“hough sometires no
more than verbiose flattery, a dedication was by no means always

meaningless. Behind a style which can oftun obscure its meaning,
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the dedicatory epistle is frequently a testimony to & mutually

profitable relationship.

It has already been mentioned that variant dedications in
difrerent copies of the same edition of any book are extremely
rare. 0 instance is known o! this occurring in books dedicated
to Burghley. On the other hand a change of dedicatee in a later
edition of a work is by no means uncommon, and a great many
examples curvive. The usual cause of change was the death of
the original dedicatee, and there are some examples of later
editione of books originally dedicated to Burghley being offered
to other patrons. But this did not always hap.en, though it
seers probable that it was & more frequent occurrence if the

author wag still alive to write another e, istle.

The form of the Elizabethan epicstle dedicutory remains to
be coansidered. 7Tre conventions were flexible but relatively
permanent; tney betray ceveral easily recognized featurec. The
most obvicus 1s t'.e flattery with which the dedicatee ia adurecced,
and the crawling humility witi: which tne writer :peaks of himself,
John Marbecke beges Burghley's "fauouratle inclmnation ... towards

15

80 simple a worrme as I an", whiie George witner refers to his
bock as a "sim;le, sily 1abour".16 But the tone o: flattery is an
integral element in the whole busine_s of dedicating books. A

writer in an acutely class=-corn. €Clouusg cocCiety adurec._.ug & yreat

. R
y Gearcution, &xgenl) .

16. Ap #.8.v. for Laye-umen, dedication, eig.AZv.
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lord to whom he was trying to suggest himself as worthy of
advanceme.t, was almost bound to grovel to seme extent. And
to such a man as Burghley, for so long at the centre of the
Elizabethan government, the flattery may not alwaye have been

insincere.

Dedicating his View of the targinal Notes of the Popish
Testament (1588) to Archbishop wWhitgift, George wither writes:

It ie the manner, vce and custome of all that set foorth
any thing to be seen and read of others, to set downe some
reasons that mooued them to teke such paine, and to publish
their labors (sig.A2).

He here outlines one of the main functions of the dedicatory
epistle. This can often be seen to fall into a number of
distinct sections. It usually opens with a tflowery and fulsome
address to the patron, and ends, especiuslly in religious books,
with a prayer for his safety. Between the two one finda the
author declarin, his motives for writing and for feceling :is

work was suitable to be offered to his deuicatee. Sonetimes too
one finds some biographical details, perhaps of previous
connectione with the dedicatee. Many writers try to find excuses
for having published their work at all. Tne claim that they have
been persuaded by friends to doZis very comuon, and sometimes
surreptitious printing or delivery of a xanuccrigt to the printer
without the writer's knowled,e is offered as an excuse, not
always of course insincerely. Many writers, particularly
translators of religious works by continental divines (above all

Calvin), while deyrecating their own translations, assert tne
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immense value of the work they ofier and half sui:.est that the
dadicatee will fail in his duty to hie religion and to his
country if he neglects to protect the book (and incidentally

to reward ite translator). This is indeed the only bait which
the writer of a dedicatory epistle cun offer, and the suggestion
that a dedicatee will serve Queen and country by his patronage,
and at the sa.e tiwe gain an imwortal reputation, is thus

frequently to be found in epistles.

-0 much for the basic ingredients of the dedicatory epistle,
and the background against which this study of Bur:hley's literary
patronage has to be seen, The position of Lord Burghley himeelf,
in .articular in the context of his patronage of literature, now
has to be considered. A detailed biography of Burghley wouid be

17 william

inappropriate here; the barest outline will suffice.
Cecil was born in 1520 and educated at Grantham and .ta.sford
schools, before matriculating at 5t. John's College, Cambridge,
where he was influenced by Protestant humanist scholership. :e
left the university without taking his degree and was subszequently
a student at Gray's Inn. He first entered government service as
a member of the household staff of the Protector Somerset. He
mana ed to avoid getting too involved in the fall of Somerset,
17. The most thorough and penetrating, as well as the most recent,
biograyny of -uryhley, is provided by the twc volumes of

Conyere Read: zak (1+,%) and

Lord Burghley und Queen Elizabeth (1960). Most of the

“ioyraphical information on Burghley in thic study is baced
on Read.
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and when Northumberluand took over the re{!gs of power Cecil
rose to even greater prominence. In 1550 he was appointed one
of the principal secretaries, and the following year he was
knighted. The accession of Mary might have been disastrous

to him had he not once again managed to dissociate himself

from the falling Protector at the op.ortune moment. Although
his education had made him a convinced Frotestant he conformed
under the Cathollic Queen, though he had to retire {rom public
1ife. He must have remained in close contact with the Princess
Elizabeth during Mary's reirn, for on her accession she had no
hesitation in immediately appointing him her i‘rincipal Secresary.

Her words on that occasion might have been pro;netic:

This judgment I have of you, that you will not be corrupted
by any manner of gift and tiat you will be faithful to tue state;
and that without res;ect of uy private willi you will pyive ue that
counsel which you think best.l

Cecil served faithfully for the next forty years: until 1572

as .ecretary, thereafter, until his death in 1,58, as Lord
Treasurer. In 1571 he wae raiced to t:ie peerage as Lord Burghley
(his family home being at iurghley in lNorthamptonshire, just out-
side Stamford). A few months later he reccived a garter kni hthood.
Throughout this long period the ueen's confidence in him was
unwavering for all but the few weeirs o!f real or pretended anger
after the execution of Mary Queen of Scots in 1587 (an event

which had been hastened through by the Privy Council under

15. Quoted in Read, Cecil, p.119.
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Burghley's leadership.) Burghley was never a courtier in the

fashion of Leicester, but rather a civil servant, an administrator

of minute care, a statesman whose ideals for the safety of England
and the Queen guided everything he did in his public life. His
career from his first entry into government service in 1548 shows
him consistently loyal to the legitimate and effective government.
Peace, order, stability, these were the objects of his administration
at a time when extremists of many sorts, especially religious
zealots, were struggling to impose their demands on the country,

Cecil tried constantly and successfully to steer a middle course:

The only faithfull watchman of this Realme.19
That in all tempestes never quit the helme.

His ideals were sometimes higher than his methods, and his opponents
accused him of subtlety. cunning and unscrupulousness. But he

kept throughout his life his (ynswerving loyalty to the State, and
through his calm and prudent policy, his careful use of the Queen's
inadequate financial resources, and his astute handling of his
mistress, he was able to guide the country through the crises of
the early part of the reign to a unity and strength which in 1558

could never have been foreseen.

Cecil's personal character is liitle mentioned in discussions
of his public career. Indeed he seems to have been a man who kept
personal considerations and public businessapart. Frudence, cool
judgment and adroitness in the handling of men and affairs seem

to have been his main characteristics. Beneath the hostility of

19. The couplet is from Ben deéu“.s "Epigram on William Lord

Burleigh™, Works, ed. Herford and Simpson, vol.VIII,p.l%5.
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lord Macaulay's brilliant sketch, these are the qualities which

one discerns:

He paid great attention to the interests of the state, and
great attention also to the interest of his own family. He
never deserted hic friends till it was very inconvenient to
stand by them, was an excellent Frotestant whenm it was not
very advantageous to be a Papist, recoamended a tolerant
pelicy to his nmistress as long as he could recommend it
without hagzerding her favour, never put to the rack any person
from whom it did not seen probable thut useful inforuation
might be derived, and was so moderate in his desires that he
left only three hundred distinct landed estates, though he
eisht, as his honest servant ascures us, heve left much more,
"if he would have taken money out of the Exchequer for his
own uce, as many Treasurers before have done,.'20

John Chapham, who lived as Burghley's servant for several years,
and subsequently compiled a brief histery of Elizabeth's rei;n,
wrote of the same qualities deccribed by Macaulay, though with

a different interpretation:

He was ofawell tcuzpered cometitution o: body, of stature
ratier comely than tall, in countenance grave but without
autnority; toward his equals ir degrec courtecus and res,ectful,
yet not neglecting the reputatioin of his place; of t.e popular
sort neither a servile pleaser nor a careless conu@aner. guick
ne was of conceit, of a ready dispatch, and o¢f a ,reat memory;
making use oi present occasions for the public good, and provident
in preventing inconveniences even afar off. ... Formalities and
vain shows for ostentation, wherecf/true worthiness hath always
least need, he lictle regarded. Such ..atters ac he undertook,
either for the ;ood of the state or for hi: own private advantage,
he chose to accomplish fatner by patience in waiting opportunities
than by open show of authority, or presuc;.tion of the Prince's
favor. Yet wanted he not courage in a good cause when time and
vlace required it, and to a bad he was not easily to be drawn
either for fear c¢r affection. True anc faitiiul he was of his
word; more ready to perform than to promicze; no upbraider of
benefits Lestowed and in & word, to speck truly of him, he was
more cesirous to do gocd than to be seen to do it. During the

U, u8urleigh and his Times" (April 1532), in Lord jlacaulay's

vgeays and Lavs of Ancient Rome (edition of 1390), pp.222-23C.
quotation frum pe.22h.



time that he was Principal Secretary, as I have heard it
reported, he carried himeelf go temperately, as he Eildom
showed any outward sign of anger or discontentment.

Principal Secretary and later Lord Treasurer, Privy
Counsellor and administrator, these were the main offices of
William Cecil. But two relatively minor poste were also
important. In 1561 Cecil was appointed to the Mastership of
the Court of Wards.az lle was a diligent master, and by his
efforts in searching out undeclared wardships greatly increased
the number at the disposal (for sale or grant) of the Crown.

He also acted as guardian to several of the more important wards,
among them Lord Wharton, the seventeenth Earl of Oxford, the
Earl of Burrey, the third and fifth earls of Rutland, the Farl
of Essex, the Earl of Southampton, and Lord Zouche. These
wardships were probably granted to him directly by the Queen,
and though it seems that Burghley received rather few wardshipe
considering his long period as Master, those he did control
probably brousht him enormous profit. As Hurstfield points out,

”23

"Burghley was interested in quality -~ not quantity. Burghley's

enemies frequently accused him of lining his own pockets through

his Mastership of the Court of Wards, and even John Clapham, in

2l. John Clapham, "Certain Ubservations concerning the Lile and
Reign of queen Llizabeth", in Elizabeth of Ep:iland, ed. Evelyn
and Conyers Read (1951), pp.79-00,

22. Burghley's work as Master of the Court of ‘‘ardes is described
by Joel Hurstfield, The uecen's wards (1958), pp.24l-202,

23. The Queen'siAcds, p.249.
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his otherwise eulogistic biography, writes:

After Sir Thomas Parry's death, he was mude Master of the
wards and lLiveries, by means whereof he grew rich, and ofttimes
gratéiied his friends and servants that depended and waited on
him.

Certainly, though the number of wardships was greatly increased
during Elizabeth's reign, the profits to the Crown showed a
considerable fall. Nevertheless, Hurstfield's minute investigatio:
reveal no evidence to explain Burghley's vast wealth (revealed
above all in his great building operations at Theobalds and
Burghley, and in uis frequent and lavish entertainment of the
Queen, entirely on the basis of i.nc private profits from the sale
of wardships. But there is some evidence to show that he
occasionally accepted gifts from would-be purchasers of wardshi; s.
As Hurstfield points out, "Burghley found the Tudor system of
perquieites and gifts at hand when he took office, and he did not
change it throughout his long period of sarvice."25 Hurstfield
proves from surviving records that in some years at least Burghley
became more than £2,000 the richer from unofficial profits
accruing from the sale of wardships. But such a figure would
hardly match his expenditure for one month, and whether this was
indeed the main source of Burshley': wealth will probably never

be knoﬁn. It is hardly a topic on which one can expect detailed

documentation.

2k, Eligabeth of Eni.aud, pe7>.
25. The (ueen's Warda, p.2ol.
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Burghley's mastership of the Court of Wards, then, aay
possibly have provided him with wealth which, had ne wished,
might have been used in literary patronage. It had a more
direct effect on his patronage in another way: one of his wards
was Arthur Hall, whose translation of part of Homer's Iliad
was dedicated to Burghley's son Thomas Cecil, while Oxford's
uncle Arthur Golding, who lived with his nephew at Cecil House
in the itrand for several years, dedicated four of nis translatione

to Burghley.

Far more important (as far as literary patronage is concerned)
than Burghley's Mastership of the Court of wards, was his
Chancellorship of Cambridge University. He was installed as
Chancellor on 21lst February 1559, and held the office untii his
death. The month after taking office he was called upon to
intervene in the first university dispute of his Chancellorship,
During the next forty years he must have settled (or attempted to
settle) hundreds of disputes, important and petty, civil and
ecclesiastical, wiiich broke out with monotonous regularity in
Elizabethan Cambridge.26 Hardly a week went by without some

a,peal or other from the university to its Chancellor;27 in

26. H.C. Porter, heformation and Keact.ion in Tudor Cambridge (195-)

gives a most readable account of tve controver. .es in sixteenth

century Cambridge, with frequent attention to Burghley's part
in thenmn.

27. Some idea of the significance of Burghiey's dealinys with the
university may be gained from the two volume:.. of Heywood and

The earlier part of ti.ic work consists al-.ost entircly of

transcriptions frouw the Langdowne jianuscrinptc, éreat collection
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short, as a former Cambridge man himself, and as Chancellor

of the university for almost forty years, Cecil was always

in close touch with university life. "Any study of Elizabethan
Cambridge,” writes H.C. Porter, "must bear witnese to his moderate,
wise and unselfish guidance."28 This 1s reflected ipn his literary
patronage: of the thirty-one writers who dedicated religious books
to him, fifteen had been educated at Cambridge (a. against nine

at Oxrord), and these include almost all those to whom Burghley
afforded any real patronage. Burghley's Chancellorship of Cambridg
was by no means a sinecure; on the contrary it was a heavy
responsibility which caused him much anxiety, and on several
occasions he expressed a desire to resign. In 1502 it seems that
he almost did so. But if the dedications of learned books brcught

him any consolation, he might have come to regard his Chancellor-

ship with fewer misgivings.

Burghley's connections with echolarship were not confined
to the contaats he made through hias Chancellorsuip of Cambriage.
He numbered among his friends such famous humanist scholars as
oir John Cheke, Roger Ascham and Sir Thomas Smith. He had himself
a complete command of Latin and a deep interest in Greek. His
first wife, mother of Thomas Cecil, later bBarl of Exeter, was the
sister of John Chekej} Cecil married her in Cambridge in 1541. She
died some two years later, and in 1545 Cecil married Mildred Cooke,

one of the famously learned daughters of Sir Anthony Cooke of Gidea

28. Reformation and Reaction, p.11l3.
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Hall. She wae described by Roger Ascham as one of the two
t:;c learned women in England - the other being Lady Jane Grey.
fildred's son Robert Cecil followed in his father's footsteps,
and later became Principal Secretary and Earl of Salisbury.
Mildred's knowledge of Greek apparently rivalled her husband's.

An unknown bhographer of Cecil, who lived for many years as a

menber of his househo#d, writes of her taus:

She was excellently learned: her Perfection in the Greek
being so greate, as she translated a Peece of Curisostome,
out of Graske into Englishe.

Of Burghley himself he writes:
His diligent studie was also such, as, besides his exquisite

Knowledge in the (G » he was not meanely se¢ne in all osher
manner of Lerninge.

Further testimony to Burghley's love of scholarship is
provided by the contents of hie library. The evidence for this is
scattered and various. Books with his signature or armorial
binding stamp have been found in several libraries; many of the
books at present at Hatfield Houce must have belonged to Burghley,
and a library list dated 2oth January 1614 (i.e. 1014/15) of the
books then at salisbury Hcuse (and wost of them now at Hatfield)
also gives & picture of itne reading habits of William Cecil

and his son; finally, & ninety page ssle catalogue of 16057 claims

29. This anonymous biography, the manuscript of which is now lost,

is printed in Degiderata Curiocs, ed. Franci. Pecx (1732), vol.
PP.1-66. The above quotations are respectively from pp.7 & 5.
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to contain '"the wmain part of the library of that famous

30

secretary william Cecil, Lord Burghley. The 1667 catalogue

is an unsatisfactory source in several ways, chiefly of course
because there is no way of differentiating between books from
Buryiuley's library and books from @lsewhere. Tue 1615 library
catalogue is similarly frustrating, since many of the bvooks may
nave been added by Robert Cecil. Even the books printed before
1598 mentioned in either catalo,ue may well have never tclon. ed
to Burghley. Nevertheless, both convey a similar impression of
the literary tastes of the man who owned the book: they mention,

while the book:s which Burighley i: known to nave posiesszed are all

30. The compilation of a list of books belonggng to Lord
Burghley has been made possible by the kindness of
sBeveral librariens. Lists of books known to have been
Burghley's were provided by the following: A.F. Allison
(British Muceum); G. Lee (St. John's College, Cambridge);
F.C. Morgan (Hereford Cathedral); Paul Morgan (Bodleian
and several Oxford Colleges); J.C.T. Uates (Cambrid.e
University Library). fiiss Clare Talbot, the librarian
at Hatfield liouse, kindly supplied a transcript of the
1615 library catalogue, and permitted an inspection of
the original, as well as of the catalogue of book:i now
at latfield. She also drew attention to several books
at Hatfield which bear Burghley's signature, and pointed
out that Burghley's books now at Hatfield almost certainly
came from Theobalds. What happenged to the library at
Cecil House in the Strand is not clear. It was begueathed to
Thomas Cecil, and may now be at Lurghley House. Tihe Marquecc
of Exeter is at present engageu on a thorough survey of the
muninents at Burghley, but books may not be checked for
several years. On the other hand it may well be that the
books bequeathed to Thomas Cecil were cold in 1087, Tie
sale catalogue, issued by Bentley and Walford, is entitled

WWW
in quavis lingua & facultate insienium, It lists 390

manuscripts, and approximately 3,500 printed books, many
of them post-1598.
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of a similar type. From the combined evidence of these lists,
as well as an account which Cecil kept with a London bookseller

31

in 1554-5%, some general conclusions about Burghley's reading

habites may be drawn.

The most obvious is that his overwhelming interest was in
books in Latin. None of the books with his signature or armorial
bindiny stamp, and only a small proportion of pre-1598 works in
the later licsts, are in English. The Greek and Latin classics
form by far the most prominent section in all the lists, with the
works of continental Protectant divines also numerous. Such
English theoclogians as Jewel, Humphrey and Whitaker appear in the
later lists. The Early Christian Fathers are strongly reprecented
in editione frequently listed as "opera omnia'". There is an
extraordinary number of Latin Kibles in both the later catalogues.
Scientific and judicial treatises in Latin are mentioned in many
of the list:. History, one gathers, was another subject which
attracted Burghley, though this too he preferred to read in Latin.
The 1687 sale catalogue lists 210 volumes in Greek, &1l but twelve
of them printed before 1590. This surely represents one of
Bur;hley's consuring interest:. In both the lol, and 1657 catalo:u
pre-1598 works in languages otrer than Grec. or Latin are about
equally divided into English, French and Ital.ian, with a few Spanis
Their subject matter ic closely akin to that o1 the Latin works,
except that the ancient classics do not ap,ear - Burgnley obviously

preferred to read these in the original. fre=-1598 worke in knglish

31. wWuoted by Read, Cecil, p.ll4. The original is in Salisbuly M3k,
exliii, 9.
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in the 1687 catalogue for example, comprise twenty-nine religious
works, ten legal, eight historical and geographical, four scieuiific
and six miscellaneous, including works on war, armoury etc, It
should be emphasised that the number of works in knglish is
extremely small, and that what we should now call 'Elizabethan
Literature' is not represented by any volume in any of the lists.
Burghley's constant watch on the Catholic opponents of his
government is indicated by the mention in both the 1ol and 16&7
catalogues ot works (in English and Latin) by English Catholic

refugees,

8o far as books dedicated to Burghley are concerned these
lists estabiish some interesting facts. Of the eight-five works
dedicated t. him, Burghley's ownership o: only one gan be proved:
the Hatfield copy of Whitaker's Resgauaio to sander (15:3) has

32 On the other hand,

Burghley'e sipnature on the title-page.
twenty-seven of the books dedicated to him may well once have been
in Zurgi:ley's possession: thirteen are listed in the 1687 sale
catalogue, and fourteen ot:ers are now at Hatfield. (Soue twelve
of the latter are mentioned in the 1015 list.) If the practice of
an author's presenting a copy of his book to his dedicatee was as
widespread as is supposed, then many of the books which Burghley

received must have been lost since., Perhaps he was not interested

enough to take care of them himself. Certainly those which remain

32. The Hatfield copy of John Baret's gluearig (1573) is inscribed
"W. Burghley for my son Robert Cecill." It is also autographed
"Robert Cecyll'". There is no positive evidence to show that
Burghley ever posse.ced any of the other books dedicated to

him.
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contain an unusually high proportion of Latin titles - nineteen

of the twenty-seven.

33

wWhen one coneiders that he was dedicatee

of only twenty-eight works in Latin altogether, the fact that

nineteen appear in the seventeenth century catalogues is even

more remarkable. One wonders why two-thirds of t.e Latin books

presented to him (if indeed books were always presented to their

patron) should have survived, and only nine of the other fifty-

seven in English. The evidence points so stron;ly to Burghley's

great affection for books in the classical languages, that the

idea of the English books having been destroyed by excescive use

can safely be discounted. One may tentatively conclude that

Burghley kept the books he was interested in.

Burghley's literary tastes undoubtedly influenced the writers

who dedicated t..eir works to him. (ne wonders if they knew as

well as his household b.ographer that ne "never read any Bcogs or

9
Praiers, but in Lattin, Ereunch or Ifalian: very seldome in fupligh.'™

The

twenty-eight Latin books out of eignty-four dedicated to

Burghley make an interesting comparison with the figures for the

Earl oi Leicester, Chancellor of Uxiord. Of ninety-four works

dedicated to rim, only twenty-one are in Latin,

may

33.

3“.

35.

35 The difference

be coincidental, though Leicester's classical scholarship was

All eleven of the religious works in Latin dedicated to Burghle
are listed in either the 1lo0l5 or 1607 catalogue, although only
one religious worn in English (out of thirty-one reliricus book
in English dedicated to him) is mentioned in either,

Peck, I, p.55. Conyers Read also notes (Burghle¥., p.5354), that

Burghley “seems always to .ave preferred the Latin Bitle before
any English version.”

The figure is based on the iist of works dedicated to Leicester

in Rosenberg, Leigeuater Patron of letters, pp.35v-302.
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never one of his main claims to fame, whereas Burghley's tastes
smi- accorplishments in this field seem to have been well known,
Richard Reynoldes even went so far as to write a special epiatle

in Latin when dedicating an English book, A_Chronicle of all the
noble emperours of the Romaines (1571), to Burghley. HMany
dedications mention Burghley's interest in learning. The following
tribute from Jargaret Ascham's dedication to ThLe _Scholemagter may

represent them all:

Well remembring how much all good learnln; oweth vnto you for
defece thereof, as the Vniuersivie of Cabridbe. of which my said
late husband was a member, haue in choosing you tneir_worthy
Chauncellor acknowledged, and how happily you haue spot your time
in such studies & carted the vse therof to the right end, to the
good seruice of the Queenes Maiestie and your eontrey to all our
benefites ... (sig.*ii).

In other ways too, Burghley's liter.ry tastes ss 1indicated
in the contents of his library seem to nave influenced those
oifering their worka to hiwm. Almost hall the works dedicated to
Burghley (forty-two out of eighty-five, are religious. (The term
is ueed to include a few works of moral didacticiea of a Curistian
tvie.,) The remainder fall into groups similar to others menticned
in discuseing the contents of hie library: Zurghley's interest in
history is witnesced by twelve deuications of historical and
geographical books; there are ei,ut scientific works, matheratical
and meuical, ~octly in Latin; classical scholarship is reprecented
by three dictionaries of the classical tongues (including Tromas
Thomas's Dictionarium (15:8?), which went through ten editions befo!
loku), five volumes of Latin poetry, a Latin treatise on the

classical poets, and five transletion. from the clacz.ics. FKRoger
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Aschan's The Schalenaster also belonge in this proup: the

dedication was undoubtedly the result of Cecil's friendship and
common classical interests with the great humanist scholar. The
miscellaneous group remaining includes William Damon's two books
of church music, three works on horticulture (Burghley's gardens
at Theobalds were reputed to be among the finest in Europe), and
two practical treatises ~ one on heraldry. the other on wine-
making. Among all the originad works dedicated to Burghley only
one can reasonably te classed with the imaginative literature of
the period. Puttenham's The Arte of Epnglish Poesgie was dedicated
to him in 15:9 with an apology for offering such a sdender trifle

so out of keeping with Burghley's years and position,

Burghley's patronage then seems to have been confined almost
entirely to works of learning or for the benefit of the State, In
two fields his patronage was active. In the 1560's a group of
scholars, including Arthur Golding, Barnabe Googe and Arthur Hall,
were living at Cecil House in the sStrand, and producing translation:
of classical and modern Latin works. Burghley undoubtedly encours; e«
their work, and almost certainly suggested Golding's 15ub
tranclntion of Caesar's Commentacies. Later in the reign he played
an iw ortant part in anti-Jesuit propaganda of the 1580's, and
himself published a pamphlet in jestiiication 6f the execution

36

cf Campion. Hie part in thies campaipgn bears witness to that

36. (e¢e Chapter Three below. Burililey played an active part in
official propaganda throughout the reign, thou;h mokt of his
pubtlished efforts are in the rorm of government proclamations.

essesescontinued.
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faith in the power of the printed word which he kept throughout

his life.

Apart from the translators and the anti-Jesuits, few writers
enjoyed Burghley's active encoura%?ent in the business ¢f producing
books. He appears to have given some help to both John Morden and
William Camden in their historical and geographical studies, and
his employment of John Gerard as gardener for wany years made
possible the greatest of klizabethan herbals, as well as a
comprehencive catalo jue of trees. For the most part however,
Burghley's assistance to writers was given in arcas cutside their
literary activities. His patronage in fact was expressed in the

preferment of some ol the writeras who sought his aid:

For he intirely loved Lerning & lerned hen, whowe he ever
helu in Reverence and Regard: Ever using all his Credig?&
Authority to releve & advance Men of Lerning & Desert.

Des.ite his great wealth, ali the evidence suggests that Burghley

was a far from generous man. Lord Macaulay empha.ises tuis:

His recorded maxims ... are indeed, neatly expressed rcasggs
for exacting money rigorously, and for keeping it carefully.

John Clapham explains it thus:

Continuation of Fgotnote 3G.
Conyers fead's essay "william Cecil and Elizatethan Puuiic
Relations", Elizabethan Government and Society: Essave
W (1961}, pp.2l-55, shows Burghley

drafting a considerable number of pamphlets in support of the
government'c policies at various crises duriiug tne reign,
though very few of these saw print. He alsc prompted Bishop
Jewel's Apolcrie (1562), the first printed justiiicution of
the Anglican smettlement.

}70 PQCk’ I' p.}“.
38, 'Burleich and nis Times" (ed.1¢90), p.223.
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To his kindred Cecil was not altogether so liberal as many
timecs they expected, either for that he imagined they did presume
of his favor in accounting as duty whatsoever he did bestow upon
them, or else, that the world might know that in bestowing benefits
he respected more the merit of the receiver than proximity of blood
or private inducement,

The fact remains however that even "merit" was not enough to inspire
largesse in Cecil: William whitaker, whose six dedications to
Burghley o.tnumber those of any other writer, and some of whose
anti-Catholiec tracts were written at Burghley's instigation, died

in great poverty.

To "advance Men of Lerning" was Cecil's way of expresassing
his ap_.roval of books dedicated to him. To none of the religious
writere with whiech thie study ic concerned can he be shown to
have made any financial gift, but many of them were grateful to
him for help in their careers. Henry Dethick, Hadrian Saravia,
Laurence Humphrey and John Wolton he preferred to church livings;
Geoffrey Fenton, Barnabe Googe, Edward Hoby, Raphe Robinson and
George ~hetstone were all employed in government service turough
his intercession; while William Whitaker certainly, and Rotert
Sogije possibly, owed their masterships of Cambridge colleges to
Burghley's good offices. In an age of religious intolerance and
doctrinal argument however, protection could be as valuable as
active patronage, especially for those who deviated from the

middle way of Anglicanism. Among those of Puritan leanings who

had reason to thank Burghley for protecting them from the episcopal

39. Rlizabeth of Encland, p.3h4.
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power were Laurence Humphrey, Hugh Broughton, George Wither,

Henry Smith and George Giiford. Burunliey even made a belated
atte.pt to save tne congregationaliste Barrow and Greenwcod from
execution, and his assistance to Rcbert Browne, the founder of
Elizabethan Separatism, was probably decisive in saving trat
hot-headed young man from the gallows. Burghley in fact exercised
his patronage in a typically Elizabethan manner: the granting of
annuities and the bestowing of generosity, so often emphasised

in studies of patronage, were probably exce tional,

As cusancellor of the University of Cambridge cecil was bound
to attract dedications frow scholars anxious to find advancement
in the University or in the service of <..urch or sState. His
political oifices gave hix iwmmense vower in the lisposal of royal
patronage. W.T.MacCafircey nas written: "Ho one enjoyed the
confidence of the sovereign in so large a measure as Burghley, and
Bo one was so well placed to guide thc flow of patronage."
~aclalfrey shows Burghley's influence i:: the choice of officials
in the household, in the regional couvcils, in the ordnance and
in the army. He was involveu in the appointment of sergeants-at-
law and J.P.'s, and writes ‘acCaffrey "in the appoint.ent of
bishceps his cholce was cecisive." It must have been in the hope
of securing the surt .f patronage which Burghley could offer that

many of the dedicator: epistles to him were writien,

40, "Place and Patronage in Elizabethan Politics", Lgsays

Bresented to Sir .John Nealg, p.1l09.
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It has already been shown that one occasionally gets a hint
of Burghley's promoting a book during or before its composition.
But it is almost impossible to come to any conclusions about his
acquaintance with most of the books dedicated to him before they
appeared in print. One line of investigation might be of assistance
here: several works dedicated to Burghley carry some part of his
arms, either on the title-page, the verso of the title-page,
comprised in the initial letter of the dedication, or at the end
of the dedication., Bossewell's Workes of Armorie, dedicated to
Burghley in 1572,is a special case, with the Burghley achievement
as one of a great many textual illustrations. Since it is scareely
to be supposed that each Elizabethan printer had at hand a black
bearing the arms of every nobleman to whom boons were likely to dbe
dedicated, a careful study of the arms in bvooks dedicated to
Bur hley appeared worthwhile, Burghley is known to have kept an
armsorial stamp for the binding of books, and it seemed poscible
that he also kept blocks of his crest and armorial achieverent which

he might loan to printers for books dedicated to Lirm,

In all, twenty-five of the eighty-five books dedicated to
Bur hley bear his arms. Four of these can be dismissed at once
as ol no value for this study. The elaborate title-—uge of Baret's
Aluearie (1573), with Burghley's crest in tne lower centre, was
obviously prepared specially by the printer lor tast booke It
was used again in Thomas Danett's translation of The Historije of

Bhilip de Commines (1596), dedicated to Buryhley, and then, still



with the Burghley crest, in the .«onymous H.gtorie of Frange
(1595),“1 dedicated to the Countess of Warwick, and in Robert
Jones's Second oooke of songa and avres (16.1), dedicated to
Henry Leonard. Sir Thomas Chaloner's Da Kepublic Anglorux,

dedicated to Burghley in 1579, has, around an engraved portrait
of Sir Thomas, several shields, including Burghley's., The whole
decoration was obviously specially prepared for the book. The
same applies to an elaborate initial 'B', encircling Burghley's

shield, crest and motto, which beginsg Richard Grafton's dedication
to Burghley of his Chronicle at Large (1569).

When these three examples (in four books) have been left
aside, some interesting facts emerge from the remaining twenty-
one books which have Burghley's arms. Eleven have his full
armorial achievement (nearly always on the verso of the title-page),
nine his crest and one both crest and achievement. Investigation
has shown that four distinct blacks were used for the achievements
and two for the crests. The achievements (called types 'A' to 'D')
are illustrated on pages 36 to 39. The books in which they occur
are listed below, each with their printers. The cri:sts similarly
illustrated, and called Types 'I' and 'II', are on pages 40 and
4. The evidence revealed by these lists and illustrations almost
certainly proves that it was the printers and not Buryxhley who
provided the blocks for these armorial decorations. It is impossible
to be certain, but several factors poiunt to this conclusion. One
is that hardly an: of the writers closely patronised by Burghley

use his arms in their books - the works of Whitaker, Golding,

41. sTC 11276,
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Measurements: Height »t centre: 152 mm. mexiomum width 110 n~.
This appeers in the following:

i)Bossewell: orkes of trmorie(1572). (A texturl illustraticr on
folio 106.) Printed for Totell.

i1)Pelingenius, trenslated Googe: The Zodieke of Life(1576 - Only).
(verso T.P.) Printed bty Middleton for Newberie.

iii)Harvey: Crotul-tionum Valdinensium(1578). (Third bool, verso T.F.)
Printed by Binneman.

iv)lupton: Second Part of Too Goed to be True(1581). (Verso T.P. -
lacks motto.) Printed by Rinnemsn.
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Messuremerts: Height: 150 mm. wicth: 107 mm. Other small A fferences
from tvpe 'Y,

This appears only in the following:

Digees: flse, seu scalae methemstices(1573). (Verso T.P,)
Printed for Mersh.
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TYFE 'C°,

!
VMLVIA VHA. )

Measurements: Height 117 mm. width: 75 mm.

This appesrs in the following:

i1)willes: Poematum Liber(1573). (*fter dedication - sig.t7%.)

Trinted by Totell.

13 )Pulwells The Flower of Fame(1575). (Verso 7.P,) Printed by Hoskins.

444)7hithalk: Christisnee Fidei ... Compendiun(1575). (Verso T.P.)
Printed by Marsh,
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Measurements: Height: 130 mm. width: 110 mm.
This sappeers in the following:
i)Pemon: Former Book of Musick(1591). (Verso T.P. - all parts.)

Printed by ¥ste for willism ryrd.

1i)Demon: Second Book of Musick(1591). (Verso T.F. - all parts.)
Printed by Fste for william Byrd.

iii)Ger~rd: Catelogus Artorum(1596). (Verso T.P.) Printed by
Robinson.

iv)Gerard: The lerbal(15°7). (Verso T.P.) Printed by Bollifant
for Norton.
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TYPF *I°'.

Measurements: Diameter: 43 mm.

This appears in the following:

i)¥arbecke: Lyues of Holie Seinctes(1574). (On T.P,) Printed Yy
Denham end wetkins.

ii)Lopez de Mendoza, translated Googe: Prouerbes(1579).

(Verso T,P.) Printed by Watkins.

1ii)Guieciardini, trenslsted Danett: Deseription of the Low
Countries(1593). (Verso T.P.) Printed by Short for Chard.
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Camden, Henry Smith, Wither, Norden and many more appear without
them, Indeed it almost seems that the qualification for having
Bur. iley's arms in one's book was to be scarcely known to him,
(The exceptions are Barnate Googe aud Jouu Gerard.) Othner
points too are fgirly obvious. Lane block for tu- achievement
called Type 'A' was uite probably gpecially cut by Tottle,

witn many otner armorial Bllustrutions, tor Ju..ewell's pWorks

ef Argorie - the rirst book in whicn it appears. Other printers
who used it afterwards could well have borrowed it from Tottlo.ha
It is aleo interesting that Tottle was the first .r.nter to use
the block of achievement 'C' - perhaps he employed a specialist in
the cutting of blocks of this sort. Type 'B' i. so close to ‘'A'
that it must have been copied from it; tucre is only a sli,nt
difference in meazurczent and some minute differences in design
between the two. ue blocks lur Lhe creci. too were alisost
certainly produced by the printer. Iue c_rcular one called Type

'I' seems to have belonged to Watkins, and the square one, Ty.c *'II!
was oJrely Binneman's: it appears Jirst in one of his printings,

and 1& used by him on three subsequent occasicns. It is interesting
to note that on tihree ol the four occasiusns .n wiilich Binneman uses
this crest, he inserts it inteo the same ornate initial 'C' at the
42, A close examination shows that the letters of Burghley's motto

were separately added for eaclh book in whica the block was used,
Binneman appears to have forgotten to add them for Lupton's

Ihe Secopnd Part ... of Loo Good Lo befilrue, in which the

achievement appears without the motto.
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beginning of the dedication. One wonders whether he gave the

authors instructions to bepin their epistles with a 'C',

The evidence then strongly suggeats that the printers
prepared the blocks of Burghley's arms for printing in some of
the booke dedicated to him. Though many factors remain unaccounted
for, especially why some books have armorial decoration and others
do not, the hypothesis that it was Burghiey who loaned the block
to a printer seems untenable. Wwhether permission wae needed to
print a nobleman's arms does not appear. One would suspect that
it was. This uway suggest Burghley's approval of books which bear
his arms. Certainly there is nothing of whicih he mi. .t have
disapproved in any of them, though (with one or two exceptions)
neither is there in any of the bookes dedicated to him. It ls
reaarkuble that most of the books which do carry his arms apjeared
in the 1570's - seventeen (perhaps eighteen, since Dethici's
undated Qratig was probably printed about the saae tiﬁe as his
Feriae uagrae (1577)) out o!f ihe twenty-tive. Burghley's elevation
to the peerpge in :571 probably has some connection with th.is.
dut whether it wags Burghley's vanity wi:ich insisted that the new
ar.t to which he was entitled should be displayed, or whethur
printers and ot.ers were tryin; to flatter him, it is impossible
to decide, There seems to have been a renewed burst of enthusiasm
for Burghley's arms in the 1590's., Achievem;nt block 'D' first
appears then, the Aluearie title-page reappears after fwenty years,

and crest Type 'I' is used again after a lapse of fourteen years.
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To explain these and the many other problems raised by this
question would require a full #udy of klizabethan printers uaing
armorial decorations, and of their relations with each other and
with authors and patrons. But even from this brief survey it
Beems obvious that the printer was responsible for producing the
block, and that in Burghley's case at least, the presence or
absence of the dedicatee's arus is no argument for or against

his enthusiaem for the book, though it might suggest his approval

of the work before printing.

Since this study will be concerned with Burghley ac a patron
of religious writers, it may be worthwhile to try to place him
in the religious context of Elizabethan England. If one sees the
Elizabethan Church as a middle way between Rome and Geneva, with
the opposition on both sides sometimes more enthusiastic and self-
assertive than those at the centre, then one must imagine Burghley
doing his utmost for forty years to protect that middle way. He
had himself been largely responaible for the Church settlement of
1559.#3 He remained hostile to the Papists throughout the reign,
though his attitude was based more on fear of their political
danger than on any religious considerations.#u In public affairs

at least he seems always to have subordinated religion to political

expediency. Under Edward VI he followed the drastic Protestant

43, Cecil's part in the settlement of 1559 is discussed by Read,
gegil, pp.133-4,

44, Cecil's attitude to Catholicism is discussed in Chapter Taree
of this study.
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policy of Northumberland as emsily as he later kept to the middle
way of the Elizabethan Church. And though he lost his government
post under Mary, he certainly conformed to Catholicism during her
reign., There can be no doubt that with Ceecil political
considerations came first:; the safety oi the realm and of the
Tudor government were the objects of his policy throughout his
life., Th.s almost on the eve of the Jesuit misusion of 1505( he was
conducting negotiations for the marriage of the Queen to & Catholie
prince of .rance = with the hope of course, ¢i ensuring a Tudor

succession to the English throne.

Hostility to Rome on political grounds goes far towards a
complete explanation of Cecil's religious attitude. Clapham

writes of him that:

In matters of religion Cecil aiesented from the Papist and
the Puritan, disliking the superstition of the one and the
singularity of the other; holding the midway between both, as
a mean between two extremities.t )

But to keep the "mean" Cecil a, pears quite f;;quently to have
lent his weight t-> the Puritan side as a counter-balence to the
power of Catholics, This will be seen clearly cenouch in
considering the religious writers who dedicated their works to
him. Many of them received his acuistance in quarrels with the
bishops. But since most of the learned members of the clergy
during the early and middle years of Elizabeth's reign were in

favour of a further reformation on Genevan principl=., it was

45, Elizabeth of knzland, p.80.
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perhaps inevitable that a man who "intirely loved Lerning and
lerned Men' should give them his patronage. Nevertheless there
are hints that Cecil's private religious inclination was towards
Puritanism. The anonymous biographer records that he "most

precisely and duly observed his Exercise of Praier, Mornince

and j;‘.vcanin'ge","6 and the atmcsphere of his househo}d was undoubtedly

austere, precided over as it was by Mildred, that "tiresome

blue-stocking"” and "furious heretic', as two 0. tne Spanish

L7

aadassauors ¢iolled nor. The Presbyterian leader Walter Travers
was, for a short period after 1500, Burgnley's household chaplain,
and tutor to his son Robert. Burghley later secured him a
lectureship at the Temple Church, where his clasnes with Hooker

ultimately produced the latter's Ecclesiusiicall Politie. Traverc's

appointment as Frovost of Trinity College, Dublin in 1595 was also
48

gained turough Burghley's recommendation. But though Cecil
orivately befriended many Puritans, and though his whole attitude
to court life and entertainucnt (reflected iu the books which
writers found s.itable to dedicate to him) was auslere, he had
littie time for Puritans who threatened the Establisi ent which
he had so carefully guarded. This is seen most clearly in his

46. Peck’ I, p0450

47, Read, Cecil, p.35. Read here makes it clear that Mildred brought
a strong Puritan influence into Cecil's life, and points out
that men of Puritan leanings often sought her intercession for
favour or protection from her husband. i{.uriel St, Clare Byrne,
"The First Lady Burghley"”, National Revigw, ciii (1934), pp.
456-36%, in an account of Mildred's character, conveye the sunme
iapression of Puritaniem expressing itself in carefully planned
benefaction.

48, S.J.Knox, ialte ‘ ALE ) .
(1962), ¢ives an account of Travers 6 life and connections
with Bur.shlev,
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dealing with Cambridge disputes. Here he was quick to uphold
authority and good government against those who attempted to
disturb them, and even William Whitaker, for many years Burghley's
closest protége, almost lost the Chancellor's favour when he
arbitrarily expelled from his college a young man suapected of

I—"opel:‘y."9

One final point must be mentioned in connection with Burghley's
religious attitude. In 1984 Whitgift, recently appointed Arch-
bishop of Canterbury, formulated certain articles to test the
loyalty to the Established Church of ministere suspected of
Puritanism. iany were deprived, and several Privy Counsellors
voiced thelr objections. Burghley wrote to the Archbishop on
lst July, informing him that he had read the articles, and found

them

so curiously peanned, so full of branches, and circumstances,
as I tnink the Inquisitors of Spain use not so many guections to
comprehend and to trap their preye. 1 know your canonists can
defend these ... but surely under your Grace's correction this
judicial and canonical sifting ol poor ministers i: not to edify
or reform,

iow, my gocd Lord, bear with my scribbling ... I favour no
sensual and wilful recusants. But I conclude that, according to
my simple judgment, this kind of proceeding i: too much savouring
of the Romish inquisition, and is rather a device to seek for
of:endors than to reiur: any.ot

The letter ie iwmcortant in showing not Hurpnley's attachment to
Puritanism, but his concern for peace within the Establishment.

He later came to uee the wisdom of the Archbishop's aims, though

49, The 'Digby cace' is discussed by Porter, Reformation and
Reaction, pp.l85-6.

50. Quoted in P.M. Dawley, John Whit:ift and the Reformation (17-5),
p.l?O-
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he continued to dislike the High Commiciicn's method of

examining suspects under oath. But the affair is just one more
example of Burghley's overwhelming concern for the safety of the
Llizabethan Esteblishment which he did so much to create and to
preserve. The following chapters will indicate the recognition

of his .ork in tu.s sphere by a number of religious writers,
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Clinl Lol Ulvly

Tk wonae Ldady Vol oo sl

william Cecil was a pro.inent member of thne Lnglish
government from his appointurent to tne office of Friucirel
Secretary in 1550 until Lis deuth in 1,96e Tarou.nout tals
period, apart iroam the five ycar. of ..ary's reign and a few
months of sewi-die, rucc after the execution of .r, Stuart
in 1557, his presence at court snd council was conscientious
and steady. FPerhaps he was never §0 dazziiu.ly in trc putlic
eye a.. the Earl of Leicester, or so cons;.cuously courtly as
the Larl ol isuvex, but his .ower was steadier, le.c subject
to the caprices of the rcyzl will, based more directly on
personal ability. In a very recal :(en:¢ he wa: a: "anchor .{
the commonwealth."” It is not sur,.r:sing therefore that re
wae considered an approprizte patron ol sevural books dea.ing with
t.e nature of , uvernment and =mociety, anu the duties ¢! a ruler,
in a C.riolic:. couonweslth., Theoe boous wre Gy icsl of an age
acutely consc .ous of the patter:i ol tnc pu.iic weal, ¢. the
reciprocal duties of ruler =nd subject, of tiuc need 10r
maintaining the establivned order under God. Althouri nct

1

"religious™ in the marrowest sense of tic term, lney are
essentially the productu ol a .=eply religicus society w. ica

took Chr..cie.n value:. lcr sranted, and which on coccasions coulc

indced see "“sermons in stones." Stuiitec of thio sort supplied
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in abstract the same lessons as an bklizabethan would have
expected to iearn from the study of hictory. They provide a
convenient bridge between ''relig.ous" and '"non-religious'" writin;,
and therefore an appropriate point o:r entry to a study of Lord
Burghley's patronage of religious literature. They are also
important in providing the background ot basic values against
which must be seen the more specitically relipious books to be

considered in later chapters ol this study.

By a curious and rather pleasing chance, tne first book to
be deuicated to illian Cecil was by far the most significant as
literature, probatly the only work of all the eighty-~five decicatled
ts hiz which is at all widely read today. 7:is 1s Talph Robinson's
translation, publicied in 1551, of Saint Thomas !lisre's {(tgpia,

fully entitled _ta:z cecste state

a. Altilugh
. re's work i=d been [irst pullished in Latin at Louvain in 1lolo,
and several times repriated, the . 1 tran. lation was not only
the first into Fuulich, but the ..rst edition in any languas_e to
be printed in kngland., It rew:.ne today tne standird knsiish
version of Yip.io. The trancsiator in Lic dedic.tury epiztle
addresses Cecil as "his verle sin u_ur . cod maletor," and ir..
the littie wulch iz ~nuwn ol Robinson's life it 1. obvious t.:t
ne was ciucely connucted with Jecil at v.is Li.c, Robinsonl was

born ol poor .arenis iu Lincolnshire in 1,21, and was enucated

LIy L
1. The iniormation on Rubiueon is trc.. 8idncy Lie's article in
e a._s ther scurces «r. ge,iratels noted,
¥

3

%

&
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at Stamford and Grantham gra-....r schools, at both of wiich he
was the conteuporary o1 williaan Cecil. Le enterca Corpus
Christi colluge, uxliuru in 155., graduated ..., in 1 .40, and
was elected fellow in 1542. e later cawe (. London where he
obtained the livery ot the Goldsemiths' Cowuany, and also a
smai. post as clerk to his former s¢hool icllow Cecil. In 1.1
he addressed two lun:, epistles to nis uasier: one is a long
wanuscript letter in Latin, the otner is the dedication to
Utopia. The lLatin letter.2 which is endorsed "May 1l551" is
an appeal for help in his poverty. He mentions that both hs
parents are still living, and needing help from him, and that
he has moreover been lately saddled with the saintenance of two
brothers, which has resulted in his running into deut. This
privi:te a, peal for help makes an interesting contrast with the
public show of gratituce for Cecil's renerovoaty which Robinson
makee in i printed epistle:
tris my poore -resent jc of such simple and meane sort, that

it is neytuer able to recompense ‘us least ortion of jou.r / great
gentlenes to me, of my ;art vndeserued, Luth in thie tize of _Lur
nlde acyguayntance, and alsoc now lately again countif.ily shewed
(81”5 =*6).

Later evidence .u: ests that Cecili's generosity w~as on a
severely Linited scale.

The main ;urt of Robinson's dedication is concerned wicth
tie nature of the work and of the translation which he is ofiering

to his master, .e describes the book as "a work not only for

§ watter § it conteineth Iruteful & profitable, but also for §

2. Lansgowne Msg, vol.2, item b57.
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writers eloquét latine stiele .leasaunt & delect ble," and
mentions the "good, & Loluu.e lecsous, which ve Lierc in ;reat
plSty & aboucauce” (sige.*iitjse The Liitory of  .cre's re:..tunce
to tu¢ anti-Catrolic puliciecs of Henry VIII causes Robinson a
little cirficulty, and he finds it necessary to make the

following avology:

it i- much to be lameted of al, & not only vs Lnylish

men, g a man of s¢ incouparatle witte, of =0 pro:vu..e

knowle. e, of s0 absclute learning, & ol cc fine ... . sce was

et neuegthe%esse s0 ::ucn btlinded, rotner w obsiiizc.e then
w ignorauce y he could not or rather wouuld nct see the o .ining
light of . oces holy trui-e in certein princizal podites of
Christia rolipion: but did ruther cheuse to noricuer, & continue
in his wilfull & stub-/bourne obstinace eue to y viry deatn

. cia ¥ 4
(cipe*idii -+iidij).

.itnh regard to his own translation he uiowe & coavertional

i tity:

1 feare ;reatly § in tiio my Liaple trenclatio turoug i oy
rudenes & ignorauce in our cngl_ ol _tonge all the grace &

pleasure of y eloguence, wherwith y matter i: iatine i. i1inely
et 1urth cay seme to be vtterly excluded, & locl: & therfore
the frutefulnec oi the nctter it celfe wuct peraduenture
Giaioaoi€d, & appayred (s1: 6%z JJe

~cQuse <! the shortcominys wh_cn he iini. in nl: work
Robinson maxe. tiie clais, repeated ad isu.ce. in sisteenth
centu.ry acdicavion., ithat ae nad no intentioa »f printing it
unitis persuaded to do B0 oy :rienus and acquaintances. On
ti16 uvccasion the gcape;oat is, ritner unauuslly, speecifica: .y
iacu e @even the title~-, . ¢ proclarsing that the wors was
translaccu "at the procure orut, and earncat requect of ueor;e
Tadlowe Citezein & Huberdas_.ii.r'". Robin.on sicues Lrot

Judlowe
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ceassed not by al meanes [o::ilie _cotinualy to acuuult we,
vitil he had at y lacte, w.at by ¥ force ol uie pitthie
argumentes & strong rezsons, & what by nys aut.ority so
persuaded me, th..t he cauced me to a,ree & concente to the
iza;ryntynge herof. He thertor., #s the chiefe persuadour,
nust tuwne vpon him the daun; ¢r, whyche vio. this bolde, auc
rache en.cr;ryse shall cnsue. I, as 1 suppose, am herin
ciercly acquytte, and disciar;cu of all blume (8ig.*5).

It .ay be that Robinson protcits ratter too much,
es.ccially for a man wioce ap eal to su:ighley in Lhe same
Je.r for relle. frou.: Loverty cuuxgc..te that tnhe small »roiit
which iue printing of his worxk wi.ht have brouynt would have
been we come to nim, but tuie sort of modesty is ent.relyv in
Keeping with other dedication. or the period, :anid Robinson is

herce writing oirictly wiinin the conventions of the form.,

The dedication gives a f'ew details cf Robilicon's cwn
life. e descrives himself as a man "at § becice, & comaundecent
of otners" (sig.*iii), and at tnc end of hic enistle, arfter
reguecting Cecil to defend his work a suyn.t "tha, whicii can
Loy well by nothing” tsig.‘Sv), ne expregses tre following

Wal:dle

thel by tie Lwanes or tngn aouely present I oway tue
better renewe, andreuiue (uwiich of late, ac you know, I naue
chicaay begonue to doy ? o.a acquayntaunce, tiuat was Setwene
you and se in tue time of cur chiliahode, being then ocoleiellowes
.o ether. . HNotdoubiing that you for y.ur natiuve  “ou:uvs, and
yencicenes will accept in pood  arte thiu poore gift, ae aa
arguanent, or te.ur, taat mine old guod wil, and nartye aifeciion
towar.es vou is not by resoon of long triooct of time, and
separrtion [-.J] of ous Lcu.es any thinxe at zil quaylcd and
diminished, but rJSner (I assuer you) much aucnented, and
increased (:.,.*5 "°
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It ic probable tuat i'ouxinou became some Lort of eler:
to Cecul alter the latter's apointment to Lie secretary.iip
in 1550 (when Cecil's need for such a servant would have
increased), nis quelifications being presumably his Lnowleu; e
of Latin, .isz ability to writé a very clear hand (iL:sat is
apparert from only a .lunce at the letter to Cecil of May 1541,
wnich is in & moct pleasantly legible italic) and the fact tr:t
he had been at school with Cecil, wic was only one year his
genior., The fact that Robinson's anxiety to revive a long-
vast acq.zintance with Cecil dates cnly irom Cecll's appointment
to hirh office, perna. s detraocts a little :rc¢.. the touching
picture of schooul-frienis re-un.tcd in manhood, but one can
rerdly blame Robinson, whose efforts 2. a golusnith a..car not
to have brought him any great success, for s.ekin, Lo guard
acainst poverty by every mecans et his disposal. And despiie all

his protestations of unwillingness to publish, and his claliy

that his work was .art of his ''bouden duetic to (od, & to my
countrey” (siz.*iii), it may well be tsut Hobinson's tpa cleation

of utQpia was & urocuct of nis .inancial diifacultice,

The Utopia itself iz a work far touv well-.:suwl to require
much analysis here. Ite iucluz:ui amon, books on the Chri:tian
comivuwealth ie perhaps ratner gquestionable, since M.re's
island i- not Christiaa. The reclii,jion or Uto ia iv in fact a
sort of brosu rantheic.s, the Utoplans believia, Liat

there is a certayne Godlie .owiv Viwewe ., € .00 108050, ,

inco., rehensible, inew,.icaule, farre abou. it.e ca .acitie and retcne
of ane witte, dicpersed torougn out =21l the woiluic, not i by, rnes,
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but in vertue and powre. Hym they call the farther ot all.

To hym »1lsnc they ettryc te the begynnynges, the encreasynges,
tie .rucenyn;e., tie chaun,cu, ana the endes of all tuynres
(8., .ql).

But although not ttirictly speaking Christian, Utorian society
is ordered accord.in, to nioinciples which wore obviously
believes to be clccer to the Christian ideal than the principles
governing the socicty of western Europe. The community of
roods, equality of opportunity, abhorrence of war, cultivation
it the irntellect through leisure, rath.r than the ceaseless
gquect for wealth through labour, these are all char;ly conti-sted
w.oth the situstioli in kngland as described in the narrative
sections of the first book. One .ection here is particularly
well »oown, and of intere.t in drawin. attention to t:e perennial
prot.le . of depopulation t:roust the enclosure of arable land i .r
yasture, This problem rove rise to More's outbur:t in 1-Llu,
and ad buen occupylng tue s rotector oo ¢reet and Lis secretary
ir william CJecil [ robably evea while Hoblosouw wue aaninr heo-
tracciation; it was to occu,y Cecii at imvervai. throuzni .l his

/e
long career. One _ .ayi1nes tne i0.iuwiie ;acod;e striniu, an iacedial

cnoera with s

tnat one couetous and vnsatiable colcnwrauwnte and verye lare
ot hi. natyu contrey may cuiilan.e abowte and incli.oce aneuny
z.ousad acr - of srounde to gether within one pale ar hed.e,
the husband.ien bte thrust owte of tuneir owne, orels other by
co~, neyne or fraude, or ty vyolent o.;ression i.e¢y be : .t
besyues it, or by wroages uin ind.ric. tiey Le .o weried that
tiey be compelicd to sell all; by one sncance therfo.c or by ._tiher,
otiicr by howh= Or crookKe tley wiet redes de te awaye, ore,
syiie, wretcuva scules ..er, wo.en, husba. v., wyucs, fathe lec
cuyldren, widuone. 4 wofull motier. wiih their yoi,.e balcs, and
the . r hole houact.iue =nal in subctace, and muccoc in N TE, as
hustandr .e re...reih aany handes. awaye Lney trua.¢ [ _ay oot
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of tneuir ;nbucnvand accustor vd Lowoel, ignd.ng no .i.ce to
rest (sig.C?7-C7 ).

Robinson's proce nau 8 waret: and vigour of iciom which
ave ecauscs it to regain the wtarcard ~nplish vercion of More's
Ciizn .¢ degpite the later renucr.n . The lun, series uf
editors have wmanaged tc comgile only a chort list of uircct
errors by Robinson, and tunough his 'loose' trau:lstions have
been :zi.own to be more numerous, thcre iv really s.uil cuuce
for complaint about the work oi Cecil's clerk. “he uae fault

3

which has been empnusized” is Lic constant erfort tu ex.reu:

the seuse of the Latin by an accumuiation of partial equivalents
in ..n. lish, w:iich inevitably results _n verbal rewun.a.c;y. At
tiue: however thi:z can ;sive a certain vivi.ness: tuus Robinszon
tran:lates .ore's "plubeus jui.oiaz" (& man of lead) as'h
lunpyine blockehedded cnurle" (sig.Lii).

J¢cil undoubtedly knew More's Utgpia 100, belore it vis
translated (early forei;n editione are among the 1. ./ sale
catalogue of niz library), but there ic little dcuktl that it
would be especially pgratiiyiny tu a rutuner junior . over:.esit
cfficial o1 only thirty one years of a‘e to be addrec.eu as
patron or the rir.t .n, .ish trancliction o: so ilsportant a
n.¥~e But thou-n the translation proved popular and was
reprinted ceverzl {iues, tie cedlcutory epistle a. pours only

in the iir:st edit.on, The second (revised) edition was ,riusted

e €U. Gl .nurton

3, . ¢ lor exaxuple,
(L. JY)y selxxiid.
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in 15,6, after the beginning of Mary's rei, n, and cccil's
temporary retirement from court life. To reprint an epistle
which attaciied More for his Catnolicism, and 1l.:.ed Cecil

with such eentiments, would have been the .e¢i, it of folly on
Robinson's art. The other explanation whicu has been advancedh,
that Robinson removed t.e dedication because he was di.ap cwinted
by Cecil's failure to rcspond to «.s plea 1ur some relie. to

wls poverty, ic pure jucccwork and far lesc convincing tuan

the obvious explanation just noted. &Since the third cultion

of 1537 was printed from the second5Afne other editions of

lucs and 1639 have new dedications from the printer to ..aint
Juc.nus's descendant Cresacre lore, the fact ih.ot tiue dedication
to cecil is founu in only tue tirsot cuicion, i not very

diizicult to ex lain,

“ne translation of Jtopig is Kobinson's only literary
. . L o . s o

efort w:.ich survives in print. Some undated L.tin verses
presentec¢ to Cecil (and addrecsed to "patrcno suc cingulari"),
as a New feur's gift, provide a little more bi:u, rapnical evidence
abcut him. Though they were written apparently befcre Cecil
tecane Lord Bur,sicy in Felbruwsry 1571, cobinson (whio was born
in 1521), mentions the apsroiach of olu ayc, whaich su; ¢. to a

date of couposcition a good ucal later than the Utopia dedication,

4. Utopia, ed. Lupton, p.lxxiv.

5. It has the marginal notes from 1556 which are not present in
1551.

6. Lansdowne ilss, vol.2, item 5%,
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and presumably after Cecil's return to public life at the
acceesion of Elizabeth; perhaps some tiue durin- the 1lLhoul's
is the most likely date. '‘ne ver.es snow that .otinson is
8till in Cecil's ¢ loy, still poor, otill appealiny for
relief, His life apparently was neither eventful nor eaasy.
The last cvicence of him which survives is a manuscri.t

?

letter’ to his master which nmu.t nave been written after
July 1572 eince Cecil is adcdressed as iord Treasurer. The
hand hae loet a good deal of the fir:ane.-:.. and neatness which
distinsuish it in 1 -1, but the s:.ort Latin letter iu once
nore on the same theme, reminiscing of school-days togetuer,
anu pleadin, for some rv.iiei from poverty. After twenty voars
in fur. .ley's service, Robinson's posit.cn has not i ..roved in
the least. The letter ic drily endorsed:".Quo. .U Fobyn-onuc.
For some place to relieve his pouc:ty." After this tuere is no
further recoru of Robinson and no way oif hnowin: if Bur,siiey's
;enerocity towards him increased. ut irown the ev..c.ce availiabic,
it seemz thet the fivst an to deuicate a book to (ecil enjoyed
f.r .rvm lavish patronage at the hancou o. #ls notle master,
More's pioada is a vitholic hu.an:_ t's weccription u. the
"beste otiaie Gf a nuwiyque weate."” Forty yo re wster its
tran.iuction had been . .caten to nim, (ecil wae adure .ed as

patroen o, a work wiich de.cribed unct er i.ceinar, lanc, the

Do Ol Dt , vol.2, item 2,
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ideal Christian commonwealth as seen by a Puritan morali.t,

Thomas lLupton, the writer of the Second part and RKnitting vp

afl the Boke eptituled Too good to ke trus, is a man of whcue life
even less is known than of Robinson's. .e is described ac &
"miscellaneous writer".6 and his worxe, ol wi.lci, seven survive

in print, were all publiched within the period 1.,7c¢ to 1l5ubk. .
siert from a popuiar Look of nostrums aund recipcs of a varied

but almost unfailingly rrotesque nature, liroat pr.nted in 1,74

9

with a de.ication to ILazdy Margaret ' taniey, Counte.. of Derby’,
hie works can be divided into two ;rouis. Tuce i{iret consists

of two booke of ctraight forward anti-Catholic invective. The

Se veicaBe The article (by Thomas ceceniLe) gives no dates of

irth or death, and no tiographical inforuation ol uny curt,
The only Thomas Lupton entered at mither of (ne univers.i.«s
in tiis per.od went up to King's College, Cambriage in 1,17,
aged sixteen (Venn, Alumnd Cantabrigiengfs). 7:i. can aucruly
have been the aut..or of Zoo Ugod fo be trye, since it would
make Lupton seventy-seven years oid before ais first work was
puicliiiied. The ohly cources for Lupton's 1life are trerc<fore
gl publisced vorih., and one nanuLcriut letter,

2

4o Lt Geclcation to toirs work (wiich L. entitled & L aouoaid
Netavle Cudlieds 04 HUNATY ot 38,y 1o Suurt ana formal, cnd
csives no hint thav Lu.oon had receive. any .urt or patrona.e
from che cuuntesc., He descerii. o her as a las, "whuoe
Affabilitie nath allurde :.ce: wnose Curie. ie¢ hath co.. ci.e mee,
and whouoe Fame :ath inforst we to sceokher .rotecetion fe: uie
uockK. Tne work wroved extrecely pu.sulary six ituwrl.cr coult.oocns
bei.re 1640 curvive, ..ad therc arc ceveral o.. ro aiter t.ot
Ul v €e
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curlier of these a,jcared in 1lncl, wita the title A _Persuagion

It vus

dedicat<. to the .ueen, with the royal arue on tu. icver.c of
the title-page. “hen a recly tu thic was "',r.iuily printed,
couertly cast abrod, and secretly solde", as Lu;ton indignantly
decl-ree on the title page of his answer, he published Ihe
hrictian againct the Jesujte (15852), with a dedicatiov: to

.ir Francis wnalsin tham. The second group Li .. «OI'id consiste
of didactic treatises, ti:c products oif an illiberal, and it

rruet be aduitted, singularly boring wincg. 8in and chasti.encnt,
the corruptions of modern society, the expusure oi vice, are

his favourite themes. Two of these works are dircct complaints

again.t the times. The :!irst, the play ., _...ral an. ,itieful

(1573),

is =p attack on avarice in which the chzrscters are -iven such
morality name:s as "i‘iscnieuous lelre', "Pleasure", ".oney”, etc.
The groocne. & of Luuton's lawrinoiicn ie vividly revesled in «
scene in which "“icney ...1 ma.le as thoush ue ...!.u voait, and
with ocrme fine conueyance lcooure chzl appcare ironm beneatn,
arn. lie there apparelled" (-i .53i). The prose tract A Dreame
b the Diuell and Diveg (i9.4), dedicated to Francis xuwscell,

srl of Hedford, rersu: this attaci on the guest cr .iuney
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and does 0 by showing the rorrors which the future ! .fe uas
in store for rich men, com.ircd to the joys which tie poor will

e170Y.

Between these two last ment.oned works coue Lupton's
most important publications. 1In 1bou his Tow good to be tiue
was orinted for the first time.lo The book ''shewed by way
of Dialogue, the wontderial maners of the people of Mauqsun, with
other talke not friuoclous" (title-pa.e). It iu .receantea in the
forts of a convercation iu which Siuquila \aiilqu.s, someicdy),
from Ailgna (Anglia) hears v:en (Nemo, nobody) from i.augLau
(Nusquam, nowhere) recounting storiec whieh illuctrate tne
social, judicial anu political systems o: nic country; a
country which .iuquila is not alloweu to enter for fear he
will prove a source of contamination. It seems perfectly obvicus
thaet Luuton pgot iiic _dea from More's YJtouia, even the name of
his [ .»yinary land uzing the latin for ‘'nowhere' as {ore had
used the QGreek. But f..e society in these two "utopias™ is
as uifferent as the qualities of mind and intellect of their
respective authors. Whereas More's Upopians devote themselves
to the liberal pursuit of peace and culture, Lupton's Maugsunians®
main interest is in the expowure ol vice by all pocemible ~wana,
and its punishment wit» the maximum cruelty; theirs is a land

w:ere sSin and c¢rime are synonymous. ‘ne contrast between the

10. The work was popular enough to be reprinted twice - in
1564 anc 1.,:0.7.
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two works i. an example in sixteentn century ter.s of the

conflict of Hebraism and llellenism.

The rirst part of 1o good to bt true was deiicated in
1580 to :air uhrictopuer Hatton. The ioilow.in year Lupton
publioned The weGohd Jdakt, dedicated to Lord Buighley, and
with ire Lord Treasurer': full armorial achieverment on the
rever.e ui the title-page., Ihe L.o.. follows the su.e pattern
as t..¢ first .art, and hars alro.t ag little of intere.t to
of fer the rcader. T1hke country of Maugsun again appearcs as
a lana .evcted to tiie exposure ul vice, with the sycten
maantainea by informers wicoue work 1. mude profitable Ly tue
covernuent, The moral tales curitinue lor more than two hundred
pages. One of them hag --.ac interest in bein: & possible source
for ﬁgﬁgg:g_ﬁgg_ﬂgﬂgn;g.ll But though the deli:nt: of tre
tale: themeelves are few, L..c lonp deaication to Burghiey i
of unique interest and im,crtance as far as a study of _.alronage
i. concerned, The epistle nas little interest in itself, but

is significart because of the exi.tence ol & uanusc.iat lutterl2

7

from Luplon tc zur:hley, whioch for the .rezter part <. its len,th

11. The story runs from L& to AN Mary Lascelles, ..a.icc - .re's
‘weasure for Measure' (1953, concludes haat if oo cere
did use t. : tale (and trere are many otuer stories of a
staillar type which ihave a: equal claim to consider tion as
s.ources) then he wrote more in revulcion against .upton's
"merci.eu. morality" ihan in imitztion of his narrative.

lc:. W’ VOl.lf‘a, it‘:.u Lo
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a,rees almost verbatim with the printed dedication.. .uch

a situation appears to be unique su far as dedications to
1i-..ey are concerned. The greatect of the many difficulties
in using this evldence is that the nau.zcript ic undated.

Only one factor is of lLelp nerv, and it is possitle that t. iz
is completely misleasing. The bookh is dutew ..eptezber 6th 19.:1,

anc the heading to its dedicatory c¢ i .til¢ reads truc:

To iiie Xight Honorabie, Sir william Cicill, oi tue iwble
rucr of the Usrter Kni iit, raron of Bur, vley, Lord high
Treasurer of knglande, and one of . .1 [laiesties moet Lonoravie
rriuie Counsell,.

The undated manuscript .o headed:

To the “irht honoMrable S%{ wylliam Cecill, wni.tt, Lord

5 < es i _ )

Burley, one of the gueens ma Lryv.e counsayll, cacter of

the courtes of wardes and lyveries, and Chaunceloure of the
vnives: . tie of Cambridge.

ITnat tue sa.uscri.t should omit Rurgtliey's .arte<r «ni-! thood
aud his most imgocrtant tille of Lord Treasurer would be quite
citruzordinary in a letier carefullr written ia a latoricusly
neat ....0, especially as upton ..citicne Burghley's other leu.
important titles. 4t ix worth notin, Lot L1 the fLuirt,-ei. .t
relz ‘v . books dedicated to . urgnley after hic ap vintuent as
Lord “reasurer, trocre is rn.l one ce.uication wrici. raiis to
address him by tnat titilc. . ince Lujton in tni. letter .ues
address Cecil @r Lore Burghley, there ic & stronpy prchability

that tie letter should be dated betvween Jzcit's elevation to
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the peerage and nis apoint.en. as .oru “reasur:-r (Lhat is
between February 15’1 and July i1y72). 7ue objec.ion to
such a dating i t-at it puts the lett.r seven years hefore
Lu; ton 48 krrwn to have put.i:hed anything. But alt.ou h
(in using negative evidernce of t.i: sort; one ana: to allow
for the ;o-sibility of a major lapse of meuory on lLupton's
rari, the most likely date for the manw <y pt secus to be

1571"72 .

The two epistles, printed and manuscript, are not, as
already remar-ed, rticularly interesting 1n themselves,
yuere iz no need therefore to ,1ve tuem bot. in full., For more
than three quarter. o1r their len, t:. they follow & parallel
cour.e, tne main Jifference tetween them being in the wanu:c: ipt's
tendency to greater tedium in (e number ol exa. les it , ives
toe illiavtrate cvery o-inte  Lhe pur,.vee of woth e, wetice do
tuo percu e Cecil to el provote a buci of L. vua't which toe
aul ur believes i for he pocd ol tue comonweailh. Lupton
Dogtiae by showdlng ti.t tae world e nowadays uevoteu onuy to
"wic ed praice anu p.oiuaite profict", and .n the printed dedication
tais topiec L. introduced by showing ito voisine with Adam and
Bve. .fter only four ccitences in t: i vein wo»wvur, L.¢ printed
dedicailon rupe.t: the first sentc.ce of the manuccrisil, arua the.
for sentence after senterce :(or nearly two and a hall very closely
srinted quarto pages and three and a nalf siaes of tze mavv.oceri t,
tar two are alnocst ldentical. For some lines exawy.les are civen

ol the woeful ruiults of the pursuit of priveie pracce and proiit.
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The two epistles t.en go on to discuic the very difierent
results when public ratner than private interest is observed

by rulers. The method here is exactly the Lu’e as in the

first part - the quotation of numerous exa:; les, mortly from
ciacsical history. The pascages which link these iwo sections
can be quoted to illustrate the similarity of the two versio:s.

The aanuccript letter reads:

but if this wycked pleasure (wnich hurtes many and dooth
good to none) were cheynged in to honeet pleasure (which hurtci:u,
none thourshe yt proffyt but fewe, or into godlie ;leasure (w:ich
nelpeth other, thoughe he hynder hym selie) or if private proifyt,
which vndooth manye to make a ifewe rych, were turnea in to cozon
comodytie (which enrycheth muny & empoveresieth none, and yf
wicked prayse (wnich makes trcwth be trobled, and much wronge to
be wynkt at, were altered in to honest and godlie re:orte (which
Iudgeth vprightlie, and favoreth no faicnea, then manye dic .. co.xd
shoold lyve more in quyet, many thnat wante shoold thern have enughe,
and thousandes much wronged shoold soone have ther v.i :t. which
i.oalie chaynge, is smally regarded, not much procured, and & great
deale lec.e practised (Folio 7 verso to o recto).

The printed dedication reads:

But if thic selfe pleasure (wiich hurteth many & doth good
to none) were chaﬁged into godly pleasure which hel;cth other
thou n it hinder it selfe: and if wicxed .r:i.e, which maketh
truth be oft troubled, and much wro: to be win..ed at, were altcred
into hone.t and godly re.ort, which iua.eth v, irightl,, and fa.oreth
no falshood: and if riust profit, which vandoeth sany to .c..c a
few ricie, were turned .nto common comcoditie, that enricleth
many and imgfpuerisheth none: then many disulcasured cghould liue ia
quiet, many thi .t want chould then haue enou .1, and tioucandc. that
are wron;ed should than haue their ri;.t. Waieh ;odly caaun.e
(most .eecte for Christians) is snelly irelerred, mot much procured,
and a sreat deale lesse practiczed (..i..Aii ).

After the section of exaxn le: of ancient rulers benetiting

tneir states by virtuous actiong, Lu-ton points out !t
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Christian governors ought to be much more willin, to do co
than tneir pagan predecessors. Iamediately atter this the
two e.istlec diverce sharply; the end of both tnerefore has

to be given in full. :ir.t the manuscript letier:

Such a thinge (Rignt honorablie) agreen-e in all poyntes
with the rormer woorue:. ic alredye diévised and framed. whereof
god i: the fyrst -over and c.ieife woorker. for as Lie¢ axe
dooth cut but where how and when the carpenter pleaseth, even
0 I (as godes vawoorthy Instruament) have wrought herein as
yt pleased hym tc move me. And nowe as Themistocles, (when
he had Jevised a thinge as he thought woorthy to be allowed
and auctoryzed, dyd chuce aAri.iidec only to kKnowe his secret,
thinxin;ce he was the nost woorthy to uove cucn & L.ine
revealed to hym (even so, ri. it nonorable, I have ticught yt
meete, cravinge pdon for amy bolanes, to oifer thic wucr. to
be p/vsd of youre honoure, / as one tnat can taru:he learnin: e
wisedon & knowledge, right perfectlye iuu,e trereof, yet ticupae
Arictices myslyked Themystoc.er devise in one poynt, saynie yt
wae necessarye but not honest, wherby yt was :cylucr allowed
nor auctoryzed (such was ..is auctorytie and credyt with the
Athenyans, yet I trust, right honorable, you shall have no such
occasyon to myslixe this my symple devise, wherby yt shoold not
be auctoryzed, whos estymacSn credyt and auctorytie ys sucn
with the gueens maiestie (and not vnwoorthy) that ii you allowe
yt, yt wylbe auctoryzed, yir you doo corend yt, yt wilbe co.iir ey,
anu L1 you doo prayse yti, yt will be practised. scsured it is
nonest, necessary proffytable and very rodlie. if the magestratcs
of Athenc had :cL a grest u.c.rase (whicz alto,etn.r they feared)
by doing of an vrehonest act, inen they wust uccucs be cisco uowd
that uyader ,ood tu.nse to be doone. but ii tney avoyded & great
shame and notable slaunder by not doing the suue (althou. e yt was
necessary and proffytable to inew) tihen what a fure wi.1 yt be to
tue queens maiestye, w.at & co enUacon L0 her wooriay couwcayllouras,
ara weat a ‘ood re ort to tnis Realic c¢i .n lana, if tuis dev..e
be graunted auctoryzed a:nd accou..piishea, wnicn 1 to the udic icasure,
disuroitet and ais rayse cof none. but tu tne reat lecac.re of meny,
to the .:rcffet of thousandes, ani. to tiiz pray.e of a great sorte,
not onse but for ever, and not in one plase but turu ro the hole
w.alae. besychinge yo®/ honoure notonly to reade tiis my cvooae
made to the queens hijhnes (1 I may be so bowiue to ci.ve yt)
uut also be a medyatoure to her grace, wherby .i.c may more wylliuglie
acce t yt, wcire [ la.li-r graunt yt & more spieuel; aucvoryze yt.
And nowe .ottt honorable, as you are ri.utlye thou ht a .eete staffe
for the queens .soie-.ic to lcune or sta: on (as ..clpio was to Roome,
for therto ric no.e may be aptlie applyed) even 8o I hu.uvive besych
yof' honoure, to be & naster cost or piller o: tiis woorwe lect yt
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fall & coom to ruyne. ;hioh beinge vpholden, buyelded, practysed,
and fynyshed, thrugh yo~ lordshipps good meane and procurement
suerly your godly feme will therby shien forever. besydes that yt
will cause poore prisoners pray for you, poore maydes to remember
you, poore husbandmen to honoure you, poore Soollers to reverence
You, poore prentyses to prayse you, poore Sowldyers to say well of
you, poore gentlemsn to coment you, travelloures to t youf
all England to favoure you. Thus ceasainge to molest yo hono” thrugh
tedyousnes, doo pray vnto god, notonly to styrre and move you, to
enbrase and set forward this rare woorke, but also to gyed you in
godlynes, to defend you from daynger, and to lend you longe lyeff

to his Pleasuresy I | onoures most obedyent to comaund.
Thomas supton. (Folios 8 verso
to 9 verso).

The printed dedication ends as follows:

But that pleasure, prayse, and profite, were veed as they ought
(not as they are) I haue with some paines and studie facioned and
framed, not onely of late a worke for that purpose, called Tgo gvod

but also now newly complled snd finished a Seconde parte

thereof. Wherby it may appeare if my will were to my wishe, the
same three frequented vices, should be changed into three vnaccustomed
vertues., But seing I can not performe it, 1 woulde faine procure it;
and therefore for that I van not profite my countrie with my purse,
a8 I wishe: yet I memne to pleasure the same with my penue, as I
nay., ‘/hieh Booke, as it 1s not to be numbred among common giftesa,
80 I do not giue it as common giftes are giuen. For coumon giuers
appoint the receyuers of their giftes, before their giftes be bought:
but I haue made my gifte before I appointed the receyuer. And
whereas they chuse a meete gifte for their receyuer: I haue chosen a
meete receauer for my gifte. And thet is your Honour: allured there-
to through the common fame of your great wisedome, affabilitie and
clemencie, Proteating vnto you: that I haue dedicated it to your
Honour, not to rewarde, but to know me: and not to do for me, but
to thinke well of me. And though this gifte is to simple for you to
receyuc: yet it is the beat that 1 am now able to giue. Trusting
you will not respsct the workeman but the worke, not the pening but
the meaning, and not the defect but the effeot. The Hethode and
meaning whereof, is plainely described in the Episile of the first
parte: whioch if you haue not seene already, then I beseech you at
leasure to peruse the same. And if your Honor shall take in good
parte this ay simple gifte: I shall thinke my selfe better
recompenst, than if I had a bountifull rewarde of many other. Thus
ceagsing any further to trouble your Homour: I wishe you here a
prosperous long life, and an endlease lifo in the kingdomz ot Heauen.,

= ORAS. LVPTOR 81g.A3).
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The manuscri:t is endorsed, in what ee«ne to be a
contemporary rana: "Tho.ue Lupton. To allow of a book he had
dedicated to ye Queene tfor ye good of ye common weaithe."

Tne problem 4is toc decrde exactly whnat Burghley is being

asred to aoc. According to the endorsement, tic book is
dedicated to the . ucen, nu it seems .roi.bie that when, near
the end of the letter, Lupton says his book is ".ade to tne
queenc hiphnes'", he too means that it i.. dedic-ted to her. But
ie Burgiley to persuude Llizabeth Lo accept the dedication, or
to asik her to allow the book to be printed” The lzngua e w-ich
Lupton uses ceems to suggesl that ne wants -ur..:ley to do the
latter: "what a good re.ort to tuis Realme of En. land, il this
duvvice be graunted auctoryzed and accowpiished." The cituation
would a .o.r to be th.t Lupton sende to Burgliley a book in
manuscri,.t, w.tn a dedic.tion to tne ueen alrexdy written;
tnis 1. accowmpanied by a let.er, casrefully couposed and
reticulously written, with the purpose alwmout of coaming Bur.hley
into promoting the Look - if ne fails to do so, he, a Luri.tian
ruler, w.1ll fal, short of the olundurd set by pagsns.

.ne oth~r piece of evidence adds & little to Lie picture.

In 1501 Lupton did puviish a book dedicated to the .ueen. This

is the anti-Catholic work A _Persuasion from Papiptrie, wi.ich has

the royal arms on Lhe reverce of the title-_u;e. Tue dedicution

begins with a pa:care which, from the all-too-fimiliar pnrasiag,
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seems almost certainly to refer to tne book which Burghley

had been asked to pronote:

A8 heretofore (my most gratious Soueraigne) I troubled
your lignnesce (not without wowe trauell to my selfe) in a
thing that was necessarie, reaconable und commodious to many,
ana hurt to none: Euen 5o I haue now (not troublingly, but
louingly) framed an earnest persuacion to suche of your
subiecte as feare not God < they ought (sip.aii).

After a brief exposition of the Catholic menace, he again mentions

his earlier work:

that which before 1 made to your Jaicutie, was by your grace
onely to be aucthorized, for the greate releefe and succour of
youre subiects (sig.aii).

The second of these rcnarcs, together with the fact that Bupton's
description of his book is not applicable to any of his surviving
works, makes it clear tuat the book was nout allowed, and that

therefore it was never printed.

To explain the sequence ci events from the eviderce
available ic no easy matter., iut il one acce.ts the most li-ely
date of 1;71-1;72 for tre letter, a set of eircuustancew to fit
tne known facts may be :u..e.ted: the letter was accompanied
by & manuscr..t book wh.ch, in view vi iie terms in which Lupton
describec it, was probably a ii2ce of Puritanical social criticism;
his extravagant cliai .z about its benefit: to the cow.onwezlth
probtably hide his fear that it would be banned. Venturing furtner
out on thie limb of speculation, one aiut su; ect tuat Burrnley

13

showed this manuscript book to the ,ueen™, who, as Lupton feared,
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refused to allow it. It is possible that Burgnley then inicormed
Lupton or the jJueen's disapproval ,and the long gap before his
first publication may -u;pre=t that Lupton was Jiscouraged fronm
further literary eftort; the success of hig book of nostrums

and of hic stort moral (lay, followed by sir Christopner Hatton's
acceptance of the dedication of Tog (Good Lo be true, perhaps
encouraged him to seek royal patronage again, this time with a
work in so safe a genre as that of anti-Catholic invective,

From here one is on firmer ground: the yueen's acceptance of

the dedication of A _Persuasion from Papizirie, entered in the
Stationercs' Register on 22nd February 1530/:l, was followed at
the end of the summerlu by the dedication toc Burghley of The
Secong part of Tao good tg he tiue; in addrescin; the lord
Treasurer he used the original letter of request to him, &
letter which, althouzh ten years old, was -till, to Lupton's
mind at least, far too {ine a piece of pro.e to be wasted.
{Perhaps he was even remincded of it. existence by his recently

renewed approach to the Jueen.) Burghley, im rewsed perhaps by

13. Lupton's reference to hic earlicr work in the deu.cation to
A Persuasion from Papistrie sh.ws hie certainty w.at the {ueen
knew of the book which he had asked Burghley to promote. In
the course of the same dedicati.i he writes: "if therc¢ be any
thing therein t:.at shall mislixe your Malestie, I -.out humbly
beseech you t:.erefore to pardon me" (8ig.aiiv); a remark which
perhaps suggests that he had had rcevious experience of his
work being "misliked."

14, The work was entered in the Stationers' Re;ister on 1llth Au, .sat
1,51 and has the dute oth September on the title-page.
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the success of the first part, even allowed !.is arus to be

used., Such an explanation, althouyn based in places on rather
flinsy evidence, uces at least take the .ew definite facts into
account., If one could be completely certain of the date of the

uanuseript, the problem would be a little umore .imple.

Lupton, whose coupositions h»ve so little to recommend
them, but wnoze importance in a study o: patronage is much
grexster than tnat of many & more interesting writer, makes two
other interesting points in the section of his printed dedication
to Burghley wnhich has already been guoted. His statement tnat
he nas choszen & "meete receauer" for ni1gs gift is what one would
expect from him: he has ar exaggerated idea o: the iupcrtance of
hig wurk, and ther.fore chooses an important ctote:.zn as its
catron.  But one would noraally ex;cct a writer to choose a
dedicatee after he :ad written «io book, and t.ough most
deu.cutory epicilee are far tore modect than Lupton's ab.ut tie
significance of wiat iz bein,; offoreu, no deuication to Buighley
Bu.,e-ts that the cho.ce of patron preceded tue co.pusition of
{.e wora. Lupton's remarks there:cre confirm what one would
expect of all writers, and nis st.tement that "comumon ;iucrs"
appoint the receiver first 1. obviously to be taken in the
broadest ccue as referring to society in general, and not to

that select band of dedication writers and patron seekers,

The other point in the epistle draws attention io one of
Lupton's idiosyncrasies. lie refers Burgnhley to the first part

of Tao good to be tru., and adus: "l bes ech yuu at your leasure
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to peruse the game.," It will be remembered that in his manuecript
letter he had also asked Burghley to read the work he was sending,
The request that a patron should read the book offered to him is
extremely uncommon, and yet Lupton makes it in his epistles to
the Countess of Derby, to Burghley, to Sir Francis Walsingham,
and even to the Queen, to whom he writes: "And thoughe there
might seene in mee, too muche boldenesse, to craue of your
Maiestie to reade this presently: yet I besecch your Highnesse

to view and peruse it at your leysure conueniently" (sig.Aii).
The reason for this may be his own confidence in the deli.its of
his work, wnlch would be quite in character; but perhaps it may
mean that Lupton wae sending his books in manuscript to warious
patrons, and asking them to rcad them and sanction their printing
with the dedication included. Certainly it is difficult to
understand a writer'e suggesting to the .ueen that she should
read a book which had already been printed witn her name at the
head of the dedication and her coat-of~arms on the reverse of

the title-page - Lupton's position would be, to say the least,
enbarrassing if her Majesty objected at this lage sta.e. But
such hints as these are all the evidence available about what
happened before a dedication apjpeared in print. The probler
must necessarily remain obscure, and we can only be zrateful to

Lupton for providing so much information on the topic as he does,

The third book to be considered in thisc _.roup oi works

dealing with the liristian commonweszlith leaves tehind imaginary
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lands with classical names, and (ive. a description of the

ideal state in direct theoretical terms. Printed in 1574, it

is entitled A forme of Christian pollicie drawne out of Freagh
by Getffray Fenton. In the words of its title-page it is

"A Worke very necessary to al sorts ol people generally, as

wherein is congggyned doctrine, both vniuersall, and special
touching the institution of al Christian profession: and also
conuenient perticularly for all Magistrates and gouernours of
common weales, for their more happy Regiment according to God."

The significante of the phrase 'drawne out of French" is difficult
to determine: neither the Suort-Title Catalccue, nor the catalogues
of the Bodleian Library, the British Museum or the Bibliotheque
Nationale suggests any source for the work, and it wmay well be

that Fenton has made an adaptation ratuer than a translation (as
was conmon enough in the klizabethan period), perhaps even from
more t.an one source, &s he had done in other publications. Not
much ic known of Fenton's early career. Born about 153915 a
member of an important Nottinghamshire family, he seems not to
have entered either universaity, though his .education gave him
knowledge of latin and French which he was 2ater to reveal in uis
published works. Hic knowledge of French was probably gained

through travel, and it i Irom Paris that the dedicatiocn to his

15. The ini .ruation on ¥onton's life is from Lionel Cuct's article
in Deiil.ie Other sources are ge..rately noted.
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wi Freacu and Latin, was addressed to Lady Mary Sidney (the
sister of the Earl of Leice.ter) in June 1567. The work here
ded:cated is a collection or sturies from Boaisteau and
Balleforest (and often ultimately from Bandello) which was to
have a coneizerable influcnce on Eligabethan literature as
source material. A dedication from Fenton to Lir Heury Sidney
in 1570 was followed in 1571 and 1572 by two dedications to

furghley's sister-in-law, Lady Hobylb. The tirst of these, the

dedication to Acteu of Conference in Religion. Holden at rarig,

of the Church (a translation from 8. Vigor, Archbishop of Narbonne),
reveals a fairly close connection with Mildred Cecil't sister;
Fenton mentions that Lady Hoby's society was edified "with publike
Lectures and sermons this last winter in London" and t.=t her
"boarde (which I did often assist) was seldom without the felowship

of deepe Deuines and Preachers." (sig.Aiiv). A year later, in

dedicating to Lady Hoby his Monoohvlo ... A khilosophicall
discoursze and diuicion of loue (1572), Fenton showed a greater

indebtednes:; and nore enthusiastic devotion:

16, Now a widow, Sir Thomas Hoby having died at Parie in 1l5ouc,
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beseeching you to receyue this seconde exercise not as a
recompense worth’e your last liberalitie, but as a simple
testimonie to continue the reuerent duetie I owe you, vntill

I bring foorth my great woorke, which_I hope will more worthilie
resemble your highe vertues (sig.Aiii').

But his "great woorke" was to be dedicated to a far more

important lady than Lady Hoby.

There is no record of any direct connection between Fenton

and Burghley before the dedication of A forme of Christian
pellicie in 1574. Here Fenton ascribes the reason for his

dedication simply to "the dutiful® affectio I haue alwaies
borne to your Honor" (sig.*®l). The epistle ends on a
similarly formal note, but with the suggestion that Benton had

"“long professed" his service to Burghley:

I humblie beseech your Honor, receiue this poore testimonie
of my good will, not with any iudgement of the merit or worthines
of the worke, but as a simple interpretor of the dutie I owe to
your rare and reuerent vertues: in which, I am bolde to repose
much for the protection of this my small labour, and therwithall
(according to my long profession) I humblie dedicate my selfe and
seruice to your Honour (sig.**ii).

A forme of Christian pollicie is a substantial work (466 pages),

the nature and scope of which are described by Fenton in his
dedication. He begins with a statement of the principle underlying

the entire conception of the work:

There is nothing in this world more worthie &han to hold
soueraiatie ouer people and nations, nor any thing mo:e happie
then where a whole common weale is disposed in conuersation of
iustice and pietie: which, yet if they bee nct ioyned with true
Heligion can holde no long continuance (sig.*ii).
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Justice and religion are secen as "the two estates which the
eoripture names the true foundacions amd pillors of comon

weales" (eig.*ii), an idea which Fenton expands thus:

Muchk is required in the Magistrat to support tnese twoo
plllore which holde vp the wholes which then he dooth best
performe, when, Loth in the councell, and action of thinge,
hee bringes the one to consult with the other, as ;ppon
whose vnitie uependes the safetie of all (sig.°®iii’ ).

The place and duty of magistrates, and of all members of the
commoanwealth, are, he believes, revealed in the Biblej hLis
present treatice sets them out for the benefit and instruetion

of all. He eulogises

the very course and purtraite of the present jouernment
vnder hir most Gracious Meiestie, by the carefull direetion
of a most graue and wice counsell, amongs! whom it sece God
hath dispersed the very vertues and spirite of Movse., leading
this Realme in such reuerence to God, and obedience to hir
Highnes, that al nations confesse that here the mightie holy
one of lasraell huth chosen his Hanctuarie (sig.*°*l).

The treatise itself is divided into seven booke. The ten
chapters of the firet book are concerned wit: the neceusity for
a pro.er balance of the ¢ivil and ecclecic.tical .ower in the
government of a commonwealth; they ought to be "knit together
in vnﬁé& of friendship, as the scule and body without dirference"®
(sig.B#'). The chureh & seen as the purifier within the state,
preventing such diceascs aps rebellion from breaking cut; on the
other hand the civil governor 1s to correct uny faulte of tue
cleryy, and see thLat proper ;reaching =zji:i..ters are a; ointed.

The emphasis .laced on preaching is cuggestive cvf a Puritan

outiooks
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that Pastours are bounde to presche the Gogspell, and
the people ought to neare it, is without queztion, as well
by the commaundsment of lesus / Christ, as by his Apostles
and instruction of his Church (sig.Dl =D2).

"Wherefore", he ddzmands, "are they Pastours if tiey feede
not their flocke with the foode of Scripture?” (sig.D}v).
At the end of this book the office of the physician in the

Christian commonwealth is dicscussed.

The second book, containing ten chapters, deals mainly
with the administration of justice. The work of judges is
to be based on “sobrietie, chastitie and wisdome" (sig.H3Y).
The distinction between public and private sins is denied, and as

in Lupton's Mauqsun, sin and crime are seen as the same thing:

Gouernors ought to punisie by death such as God condemnes
to eternall and temporall death, and whome the Gospell detesteth
and pronounceth worthy of eternall fire: So that all sinnes
committed against the ten commandments ought to be &0 punished,
«es but aboue all such deserue greeuous punishment as are daone
contrarye to the three preceptes of the fyrst table (sig.L2).
The death penalty in various foruc is advocated for nearly every
crime, from blasphemy and the practice of magic, to whoredon

and bearing false witneus.

Book Three, which has thirteen chapters, deals .. ith the
proper use of leisure through recreation to develop both mind
and body in godly pursuits. The misuse of leisure ic seen as

sinful, and several ways ol misusing it are mentioned.



Dancing is condemned, especially by men and women together,
when the eyes are "led with the gaze of impudent iesture,

with many other like substitutes of filthinesse" (sig.S82).
Minstrels and atagepluyerém"ought not to be suffered to
prophane the Sabboth day in such sportes, and much lesse to

lose time on the dayes of trauayle" (818.83'). but "all comicall
and Tragicall showes of schollere in Morall doctrines, and
declanmations in causes made to reprooue and acuse vice, and
extoll vertue, are very profitable"” (sig.S}v). Failure to

use leisure is considered as wicked as its misuse; idleness is
a disease in the ssate, for it is 'great hurt to a coammon weale,
to nourish mouthes that ceate and labour not" (sig.Xl'). The
problem of vagabonde is touched on here, and the interesting
suggestion made that men should be prevented from haunting
taverns by entrusting their wages to their wives., The gibbet,
the galley, or at the very least the whip, are suggested as

puniehments for the sturdy poor.

Book Four is shorter, containing only seven chapters, and
further considers the problem of poverty in the Christian
commonwealth, The "eimple, impotent and true ncedy poore we ou;ht
to holde in very deere care" (sig.Yav). For the strong and able,
work has to be found; for poor women and girls, a serving

position in some large household. The Presbyterian idea that
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deacons and widows should have charge of the care of the poor
is advocated, and in a brief discussion of prisons Fenton finds
it a waste of everyone's time to imprison in idleness»thoqo

who have a skilled trade. He also shows disapproval of the

futile imprisonment of men for debdt,

The fifth book (of fourteen chapters), deals with education.
Great emphasie is placed on the responsibilities of the schoolmaster,
who must therefore be a godly and learned man. The value of
education in later life is made much of; the building of many
schools and colleges is called for, so that ''there bee not so
poore a younge childe in the towne, which is not constrayned to

goe to the schoole" (sig.Eeiii).

The eleven chapters of the sixth took deal with kwe problems
of & more domectic nature: the duties of busbands and wives to
each other, of parents to children and children to parents are
described in conventional Elizabethan terma., Fair and gcdly
dealing is demended between masters and eervants, landlords and

tenants, lawyers and clients, and merchants and customers,

The seventh and lest book has nine chapters which present
the general conclusions to which the whole work has led. That
comnonwealth is scen as happy which hes godly umagistrates
presiding over estates who know and keep their rightful positions.
To maintain this system, vice has to be uvestroyed immediately
upon its irst appearance. The f{inal chaptur repeats ine point

made in Fenton's epistle to Burghley - t.ut all taing. necewscary
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to the governing of a godly coumonwealth are to be found in

the Bible.

One cannot help feeling that this is just the sort of
book of which Burghley would have etrongly approved, Firm in
its support of the c¢ivil and ecclepiamstical sybten of England,
it has nevertheless a streak of rather Puritanical austerity
with which he would have felt in harmony. Fenton must surely
have gone up in the lord Treasurer's estimation after this
dedication,

A year later (in 1575) Fenton dedicated his collection
of tranclations "gathered as well out of the remaynderl? of

Gueuaraes workes, as other Authors, Latine, French, and Italian®

(title-page), entitled Golden kpistles. Contavping varietie of
diccourie both morall., Philosoubicall. and Diuine, to Cecil's

daughter the iady Anne, Countess of Oxford. Fenton is here

full of praise for Burghley:

for textes and precepts whether morall, eiuill, or of
diuinitie, your Ladiship, in al the workee you shal read, can
not find better doctrine then in the life of your honorable
Father, in whose maner and actions is fulfilled a more ful
example of vertue, then in all the rules and similitudes
which my pen can deliuer (sig."lv).

At the end of the epistle, Fenton again declares his devotion
to the Cecils: His "desire and will" are "wholly dedicated to
the seruice of your right honorable Father and his house" (sig."av).

17. Many of Guevara's epistles had Leen published in the
translation by Hellowes in 1574,
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In 1579 came the "great woorke" which Fenton had
mentioned to Lady Hoby in 1572, This was his translation
of Ihe Historie of Guicciardin Conteining the warrea of Jtalie,
which he dedicated formally and flatteringly to the Queen,
"Humbly beseeching your right excellent Maiestie, ... to
let it passe vnder the happy name of your Maiestie, and wvnder
your gracious authoritie to giue it defence and fauor” (aig.‘#').
This vast work, containing twelve hundred pages disposed into
twenty books, wae Fenton's laat. Like almost all his translations
it is from Frenchla. In 1580 he quitted the sphere of literature,
and crossed to Ireland, from where, on 22nd July 1580, he wrote
telling Burghley that he had been appointed the Queen's gecretary

19 From this date

in Ireland tirough Burghley's recommendation,
onwarde there are literally hundreds of letters among the Irish
state papgrs from Fenton to Burghley (as also to Walsingham

and the Privy Council), about Irish affairs; they are hardly
relevant to a study of Burghley's literary patronage. Fenton
remained principal secretary in Ireland until his death in 1603,
enjoying the firm confidence of the home government, and the high

18. Rudolf B. Gottfried, Geoffrey Fenton's Hiatorie of Gulcciardin

(19403, p.11, snows that Fenton's translation is from the
French of Jérdme Chomedey.

19. C.S.P. Iraland, 1574-85, p.236. Gottfried (p.1l), on the other
hand suggests that the appointment may have been a favour from
the Queen following the dedication of the [igkarie.
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favour of the Gueen. He was knighted in 19%0%, and during his
occasional visits to London he increased the high opinion which
the Queen had of him. Burghley too retained a regard for hinm,
which is sometimes revealed in small favours done by the Lord
Treasurer for the Irish Secretary.ao His success in two
different careers, and the remarkable way in which he was able
to make .1is name in Ireland (where the reputations of so many
English statesmen have been sullied), make Fenton a character
worthy of some admiration. Ae far as literary patronage is
concerned however, his career tells us little; his own abilit.ies
secy. to have been such as to make "patronage'" almost unnecessary

to him,

Another writer whose career took him at one sta,e to Ireland,
and who was acquainted with Fenton these, was Barnabe Googe.,
Throughout his life Googe was more closely connected with Cecil
than the Irish Secretury ever was. Goog021 was born in
Lincolnshire in 1940, a distant relztive of the Cecils., After
a period of study at Cambridge which did not result in any kind
of degree, he entered Staple Inn, and at the sawe time becane

one of Cecil's retainers. In 1900 his .irst work was published -

20. For example, jumt before his death Burihley busied hizseif
in trying to renew .he copyhold for Fentcn on a staffordsnire
property belonging to the Fenton family. (H.:.C. Saligbury
Balerc, vol.9, p.5c).

21, Information on Googe'c life is from A.H. 3ullen's article
in DN.B, Other scurces are se.arately noted.
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& translation into English verse of the first three books
of Zodyake of lyfe of Marcellus Palingenius Stellatus. 1In

his dedication to hiu grandmother Lady Hales, Googe writes:

The which my labours, yf I shall perceaue to be thankfully taken,
I doe entende (God willyng) to f;nish the rest, as shortlye as
I maye. ... these as the first irutes of my study, I wholy
dedicate to your good Ladiship (sig.*iii).

The wolk apparently was well received, for in 1501 six books
appeared, with a dedication tc sir William Cecil, who is
addressed as "his singular cod Master", The epistle is =&
long exposition of the value of oetry in rebuking vice; not
until near the end does Googe uention Palingenius, and then he

contiunues as follows:

«hiche roet [Palingenlué] for hys vertuous worke:s and godiy
zeale with no liQ!}e la-/bour of mine, thou:h rudely translated,
I hear geue vnto your honor, as parcell of sy seruice, token of
my good wyll, and acknowledpgezent of my duetye.

Humbly requesting that tnroughe your honors learned protection
and graue authority, the simple frute: of a yog head, may strongly
be defended from the seuer reprehensions of .lomus, and the nmalitious
iudgements of zoilus, wherby the common peogle shall not only
receiue a  reat commodity, but also I rececaue greater encoraging
to the finishinge (at al times) of the like attemptes" (sig.*s =*7).

Infaect Googe was not to finish his translation for four more
years; the eventfulness c¢i1 uis life in the mean time i: however
quite sufficient excuse for him. After this cedication (written
in January 1561) he travelled abroad until early in 15u3, when,
according to his epistle dedicatory, he returned to find that

his small collection of original verses ..ad been sent to the
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printer by his friend Blunderstone. Googe H#id however give
permission for their printing, and soon afterwards his

Eglogs, Epytaphes,. and Sonettes appeared with a dedication to
Williaam Lovelace. In the same year (1563) he was appointed

one of the Queen's gentlemen pensioners, a position which

Cecil may have helped him to obtain., At some time during the
summer of thie year he was betrothed to Mary Darrel of Scotney
in Kent. The episode of his courtshijp and marriage reveals the
extent to which he was indebted to Cecil.22 Googe seems to have
been for come time a visitor at scotney, and to have become
engaged to Mary Darrel between his return from the continent in
the spring of 1565, and the following COctober. Her parents
however had already promicsed her to Sampson Lennard, son of
John Lennard a wealthy neighbcur. On learning of Miss Darrel's
new attachment John Lennard objected and Gocie apparently
requested his master's Belp in the case. On lst October Cecil

wrote to John Lennard as follows:

Mr Lennard I haue ben certifyed by Googe who being my
servant is also my kinsmen thut where@s there hath of late
pessed an agreement between him and tne daughter of r.
Thomus Darrell in Kent as concerning marriusge having: her
friends consent herein as I understand by her fathers letters
written vnto him which I have read and being thorou hly at
a poynt for all things between them i1.e hath of late by your
neans been hindered to his great grief as also againct all
due order of well using whereby he nsth declared vnto me that
zinding to do vnto him sc great an iniury your <p.inion is that
he iz vtterly dectitute of friends and that I make no othner

22, The course of events i: recounted in the introduction to

Googe's Eglogs, Epytaphes, & Sonmtteg, ed. Arber (1071),

ppe8=13. The relevant letters are tncre printed.
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agcount of him but as of one of my men. Wherezs I esteeme
him as my near kinswan and o he shalbe sure to find me in
any reascnable cace Wherefore I pray you herrin to vse him
no otnerwise than one whom I well esteem. I haue seen the
letters that haue passed between her father and him as also
her own letters whereby the matter is made clear vnto me
that she hath fully assured herself vnto him.

On the same day Cecil wrote to :ir. Darrel, who, tempted
berhaps by the wealth and influence of the Lennards in Kent,
had also opposed Googe's suit, Cecil wrote in favour of the
match with Googe, and required Darrel
not to go about to break the bond so perfectly knit between
them, thereof you have been so long a favorer. Considering
that you knew as well his estate for living at the fir:t as
at any time since and allthough his living be not great ye
shall not need to fesr that he lacketh friends and wellwishers.
Being both ay kinsman and my servant. Thue I require you to
ghow him such friendship as you have done before as you would
require any friendship ay my hands. I haue thought to haue
written to my Lord of Canterbury to have ..2de an end of the
matter but éBtrust my letters to you in tuis case wiall be
sufficient,

On 10th November following John Lennard sent a long reply
to Cccil, with a full account of hi. son's contract to Mary
Darrel, claiming that Gooyse had been an interloper in Lhe aff-ir.
The girl's parents had aesured him, he declared, t:.at Googe nad
"no holde of her except that Ly secrete intysement again:t their
wills he hath caught come worde of her, a thynge odyous to god

and not to be favcured by man." But tre letter ends with Lennard

r:ther proudly disdaining the aatch:

23, This and tne precedin. .ielter are yuoted from .. . ..., ed.
Arber, pe9. Both are atctracted in o ,L.ie liQn,., 13247="0,
‘-‘p. 23()"231 .
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sithens suche encusmbrance ic wrougaut as I perceyue there ys

on the maides part who as I here wavereth in this case 1 and

oy sonne may with honestie geue vp our sute therein for I were to
madde to matche my eldest sonne where any entangling is and no
stedfastnes at all I pray you thyancke not that I woulde so do

a8 surely 1 wold not for any treasure in this worlde And so0 1
knytte vpp that thoughe she woulde my sonne ausgly he will not
haue her and I say that he shall not haue her.

Enclosed with thie letter to Cecil were a letter which
Darrel had sent to John Lennard protesting his daughter's
obedience to him in keeping her engagement to Sampson Lennaﬁd;
a letter from Mary Darrel to Googe asking him to forbear his
suit becaucse of her parents' disapproval (this dated 20th
October); and an insulting letter from Googe to Geocge and
Edward Darrel (Mary's cousins). It seems that Darrel’s desire
to marry his daughter into one of the important families in his
own county was strong encugh to make him defy Cecdil's letter of
let Cectober. Cecil thereiore carried out his tareat to Darrel
in the letter of that date, and called in Archbishop bParker,

On 19tn November 1503 the Archbisuop wrote io vecil as follows:

ye wryght for your cosyn and ceruaunt Barnaby Coge to naue
his matter heard according to lLawe and equytie . hich matter as
yesterdaye I haie examined advisedly, having not only the yong
Gentlewonan before me to vnderstond of ner self L:e state of the
cause, who remayneth fyrme and stable to / stond to that contract
whicn she hath made, as alsc her father and mother whom I {ind the
most ernest parents usgainst the bargain as I coulu see.

24, Tne quotations are from Eglogg, p.ll. The letter(and
its enclosures)is in the Lanedowne Ms, vol.?, item 38.
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In fyne I haue sequestered her out of both iff their handes
into the custodye of one Mr. Tufton a right honest gentleman.
vntyl, the precontract, which is by hir parents alleged for
one Leonards son, a protonotary be induced But this maye giue
occasion to bryng it in to the Arches to spend moneye how be
¥t I meane to dull that expectation and to go
to worke, to spare expences, which Mr Leonard and the wilful
parents wuld fayne incur to wery the yong Gentleman, parggventure
not superfluously monyed so to sayle the seas with them.

There is no record of the next stage in this interesting
story, but the combination of Cecil and Archbishop Parker was
obviouely too strong for Darrel, and Googe was married to Mary
in 1564 or 1565. He was apparently never reconciled with his
wife's parents, and as late as 1582, he referred in a letter

to Burghley to nis "lewd mother-in-law."26

Cecil's help to Googe in a matter of such importance is

one of the more striking examples of patronage at work.

In 1565 Googe dedicuated to Cecil nie cowmplete translation
of the Zodiaske of Life. His epistle uwoes not alluue specifically
to the service which Cecil had just done hiw, though Googe woes
mention that he has not recently been "enioyiny all the while so
quiet a minde ac had bene nedefull for such a labour" (sig.**l).
fie begins his long epistle w:th a reference to his earlier

decication:

The fauorable accepting of my eimple trauayles lately
dedicated vnto your honor, fiazth so much boldened and thorowelye
encouraged me, that mawgre thne despite of most reprocnhfull tongs,
I haue not feared to finish the cocurse of my long pretended
race (sig.*6),

25. Quoted from Eglogs, pp.l2-13. The original ic in Lepnsdowne
Mss, vol.6, item 31.

26. H.M.C. gZalisbury Papers, vol.2, p.522. See below p.4§
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The epistle ends thus:

I moste huribly bescech:e your honoure to take in good jarte
this so simple and slender a gyfte, which al-/thoughe it hati
ascaped at the firste imprescion with & number of faultes, I
truste hereafter shall perfectlye be purged. God long preserue
your honour in prosperous estate,

Larnabe Googe. (ci,-**1-21").

T.is reference to the state of printia, at the .iret Lu.ression
makec it obvious that this ,art of the dedication ut least was
written after the book was printed. It would nowever be unsafe
to take thic as evidence of tie¢ norwal practice of dedicators.
Goose after all was living in Cecil's househould as hi: servant
and kinsmen; Ccecil had already accepted ihe dedication of Googe's
tran lotion of the first six books, and 2lmoet certainly knew t:ae
whole in Iits or., inal. He would not ther.fiore iive hesituated to
acce.t the dedication of the entire wori, and would thus nave no
reason Lo see it befoure it & earca in print, Toils does not
however mean that he would allow any work to t¢ printed and
dedicated t: him without ;reviously having some idea c¢f its
cuntents. uuooge's remarks also make Lt pericectly clear ti.ot he

. e . . 2
had completed his work before cnco.ing ais patron,. 7

was undoubtedly

The trunciation of the
Googe's uowt important worn.e 7Tne poem is of encyclopaedic scc e,
mach larger than the bounds sug-ested by whe titie of tuie chapter.,

27. Thio rather obvicus conclusion wac reached in discuc:ing
a remarx of Lu.ion's on pam37labove.
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The author of tuu original has ucu.lly becn identified with
ietro Angelo hanzoli, though this ie Ly no means ceyiuin.

Tue poea was firot printed in watin at Veunice, protably in
w500 after lb)%.28 It 4. difficult to de:.cribe the

wors briefly. Googe himself, on the titlc-)age of tu.e edition

of 1lHv5, <characterizes it as

twelue Bookes aiocciuoing the naynous (rymes & wic:..ed vices
ol our corrupt neture: And plainlye ceclarin, the pleasaunt
and werai.t pathway vnto eternall ilyic, veo.ues @ numbre orf
disressions both pleasaunt & osrofitable.

Ltryve licos it among tne woct in.ortant religious . uriie printed

in 1,75 (the y. .1~ of the second edition), auu de.crites it thus:

a plece vi unatural philuesoghy, weich aimeinh at the draw.ngz of
men to morality and piety, anu the iear of Goad, toxing its 9
@i umeni rom the iwcuite.ity of the soul, and « iuture state,

it 1o a rorel ane didactic poem of |, reat len,tu: in the edition
or 1lo7v, Googe': translation, which i: in fourteeuers printed as
sin.le lines, occupies 242 pages. In tine course o1 1te twelve
books namea after the si nu ol tne zouiuc, it showe the aut-or
2¢., The dote of the Jir..t edition muct be betwzen 1534 and 1539,
eince tiic aut.cr'c dedication i to ercules II, Duke of
Ferrara, whose reign i< bounded by tiuce dates [ ouye;'e

Cigecashie Universella,.
Cte m. I li.Auslc
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dreaming and arguing hie way through to truth. In its Latin
form it was extremely important as a school-book in Elizabethan

30

kEngland, Rosamund Tuve describes the poem as "an example

of the interdependence between the Middle Ages and the
Renaissance which mukes the two periods almost inextricable."51
The popularity of the work in tngland can be at least partially
explained by the fact that the book was placed on the Index by
the Inquisition in 1558, and its author's body exhumed and burned
for heresy. Although Palingenius (in his dedication to Hercules
I1) submitted his poex to the authority of the Cuthelic Church,
his attacke on the power of the Papacy and the corruptions of

the monastic orders made his work an immediate success in
Protestant countries. For the most pert however, he wrote as

an orthodox Catholic, and the faithfulness of Googe's tranclation
occasionally necessitates a marginal note warning, for example,
against prayer to the saints. It i: nevertheless the '"heretical"

aspect of Palingenius of which uooge writes to Cecil in the long

dedication of 1565;

1 hauve many times much mused wyth my selfe, howe (liuing in
so daungerous a place) he durst take vpon hin s0 boldely to controll
the corrupte and vnchristian liues of the whole Colledie of
contemptuous €ur-/dinalles, tne vngracious ouersecings of
bloudthyrsty Bishops, the Paunchplying practisec of pelting rriours,
the uwanifold amadnesse of mischeuous Honkes, wyth tne filthy

%0. See Foster wateon, I

described (190¢).
31. The Zodiake of Life, facsinile edition (1947,, p.xxi.
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fraternitie of flattering Friers. Which surely he durst
neuer haue done, but onely that he wag neartened wyth a
happy and heauenly spirite (sig.*7-°7")

It would be tedious to give a book by book summary of the
Znﬂighg_g&_ﬁ;{g‘?a It poses and discusses in the course of
its considerable length many of the great metaphysical questions;
the problem of evil for example is considered again and again.
it rarely disumisses any topic without the sort of concise
epigrammatic line so dear to the sexteenth century. The poenm
reveals a vact classical knowledge put to the purpo-e of tie
attractive presentation of virtue, and though in one way it is
a satire of life "disclosing the haynous Crymes & wicked vices
of our corrupt nature”, in its widest sense it is a great moral
and religious treat.se, combining variety ol matter with a
dee; ly religious attitude and a great breadth of thougnt. The
work was tranclated into German in 1564 and .nto French in 156-.
The fir:t Latin text to bLe printed in .. lunu ic dated 1572,
For bis transiation Googe had a large number of [urcpean editions
oi the Latin to choose from; that printed at Rucle in 1..7 seens
to te Liae laotest before he tegan .i. worke il tranciztion was
nighly thought of by contemporaries, and prefixed to it are
several commendatory poeme, including one by william Chadderton,
later Regius Professo;iDivinity at Cambridge. A few brief
quotations will :ive the flavour ol the work.}3

32. 33;& a summary can conveniently be found in :ioster watson's

33, ‘uotations are from the (slightly revisea) edition of
1576,
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Book Five (Leo) has one of the attacks on the corruptions
of the Catholic clergy which made the book so popular in

Protestant countries:

The bauld religious fryres
(Who should bee chast) abrode with whores or close with boyee do 1y,
To widdowes graue, or tender maydes, the holy priestes do creepe,
And some within their kinsfolkes beds haue great delight tg sikeepe
(8ig.G5 ).

t
In Book Nine (Sagifarius) ia one of the boock's characteristic

moral maxims:

But if of poore estate thou arte, then beare it paciently, v
And in gcod part sustayne the lotte, of this thy pouerty (sig.il ).

In Book Eleven (Aquarius) there is a distinctly alchemistic
section in which the existence of the ihilosopher's Stone is
firmly stated. This is followed by some interesting passages of
speculation about life on the planets, one of which way here

be quoteds

for creatures doth the Skies containe, and euery Starre beside

Be heauenly townes & seate: of saincts, where kings & Commons bide,
But perfect kings and people eke, all things are periect there:

Not shapes and shadowes vaine of things, (as we haue here)

which death soone takes, and time destroyes, defiles, and driues away.
There, wise and nappy folkes, and such as neuer do decay

Do liue, here misers dwell and men that certaine are to uie (sig.05v?

At t:e end of the last buok (Pisces) cumes a statement
of the idea on whici. the whole poens is based, and to wnich it

has led:

Therefore it is no fable fonde, but doth with truth agree,
That men may come to speake with Gods, and them in cresence see:
Which I supjose the chifest good and finall ende to bee,
uf all good things ta:t vnto man, zay any waies ariue,
wnile as of this nigs present life, the troublour ceas he trieg. .
And when escapte from mortall chaine, y°© ggnig Ba¥h”Daslagd seraltut,
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Conueying with hir selfe these three, that alwaies on hir waite,
The Minde the Sense and Mogueing forge vnto the heauens hie,

Shall ioyfull go, and there remaine, in blisce perpetually (sigz.8Y).
Googe's translation of ralingenius was followed by a four

Year gap in his literary activity. Perhaps his great effort

had exhausted him; this might certainly be inferred from his

1565 dedication to Burghley, where he remarks rather ruefully

"if I had knowen at the firste, as much as since 1 haue perfectly

vnderstoode, neyther had I as then taken vpon me B0 great an

enterprise, nor since so rudely finished the transiation"

{sire®*6)e In 1569 he dedicated his only other original work,

a short book of Christian allegorical verse, to his sisters~in-law

"as an earnest token" of his good will. Perhaps it was a sort

of peace offering to the still hostile Darrels. The following

year his verse translation of The Popish Kingdom, or reizne of

Antichriat, & work of some interest because the fourth book

describes many of the customs and recreations of the period, was

dedicated to the Queen.ju

It may well be that after nearly ten years as a gentlaman

peneioner Googe found the position too expensive for his resourcees

4. EnkbeRofklelleBoctiticll 4B B0RBEECIREL oHl§ 2041421 Of
known - that at Cambridge University Library. Both stateuwents
are erroneous; all known copies are dedicated to the Lueen,
including that at Cambridge. A
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to maintain, There must certainly be some such reason for
his leaving so comfortable a position for the hardsnips and
difficulties of service in Ireland. In 1573 however, he
crossed to Ireland, apparently as an observer and reporter for
hic master Lord Burghley, to keep him well informed on all the
Proceedings of walter Devereux, rarl of mussex, in his hopeless
attempt at the complete reconquest of Ulster for the Queen.

From Ireland Googe wrote fairly frequently to the Lord
35

Treasurer, occasionally even sending him a sketch of an Irish

town or chieftain. None o. these letters has much significance
as far as patronage is concerned, except in showing the closeness
of the relationship between DBurghley and Googe., Thus on 15th
April 1574 Googe wrote to the Lord Treasurer as follows:

I woold not wyllyngly suffer any .eccengar to passe from
nence without mye deutye to your Lordsuy,p, and yett, when [
consyder off howe small importans the maiters bee L wryt oif,
I am altogyther ashamed to troble ycur Lordshy.p wyth any. 1
coulde well occupye rye selif in deschargyng mye thankfulle mynde
ffor our Lordshypps great and manye goodnesses towardes nee, ifor
whych 1 doe and ever shall accounpt mye selff bound unto your
Lordshypp. Butt I hadd rather a great deal mye deades, 1ff ever
abyllyty myght serve, shoulde showe itt, then mye woordee shoold
vaynly vaunt itt, And I trust your Lordshypp dothe so conceave
off mee, as 1 neede nott s0 expresse itt, ffor such newes as are
here thys bearer, Mr Carye, a gentleman thatt secazes to beare
greate goodnesse tgwarda your Lordshypp can better re_orte then I
am able to wryte.3

35. These letters were transcribed from among the Irish (tate
Papers by william Pinkerton, and printed in Jgotes and “ueriesg,
3rd Series, vol.III (1563), various pages.

3b. Hotes.and queries (1563), p.lo3.
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Of similar interest in showing the close relationship
between Googe and Burghley is the following letter of 27th

August 1574

Your L. lettars to the master and ffellowes of Allsoles
College, in the behaff of my poor boy, were nott so well
receaved as I liked they shood have been. (Notes and wueries, p.24l).

In 1576 Googe's revised translation of The Zodiaie of Life
was published with a new dedication to Burghley replacing that
of 1565, Burghley's full armorial achievement appears on the
reverse of the title-page. The dedication ie much shorter than
Googe's earlier epistles to Cecil. He regrets that he has not
had time to make a full revision of hie translation, but adds
that he "thought it best in ouerpassing a great number of
iarring discordes, to set the whole in as good tune as I could,"
Googe continues the epistle with the statement that once again

he has presented his work to Burghley, with

good and assured hope that your lordship will in no worse sort
accept it then heretofore you haue done, wherein your L. snhall so
Sarre incourage me as I may hercafter_peradventure, aptempte some matter
worthie so Noble a personage (sig.*ii ).

It must have been during his stay in Ireland that Googe
prepared his next two publications. The firet of these, the
translation of the Foure Bocokes of Husbandry from Conrad
Heresbachus appeared in 1577 with a dedication to :uir Williag

Fitzwilliam the Treasurer of Ireland. The second of the two

works is a tranczlation from the Spanish, entitled The Prouerhes




of Toleda, which was published in 1579 with a dedication to

Lord Burghley snd with his crest on the reverse of the title-
page. The book can conveniently be classified with this group
of works relating to the Christian coammonwealth. Googe himeelf
describes its purpose in the epistle to Burghley:

the chiefe intent of his [Lopoz'i] writing was for the
institution and behaulour of a Prince, yet are his rules and
instructions so generall, as they may verie well serue for

guides in goog demeanour, to euerie man of what de.ree sceuer
he be (sig.*2 ).

In commending his translation to the protection of Burghley as
one who is "perfectly able to iudge, whether I haues followed
my pa-/terne, or no" (eig.‘av-‘B). Googe makes it clear that
part at least of the book was printed during his absence,
presumably in Ireland, and that the epistle is being written

later:

A: for such faults as haue passed, as well in the title as
in the notes, being as they were committed in my absence, &
without ny knowledge, I trust your lordship wil discharge me
of the blame (sig.*3).

The book itself consiste of one hundred eight-line verses
of r:ther trite moral maxims with a learned commentary,
generalizing and adding examples, interwoven. Thue verses were
originally written by Lopez de Mendoza as advice for his son.

They were first printed at .eville in 1494, with the commentary

by Doctor Diaz, and were later reprinted several times in S ain,
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Lopez de . endoza (l)wc-145d)3? was & bpanish nobleuan descended
from el Cid, who ecnieved distinction in the re-con u.ct of
coutlern s-.ain from the Moors. IHic introduction of the fpan.cn
and Italian poetic forus to cwuein i: said to have ..od a pgreat
influence on the subsequent develo,ucnt oi S.anish literai .re.
The commentator on the proverbs, Doctor . edro Diaz de Toledo

was at one itime his chavlain, and afterwards ichop of ;'.alac:a.}'8
It is a little surprisiny to find voo,e translatin. so catholic

and Jjpanich a .ork after some of nin earlier putl.cation...
Compari.on with a Spanish edition of 1553 (Np.) at the British
Huseum shows that Googe's traunslation omits only a vrolc; ue

and introduction, and adds a short liie of Lcrez; its text

appears otherwise to be & direct tran.lation from the ori,inal.

The titles of tre fourteen chapters reveal tue trcaath of the

worhk, trnough the treatment is far ifrom thorouyhi of Loue and

Feare; -k Knowledge and wisdom; of Justice; of racience and
moderate Correction; ok Temperance; of Liberalitie and Franinecce;
of 'ruth; of Continence; of Enuie; of Thannfulnesce; of Friendunip;
of Duetie to curents; of ihoes of Death. Frequent references to

the Virgin .l.ry and the Saints leave no duubt about the Catholicity

of the work. The quotation of two stanzas will adequq!pely show

its nature. From Book ¢ne {of Louec and Fesre):

57. The biographical information i: from the article in HNoyvelle
Blographie lUniverselle.
e Information from the artlcle on Diaz in Diggionario

d 14 ¢ Montaner y Sison editures
(1690).
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O sonne, be milde and amiable,
lay loftie lookes asides
The hautie and disdainfull man
the Lorde can not abide,
Of wicked and malicious men
auoide the companie,
For all their doings tende to strife,
and ende with villanie (sig.B3).

The last stanza of the last book (of Death):

And heare to make an end, I eay,
the onely remedie
In all extreames, is for to keepe,
the perfect meane with thee:
Which if thou takest for thy friend,
a long and happie life
Thou shalt be sure to leade, and liue
without offence or strifé (esig.P2).

The translation of the Prouerbeg was Googe's last publication.
The dedication appears to have been written in England, but by
1582 Googe was back in Ireland as Provost-Marshal of the Co.rt
of Connaught. On 26th February 1582 he wrote to Burghley
beseeching him not to think that his return to Ireland was the
result of lightness or inconstancy, but rather of carefulness
for his estate, The letter continues:

Your lordship knoweth I have in England a lewd wothgr-in-law
living, whose life keepeth me from the sreatest part of my poor
inheritance, I have on the other side a poor wife and a great
sort of children. Mine own portion in possession being very
small for the maintenance cf so many, causeth me to try what
honest means I may, if not to augment, yet to preserve the little
living my father left me; and this is the only reason of my
coming into Connaught, where, &as I look not to be any great gainer,
g0, lose I not my head, I trust to be no great loser, Knd though
tne place be painful, yet will it be some abatement 0. my charges,
till such time as it shall please God to send my own living into
my hands., Otherwise, I would have been loth to have left my own
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country, and wzost 13§h to hage Llorborne my daily attendance
upon your lordship.

During the next few years there are several letters
from Goore to Burghley mainly about Irish afrairs. In 1534
hic "lewd mother-in-law" at last died, and he was no longer
forced through financial necessity to remain in Ireland. The
Lord Deputy however would not at firct Jive him leave to depart,
and he was forced to return to Connaught to "woyle asong the
bog;eu."uo A request to the Lord Treasurer secured him
per.is.ion to leave; about the same time he received (pernaps
through Jurgualey's interces:ion with the . .cen) the long-soujht
patcut .or his office which he was lius able to sell. He
returned to England in 1.05. There is no furtner record of
nis liie or relations with Burghley uefore his death in 159k,
Io 15 o the Zogiaxe of Life was reprinted without Burghley's
arms which had a,peered in the edition of 1576. (This is clearly
the result of a printing economy, which, by varicus such
omissions, saves a sheet). Googe died in lincolnshire about
the 7th February 1.94, Iiic career is a fine example of Lihe

gatronage syctem working closely between master and wervant,

Ihree years b.iore Sur;iiey was addrcised us the patron of
Googe's translation of a Spanich nobleu.an's aawvice tor the

30, H.*.C, . VDl.a, p.52‘:.

4o, Tue phrase occurs in a ictter Iruw Googe to Burghley of loth
Auruet 1573, printed in uotes aud cgries (1863), p.302. It
was aprpore. . tly this letter which .ccured Googe's permission
to leave Ireland.
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"institution and behauiour of a Prince", an English clergyman
r.ad dedicated to him a treatise on a similser topic. John
Wolton's An_Arzoure of Proufe (1576), was accordiny to its
title-page ''Very profitable, as well tor Princes, notle men,

and gentlemen, as all other in authoritie, shewing the firme

of defence, and hsuen of rest in these troublesome tiues and
perilous dayes," John Holton.hl born in Lancashire about 135,
was the nephew of that almost permanent member of the Elizabethan
ecclesiastical hierarchy, Alexander Nowell, Dean of St. Paul's.
After a career at Oxford cut s.ort by the acceseion of (ueen
Mary, Wolton went into exile in Germany with his uncle. His
return at the beginning of Elizabeth's reign was followed by

his ordination and his appointment to various Devon rectories,
mainly through the patronage of Francis Ruczsell, Larl of Bedford.
In 1575 he received a canonry at Exeter where, according to
strype, he "read the Divinity Lecture twice a week for four
years, and preached twice every Lord's day. He only with one
more remained in the said eity of :xeter, in the ireat plague,
preaching publicly, and comforting privately such as were

infected with that disease."42

His séx surviving publiched works all appeared within a

few monthe of each other in 1576 and 1577. Apart from Lord

41, The information on Wolton is from ».P. Courtney's article
in R.N.Bs Other sources are separately noted.

42, Whitgift, vol.I, p.419.
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Burghley and logcal landowners in Devon, his dedicatees
included Sir John Gilbert the explorer (whose '"great loue

k3

and intire affection® towards him is noted), 4ir Francie
Walsingham, and Lady Bridget Russell, Countess of Bedford.
His books are all short treatises of practical Christianity;
his dedicatory epistles on the other hand tend to be of such
inordinate length that they require marginal headings and

Biblical references.

The epistle (dated "the last of Februarie 1576") in which
wolton dedicates his Armoure of Proufe to Lord Burghley is no
exception to this tendency to write at length. For fourteen
closely printed pages it discloses the dangers to which godly
men are exposed at this time, the certainty that Christ's
enenies will at last be punished, and the need for patience
and trust in God. In the face of the dangers arocund thea,
Englighmen must obey the prophet's injunction: "In silence and
in confidence shall be your strength."” Wolton's expansion of
this maxim is of some interest; it seems to contain & thinly
veiled attack on the see.ing of allies in Catholic nurope, and
perhaps even on the idea of the Queen'c marrying e foreign prince:

what is this silence? and what is this confidaerce? First
it is our duetie to suffer afflictions patiently. Secondly, not
to busie our selues put of our vocation. Thirdly, not to mistrust
Gods helpe, and so carnally to enter into vngodly leagues and
vnlawfull friendships, as the kings of Iudea learned sometime vipon

the Liyptians, nowe vppon the Syrians, and in the ende were made
alaues vnto them, and cast out of Gods fauour (cig.AS ).

43, uf the Comscience., A Discourse (1576), sig.Aiii’,
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Not until near the end of his epistle does Woltdn say anything
directly about the nature of his work or his reasons for offering
it to Burghley. Then, after showing that Satan's wiles are
particularly turned against the Christian magistrate whose need

of ®armoure™ is thus great, he writes:

I thought good to publish this commonefaction or instruction,
which I most humbly offer & present vato your honourable Lordship,
not as a matter needful to put you in remembrance of any thing
that should be wamnting in your honor apperteyning to the dutie
of a wise counseller and iust magistrate, but rather to be as it
were a glasse for you to see and behold, to youre great comfort,
howe God hath by his mighty hand always kepte and defended all
such Princes, Cousellers and Magistrates, as haue aduaced his
glory in setting forth true religion, and executed iustice in
their vocations and callings, wherin with what great study &
care of minde ycur honor hath labored nowe many yeeres, God &
good men can tell & are euident witnesses, & yourself recording
tl.e diuelish deuises of your enimies to thwart and fru:irate your
proceedings, to preiudice your pru-/dent policies, and to bring youre
honor to wvtter ruine and destruction: and on the other side, how
God, of his greate goodineese hath giuen good euents to al your
enterprises, and preserued your honor from tyme to tyme, euen
airaculously in great perilies and dangers, must needes acknowledge
Gods gracious fauor (and th.t I may so speake) his apyroued and
vaperceable armor, wherwith he succoureth and saueth al iu. es amd
magistrates thot are learnea in Lic lawe, kisse n.. son Christ,
and become fosters and nourcing fathers of hys iHpuuse the Church
(8ig.AG=-A8Y).

The treatise itcelf i: an expansiun or tuese ideas. Four
great strengtns «nd consoclations of the Christian magistr te are
described. First there is the &ignity of his calling which is
from God; kinga, magistrates and judges are Goc's representatives,
and are guided in all their actions by him, so long as they fulfil
their duty. This leads to the seccnd consolation which is that
3od has promised to help and defend nis magictrates: "The
magistrate that setteth God before hLis eyer, caanct jerish"

(sigeCiii). A ruler must put his trust in Goao alone; here again
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Wolton seems to glance at the political situation: "Leagues

and truces ~ith wicked and godlesse princes haue euill euentec'
(8ig.C5'). Neither is material strength enough: "lunition
without religion is destruction" (5i£.C?Y)e The tnird
consolation is that God has commanded the people to honour and
obey the magistrate, This section contains a long passage on
the wickedness of rebelling against, or resiusting God's
lieutenant. We must "restrayne our thoughts, tongs & hands,

fro doing any thing against those yt be placed in authority ouer
ve" (si; . Eii). Only if tre magictrate's comuwands are contrary
to God may the subject disobey, and then only in pas.ive
recistance, never in open rebellion: "A Christian must sufier
witn a good and quiet conscience iniustice, but he cannot in
like sort practise and execute vnlawful things" (sig.tiii). The
last ci the four consolations is founc in the many exanples from
tibiical and pagan history, of God's .elp to good princes and
waristrates, and of his punishment oi rebels. The treatise

occupies only ninety-six pages in all.

There is no evidence of any contact between :urghley ancd
wolton before the dedication of ituni: worik, though a letter
written two year. later uares it clear (uat the two :i¢n had
been acuu.inted for some tlilc. Tne letter is from the ..rl of
Bedford to Burghley about the appointment of a new Jiuhop of

pLxeter, The Larl su. ,ests ..olton ior the Lost, describing nim
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in these words:

& canon of this church, a man well learned, of honest life
and conversation, wise in government, and & very good and
dili,ent preacher. He has often attended you for cauces
between the Queen and the Church. He is well thoursht of in
thic sountpy, anu was brou;ht up under the Dean of St.Paul's.

The unpunctuated encorcement to this letter is annoyingly
ambiguous: Mr. Wolton to be preferred to the bishopric of
kExeter",. Another letter to Burghley dated on the following
day also reque.ts tLolton's preferzent. This is from Lady
flus.ell, and the fact that husband and wife write to the same
man about the same topic on subseguent day: argues either that
taeir regard for wolton was uncomi.unly hipn, or that they were
not in the habit of consu.ting abobt their correspondence.,
“olton it seems realized the value or the Russells as patrons:
in 1576 he wrote to Lady Russell that her husband was his
"gingular good Patron & waster, vnto whoz for his manifolde
benefites, and large liberalitie so often & many wayes bestowed

nito

vpon e, I owe all duetie & seruice. Bur,hiey mu.t have
responded to this double request, for om <cud Ausust 197y, Wolton
waye consecrated Bishop ¢f Exeter. He rei.ned until his death in

Marci: 1594, He seems to huve been a diligent bic:iop, being

characterized by Woou as follows:

44, H.M.C. Salisbury Pepers, vol.2, .21.. The letter is dated

luth Uetober 1b7c.

L

u5. (1570), sir.*ii.
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He «.8 a person of great piety and reason, and an earnest
assertor of conformity against the opposers thggeof. for which
he was blamed by many, but commended by more."

Two letters to Burghley are recorded during this last
period of his life., On 6th June 1581 he wrote justifying his
proceedings against one Anthony Randal, a member of the Family
of Love, explaining to Burghley that he had written "for your
better resolution of my doings, and the saving of my credit
with you."“? Another letter on 20th May 1582 about routine
diocese affnirs“a is the last recorded contact between “Woltén

and the Lord Treasurer.

Burghley's connection with Wolton appears to have been far
less close thnan with many of the writers already discuesed. The
dédicatory epistle of the final work in this chapter came irom

k9

a much nearer relation., &ir mdward Hoby, whusge dedication

to Burghley of lPolitique Diccourgee vpon Truetd and Lying. An
Instruction to Princec to Keepe thedr Faith and Fromice, is dated
10th December 1589, was the sob of Lady Hoby, Mildred Cecil's

sioter (the same Lady Hoby to whom Geoffrey Fenton addressed two

of his works in 1571 and 1572 - seerquZQ5above). Born at tie farily
home of Bisham (Berkchire) in 1566, he enjoyed a brilliant career
at uxford, where the dramati.t Thomas Lodge was " Servitour or

46, Athenas (Uxoniepnss, ed. Bliss, vol.I, ccl.601.

47, Strype, Annals, III ii, p.1l80.

48, Lada.Pa Dome 1581-90, p.55.

49, The DN.B. article by Gordon Goodwin is the source of
information for Hoby's life, except where otherwise stated,
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n20 He rose into high favour at court

8cnolaer under hiu.
in the later 1570's and in 1572 married the daughter of Lord
Hunsuon, In the sane year he was wkuiglteds His earliect
surviving letter to his uncle Lord surpinley, written on 24th
reh 1uo0, is concerned with the wartial state of the I..e
of .neppey, where Hoby had a military command. He cuus tuis

letter "crauing the continewaunce or yoé honorable accustomec

good fauoures towarde ue."bl In Au, ust of the same jyeour ne
addressed to ur,. iley several letters relating to his mis. ion

to ccotland uncertaken with hic. father-in-law, Tney deal mainly
with affairs at the Scottish court, and hiave n. bearing on a
study of Burghley's literary patronaie.)z Two letters froao
Hoby to curghley, both dated at Berwick in Hoveurepr 1loo4, =tow
tiat Hoby's popularity at the :n.iish court was by no means
reneral, and tnat he depended upon his uncle a good deal for
support. In the first of these, d=ted luth lloveuver 1).4%, ooy

tells :urciiicy Lu.t he has .eard tuat he i: to be recalled from

hies .ost, and asks his uncle to contradict any hostile talk

concerning him at court, if that is Lne cau;e.5§ Three days

5U. Wood, ed. Bliss, Athepae Qxonieng@s, vol.II, col.l194,

o1l. Lenddowne Mag, vol.42, item 1l.

52. rheov letiers are absiracted in H.n.C. _aliecupy i . opc, vol.3,

pp.v?7 & 71; and C.S...,.cottish, 15U,=160C3, pp b3 & 5. Trere
is also a letter to HobL; Irom Ling James (ia..b. JSGChii: <469),
dated 24th October 1o0l4, wiicn snowe that .iciy had .Jucceedec in
making ninself very popular with the .cottich king.

53. H.M.C.%al3 v, VOleSyue/d=7vs The wame letter also
reveals one of 3urf' ley's siall xininesses to hic nepnew: in a
letter i ist - ctuuer 1384 (galisbury, 3,p.67), Hoby 430 said
that he wa: worried at not having received news {ru. nis ncther;
in thic¢ letter of 1lOth iuvember he Lhanxks Purgnley ior nLa great
rindrecs in ;oing down to -erkshire to visit lady lioby,
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later ne ajain as<s iur:hlcy to be his sponuor at court, to
maie escuses for his continued absence, and to contradict the
. 54 .
enaity of ..»r. ..ecretary Wal.ingham. It is only to be
expected therefore, that :'uvby's firct literary work should be

dedicated to hic uncle.

Hoby's Politique Discourses vpon Trueth and Lying (15c0)
ic a translation from Jnstruction aux krinces pour gagaer la oy

worale, & cdeuodr d'yn homce de bien. Lo plusieurs discours
politicyes . r la !ggigé k Je menconpe, »ublisned at Paris in

1534, Its a:tn.or, Matthieu Coi,net (ljl#—lj&o)bs was a French
stetesman who had been usbas:ador to Jwitzerland curing tne
rei.ne of Henrd 1<, Frangui¢ II and C.arles :X. Altrnouvh
secretly a Javourer of the Huguenot party, he taza foilowed the
political course i the moderate 'politique' party, and had
supported the oolicies of the uewen Motier, Catherine e edici,
to whom tiic, his only published work, wac originally vedicated.
iloby does not translate tnis dedication, but zubititutes nis own
tuo Jeecil. or the rest, the trsnclation appedrs to be cuoplae
and direct, even the .arginal headin; s of tne .)ench beirg
troncferred tute wnyliche The EBngoish lucks Lne al nabetical
tatie wnich follows the Frenci text, and dlifers also in noviug

deby's arizs on the reverse of the titie- s, e,

54- :;'..e..l.t.&...i._ﬁ;.; l l—,.O. i).l]_}

e Blograshical iunformatzo on Coi.nev iec fro. _guvaedie
a_tile iverselle.
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The dedicatory epistle to Burghleybb expresses Hoby's
apprehension at the way in which his venturing on a course so
foreign to his training will be received, There are consolations

however:

But howsoeuer these my endeuours may lye in the consideration
of the enuious or ouercurious, with which two humors this age
most aboundeth, yet if by your Lo. they may be esteemed worthie
of your honorable protection, I shall not onely thinke it my
greatest happines to haue employed amy time herein, but also with
tne like opportunitie and leasure shalbe incouraged to wade into
some argument of greater paines and moment (sige.®2 ).

He describes his receiving a copy of Coignet's work a year ago,
"when, through the thicke mistes and vnhoalsome aires of this
solitarie Island ... hindred of other recreation" (sig.®3), he
decided to translate it. He makes the all too common protestation
that he has published his work only at the request of a friend,
"as a mattgt necessarie, as he thought for the time" (sig.*3).

He declares what is apparent irom even & bricf perusal of the

French and hnglish texts together:

56. The epistle is dated at Sheppey on 1l0th December 15353
the work had been entered in the Stationers' Register on
the previous 21lst November. This would therefore seem to
be another example of what had happened in the case of
Barnaby Googe - a dedication being written after the main
body of the work was already with the printer. It is
interesting that both Googe and Hoby were closely connected
with Burghley.
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I haue like a most flust and faithfull translator no whit
swarued from the course or almoste phrase of the Author, the
iudgement whereof I referre wholie to your honorable cons%deration,
and willleaue it for some recreation to your Lo." (eig.*3 ).

The dedication ends on a note of fitting respect:

Mogt humbly beseeching your honor, that among all the riche
Newyeres giftes, which of aboundance saall this yeare bee
bestowed in/court, this simple one among the rest may find soune
place in your honorable acceptation, wishing as manie yeres to
be encrea:ed to your former, with continuall health and honour,
as it is, or euer was possible in the course of Nature to be
yeelded. Ahd so I most humbly take my leeue. From the Isle
of Shepey the tenth of December. 15065. Your honors most bound
Neuewe,

LDAAKD buote. (sig.*3"-+4).

The text itself falls into two sections which are dewcribed

by Hoby as follows:

in the first, all vertues uandlqa, the trueth, as it were
the genug vnto them, and thereby is snewed howe necessarie they
are in mans conuersation: in the other, is intreated of all kinde
of vices, and lying acecounted as g gnus thereunto, and so is set
down what discommodities insue thereof, and how much they are to
v
be auoyded (sig.*3 ).

The work for the most part consists oi generel moralizing
substantiated by biblical and classical quotations, with the
frequent drawing of practical examples, oiten with reference

to the conduct of state affairs. The inteyrity with which :ioby
has followed his original is sznown in a few lines about the
French nation: "Frenchme ... giue place to no nation vnder the
Sunne whatsoeuer, but rather excelleth it" (sig.B?v). (ne

can imagine many Eliczabethan translaior: quiletly omitting such

a sentence). The work frequently recalls Fenton's Forme of
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christian pollicie, and is indeed in a eimilar genre. Thus

here too dancing and play-acting are dondemned:

how can we name our selues Christians, & keepe holy dayes, if
we prophane them with dansing, banqueting, masking, spending
excessiuely, & elaying dissolutely, prouoking tthe wrath of God
vpon ve (sig.Cl4 ).

Rules are informed that "conuersation with the Muses, and studie
of good letters, would render the nobilitie more aduised and
constant™ (sig.CS'). In this connection, the study of history
is put forward as being particularly valuable for princes. The
power and the duties of a prince are expressed in terms similar
to those used in other works in this chapter: "Princes were
ordained of God, to be fathers, protectors, and shephardes ouer
the people coumitted to their charge" (sig.F4). The duty of
subjects to follow their allotted vocation, the nmed of a prince
for good counsellors, the importance'of calmnes.. and fairness

in judges, the indispensability of mercy in the Christian
governor, these are all expressed in conventional sixteenth century

ternse.

After twenty-five crnapters exploring the application and
desirability of truth in all public and .rivate affairs, the
author similarly cons.ders the norrors of lying. Untruth in
religion is regarded as the worst of faults; its re _edy is
wnowledge of the scriptures, which are called the "uguare,
balaunce, iudge of all nationc, the Canon, .nd rule to liue

well by, and the very touch:tone which c.ccerreth truth from
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falshoode" (sig.17). For a prince it is "a greeuous sinne
and errour, to raygne ouer mens consciences" (sig.x1').

Lying is explored in all its aspects, plays being one of them:

As touchinge Playes, they are full of filthie wordes, which
would not become verie lacqueys, and courtisanes, and haue sundrie
inuentions which infect the spirite, and replenish it with
vnchaste, whorishe, cosening, deceitfull, wanton, and mischeeuous
passions (eig.L4).

The areas of behaviour covered by the book extend to diet,
sex, education (where, like Fenton, the author advocates the
building of more schools and colleges), and disease. The
conclusion to the fiftieth (and last) chapter seems to sum

up the whole books

To the end that that we may rest beloued of God, and of
gooa men, and haue a good conscience, a peaceable life, a
guide in all affairec with hope of eternall lite, and heape
of blysse, we must walke wisely, and be founde true in all
our thougntes, wordes, and actione: and so to accustome our
selues thereto, that we ;iue no place tc any lye, though it
be the lightest which may be made (8ig.35).

Following this dedication the relationship between Burghley
and his nephew continued on a friendly basis. On 2%tn December
100 toby wrote from .neppey thaniking Burghley for his concern
about nis health in advising Hoby to leave that wisty island,
iloby epeaks of "hauinge receaued ye chefest & rentest benefit

of any liulnge creature from yr handes & fauour",57 and as

57. Lansdowne Mss, vol.5l, item 23.
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usual signes himself "your honors most bounde neuewe.'" In the
late 1580's Hoby lost favour at court and with the Gueen;

Burghley was responsible for reinstating him in the royal

58

favour. A letter from Hoby to his uncle on 24th November

1591 indicates this, and also shows that Burghley himself was
temporarily annoyed with his nephew. Hoby writes that he has

had

y. honour to haue ben borne_in yr aliance, bred vp in yowr
loue, hetherto protected bye yr care from mie insolent & mightie
aduersaries, benefited onlie bie y° sole selfe, and latelie by
Y onlie meanes reconciled to the hed fountaine of mie fortune,
onlie thorough your self to expecte y aduancement of mie lirse.

He begs forgiveness, and declares himself "more sorowed then

%9

euer I knewe mie selfe', The appeal was obviously successful,
since on 2%th January following Hoby wrote to Burghley requesting
his help in securing the stewardship of the manor of Milton.
Burpghley is addressed as the man "whose loue I esteame more than
anie gaine, whose aduise shal ;;)be to me a resoidution, and

satisfaction, & whom while I liue, I wil éa)be thankful to".6o

This appears to be Hoby's last surviving letter to his
uncle. iie was nowever a frequent and oiten amusingly informal

correspondent of Sir Robert Cecil's. The relationship between

S%. The reasons for Hoky's disgrace and the whole episoce of his
disfavour at court are obscure. But there can be no doubt that
he was firmly re-established in the royal favour by 1592 wnen
he entertained the .ueen at Bishan.

59. Lancdowne jigsg, vol.68, itew 103.
60. lLancdowne Mss, vol.6y, item 9.
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these two cousins was apparently of the friendliest nature.
Their correspondence reveals an aspect of lioby's character

not apparent in his respectful lettere to his uncle., The
matter is extremely complicated and undoubtedly requires a
fuller exploration than is possible within the bounds of this
study, but it appears that Hoby was not quite morally blameless.
He made several enemies among the clergy, in particular Dean
Nowell, who charged him with nisappropriating funds belonging
to Brasenose College. During an illness in 159% and 1595 he
wrote often to S8ir Robert seeking his protection in this effair.,

He ends one such letter: "30 humbly beseeching you to bless me

from the clergy and send me to the Turk."bl It is just possible

that his unpopularity in several quarters both within and outside
court circles may be explained by the enthusiasm with wuich he
appears to have "played the wag."62 Hoby's heir Peregrine was
a2is natural son by Katherine Pinkney, and in more than one letter
to Iir Robert he mentions another lady companion called Winer:ride,

once acking hie couszin to "assure her that 1 am a true uwan to

ol. H.M.C. Salisbury bPaperc, vol.5, p.2lb. Thc letter is dated
23rd May 1595.

62. In a letter of 31lst May 159b (H.M.C. palisbury kapers, vol.o,
p.202), written on board ship before setting off on tne cadiz
expedition, he asks Sir Robert to do var.vcus things for him
if he 1s killed and then ends by asking why he is thinking
in this way, for "I mean to return home and play the wag once
more."
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her peradventuro."b5 Hie boredom with his wife, with whose

"melancholy humour™ he tells Sir Robert in a letter of 25th
September 1596 he is "a little too much troubled".cu is the

last link in a chain of characteristics which might well

provide sufficient explanation for the hostility of the
Puritanical walsingham and the aged Dean Nowell. It was against
this opposition that Burghley advanced the fortunes of his
nephew. One can hardly imegine the Lord Treasurer approving

of Hoby's conduct, but family ties were apparently stronger

than moral condemnation.

Hoby's only other publication during Burghley's lifetime
was a translation from the Spanish of Bernadino de Mendoza,
entitled The Theorique and rractice of wWarre (1597). The
dedication, in Spanish, is to »ir George Carew. During the reign
of iing James (who showered favours upon him, and whom Hoby
frequently entertained at Bisham), Hoby published three original
anti-Catholic works, which suggest that even in a literary way

he could not resist the temptation to "play the wag.'" The first

63. H..:.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.S5, p.236. The letter is dated
7th June 1595, and also informs :ir Robert that he (Kokty)

"will yield caution of a privy chamber lady to be with you
before the first of the term, if ihat may sufrice." The
obscurity of this statement uaukes it impossible to say
whether Hoby was acting as some izind of procurer, which is
the hasty conclusion one i: tempted to reach.

b4. H.M.C. Salisbury Pupers, vol.6, p.407.
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of these, A_LMJMW (1609).,
is dedicated to "all Romieh Collapsed Ladies of (reat Britaine"”,

In 1613 his

Lycaorite (another anti-Catholic piece) was dedicated to the
students of the Inng~-of-Court. 1In 1615 he publicied, under the
name of "“Jdick-groome of the Hobie-stable", A Curry-gombe forx

a Coxe-Combe, Or Purgatories Knell, a work which ne dedicated

to '"the gentle, gentle Reader". In spite of the apparent
frivolity of these works, he was highly regarded as a scholar
by his contemporaries, in particular by Camden who dedicated his

dibernig to Hoby. WwWood writes of him as follows:

lle was a person of great reading and judgement, especially
in the controvereies between Protestants and Papists, a singular
lover of arts, subsggntial learning, antiguities, and the
professors thereof,

1t is obviously a mistake to lay too amuch e.pnasis on Hoby's
"wagrery'"; Burghley perhaps could see more reason than mere

farily ties for advancing his nephew,

The writem discussed in this chapter provide some sood
exanples of the patronage system in operation. Fersonal gratitude,
desire for favour, re.jpect, appropriateness of a work to Burghley's
position, these and other motives are s.en as underlying the
dedication of books to him. The nature of the works here grou.ed
together leaves little doubt of svurphiey's pleasure at receiving
themr all, There secems to be nothing in any of them which would

have jarred with hiz conception of 'the Chrictian Comzon-ealth,”

69, Thomas Hig,int, an English minister who was converted to
Catholici«xz and sub &uently rled abroad.
bob. Athenae Uxonienses., ed. Bliss, vol.II, cocl.lui,
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CHar Lol Twoy

DEVOTIONAL BOOKS

The sixteenth century was an age of faith. This is the
simple explanation for the enormous volume of religious literature
produced in that period, Books ranging in subject from the
application of general Christian principles in social life, to
examinations of the finer points of doctrine, or the intricacies
of religious controversy, poured from the presses with abundant
regularity. ﬁearly half the entries in the Short-Title Catalogue
refer to religious works. This situation is reproduced in
miniature in the list of books dedicated to Lord Burghley - of
the eighty-five works addressed to him, forty-two can be classed

as religious.

The diversity of sixteenth century religious l.terature uaakes
some sort of classification desirable. Controversial works are
readily separable, though the frequency with which apparently
non-controversial writers will turn aside to attack Catholicism
may partially upset this division. After the separation of
controversial works, the remainder can be further divided into
two classes: practical treatises and devotional books. The

preceding chapter examined those books winich deal with the
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practical application of religious principles in the Christian
commonwealth., The present chapter will discuss & number of works

which can be included under the heading of "devotional books."

Devotional books of a non-controversial type probably
provided the greater part of a layman's religious reading; the
intricacies of doctrinal controversy lay outside the province of
the general reader.1 The devotional works dedicated to Burghley
fall conveniently into three main types: catechetical works;

biblical studies; and printed sermons.

The most important of all the Elizabethan catechisms was

that of Alexander Nowell, the long-serving Dean of St., Paul's,

christianae (1570) takes the form of a dialogue between schoolmaster

and pupil and is a lengthy work in four sections: 1) 0Of law and
obedience, which is an examination of the Ten Commendments,
emphasizing man's duty of obedience, especially to the Christian
magistrate; 2) Of the Gospel and faith, which is an exposition of
the Apostles' Creed, firmly stating the doctrine of salvation by
faith alone, and the predestination of only the Elect to such
salvation; 3) Of prayer and thanksgiving, whici analyses the
Lord's Prayer, and emphasizes that all prayer must be to God and

never to the saints; 4) Of the Sacraments, which are seen as only

1. For a discussion of religious literature and its readers see
Louis B. Wright. i1g - 3 i i e a ©n.y
(1935), pp.228-296.
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two -~ Baptism and the 'SBupper of the Lord'. The doctrine on
Communion is Calvinist; any sacrificial element is denied.

The Catechism is indeed almost uncompromisingly Calvinistic

in every respect. It had an enormous influence, and was widely
used in schools.2 The first edition in Latin appeared in 1570,
and there were six further editions before the end of the century.
An English version was also published in 1570, and reprinted

three times within the next five years. There were also

shortened versions of both the Latin and English which enjoyed
numerous editions. The Catechismug was dedicated in 1570 to the
archbishops and bishops of the English Church. 1I% has been mentionec
here however because a letter from Dean Nowell to Cecil, dated 16th
June 1570, makes it clear that the work had been dedicated in
manuseript to Secretary Cecil, The letter also partially explains
the long delay between the Catechism's first appearance before
Convocation in 15633 and its publication in 1570. It reads as

follows:

After my humble commendations unto your honour. Thes are
to certifie the same that the Latine Catecuisme, which aboute
seaven yeres 8goo I dyd write and dedicate unto your nonour in
the fyrst writen cupie, is now at laste putt in printe, by my
Jlords of Canterburie and Yorkes appoynctment, and with your
honours consent, as my lord of Canterburie intoraued me., The
occasion of the dedicating of it now unto the byshopps, as men
moot mete to judge and allow, or disallow of such matiers, was
inforced that about syxe yeres agoo, it was offred unto them,

2. See Louis B. Wright, M;Qﬂl:.&laan_guliuna p-239.
3, See W.H. Frere,

Elizabeth and James I (190#). pp-9b-98
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beinge assembled in Convocation, and by thex ailowed, and by
the whole cleargie of the Lower Convocation-Howse subscribed unto,
as is to be sene in the coopie remaininge with me,

Notwithstandinge I sent a copie of it, beinge fare writen
ageine, unto your honour, with whom it remayned above one yeare,
and then was delyvered me ageine by your honour, and withall
certen notes of some lerned man uppon it. Wheruppon it hath
ever synse remayned with me, untyll my loru of Canterburie his
grace called for it, after that I had altered manie places in
it, acordinge to the notes which your honour delyvered unto me,
as your honour shall well perceyve, had yow leysure to compare
the saide notes (which I have sent ageine to your honour, even
the verie copie it selfe which your honour delyvered me) with
the printed booke, which I have alsoo sent unto your honour,
And after the coopie had remayned a while with my lord of
Canterburie, he demaunded of me whie I dyd not put it in printe.
I tolde his graee that without your honours consent, to whom I
had in the fyrste writen coplie dedicated it, I wold not printe
it: and within a fewe dayes after he sending for me ageine,
tolde me that your honour had consented that it shuld be printed,
and that it was to your honour no matier were it dedicated unto
the byshopps; and soo hym selfe allowinge it to the printe, by
the subscription of hiS name and my lorde of Yorke doing the
like, it came to the printe at the laste, syx yeres and more
after it was fyrst wryten, Wherof in case your honour shall
have good liking, I shall be verie gladde, And thus I commend
your honour unto Allmightie Godde, who have yow and all yours
in his blessed kepinge.

16 Junii, 1570.

Your honors to commande, 4
ALLXANDER wuwsblb,

This letter is important in showing that manuscript books
were occasionally sent to patrons (the practice may indeed have
been common), and when the patron was as learned as Cecil, changes
were sometimes suggested as a result of this, Nowell's anxiety
about changing the dedicatee on printing his book possibly

indicates that even so eminent a statesman as Cecil might be

4. The letter is quoted from A (atechism written in Latin by

Alexander Nowell, edited by G.E. Corrie (rarker Society,
1853), p.vi. It is abstracted in C,8,P. Dom. 1547-80,
Pc3820 -
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expected to covet the dedication of such an important work as
the Catechismus. But though he lost the dedication in 1570,
three years latem a Latin and Greek version of the Catechism
was dedicated to Burghley by Nowell's nephew Willianm Whitaker.5
His connection with the work did not, after all, end with its

publication.

In 1575 Burghley received from Nicolaus Whithalk the
dedication of a catechetical work of small importance compared
with that of Dean Nowell. Nevertheless it was one which the
Lord Treasurer considered worthy to bear his armorial achievement
on the reverse of its title-page. It also appears that he may
have owned the book, since a copy of it is offered for sale in
the 1687 sale catalogue of his library. This Christianae Fidei
ac Verae Religionis Compendium was, according to its dedication,
printed from an anonymous manuseript long in the editor's
possession, Its title-page is interesting in recording the work's
presentation to "Sir William Cecil, Baron Burghley, that most
illustrious and truly pious man, and patron of all good letters"
("Ad Illustrissimum virum verae pietatis, omniumw; bonarum artium
Patronum, D. Guilielmum Cecilium Baronem Bur;hleium"), Rarely
is a patron thus mentioned on the title-page of a book. (f the
editor and dedicator of this work almost nothing is known. The

only source of information is Anthony Wood who describes Whithalk

as

5., Consideration of Whitaker's Greek epistle has been lert until
Chapter Three pJRS#) where Whitaker's other dedications to
Cecil are emamined.
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A theologist of losanne who studied several Yyears in
Merton Coll. for the sake of the warden thereof Dr. Bickley,
with whom he had contracted an acquaintance while he was an
exile in the time of Queen Mary, but whether he took a degree,
tho' supplicate he did for one, it appears not,

He mentions his dedication to Burghley, and adds

No doubt it is but he published other things, but such I
have not yet seen. In 1577 I find him sacrist of Corpus
Christi College, but how long he continued there I cannot
tell. He was alive in 1582, much gespected by Mr. Camden,
and Tho. Savill for his learning.

Despite Wood's suspicions however, there is no evidence to

suggest that Whithalk published anything else,

The faot that a stranger in England, unconnected with and
probably unkown to Burghley, should dedicate his only work to
the Lord Treasurer, rather than to any of the more active
patrons of literature at Elizabeth's court, is a useful hint in
assessing the motives of many of Burghley's dedicators. What
attracted them was probably not his munificence towards writers,
or gratitude for past or hope of future favours, but the power
and eminence of his position as a statesman, and the peculiar
dignity which his name as dedicatee would lend to a work.
Beneath the elaborately comxplimentary style of Whithalk's
dedication one can see these motives at work. The beginning of
his epistle is worth quoting at some len,th since it contains
one of the more convincing tributes to Burghley's piety and

statesmanship, Coming from an outside observer this i:- even

more striking:

6. Athenae Oxonjepsfs, ed. Bliss, vol.l, col.h25,
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Many people have published it abroad, most noble Sir,
that of all those who inscribe their worke to your most
glorious name, those who devote all their efforts to
things divine and pex_feining to WD, receive from you
the highest approbation for their industry. This of
course should astonish nobady who casts even the
slightest glance at the much praised course of your life
up to now, For from your early youth, as I have heard,
You followed those teachers who vied with each other
in their efforte not so much to polish your mind with
every branch of literature, as to f1ill it full with the
seeds of all the virtues, especially piety, which embraces
all the virtues. These seefie have grown and produced
virtues which have carried your Excellency to such a
pinnagle of honour that I think that you could hardly
be placed in a higher seat of dignity. It cannot be
doubted, since your son the most honourable Sir Thomas
Cecil from childhood has similarly followed the path of
virtue, that following the same footsteps he will easily
reach the same level of nobility. But what is more,
that passion for great objects, most noble Baron, which
is implanted in you along with that your true nobility,
has caused you, first, to be most dear to God almighty,
since you have always preferred His most pure service
to any wealth or honours, and because you have never
been willing to lend your ears to men invoived in papist
superstition; secondly, you are highest in the favour of
wUsol sibloaosTH (a Prince excelling in letters and the
knowledge of languages, and of all who ever were in this
Realm the most serene, most sacred, most sapient); because
you have omitted no duty or service which seemed to belong
to the honour or glory of her Royal Majesty. Lastly,
that singular kindness of your nature, conjoined with
your great exaltation of mind, has made you so beloved
of all men, especially men of letters (whose sole
Maecenas you are) that some feel themselves wonderfully
refreshed a9d cheered by the mere mention of your most
noble name.

7. This and other translations from Latin included in
this and the following chapter have (except where
otherwise noted), been kindly supplied by Mr. David
Butler of the University Library, Birmiggham. The
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continuation # ﬁotnde T:

original of the passage quoted above, reads as
followss

MVLTORVM germone disseminatum est, nobilissime
vir, inter eos omnes qui clarissimo tuo nomini
guos libros inscribunt, eorum industriam a te
praecipue probari, qui diligentia omnem in

rebus diuinis & ad DEVM pertinentibus tractandis

& explicandis ponunt, Quod sane mirum nemini
videri debet, vel leuiter in anteactae tuae

vitae cursum laudatissimum intuenti. Naa ab
ineunte aetate (vt accepi) eos paedagogos
consecutus es, qui certatim elaborarunt, non

tam vt omni literarum genere metem tuam
expolirent, quam vt eam omnibus virtutum
seminibus, pietate praecsertim, (quae virtutes
omnes complectitur) abunde cumulatam & consertam
redderent, Quae qulidem semina menti tuae tum
penitus insita, ex eo tempore tam alte radices
egerunt, pectusq; tuum diuinum tam praecellenti
pulcherrimarum virtutum choro compleuerunt,

quae Amplitud. tuam ad tantum dignitatis fastigium
extulerunt: vt te in sublimiori ho-/noris sede
locari vix posse arbitrer. Eandem similiter
virtutis viam, cum filius tuus Thomas cCecilius
Eques ornatissimus, ab ipse pueritia fuerit
ingressus, dubitandum non est, quin ijsdem
vestigije ad eundem nobilitatis gradum sit

facile peruenturus. Sed excellens porro illa
magnaru rerum cupiditas, ornatissime Baro, quae
tibi vna cum ista tua vera nobilitate innata est,
effecit, vt primum Deo Opt. Max. sis charissimus,
quod purissimum illius cultum omnibus opibus &
honoribus semper anteposuisti, & quod hominibus
pontificia superstitione implicatis aures praebere
nunquam voluisti: deinde apud bLIZABuTiiali Reginam
(% litteris & linguarum cognitione praecellentem
Principem, atque omnium quae vnquam fuerunt in hoc
Regno serenissimam, sanctissimam, sapientissimam)
acceptissimus: quod nullam obseruantiam, nullumg;
obsequium praetermisisti, quod ad Regalem Maiestatem
vel decorandam vel exornandam pertinere videretur.
Postremo, singularis illa naturae tuae bonitas,
eximia cum ista animi celsitudine coniuncta ita

te omnibus hominibus, praecipue literatis, (quorum
vnicus es Moecenas) amabilem reddidit, vt nonnulli
se, vel mominis tui nobilissimi mentione mirabiliter
recreatos & exhilaratos sentiant (Sigs. A2-A2V).
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In view of all this, how, asks Whithalk, could I have

dedicated my book to anyone else?

The Compendium itself is not particularly significant.
It occupies some one hundred pages and puts forward an
orthodox Calvinist account of the Christian religion.
Beginning with an examination of the nature of God and the
persons of the Trinity, it recounts the story of the Creation,
and then moves to a discussion of man, the nature of sin and
of free will, and the laws, divine, natural and moral, by
which man must live. The Ten Commandments are expounded at
some length, and equated with the Law as revealed in the New
Testament. In the long and significant section on Faith and
Grane, salvation is shown to depend on Faith alone, and the
Catholic conception of salvation by Faith and good works is
specifically rejected. The book ends with a consideration of
the Church, the Elect in all ages according to Whithalk's
Calvinistic definition, and the Sacraments, two in number,
Baptism and Communion, again a strictly Calvinist view. The
work was not reprinted, and Whithalk's name never again appears

in connection with Burghley.

Two years after the Gompendium, in 1577, another catechetical

work, entitled A briefe and cleare Coniession of the Christi

Eavth, was dedicated to Burghley. The work is described on its

title-page as "Containing An hundreth Articles, after the order
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of the Creede of the Apostles. Made and declared by Iohn
Gardiner, Translated out of French into English by lohn
Brooke of Asshe, next Sandwitch." Its scope is thus
considerably more limited than that of the major catechisms

of the period, which deal with the Apostles' Creed among
seyeral other basic statements of Christianity. The original
French of the work is not to be found in the British Museunm,
the Bodleian Library or the Bibliothé&que Nationale, nor does
Gardiner's name appear in any of the major biographies. The
only information about him must therefore be gleaned from
Brooke's translation, where it appears that Gardiner underwent
a quick conversion to the Ca¥viniem he had once persecuted,
and that he served as pastor to the '"little French church at
Strasbourg". Even the translator is an obscure figure: he

was a native of Ashe-next-Sandwich, in Kent, the son of John
Brooke of that village.8 He mas appointed a scholar of Trinity
College, Cambridge by the foundation charter of 1546, and
proceeded B.A. in 1553-54. His published works (seven in all,
of which that dedicated to Burghley is the third) are all
translations from Protestant writings in French. His choice

of works to translate inm indicative of a rather extreme

Protestant position. In his Faithfull and familiar exposition
¥pon the prayer of our Lorde Iesus Christ (1582), translated

8. The swall amount of biographical information on Brooke is
frop the article by william Hunt in D,.N,.B.
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from Pierre Viret, there appears an epistle to the Reader

by John Field, one of the most important organizers of the
London Presbyterian classis. This is a further indication
of the strength of Brooke's Protestantism. In addition to
Burghley his dedicatees include the Earl of Oxford, the
Archbishop of Canterbiry (Edmund Grindal) and Burghley's
daughter, the Lady Anne, Countess of Oxford. Only in the
dedication to the Earl of Oxford of Tihe Staffe of Chrigtian
Faithe (a translation, printed in 1577, from the Huguenot
writer Guido), does Brooke give any hint that he has enjoyed
the ’patronage' of any of his dedicatees. He reminds Oxford
of '"howe much and many wayes I am by dutye bounde vnto your
honor, as also howe vnable I am to discharge the same" (sig.Aiii).
His other dedications are all formal requests for protection

of his work.

" Phis is true also of his dedication to Burghley. He tells
the lLord Treasurer that, having completed his translation, he

dared not

of my selfe, or in myne owne name, launch foorth my silly
barke intu the troublesom waues, not doubting (saile she

neuer so sure & true) but somtines shee snalbe countermet
with Churlishe / byllowes, and puffed at with outragious

blastes and violent tempestes (sig.Aii -Aiii).

Brooke continues this metaphor, telling Burghley that he

has therefore sought to
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ancor in your harborough, being very desirous that this
my vnsmoothed and roughe hewen workemanshippe might haue
free passage and safe conduct vnder your Honors fauorable
protection and defece (sig.Aiii).

The Christian nature of his work has emboldened him to

craue that this my small peece of trauaile, whatsoeuer,
aaye receyue that hope hath progysed, and with my good will
would gladlye deserue (sig.Aiii ).

He does not manage to ask Burghley's acceptance of his work
any more directly than this. This dedication is the first
and only record of any connection between Brooke and Lord
Burghley. In dedicating his work to the Lord Treasurer tne
translator was undoubtedly motivated solely by the desire

to give his book extra dignity and authority.

In its one hundred articles the treatise deals with the
clauses of the Apostles' Creed under four headings: beliefs
about the Trinity, the Son, the Holy Ghost, and the Church,
Justifying his translation of the work, Brooke declares it
"vnder a poore habite and litle showe, to beare and importe
great and waighty effect" (sig.Aii). He adds that he finds
also therein "singuler ground of profound learning and rare
wisdome, and therewithall... firme approbations and inexpugna-/ble
defences, with authorities of holy writ® (sig.Aii-Aiiv). In the
course of its ninety-six pages it gives a strongly Calvinistic
exposition of the Creed, and finds time for several attacks on

Catholicism, One such attack .ay uLere be guoted:
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the papisticall Masse is an inuention and ordinance of
man, a sacrifice of Antichrist ... it is a stynking and
infectious sepulchre which couereth and hydeth the merite
of the blood of Christ. And therefore it ought to be abolished,
and the holy Supper of the Lord restored and set agayne in
his fyrst estate (sig.D5).

Apart from such flashes of invective there is very little

to enliven this singularly uninspiring little treatise.

Although catechetical works formed an important part
of the total volume of Elizabethan religious literature, a
much larger proportion was made up of works expounding,
explaining, abbreviating and sometimes even versifying the
Seriptures. Louis B. Wright has shown that the abundance and
cheapness of printed Bibles placed them within the reach of
every citizen.9 The popularity of works of biblical
scholarship is explicable only by assuming that there was
widespread reading of them among the laity. Their abundance
in the period is reflected in the number which were dedicated

to Burghley,

One of the most unusual of these books is Henry Dethick's
Eerise Sacrae octo libris Cogprehensae (1577) which can best
be described as an abridged Bible in Latin verse. The first
book runs from the Creation to the Flood; the second continues
the story as far as Heber; the third book ends with the arrival
of the Israelites in the Promised Land; the fourth continues

as far as Isalah and the fifth runs from here to the story of

9. Middle-Class Culture, pp.236-239.
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Elias; the sixth book, which has numerous digressions into
Greek and Roman history, ends at the time of Herod; the
seventh book describes the Annunciation and the ministry
of St. John the Baptist, and the last abridges the New

Testament, ending with the Apocalypse.

The author is described on the title-page as "Henry
Dethick of Oxford", and it seems obvious that this is the
work of a university man showing his prowess in Latin verse,
and choosing the safest of subjects to do so. His short
dedication gives no hint of anything but the most formal
connection with the Lord Treasurer. The general purport of
his epistle is to emphasize the truth of the subject of his
poem, and to express the wish that although his verse is not
good, Burghley may derive some pleasure from it., Only at one

point does he address his patron in more than general ternms:

I certainly had nobody to whose patronage I could more
confidently and safely commit this simpde and brief compilation,
than to you. You were the sole persc.. who could kindly,
through your affability, and truly, through your jufsement.
discern the whole sense of this my little offering.

Despite the apparent distance between them nhowever, there

is some reason to suspect a closer relationship between Detnick

10. The original Latin reads as follows: )
Quarum facilem, & breu¥ colligatione, cuius certe quidem

ratrocinio, fidel:ius, & tutius, committerem, qu& tuo, habeban
neminem.
Tu vous eras, qui propter facilitat® humaniter, & vere, propter
judicium decernere posses, huius omnem munusculi mei rationem
(sig.AijVy,
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and the Lord Treasurer. All three of Dethick's dedications

are to Burghley, and all three use his crest and motto,

Although undated, the Qratic in laudem Polceog was probably
Dethick's earliest work. It is a twenty page pamphlet in

praise of the classical poets, and its address to the Lord
Treasurer is even more formal than Dethick's other epistles

to that statesman. His only mention of Burghley is in fact

to speak of his "mentem vere generosam" (sig.‘lv). One may
assume that the 1577 dedication of the Feriae Sacrae followed
this, since in his only other epistle to Burghley, also dated
1577, Dethick writes that he has '"craued herein (as heretofore
in all mine affaires) your honours protection” (sig.Aiiv). It
seems likely that by "affaires'" Dethick means writings; there

is certainly no record of Burghley protecting him in any other
way, and since Dethick was an Oxford rather than a €ambridge
man, the opportunities for him to do so0 would be few., This
third dedication prefaces Thomas Hill's Jhe Gardegers Labyrinth
(1577), a work which Dethick had promised to complete for his
deceased friend. 'Ctherwige', he remarks, "I had not so
willingly attempted to sollicite your honour wyth this vulgare
stile" (eig.Aii). He seems to have known Burghley's predilection
for Latin works, but even in this epistle nothing Detinick writes
suggests any more than formal relations with the Lord Treasurer,
And yet, as if to underline the fact that some evidence is

missing, both of Dethick's Latin works are now in the Cecil
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library at Hatfield House.11

The tiny amount of biographical information available

on Dethickle

gives no further clue to his relations with
Burghley. Henry was the brother of Sir William Dethick the
Garter-king-of-arms, and took a B.A. from Oxford in 1569

and an M.A. in 1572. He left the university in 1581, and
subsequently became Chancellor of the diocese of Carlisle
(1586) and Archdeacon of the same s&e in 1588. Not till 1594
is there any evidence of his even meeting Burghley. In that
year the Bishop of Durham, informing Sir Robert Cecil and Sir
John Woolley about affairs in the diocese, write?: "The bearer,
Mr. Dethicke, shall attend upon my Lord Treasurer and your
honours."13 After this one seeks in vain for any further
record of Dethick before his death in 1613, It seems obvious

that he enjoyed some kind of patronage from Burghley, but of

the nature of this there is no evidence whatsoever.

Dethick's Latin verse Bible might well be regarded as a
demonstration of a classicist's virtuosity. Marbecke's Lyues
of holy Sailoctes, dedicated to Lord Burghley in 1574, is, on
tne other hand, the product of a scholar's painstaking

cataloguing. John Marbecke (d.1585) was a musician and

1l. This is made even more reuarxable by the fact that the

Qratio is an extremely rare work, only one other copy
(in the library of Westminster Abbey) being known,

12. The main source is Foster, Aluuni Oxoniensps (1891).

13. H.M.C. W' VOl.S' p-49. The letter is
dated 29th Dec.
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theologian with a passion for putting things into alphabetical

order.

14 His first two works, both published in 1550, reveal

these two distinet areas of his talent. His Congordace,

published in July 1550 with a dedication to King Edward VI,

is a vast work of nearly nine hundred folio pages, divided

into three columns of very small print. It was the first

English concordance of th# whole Bible. In the course of

his dedication to King Edward Marbecke tells the King that

he was "altogether brought vp in your highnes College at

Wyndsore, in the study of Musike and plaiyng on Organs, wherin

I consumed vainly the greatest part of my life" (sig.aij).

Evidence of this appeared the same year with the publication

of The hooke of Common prajer noted, This is a musical versicn

of parts of Cranmer's prayer book of 1549, Marbecke belongs

to the first generation of English reformers. As early as

He

1544 he was arrested for being in possession of writings by

, 1l
vaSvERYC e AEOFOPUEPIRE B WRRABSRSEn8NEnPY cBeEOYBLREREHYD

14,

15.

The account of Marbecke is based mainly on the article by
Sidney Lee in D.N.B. . E.H.Fellowes's article in Grove's
Dictionary of Music deals with Marbecke as a musician,

Marbecke himself ;ives an account of the episode in dedicating
his Concordace to King Edward. Acts of the Priwy Council,
1542-47, p.98, records his imprisonment. It appears that
Marbecke's almost completed Concordance was confiscated at his
arrest, and that after nhis release he was forced to begin again -
this seems to make the epithet 'monumental' even more appropriate
to his work on that book. Fuller (Worthies of Knysland, ed.
Freeman, 1952, p.30). explains Marbecke's pardon by the fact
that "Bishop Gardiner bare him a special affection for his skill
in the mystery of music." In the first edition of his Actes and
Monuments (1563) John Foxe overlooked this pardon, and sent
Marbecke to the stake with the rest of his fellow Windsor
Protestants. Although the error was corrected in later editions,
this provided the opportunity for the casting of the first of
many aspersions on Foxe's historical accuracy.
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Despite these early Protestant extremities, Marbecke retained
his position in the Royal Chapel at Windsor right through the
reign of Mary. Although he calls him "a very zealous Protestant'",
Fuller describes Marbecke as a man "of so sweet and amiable
nature, that all good men did love, and few bad men did hate
him."16 Perhaps he was able to concentrate on music rather

than theology during the Marian reaction.

Marbecke's four surviving works from the reign of Elizabeth
are all the products of his biblical scholarship. Three are
arranged in alphabetical order. The exception is The Holie
Historie of King Dauid (1579), which is a rendering in English
verse of the David story. A_DBooke of Notes and Common placeg

(1581) is an alphabetical arrangement of many scriptural words
and ideas with their expositions by various Christian writers
from the Fathers to Calvin. It occupies 1104 printed pages.
Examples drawen out of holy Scripture (1582) is a much shorter
alphabetical arrangement of various subjects (abstinence,
adultery etc, etc) recording their occurrence in the Bible and
their application to modern life. ZThe lyues of holy Sainctes
(1574) is a biographical dictionary of biblical characters. It
seems obvious that Marbecke made full use oi hic own Concordace

in preparing these works.

, . het Patriarcie ]
ethers, contayned in holve Scripture appeared in two editions in

1574, The first is a quarto of 328 pages, the second an

i. Freem'dn| puBOc
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economically printed folio of only eighty-two pages. Both
have the Cecil crest and motto on the title-page. Marbecke's
dedication to Burghley is among the most cringing the Lord

Treasurer ever received, It begins thus:

Albeit (right Honourable) it were good Reason, and moste
conuenient, that nothing shoulde come before your Honourable
presence, but that which were moste perfect and excellent:
yet bearing my selfe bolde vppon that incomparable goodnesse,
which all men knowe to reast within your Noble nature, I haue
here presumed to/offer a taste vnto your good Lordeship, of
such simple fruite as my poore Orcharde coulde yeelde. Most
humbly beseeching your Honour as well to pardon my rude
boldenesse herein, as also to accept my simple Present, My
meaning hereby, is not (my good Lorde) to seeme to craue
anye thankes or prayse where none is deserued, but onely to
seeke some such meanes as my poore abilitie will serue, to
leaue a Testimoniall of the dutifull gi9d will and single
heart, which I beare vnto your Honour.

Marbecke explains that he has been moved to dedicate his work
to Burghley by "the fauourable inclination I haue alwayes
perceyued in your good Lordship to remaine towards so simple
a worme as I am" (sig.Aij')e From this last remark one
gathers tnat Marbecke was known to Burghley - as one amight
expect of a royal organist at Windsor. The epistle ends in

the sane vein of humility:

I besech your Honor in fauourable wyse to accept this auy good
meaning, who being desirous to labour in the Lordes haruest,

ana yet not able to holde tacke with strong and lustie labourers
therein, neyther wortnie to bee accounted in the number of good
workemen: am cuntentied to come after, as it were a gleaning:

and as mine olde age, and other mine imperfections will giue me
leaue, fayre and softly to creepe after the Carte, picxking vp

17. Sig.Aij-AijY of the quarto edition (STC 17303) whence all
quotations here are taken.
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such scattered corne, as is fallen out by the waye in the
Lordes fielde: and yet to good to bee lost, or troden vnder
foote, but rather, now being gathered togitner, worthy in
my simple iudgement, to bee sorted into sheaues: / humbly
desiring your good Lordshippe to suffer them to be placed
in your Barne, if your Honor shall thinke them woorth the
threshing (sig.aiij-Aiij').

Despite what Marbecke here says about his age, he still
had eleven years to live, though there is no record of any
further contact with the Lord Treasurer during that period.
The text of the Lyueg gives a concise account of the career
of each character, with biblical references in the margin,
Some of the names are explained - e.g. Abraham is glossed
as "Father of a great multitude'". Both the 0ld and New
Testaments are covered, and there is even a short life of
Christ. The writer confines himself exclusively to the
facts given in the Bible - there is thus no mention of St.
Peter's martyrdom. This is a work to which Burghley cannot
possibly have objected, and his positive approval is suggested
by the presence of his crest on the title-page. One imagines
him concurring with the sentiments expressed by 'K.M.' in

addressing the reader:

the Booke is of God, and his holy vaintes, and therefore to
be reuerenced; collected out of scripture, and therefore no
vaine fable: written briefely, and therefore not tedious: set forth
in playne and simple wyse, and therefore the better for thy
capacitie: / ... All that is written therein, is written for thy
helpe and instruction. Vse it then to that ende that the Author
meaneth, that is: Not onely to increase thy knowledge, and so to
be made more learned: but also to 1ncrease thy vertuous life, and
so to become the better Man (smg.AE-Ab e



- 136 -

In 158% Burghley shared with Sir walter Mildmay the
dedication of another piece of alphabetical biblical scholarship
entitled An A.B.C, For Lavemen otherwise called the Lay-mans
letters. This work, by Dr. George Wither, is further described
on its title-page as
An Alphabet for Lay-men, deliuering vnto them such Lessons

as the holy Ghost teacheth them in the worde, by thinges
sensible, very necessary to be diligently considered.

The author had enjoyed a checkered career.18 Born in London
around 1540, he matriculated at Cambridge in 1556, He first
achieved fame in the university in January 1565 when, as "a man
of parts and zeal', he preached a sermon calling for the
reformation of all stained-glass windows in the university,
urging the superstition of the stories they depicted. A great
destruction of such windows followed, Wither was sent for by
Archbishop Parker, who told Cecil that Wither had appeared "cum
magna confidentia, vultu senatorio'". Wither's preaching licence
was found defective, and as a result Cecil, as Chancellor of the
university, was forced to investigate the whole matter of preaching

19

licences at Cambridge. Later the same year Wither was again

in trouble, deprived by Parker of his living at Bury St. Edmunds

18. There is no life of Wither in D,N.B., though there is
material and interest enough to merit one., The outline

of the account here is from Venn, Alumni Cantabrigienses,

and other sources are separately noted.

19. The account is from material in strype, Rarier, I, pp.332-383.
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because he refused to wear the square cap. He later agreed
to conform, though only at the request of his parishionere.ao
In 1567 he was again linked with those seeking further drastic
reforms of the English Church. In a letter to the Elector
Palatine (the political figure-head of continental Calvinisn)
written some time during this year, Wither describes the imperfect
state of the English Reformation. His main complaints are against
the regulations regarding vestments, and against the Bogk of
Advertisements which hgd been published the previous year to
enforce conformity. His attack on English ministers is scathings
they are '"popish priests ... and the far greater part of the
remainder are most ignorant persons.'" The ministry is dismissed
as

nothing at all. For those persons cannot be =said to
be ministers of Christ, but servants of men, who can do
nothing according to the prescript of the word, but are

obliged to act iglevery respect at the nod of the Queen
and the bishops.

In 1567 Wither visited Geneva and Zurich at the request of

those dissenting over vestments. He was assured by such eminent
reformers as Bullinger and Gualter of the acceptability of the
kngiish Church in the brotherhood of the Reformed Churches, and

on nis return to England appears to have conformed.22 He became

20. Strype, Parker, I, pp.374-5. Wither's labtter to Archbisiop
Parker agreeing to conform is in the Pefvt Mss. (H.M.C. Second
Report, p.154%, column 2).

2l. The letter is without place or date. It is quoted in full in
The Zurieh letters, ed. Hastings Robinson (Parker Society, 1845),

vol.II, pp.156-164, The z2bove quotations are from p.l1l63.

22. strype, Parker, I, p.396.
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Archdeacon of Colchester in 1570, and Rector of Danbury

(Eesex) and Doctor of Divinity in 1572, Despite the trouble

he had caused Burghley at Cambridge in 1565, he was obviously

on good terms with the Lord Treasurer by 1582 when, on 19th
November, he wrote from Danbury to thank Burghley for the
friendship and favour he had shown to himself and other
ministers of Essex in their late law suits. He also asks

that those ministers who were indicted at the Assiges in Essex
by occasion of a sermon of one Dr. Walker, the indictments
having since been removed to the King's Bench, may have Burghley's
word or letter to Her Majesty's Attorney to confess their
indictments false, and that they may be discharged of the bonds
of good bearing imposed upon several of them.23 Such a letter
argues great confidence in Burghley's friendship, a confidence
which is revealed in a much longer letter to the Lord Treasurer,

dated at Danbury on the 19th February 1583/84, The letter

was occasioned by Archbishop Whitgift's order of September 1583
that all ministers should subscribe (among other things) that
the Book of Common Prayer contained nothing contrary to the Word

of God.25 The number of deprivations which resulted from this

23. H.i1.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.II, p.532.

24. Lansdowne Mss, vol.40, item 19. The letter has been accurately
transcribed and printed, alone, without date, place, or name
of editor, There are copies at the British Mu-eum and the
Bodleian Library, catalogued under Wither. Quotations here

are from the printed version.
Y. See Ww.l.Frere, N b @ eiu

and James I, pp.o22b-227.

-
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even called forth a complaint from Burghloy,26 and Wither

wrote against it in no uncertain terms:

the cheefe occasion of this mie letter ... is the present
subscription to the booke of common praier nowe vrged. I doe
thinke reuerentlie of the booke and of the authors thearof
and yet notwithstandinge I thinke with Augustine, that it is
@ reuerence due onlie and alone to the canonicall bookes of
soripture, to thinke that the authors of them in wrightinge
of them erred in nothinge, and to none other Bookes of men
ol what learninge or holinesse so euer. The thinges in the
Booke which I wishe to be amended be of two sortes. The ffirst
sutch as can not be defended. The seconde be sutch as though
with fauorable exposition thei may stande and remaine, yet
geeue to the adversarie shrewde advantage aswell to confirme
in Poperie them whom thei haue alreadie wonne as also to
allure and entise others thearunto, besides some other
inconveniences.

He goes on to analyse these two types of fault, citing emong

the former baptism by women and private cowmunion; his objection
to the second group of faults is that they give to the Papists
the opportanity to claim that their doctrines are upheld by

the English Church. But Wither's main attack on Whitgift's

injunctions derives from the results whicih they huve produced:

thei that omitte the cheife dueties of good ministers laied
vpon them both by lawe of God and man scape ffreelie vnpunished,
the onlie sticking at trifles is seuearelie punished as though
that onlie and alone weare disobedience,

Secondlie the maner of the punishment is sutch, as that the
innocente people not offendinge are rather punished then the
person ffaultie, ffor he, reteininge his charge is suspended
ffrox exequtinge his office, which is &1l one, as yf a gan beinge
angrie with his shepehearde fforbidde him to deale with Lis sheepe

26, durpnley's react.on to Whitgari's ariicles was mentioned
in the Introduction; see above p.47].



- 140 =-

and appointe none other, and so thei sterue in the ffolde
afore thei be let fforth to pasture.

More remarkable than the contents of this letter however,
is the outspoken confidence with which it is addressed to
the Lord Treasurer., Wither explains his motives at the

beginning:

You maye justlie maruell what toye hathe taken me in the
hedde to troble you (who are so greatlie pressed with waight
& multitude off the common affaires) with thease also our
ecclesiasticall contentions, But the generall care of the
churche which you aaue euidentlie declared vnto the whole
worlde, togither with youre speciall good will towardes my
selfe which by good experience I haue ffounde, haue partlie
encouraged me, but cheiflye the importunietie of some of
my Bretherne sufferinge no repulse nor takinge anie naye,
hath enforced me thus to passe my boundes, and to be to
bolde with your Lordshippe in writinge thease ffeawe lines
concerninge our church controuersies,

The dedication of the A B.C. for lave-men becomes more

understandable when seen against this background of Burghley's

help to Wither.27 The epistle begins with a remarkable statement

of the aotives of dedicators in general and of Wither in

particular:

It is an vsuall manner (right honourable) for all those

that goe about to publish any work or writing of theirs, to
dedicate it to some one or other, eyther to be a Testimony to
the World of their mutuall loue and fridadshippe, or else to
witnesse their dutifulnesse or thankfulnes for benefites
receyued, or else that vnder the protection, defence and fauour
of authority, their works may the better passe, and be the

27. There are no such records of Mildmay's helping Wither,
though as a favourer of the Puritans it is quite probable
that he did so.
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Safelicr guarded and defended against all busie reprehenders,
Wherefore 1 vnwilling to break the receiued custome, & looking
amongst the Honourable, to whom for / benefites I am bound:

Ae I confesse that amongest them I haue founde many and great
welwillers, so you two, wnome my estate hath compelled to
trouble and vse moste, for your constant good will and continued
fauour shewed and benefites bestowed, I am aboue all others

moast boundepn and therefore as a thankfull remembrance haue
dedicated this simple sily labour vnto your honors (sig.AZ—AZ').

The rest of the dedication is an explanation of the purpose
of his work. He describes the labours of godly ministers in
preaching, catechizing, and confounding the adversary, but
asserts that noee have laboured to help man iind salvation

from the creatures and things about him. Be declares that

Men, ignoraunt of the good Lessons which the Holy Ghoste
giueth by them, for want of further and deeper consideration,
are detayned vppon earth, and drowned in earthly thinges, and
doe not possesse but are possessed of their possessions (sig.A3).

To supply this want his book was compiled:

I haue collected into the order of an Alphabet these fewe
Lessons giuen by the spirite of God: Wherein, as I haue cheefely
respected the benefite of the ruder sorte, so to accomodate my
selfe vnto them, I haue endeuored with playnesse as much breuitye
and shortnesse as I possibly could, and therein for the moste
partd, I haue deliuered the very wordes of the Holy Ghoste, worde
for worde: And wheresceuer I haue gone a little from them, yet
tnere the very wordes giue manifest occasion of the collection,
which that it may of all men the better and with lesse payne bee
seene and viewed, I haue in the iargent noted not onely euery
Chapi-/ter but also euery verse whence I haue gatnered the note
set downe. If then any may be occasioneu by meane hereof, by
the sight and vsing of earthly blessings, to lift vp their minds
to heauenly contemplation, and thank full consideration of the
Power, isedom, and goodnesse of God; t%en haue T my desire, and
t:at which I onely seeke ior (sig.A3-A3").

After so interesting a preface, and the previous turbulence
of its author's carecer, the book itself is something of a

disappointment. It consists of 172 octavo puges in which words
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from "Abundance" to "Yolkes" are considered. The order is not
perfectly alphabetical, though almost so. Under each word
seriptural references are given, and some sort of general lesson
drawn. The quotation of a few examples will illustrate the nature

of the work:

Clouteg. Foule, filthy, mattery and stinking cloutes, do
liuely and aptly represent vnto vs our righteouauesso and
goodnesse that is in vs [Margin: Esay.64.6] (Sig.C3 ).,

Ditch. As a man that falleth into a deepe ditch besides the
perril of his fall is not able by him selfe to get out any
more: So he that is entangled in loue with a Whoore, is no
more able to vnwrap him selfe out of the snares wherewith
she hath entangled him [Hargin: Prou.23.2i] (Sig.Div).
Sllence. Silence in open places, is to be obserued of women,
as a token of their dutifull subiection where vnder God hath
put them. Men also ought to be swift to heare, and slow to

speake, for in much speaking, sinne cannot be wanting [Margin:
I Cor.l4.34, Iames 1.19] (sig.K7).

Wither's only other surviving publication, A View of Bhke

Harginal Notes of the Popigh Testament (153v), was dedicated,
perhaps a little unexpectedly after wither's earlier attacks,

5 ARRketndf WRERESF O VARE A AR, WhEReT 8, APt ipatay, had

been to Whitgift as an Archbishop rather than as a man.
Explaining the motives for his dedication he writes of Whitgift's
"loue, wherwith you haue imbraced me these thirtie yeeres and
vpwards" and of his "learning and iudgement" and "power and
authoritie, wherewith God hath indued you" (sig.A2). After this

work (a lengthy refutation of the Catholic arguments in the

commentary to the Rhemish New Testament) wither disappears
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from the literary scene. Nor is there any further evidence
of his connection with Lord Burghley. He died, still as

Rector of Danbury and Archdeacon of Colchester, in 1605.

Following this group of works based on the whole Bible,
several which deal with certain parts of Scripture are to be
considered. The writer of the first cannot be shown to have

received anything like the close patronage from Burghley which
George Wither enjoyed. Andrew Willet's De Vniuersali et

touigsima Iudasorum Vocatione (1590)28 is a detailed exposition

and expansion of the follwwing verses from St. Paul's Epistle

to the Romens (Chapter 11, verses 25-27)F

For I would not have you ignorant, brethren, of this mystery,
(lest you should be wise in your own conceits) that blindness

in part has happened in Israel, until the fulness of the gentiles
should come in./ And so all Israel should be saved, as it is
written: There shall come out of Sion he that shall deliver,

and shall turn away ungodliness from Jacob. / And this is to

them my covenant; when I shall take away their sins,

Willet was not a man of Burghley's generation, as is
indicated by the fact that this, his second work, was written
only eight years before Burghley's death. Andrew Willet29
(1562-1621) was born at Ely where his father waé?prebendqy He
entered Cambridge in 1577, and enjoyed a brilliant career at
the university. 1In 1505 (when his first work was published)

28. This 18 one of the books offered for sale in the 1687 catalogue
of Burghley's library.

29, Biographical information on Willet is from J.F.Wilkinson's
apticle in D . N.B.
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he took orders and quickly achieved renown as a preacher.
Hie learned study of the question of the salvation of the
Jews is one of his comparatively few Latin works. Its:
dedication to the Lord Treasurer is probably explicable
simply by Burghley's chancellorship of Willet's university.
The first section of the epistle, after disclaiming any
intention of doing so, does however elaborate a little on

Willet's motives in dedicating his work as he has:

What impelled me, most honoured Sir, to inscribe these
lububrations to your name, I deliberately pass over in silence,
because that is the vulgar method of writing a preface which
I would not willingly use in writing to your reverence, partly
because the remembrance of your good deeds towards all scholars
is greater and more pleasant to myself, than can be gathered up
in a short address... But to avoid astonishing you, or incurring
the just charge of adulation myself - from which I know myself
to be free ... to avoid, I say, suspicion which I might incur
because I ventared to invoke your honour on my writings when
I was hardly known to you by sight, may your honour know that
two causes have inspired me. I did not think I should pass
over and neglect him upon whom our glorious English nation has
long relied as wise preserver of its peace and strong defender
of its religion - and may it long continue to enjoy - in whose
praises the pens of all should be sharpened. Secondly, Cambridge
University for many years has been linked to you by many benefits;
under your protection and patronage our studies flourish, our
wealth increases. (In this company I desire myself to be reckoned,
even if in the last place.)30

30. The original is as follows:
Quid me impulerit (Honoratissime Vir) vt tuo nomine has
lucubrationes meas inscriberem, silentio certo consilio
praetereo, tum, quia vulgaris illa est praefandi ratio,
qua lubens ad grauitatem tuam scribens, vti nollem, partim
quod maijior est meritorum tuorum in omnes studiosos, & iucundior
apud me recordatio, quam quae possint brevi oratiuncula
perstringi, atque etiam quia hominis verecundi est, omnau. vel
assentandi suspicionem devitare, quae blando fortassis verborum
praetextu pareretur. Sed ne tibi mirum videatur, aut ego
adulationis crimen merito incurrerem, a quo tau longe me abesse
scio, vt homo iam planus, & prensandi ignarus, & alijs videar,
& meo iudicio sum: ne(inquam) suspicione non careat, quod tuum
honorem scriptis meis interpellare perrexerim, cui vix notus
de facie fuerim, moverit dignitas tua rationem animi meum hue
impulisse duplicem. Quo enim gens nostra Anglorum florentiss,

«esoscontinued
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Apart from this, the dedication has little of interest. Its
heading is remaiiable in providing one of the very few occasions
on which Burghley is given the title of Baecenas, the great
patron of literature at the court of Augustus Caesar.31 The
lengthy epistle otherwise consists of no more than a very

full summary of the topic treated in the text, which, Willet
believes, wili what the appetite of his readers, thougg in

fact it leaves them wondering what else he can possibly find
to say on the subject. In the middle of this long epistle he

finds time to turn aside for a sharp attack on Popery:

There 1s indeed one great obstacle which delays and
postpones the conversion of that race [}he Jewé]. As long
as the tyranny of Antichrist ravages and despoils the church,
imposing the yoke of ceremonies, straining and corrupting
religion by differences of clothing, observance of days,
prohibition of flesh, use of sacrifices and other Jewish and
superetitious rites, what wonder i1s it if the Jews remain
faithful: to their own worship, when they see the streams of

continuation of footnote 30. haec & pacis suae conseruatore

prudentiss. & religionis propugnatore fortiss. ireta iam

diu sit (frui & amplius vtinam possit) in cuius laudes,
omnium stylos & calamos acui & aptari oportuit, insaluatum
a me praetereundum non censui. Cum porro tota studiosorum
Acadesiae Cantabrigiens. Vniuersitas tibi multis beneficijs
non paucos annos devinctiss. fuerit, sub cuius tutela &
patrocinio, & florent studia nostra, & augentur res (in quo
numero, me licet postremum, aliquo tamen in loco censeri
gestio) (eig.Aij).

31. Willet addresses his work to "Illustrissimo viro, D.Guilielmo
Cecilio, Domino de Burghley, Reginae Maiestati ab intimis
consilijs, totius Angliae Thesaurario summo, Cantabrigiensis
Academiae Cancellario dignissimo, & studiosorum omnium
Maecenati optimo."
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Christian profession, as falsely boasted by the Papists,
deriving from Jewish sources,>2

The work itself is of no great length, occupying only
eighty quarto pages, though these are very closely printed.
It examines Jewish history from the age of the Prophets to
Elizabethan England. Willet quotes every possible scriptural
text suggesting the ultimate salvation of the Jewish people,
and strengthens his evidence with the testimonies of early
Christian Fathers and modern European reformers. The Jews
were the first people of God, and will not, he believes, be
repudiated., He likens them to the elder brother in the
parable of the Prodigal Son., He asserts that at some indefinite

future time they will be called to Christ.

As he had done in his epistle, Willet aims a few blows
at Catholicism during the course of his treatise. This may
be an indication of his future theological concerns, for he

subsequently became an important anti-Catholic writer. There

32, The original reads as follows:
Vnum vero grande impedimentum est, quod istius gentis
vocationem retardat & remoratur. Quamdiu enim Antichri.tiana
tyrannis Ecclesiam vastet & populetur quae cere .oniarum
imponens iugum, vestitus differentia, dierum discrimine,
carnium prohibitione, sacrificiorum vsu, & alij:. ritibus
Iudaicie & superstitiosis religionem commaculat & corrumpit:
quid mirum est, si Iudaei sub adhuc addicti cultui pertinaces
maneant, cum a suis fontibus, Christianae, qua falso Pontificij
gloriantur, professionis rivulos diduci & deriuari intelligant

(sig-AB')-
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is no record of his having further dealings with Burghley. In 1599
he became rector of Barley, Cambridgeshire, where he meems to have
lived up to the Puritan ideal of the "godly pastor". Miller writes
of him as

A man of no little judgement and greater industry, not unhappy in
controversies, but more happy in comments. [Willet's biblical commentaries
far outnumber his controversial works], and one that had a large soul in
& narrow estate. For his charge being great (may his children remember
and practise their father's precepts) and means small, as more proportioned
0 his deeires than his desertsy he was bountiigl above his gdility, and
doubled what he gave by cheerful giving of it.

His literary output was formidable. It is recorded of him that he made

it his practice to produce some biblical commentary or theological work
every half year., His magnum opus was the Synopsis Paaiami, that is g
General View of Papistry, first published in 1592, and republished, with
inoreasing additions and an acoretion of superfluous dedications, on five
occasions before 1634, The last edition has preliminary epistles to
King Charles, Jesus Christ, King James and Queen Elizabeth (in that order),
as well as separate dedications before many of the subdivisions of the
text. Only one of these many epistles ig of interest here, and that is
the one to Sir Robert Ceoil which precedes the third book of the first
edition. Willet here writes of Burghley in similar terms to those he
had used to the Lord Treasurer himsslf in 1590:

Both that general pous (right honorable) which the Churoh of CGod doth
beare to your worthie and honorabdle Father, for his sincere and sound
affection to religion, and the dutifull reuerence which our vniuersitie
of Cambridge, and generally the whole company of Students doth owe him
as their singular good Patrone, haue moued and caused me at this time
to comend this last part of my worke to your Honor his sonne (sig.K8).

33. Church History of Britain, (Oxford, 1845), vol.5, p.502.
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FPor thirty years after his dedication to Burghley, Willet
studied diligently and wrote voluminously. As well as h¥s
literary work, he ministered to his parishioners in Barley
and was also chaplain to Prince Henry. His dedicatees in this
period include many members of the royal family and most of
the English prelates, He died in 1621 following a fall from

his horse,

It is at once apparent that lWillet's dedication to Burghley
was motivated by no more than the scholar's distant respect for
the chancellor of his university. It recorded no gratitude and
apparently produced no favours. This is not true of the next
biblical study to be dedicatea to the Lord Treasurer, A treatfige

of Melchisedek (1591), by Hugh Broughton. Broughton, another

Cambridge man, was one of the most extraordinary theologians

of his age. Born in Shropshire of Welsh descent, in 1549,3A
Broughton went up to Cambridge in 1569, Here he aequired a
knowledge of Greek and Hebrew unrivalled in his generation,

Tnis combined with his mastery of Latin and his later accomplish-
ments in Chaldee and even in Aramaic to make him one of the most
formidable biblical scholars of his Own or any other age.

At Cambridge he received the patronaie of the Earl of Huntingdon
and Sir walter Mildmay, and made nis name as a lecturer in Greek.
Broughton's first recorded contact with Burghley was in 1579

when he was deprived of hi: fellowship at Christ's College after

34, Biographical information on Broughton is from Alexander Gordon's
article in D.N.B.- Other sources are separately noted.
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accepting a prebendary at Durham. On 15th March 1579/80
Broughton wrote to Burghley complaining of his unjust deprivation,

35

eand seeking the Chancellor's help in hi® cause, Ae a result
of this appeal Burghley ordered Dr. Hawford, the master jof
Christ's, to reinstate Broughton. This was duly carried out,
much against Hawford's will, though it seems that Broughton did
not again return to Cambridge. There is no record of further
contaect between him and the Lord Treasurer before 1590, by which
time Broughton was in London, enjoying a high reputation as a
preacher of rather Puritan sympathies. About 1588-89 his first
book was published under the title A Concent of Scripture. He
presented a copy to the Queen on 17th November 1589. The work
set the pattern for many of Broughton's later treatises: by a
minutely scholarly investigation of the biblical evidence, a
comparison of sources, and an amazing grasp of ris material,
Broughton appempted to settle the highly complicated question

of scriptural chronology, asserting that this could, by a proper
use of the evidence, be harmonised into a unified and comprehensive
pattern. The work was attacked both in Oxford and Cambridge,
and in self-defence Broughton began lectures on Lhe subject in
St. Paul's. These lectures however were soon discovered by the
Bishop of London to be "dangerous conventicles", and Broughton,
who seems to have been in sowme fear of the High Commission,

tuerefore went to Germany early in 1590. On 9th April of that

35, Lansdowne Mss, vol.29, item 49. The letter is in Latin,
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Year a Mr. Peter Osborne wrote to Burghley with a request
that Broughton might have bhe Queen's commendatory letters

36 By September

to gain his access to foreign libraries.
Broughton was back in England, and on the 24th of that month

he wrote to Burghley in Greek pointing out that he had made a
previous application for the Queen's letters authoriging him

to leave the realm. He records that h# was referred to Secretary
Walsingham, but in the end was forced to leave without the letters.
He has, he writes, spent some time in Germany increasing his
Hebrew knowledge, but his lack of the necessary letters made his
position impossible, and he has therefore returned to seek tie
requisite letters once and for all. 1In his earnest request to
Burgnley he asserts his faithful ministry of fifteen years'
duration, always without the reward of an adequate living to

37 In March of the following year Broughton

support his atudies.
again addressed Burghley in Greek, with a similar request for the
Queen's letters authorising him to travel, and in particular, to

38

gain admission to Duxe Casimir's library.

Probably soon after this letter (written on 27th March)
Broughton addressed the Lord Treasurer for tue only time in print.
The dedicatory epistle to A Ixcatdue of Melchisedek is a lengthy
plece which, after a preliminary statement of the purpose of the
book, deseribes in great detail a three hour conversation which

Burghley accorded to Broughton when "Fiue yeeres ago your L.

36. langdowne Mss, vol.64, item 33.
37. H.M.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.4, pp.63-64,
38, Lansdowne Msa, vol.68, item 27.
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requested me to repair to the Court, concernyhg the (reeke
translation of the Hebrew Propetes" (sig.*3). Broughton's
account of the discussion reveals a remarkable depth of
scholarship in both participants; There are long passages

in which the meaning of Greek words is balanced against their
Hebrew equivalents, as well as other indications of immense
learning, The ppistle ends with a more comprehensible section
which may be quoted to show the tenour of what has gone before
and also to explain Eroughton's motives in dedicating his work

to Burghley:

Vpon mention of Daniel, your L. requested an opening of
the whole Booke, and examined the particulers: what tymes or
yeeres it conteyned, what Empiresf and how the Image legges,
which were to be made dust, beforeé the Stone was made a
Mountayne, might not be taken for the Romansg. For sc we
shoulde conclude with/ Iewes, that Christ is not yet come:
as also by the fourth Beast: yf we made it the Romapnesg. And
for the golden text of Daniels Seauens, your L. had read some
that I then had not, &f great accompt. It woulde be too long
to runne now through all. I coulde not faster runne then
through any part of myme@ owne studies, then you pursued in
demaundes for the ch.iefe matter. Your shortnesse in propounding
questions, readinesse in conceyuing a full answere, diligence
in trying Scriptures, dexteritie in replying vpon colour of
doubt, quicknesse in trying what confidence I had in myne
assertions: and lastly, singuler §entlenes of encouraging gy
studies, with entreatie to repaire often to you: these partes
do assure me of a Iudge fitte for wyll and ekyll. Wherefore
I willingly reuiue the memory of your Lordshyps spech: to liue
through 21l memory: and to ende as I began: to your Lordshyppes
protection I commit this Treatise, to finde intertaypement: but
so farre as trueth shall be seene to require (sig.*3 -*4),

The treatise is, as one might expect, a learned work,

attempting to prove, as its title-page proclaims, Melchisedek
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to be Sem, The father of.all the sonnes of fehar, the
fyrst king, and all kinges glorys by the generall consent
of his owne sonnes, by the continuall iudgement of ages,
and by plentifull argumentes of scripture. Heb.,7.4. Now
consider how great HE is.

At the beginning of his epistle to Burghley Broughton outlines

the purpose and importance of his subject:

The heauenly sayinges of Mgses ... concerning Melchisedek
Gen.l4 and the commaundement of considerying howe great the
party ie Heb.?7. can not well take place in our hartes, vnlesse
the person be knowen: that all spoken of hym may be taken in
due sense, For eyther we shall clymbe three steppes too hygh

with Melchisedakiana, Hierex, or yet Qrigen, who make hym more

then a mortall wight: or we shall fall too low, with the common

Greekes, who make him eyther a Chanaanjite, or leaue him to be
an obscure man. But when we find out certaynely who the person
is, then we may safely examine all that is aspoken of hym (sig.*2).

He puts forward the assertion that "Sem the father ot &all the
sonnes of Heber, must needes be the man" (aig.‘zv). The treatise
is hie appempt to show tnis common identity of Melcnisedek and
Sem. A lengthy analysie of Broughton's arguments in support of
his theory would be extremely tedious. What is interesting is
the attitude which underlies the theories: the author asserts
the perfection of the Hebrew text of the Old Testament, and
bases much of his argument on complicated calculations (often
expressed in charts) deriving from the ages of men whose years
are expressed in hundreds, Having demonstrated to his wwn
satisfaction the truth of hie theory, Broughton points out how
important a figure Melchisedek thus becomes - he is a direct

verbal link from Adam to the post-deluvian period.
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One can imagine Burghley being flattered by Broughton's
epistle, but it is difficult to envisage him with enough
leisure to do justice to the arguments of the main body of
the work. The stand which Broughton made here (and in hie
earlier Concent) on the absolute incorruptness of the Hebrew
text of the 0ld Testement, and the Greek of the New, is
fundamental to much of his later work. Soon after the publication
of this Treatise Broughton returned to German‘. this time,
perhaps, with the neceasary commendatory letters. He spent
much of the remainder of his life abroad. In 1593 he wrote to
Burghley about his plans for a new translation of the Bible,

seeking his support in the project:

And yor Lordship I held one of the worthiest to be a
contributer to the maintenance of some six of vs, the
longest studentes in the tongues,

The aimes of the translation would be to correct errors in
previous versions, amend any obsCurities, but leave untouched
that which was satisfactory. Maps, charts and notes would
also be provided, The letter ends "To this, yf if please yor

Lordship to be a ready helper, yor example will stir others."39

In 1595 it appears that Broughton was back in London. On

16th May he addressed the following letter to Burghley:

My duty remembred to yoTh. I haue two petitiones to yo® L.
but such as neither, I trowe nede greatly to troble you. I
haue bene requested by others for my self to make motion for
the Archbyshoprick of Tomon .. in Ireland. By reason that

39, Lanadowne Mss, vol.?5, item 4.
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Broughton's hopes of preferment were not however fulfilled,

. b
despite the fact that even 8ir Wakter Raleigh tried to help him. 2

The reason for Broughton's failure to advance his fortunes in

the English Church is not difficult to discovers at some stage

in his career he incurred the enmity of Archbishop Whitgift,

and also apparently of the Queen herself, The reason for Whitgift's
hostility may be partly explicable on theological grounds, but
Fuller's description of Broughton probably gives a more convincing

explanation on the human level:

Broughton ... s0 famous for his skill in Hebrew; a great
ornament of the university, and who had been greater, had the
heat of his brain and the peremptoriness of hies judgement
been tempered with more moderation; being ready to quarrel
with any yie did not presently and perfectly emdbrace his
opinions.

The theological explanation is based on Broughton's extraordinary
views on the clause in the Creed about Christ's descent into hell.

M.M. Knappen has summarized his views on the subjects:

42, In a letter to Sir Robert Cecil, cated 3rd May 1596
from Ireland Raleigh writes: "I desire you will be a
mean to prefer unto the bishopric of Lismore and
Waterford my very good friend Mr. Hugh Broughton, a
man well known to his Grace of Canterbury, my Lord
Treasurer, and all learned doctors and scholars of
England, peseeching you to have conference with my
cousin Goring about the same, wherein Mr., Broughton
is able to do nmuch good and be a great comfort to all
our English nation thereabouts, and increacze of religion."

(H.M.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.6, pp.166-7,)
43, Worthies of Eagland, ed. Freeman, p.693.
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The choderic Hebraist Hugh Broughton ... joined the
fray [concerning Christ's descent into hell] in 1594, with
the ingenious suggestion that in thie passage "hell" was to
be taken to include the entire future world, and so he made
the phrase refer to Christ's going into Paradise. The theory
received no great support, but added to the confusion, and
soon there wazo half-a-dozen different interpretations of
these words.

"Choleric Hebraist" seems a remarkably apt caricature of

this scholar,

Whatever the reason for the antipathy of Whitgift it
seems that around 1596 it forced Broughton to leave England
again, at least until after the death of Queen Elizabeth, In
a long letter without date or place which was aluwost certainly

45 Broughton describes in detail exactly

written about this time
what occurred between himself and Whitgift before his leaving
England. Broughton's appempt at rational self-justification

does not hide his underlying anger and indignation towards the
Archbishop, who had failed to help or even enthuse about his
proposed new translation of the Bib}e.“6 It is clear from

the letter that Broughton was called before the High Commission,
where, as he tells Burghley, "Dr. Bancroft did scoffe my studies."
A large proportion of his anger 1s quite obviously due to a

scholar's injured pride. After his appearance before the High

Commission it appears that Broughton was pleased to be able to

44. Tudor Puritenism (1939), p.371.
45, Lanedowne Msg, vol.l1l07, item 30,

46, Broughton must have discovered Whitgift's lack of enthusiasm

for the new translation after 13thJune 1595, since in the
letter to Burghley of that date (see above p.IS@) nhe mentions
his intention of dedicating the whole work to the Archbishop.
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leave the country. He would, he writes, "rather liue out

of the Realm then vnder hym [Hhitgifé]-" He is somewhat
consoled by the fact that he has heard thiiy"in mine absence
yor Lp. doth defend me. so this 20 yeres I found yor Lp. of
an other spirit then his g.[}aca ". Broughton ends with the
hope that Burghley will realize the justness of his cause,

and see that Whitgift receives a copy of the letter.

On l4th April 1597 Broughton wrote again to the Lord
Treasurer. The letter, dated at Leyden, makes it clear that

Burghley had responded to his correspondent's earlier request:

My dutycﬁenenbred to your Lp. I receaued letters from r
kopgland, w tell me that the copy of a letter I wrote to yo

Lp. touchynge iniuries by my L. of Canterbury, were deliuered
vnto his g. with an other w I wrote vnto him selfe: and that

his g. is very desipous of agreement gpd reconciliatio, as I
gladly wold haue w  him and all men.,

The letter continues with an account of Broughton's quarrel
with Andrewes over the meaning of Hades, and ends with Broughton's

¢laiming that his treatment in England has been savagely ungrateful.

The last of Broughton's surviving letters to Burghley is a
wildly outspoken complaint against Whitgift. The prospect of
hi: being reconciled with the Archbishop (mentioned in the last
letter) did not, apparently, last for very long. Broughton

writes:

I pray yor Lp. to aduise hin [ﬁbitgifé] to take hede lest
he bringe the realme to eternall shame,

47. Lanadowne Mes, vol.oh, item 84,
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He speaks of "nis graces graceless vngratefulnes toward
my studies". Whitgift is accused of forgetting “lerninge,
humanity and como witte.” The end of the letter is almost
hysterical; Broughton threatens to see that every country
in Europe gets a Bible translation '"by a linguist" before

England, and ends praying Burghley to

cosider my spite to all of gentry well ... I wish his g. had
some good48duise. I may notgiue him leaue to destroy all o
religion,

After Burghley's death Broughton continued his career
of quarrelsome scholarship. Wwith the accession of King James
he had high hopes of taking part in the new version of the
Bible. But his name was not included in the list of translators,
and, bitterly disappointed, he later attacked the translation
with ferocity. The long list of his works published between
1600 and 1612 is an extraordinary mixture of biblical scholarship,
and the most vicious attacks on members of the English
ecclesiastical hierarchy. Two of his letters from this last
period of his life are of interest here, One, written to
Whitgift from Hanaw on 18th August 1602 accuses the Archbishop
of continually blacking agypreferment proposed for Broughton,
He declares Whitgift to be "past hope of all colour of defence."“g

The other}written from Middelburgh on lst November 1604, is

addressed to Sir Robert Cecil. It begins with the following

L48. Lapsdowne Mas, vol.bbH, item 13.
49, H.M.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.l2, p.3006.
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significant statement:

When my Lord your father was desirous that I should have 50
been Bishop of London, John Cant, picked a quarrel for Hell.

Not until 1611 did Broughton finally return to England.
The following year he died of consumption in London, unable
to reach his native Shropshire. The long record of his
confidence in Burghley's aid is a clear indication of the
extent to which he enjoyed the patronage of the Lord Treasurer.
There can be no doubt of Broughton's remarkable accomplishments
as a scholar. Perhaps in admiring them, Burghley was able to

overlook the "choleric Hebraism'" which so many found insufferable,

The last two books in this group of exegetical works are

translations from continental sources. The first to be

considered, A Godly and Learped Lxposition vppon the Prouerbeg
of Solomon: Written dn French by Malgter Michael Cope, was
printed in 1580. The translator of the work, one Marcelline
Outred, is a completely obscure figure. According to modern
convention, "Marcelline" ought to be the name of a woman, though
in the seventeenth century Anthony Wood was able to refer to
Outred's translating this work "for the benefit of Qig

51

countrymen', Whatever Qutred's sex however, the name does

not appear in any of the standard biographical sources for the

50. H.M.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.l6, p.344,
51. Atheanae Oxoniens®g, ed. Bliss, vol.I, col.l92,



- 160 @

Elizabethan period.52

Of the original writer of the Exposgition a little more
53

is known, Cope was in fact an Englishman who fled abroad

in the reign of Mary. He achieved a reputation as a preacher

in French in Geneva, where in 1557 he published an Exposition
of Ecglesiastes. The original French of his work on the Proverbs
is not available at the British Museum, the Bodleian Libraiy

or the Biblioth@que Nationale., However, & clue to its date

is given by the fact that in 1564 Luke Harrison received a
licence to print "An Exposition upon the fyrste chap. of ye
proverbis of Salomon by Mygchell Coope', It may be that the
work was in process of composition or translation at this time.

In 1580 George Bishop was the printer of the Expositiopn of the

whole book of Proverbs,

Outred's dedication to Burghley is concerned mainly with
wxtolling the beauty and comprehensiveness of the Proverbs -
*for therin shal euerie man finde, from the highest to the

lowest, his duetie prescribed most notably" (sig.*iij) - and

52. There is no record of any personwth the name of Marcelline
Outred (under any spelling) at Cambridge, Oxford or the
Inns-of -Court., Neither does the name appear in the
catalogues of the Britisn Museum, the Bodleian Library,
or the Bibliotheéque Nationale, except in connection with
the work under consideration. It may be that the translator
was related to the Thomas nghtread who was fellow of
Queen's College, Cambridge in 1534 (Venn, Alumni
Cantabrigiensgs). There was an Oughtread family in
Buckinghamshire, but consultation of histories of that
county gives no further information as to the identity
of Marcelline.

53, The information is from William Hunt's article in D,N,B,
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the virtue of Cope's work upon them. One passage however

concerns Burghley more directly:

I thought it vnmeete, that so sweete a nourishment [Cope'a
work] should be withholden from my countriemen: & therfore haue
bin bold vnder your honors protection to communicate it as wel
as I coulde for their profite and commoditie, which I am bolde
the rather to dedicate to your honour, because you l§jue those
that liue to others because you are a Patron, & so haue shewed
your selfe of al honest labors, who albeit you vnderstande the
tongue, yet are you glad to haue it made known vnto others.

These things ¢osidered, & for that also I haue receiued benefit
heretofore at your honours hands, I thought it my bounden duetie,
to dedicate the translation of this Comentarie_vpon the Prouerbes
of the wise King Solomo to your honor (sig.®ij ).

This formality of address to Burghley is repeated at the end of
the epistles

most humblie beseeching your honour to take in good part
this my rude labour & bold enterprise, the which if it shal
please your honour of your accustomed clemencie to doe, you
shal pot onely ineourage me to greater thinges, but slso
shew your selfe a comfort to al the godly (sig.*iij ).

Whether or not Burghley did receive Qutred's work "in good
part" is not recorded; but this seems to have been the
translator's only literary effort; no% does it appear that
Outred had any further dealings with the Lord Treasurer.

Thie is presumably another of those dedications inspired rather
by the eminence of Burghley's position than by motives of
personal gratitude,

A_Godly and Learned Exposition vpopon the Prouerbes is a
vast work of 1280 quarto pages. Even the alphabetical table,
the work of Alexander Fleming, later to be editor of Holinshed,
occupies eighty pages. Every verse of the tnirty-one chapters

of the Proverbs is discussed at great length and with minute
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care, From a strongly Protestaut standpoint, Cope expounds
the meaning of, and the lessons to be drawn fro&. the Proverbs.
Addressing Burghley, Outred writes that Cope, "painfully
trauelling in the Prouerbes of Solomon, did not onely read
them for his owne delight, but also sucked out of euerie
flower of the same Garden, moste sweete honie" (sig.‘ij').

The process was so thorough that one cannot help feeling

that the Provesbs were sucked dry.

The second of these two translations is a work of similar
scope, length and treatment to the above, though the tramslator

is by no means s0 obscure a figure as Outred. Arthur Golding's
translation of the Sermons of M. lohn Celuine vpon the Epistle

of Saincte Paule to the Galathians was dedicated to Burghley
in 1574, Arthur Golding (1536-1606)54 was educated at Cakbridge

where he entered in 1552, at a time when the university had a
strongly reformist complexion. He was resident in London during
his early twenties, and may then have been studying at one of
the Inns-of-Court., He was one of the most important of
Elizabethan translators, and his work must have been well known
to Cecil, who was dedicatee of four of his translations. Only

one of these is religious. But as uncle to the young Earl of‘Oxford?5

54, Biographical information on Golding, except where otherwise

noted, is from L.T. Golding, An Elizabethan Furitan.Arthur
Golding (1937).

55. Golding's half-sister Margery had warried John de Vere in 1548,
Edward de Vere, later seventeenth Earl of Oxford, was born in
1550. The Golding and Vere families were close neighbours in
Essex, and it is likely that Arthur Golding received his early
education in the Vere household.
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who after the death of his father became & royal ward,

Golding was in even closer contact with Cecil. John de Vere
died in 1562, and his twelve year old son entered the household
of Secretary Cecil, also Master of the Court of Wards., With

him moved Arthur Golding, appointed 'receiver' for the young
Earl during his minority. The appointment was undoubtedly
Cecil's and is explained by L.T. Golding on the basis of the
Principal Secretary‘'s acquaintanée with Qolding during the
latter's residence in London around 1561. The responeibilities
of a receiver were considerabile, particularly so for estates

80 enormoiis as those of the Veres, and Cec¢cil's appointment of
Golding argues great confidence in the young scholar's ability,
Cecil also left Golding the responsibility of defending the Veres
from an attack on their legitimacy by their half-sister the Lady
Windsor. (This began in 1563, but was quickly smothered without

legal proceedings, mainly through Golding's tactful efforts,)

Golding's first work, the translation_j briafe treatisze

concerning the burnyuge of RBucer and Phagius (1562) appeared
without a dedication. It was followed the next year by The

Iwperiallesand the Gothes, with a dedication to 8ir wWilliam

Cecil. 1In hie epistle Golding suggests that it was no great

decision to choose a patron for his work:

to who rather ought it to present it selfe then to_hym vnder /
whose roofe it hath beene harbroughed and fostered fro infancie
(sig.aii -aiii).
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The epistle is dated at Cecil House in the Strand, 2nd
April 1563, and comes "partly in casyderation of my dutye,

but more vppon confydence of your clemencye" (sig.Aiii).

For many years after this Golding produced translations
of religious and classical works. The list of his dedicatees
includes many of the more important nobles of his ages Cecil;
Leiceéter; Edward de Vere; Sir Francis Russell; Sir walter
Mildmay; Henry Hastings, Earl of Huntingdon; Sir Christopher
Hatton; Sir Thomas Broisoy; and William Brooke, Lord Cobham.
His works divide fairly evenly into two groups: the first
conslists mainly of translations from the elassics, including
Caesar's Commentaries, Ovid's Metamorphosgg (four books in
1565 and the complete work in 1567, both with dedications to
the Earl of Leicester), and Seneca's Bepnefiting; the second
of translations from European reformers, especially French,
including six lengthy translations from Calvin, and two from
Beza, There are a few miscellaneous translations which do

not fit into these two groups, and also two topical original

works,

NADDE L U [) L ene ¢ s 4 - H (4 o e 1) (1 QG -

of Christendom, the sixt of April. 1580 (1580),

Golding lived at Cecil House until just after the departure
of his nephew to Cambridge in 1563. (Golding probably left

early in 1565.) During his recidence there the second of the
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books he dedicated to Cecil was prepared in rather interesting

circumstances. It appears from the dedication to this work,

IThe Evght boaokes of Caius Iulius Caegar conteyning hia sartiall
axploytes in the Realme of Gallia (1565, reprinted with the

same dedication in 1590), that Cecil was takgng an active
interest in Golding's efforts as a translator. Golding records
that he received from Cecil a manuseript translation by one
Master Brend of the first five books of the Commantaries, with
the suggestion that it would be worthwhile to complete the work.
(In fact Golding claims that he has re-translated the whole.)
The dedication reveals a certain confidence in Cecil's good

will:

The whiche my doinges I submit vnder your fauourable
proteection: not doubting but that youre Honour of your
accustomed goodnesse and gentlenesse towardes me, will
paciently beare with myne errours where any happen, and
so regarde my paynfull trauell, as that my boldnesse maye
no whit offend you (sig.*3V).

It was after his departure from Cecil House that Golding's
series of religious tranclations began to appear. Their uere
bulk is astounding, some of the translations from Calvin
occupying more than a thousand pages. The first, John Caluin
bhis Treatice concerning offences, was printed in 1567, and
during the next ten years a spate of religious translations by
Golding appeared, In 1571 he dedicated The Psalmes of Dauyid and
Qthers, With I, Caluins Commentaries to the Earl of Oxford

urging him to virtue and good behaviour, and to a firm Protestant

faith. The warning was timely but unheeded - Oxford soon after-

wards became a Catholic, though he did not long remain one.
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It is interesting that one of Golding's strongest arguments
to his nephew is the example of the Earl's guardian and
father-in-law, He exprecsses the hope that Oxford will not
only be virtuous himself, but also the cause of virtue inm

others, and addss

To the furtherance whereof, God hath by householde allyance
lincked vnto your Lordship a long experienced Nestor: whose
counsaile and footsteps if you folowe, no doubt but you shalbee
bothe happie fn your selfe and singularly profitable to your
common welth (sig.*v),

Seven years after the publication of his firast religious
translation, and nine years after his previous dedication to
Cecil, Golding prefixed the translation of the Zarmons of M,
John Caluine vpon ... Galathiang with an epistle to the recently
appointed Lord Treasurer. The epistle, dated l4th November
1574, is long, though much of its length is taken up with a
recitation of the wvirtues of Calvin's work. It is the first
section of the dedication which is of interest here. Golding
tegins with an outright statement of his indebtedness to
Burghley, very different from the stylized flattery of many

Elizabethan dedications:

Your lordships great goodnesse diuerse times shewed towards
mee, abiding still fresh in my remembrance, to my no smell comfort,
calleth vpo me continually to snew some token of thankfulnesse for
the same. For needes I must confesse that it hath wttered it selfe
many and sundrie wayes, and that, (if I may with yourLLordaships
good leaue say as I think,) not without a certaine freendly or
fatherly care of ny weldoing (sige®*ij).

It appears that the wmost recent of Burghley's kindnesses to

Golding had been in a law suit which had proved long and
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difficult.56 Golding writes that Burghley's

iust fauour (I meene in respect of the iust case, and
not of any desert of mine) procuring mee eredit and helpe
to the furtherance of my matter, hath bin the very maintenance
and safetie of my right, which else had ben troden vnder
foote by the ouermightinesse of mine aduersaries (sige*ij).

A little later Golding is more explicit about the results

of Burghley's aid:

about the first enterance of your honour into the office

og high Treasurer, it was by consent of the court put in
copromise to such persones as both parties are very well
contented with, By meanes wherof being discharged of my
former continuall cares, trauels, expenses and troubles,
I had the freer libertie to followe this mine accustomed
exercize of translating, which mee thought was too mee a
singular benefite (sig.‘ij').

This dedication, Golding explains, is to show his gratitude

to the Lord Treasurer; he has therefore prepared a gift which
he hopes will fulfil the standards set by Seneca for "the thing
which is done or bestowed too vtter thankfulnesse withall",
namely that it should be "very good, very durable and very
acceptable to the partie that is to receive it" (sig.'ijv).

This is the cue for a long analysis of the work and its virtues,
The biblical origin of these sermons, &nd the reputation of

their preacher are the chief arguments leading to the final

56, The nature of the cuse, an Exchequer affair, is not made
clear, though it seems likely that it related to one of
the Golding properties in Essex, concerning which the
translator was almost continually at law., In 1591 the
debts whieh he incurred through legal expenses finally
resulted in Golding's imprisonment.
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assertion that "this worke (like as all other of the same
authore) tendeth to the benefite of the Christen comon weale"

(sig.*4¥), It is for this reason, writes Golding, that he

doubted not that it should be the better accepted of your
honour, whose whole care and trauel is catinually imployed
to the welfare of this Realme, through the maintenance of
sound Religion and the conseruation of publike tranguilitie
(s1g.+4"),

The text of this enormous work consists of fifty-three
germons, each of which expounds three or four verses from the
six chapters of the Epistle to the (Qalatians. The sermons are
notable chiefly for their powerful exposition of the doctrine
of Justification by Faith. Unlike Golding's translation of
Calvin's sermons on Job, which, though equally long, enjoyed
four editions after the first of 1574, these sermons on

Galatians were not reprinted.

After 1574 there is an eleven year gap before the fourth
and last of Golding's dedications to Cecil, During this period
Golding was psrmanently occupied with legael vattles over his
lands in Essex, many of them left to him by the death of his
brother in 1575, He found himself almost always on the losing
side in these law suits, and lost a great deal of money through
them. His literary output declined rapidly, though ratner
more in the bulk than in the number of his publications., There
is one other record of Cecil's coming to his assistance. On
25th June 1583, Golding's friend and creditor Henry Gardiner

wrote to Burghley in Latin seeking his aid in an attempt to
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relieve the Golding property of its inherited debt to the
57

Crown, Burghley obviously responded quickly to this
appeal, for on the S5th July following Gardiner wrote again

to him, on this occasion in terms of rapturous gratitude:

I cannot yet in truth discover with what words I am to
thank your honour or just what kind of speech I am to use,
And yet I confess that I am not so lacking in words nor
altogether destitute of the faculty of speech, though
nevertheless no word occurs to me, which either is equal
to your divine merits towards me or seems to attain to the
least part of your mebits.

The letter concludes with a remark suggesting Burghley's

agquaintance with the effusiveness of his corre’pondents

Since your honour bade me be brief, the rest, gy good
friend Golding will tell, speaking face to face.5

It is remarkable that no letters from Golding to Burghley
survive (except of course the printed epistles). Perhaps,
as in this case, Golding was in the habit of addressing the Lord

Treasurer in person rather than in writing,.

Golding's last epistle to Burghley was written on the

6th February 1584/5. fThe book which it offqu’to the Lord
Treasurer is entitled The worke of Pomponius Mela the
Cosmographer, concerninge the Situation of the World (1585).

Golding's tone seems to be less certain than in his earlier

57. The letter is in Lansdowne Mss, vol.39, item 25, The
question of Golding's lands and the legal difficulties

they brought him, is a complicated one beyond the scope
of this study. The hictory of his struggles is given
in the biography by L.T. Golding, chapters VI to VII, pp.71-112.

58. The original letter (in Latin) is in Lansdowne Mas, vol.39,
item 26. The above quotations are from L.T. Golding, pp.87-%..
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dedications to Burghley. He certainly has much less to say,
though he pays a pleasant enough tribute to Burghley's

patronage of literature when he asks that

it may please your good Lordshippe (according to your
accustomed good wyll towardes such as any way indeuour,
eyther to further others or to profit themselues, in the
knowledge of lyberall Artes) to permitte thys my trauell
to shroude it se¢lfe vnder the shadow of your protectyon
(5180‘1).

This dedication failed to produce the aid in an Exchequer
case which it may have been designed to win.59 Within six
years Golding was in gaol for debte incurred in his legal
battles, though he was releacsed after a little aigr a year
through the good offices of William Brooke, Lord Cobhanm.
Golding's losses at law, however, continued unabated, and
though he avoided further imprisonment, he was deeply in
debt at his death in May 1606. There is no record of
Burghley's aiding him again in this period, or indeed of any

contact between thenm.

Burghley's connection with Golding, a man curiously
combining Puritan religious zeal with classical seholarship,
was probably as close as with any ot the writers from whom he
received dedications. Their relationship is a good exariple of
the mutual profit which could ensue from the successful working

of the patronage system: on the one hand it gave Golding the

59. The suggestion is made by L.T. Golding (p.1l32) a: a way
o1 explaining the unaccustomed flattery of Colding's
address to Burghley.
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obvious benefits of Burghley's assistance in his law suitas;
on the other hand it gave Burghley the prestige resulting
from the elegant epistles prefixed to four important and

weighty books.

From a collection of the sermons of the most important
of continental Proteatant divines, the step is not great to
the last of the groups of books to be considered in this
chapter. The part played by the sermon in Elizabethan England
has been frequently omphasized.GO The sermon was a source
of both entertainment and intellectual exercise to large
numbers of people, and the pulpit could frequently be an
important instrument of propagenda. This was particularly
80 in the case of the weekly seruons fiven at Paul's Cross.
The most recent historian of the Paul's Cross sermons has
described them as "always potentially and often in fact, the
mouthpiece of the administration."61 Appointment of the
preachers was in the hands of the Bishop of London, and in
times of crisis there would always be advice and direction
from the Privy Council. The Paul's Cross pulpit was in fact
nothing less than '"the popular voice of the Church of England

in the most turbulent period of its history.”62

60. Louis B. Wright, Middle-Class Culture, pp.269-292, for

example has an account of the part played by sermons
in Eligabethan life.

61, iMillar Maclure, The Paul's Cross Jexrmons, 1734-1642 (13558), p.ld.

62, Maclure, pesl67.
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dedication, of any contact between Garbrande and Burghley, and

the editor's choice of dedicatees was undoubtedly dictated by
the formal motive of linking Jewel's work with the names of
the ehancellors of both universities. The long epistle to
Leicester and Burghley, which aims to demonstrate the virtuees
of Jewel and his work for the English Church, reveals Garbrande's
motives quite clearly:

because euery where in these sermons hee EJouel] commendeth
the necessary vee of godly learning, and is an humble suter for
patronage theresofs I can not but present them vnto your honours,
our patrones, and fathers, & ri ht honourable Chancelours of
both the Vniuersities (sig.°®iv).

The collection is of six substantial sermons, followed by

a Irsatinme of the Sacraments with a separate verse dedication to
Thomas Randolph, Ambassador in sScotland. The object of most of
the sermons is described by Garbrande in his preface:

that all particular Churchee may bee furnished with sufficient
learned, and godly Ministers: and therefore that tender & due
care be had, to encrease the nomber of them (sig.*iii¥).
He has chosen to publish them because of "the state of Gods
Church amongst vs in these dayes" (sig.*iii), and believes that
if only

the ministere be mindefull to perfourme their duetie: if
the lordes haruest be not neglected: if the defence for the
Gospel finde vpright Iudges: if all that giue cutward chew
of zeale be in deede zeslous, and worke the fruites of zecale:
what hope may they of Iericuo haue, that their cursed dwellingse
shall stand? (sig.*iv).
The mention of Jericho derives from the first and .ost poweriul

of the sermons, which describes the destruction of the Church

of Rowe as symbolized by the City of Jericho. To prevent the
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restoration of Jericho, Jewel prescribes:

first, Maintenaunce of schooles and learning. Second,
vnderstanding of the cause / that is that euery man may
congider what hee Rath left, and what he hath receyued.
+es Thirdly, kindnes towards God, and thankfulnes. Fourthly
the discipline of the Church (eig.C6-C6").

The sermon ends with a fervent appeal for a learned and efficient
ministry to preserve the newly-won Jeruealem. The other sermons
are similar combinations of anti-Catholic propaganda and vigorous
attack on the corruptions in the English Church. Appeals for

reform are made to the Queen herself in those sermons preached

64

before her, The attacks on Rome are delivered sometimes
violently but usually scornfully. The following is a typical

comment:

These 900 yeeres, I say, since Gregory, the first of that
name, it can hardly be found that euer any bishop of Roame was
seene in a pulpit (sig.L3).

The attack on Rome was continued by John Bridges in a

vigorous and colloquial Sermen preached 8( Paules Crous on the

Monday in Whiteon weeke Anno Domini. 157). The sermon was later

65

augmented and printed ~ with a dedication to Burghley. The

augmentations must have been considerable, since the printed

seruon covers 182 pages, a length which would have far exceeded

64. It appears from internal evidence that two of the six
sermons were preachned at Paul's Cross, the ot:er four
"before the Queenes Maiestie". Garbrande ;ives no
indication of the date or place of any of the sermons,
and only one can be exactly dated: the sermon on the
destruction of Jericho was preached at Paul's Cross on
Queen's Day (17th Noveuber), .1567 (See Maclure, p.206).

65. No date of printing is given, but it was almost certainly
before July 1572, since in the dedication-heading Bur;hley is
not addressed as Lord Treasarer.
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the maximum two hours' preaching time at the Cross.

John Bridgoss6 was at this time a canon ef Winchester.
He had been educated at Cambridge, and was elected fellow of
Pembroke Hall in 1556. The 1571 sermon was his first publication.
Bridges's explanation of his motives in dedicating his work to
Burghley gives no indication of any previous cantact between
them. But the reasons he gives for the dedication are unusually

explicit:

I craue pardon, to attempte to dedicate so meane a treatise
to your Lordship, but the reason that moued me herevnto was
this: Where once before the Queenes Maiesties Court (her
highnesse beeing then in progresse at Titchefield in Hampshire)
&n acquaintance of myne did preache somewhat aboute this
argument of Iustification, your honour then being present,
it pleased you so to accept the same, that ye desired eftsoones
to heare at Southe Hampton somwhat more theron, which he to
his abilitie (as the streight-/nesse of the time permitted)

did performe. ... he priuily tolde me since, howe he more
esteemed your iudgement, than if all Cambridge had giuen that
verdicte on him. ...s0 with this zeale of your L. (whose
ceosure I alwayes drad before) I was nowe so emboldened that

1 durste presume to clayme'patronage of your honour to this
my Pamphlet (sig.Aiii-Aiii ).

His final appeal to Burghley addresses him as

a singular succourer and especiall setter forth of... truth
and al good letters, ..., @ publike patrone therevnto, and euen
a father to our moother and nourice of learaning, the renouned
vniuversitie of Cambridge, that now (God be praysed for it)
flourisheth vnder your protectio (sig.Aiii’).

The remainder of Bridges's long epistle explains his aimg;
in the sermon and his reasons for printing it. He makes the

all-too-common assertion that his work has been published under

66. Biographical information is from Sidney Lee's article in
Dol Ba
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Pressure from some of his hearerse, and claims that he yielded to

them only upon learning that

diuvers noters of it were inquired of their notes thereon,
and that an extraction of their notes and sentences was,
collected, and so they would rawely set it out (sig.Aij ).

He believes that those who urged him so vehement’y to have
the sermon printed, will not be so0 enthusiastic when they see

it in print - ité length has increased a good deals

For where I had nothing then but certayne imperfect notes
to directe my memorie, nor coulde 8o well remember (many things
passyng betweene) to followe the track of my selfe woorde for
woorde as I spake it: I was contente to record it as I could,
and so to furnish my former notes with further prouision, that
I haue made nowe, I dare not say for shame a Sermon, but euen
a volume thereon (sig.Aiii).

He hopes his readers will

when they are wearie, lay me aside a gods name, and make
foure Sermons (if they please) of one: so may I perhaps not
be irksome to them, where had I spoken in the pulpit as I
haue written in the paper, I sholde haue ben a great deale
more than tedious (sig.Aiil).

He follows this with a remark which might be held to imply

that there is no objection to being tedious in a book:

But sithe that is allowable in a Booke, that is not sufferable
in a Sermon, it made me the bolder somwhat the more to amplifie

(sig.Aiii).
The idea expressed here obviously appealed to Bridges for the
rest of his literary life.

Bridges's text in this sermon is from the tuird chapter of

St. John's Gospel, the sixteenth verse: "For God so loved the

world, as to give His only begotten Son; that whosoever beliebeth
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in him, may not perish but have life everlasting." The text
is used as the basis for a statement of the doctrine of
Justification by Faith, and a violent attack on Catholicism,
undoubtedly provoked by the Bull excommunicating Elizabeth,
which had been published the previous year. 'The world" is
interpreted to mean only the elect; any other meaning is
denied. Bridges describes as a huge error the interpretation
of the text as a statement of the possibility of salvation for

all who live according to its precepts:

This doetrine being a very plausible doctrine to the itchyng
eares of nmanne, tickled wyth the pride and loue of his owne
freedome and abilitie, was by and by so snatched vp for a iewel,
that almost there was no part of Christendome that had it not,
yea that was not so infected with sutche a spice of it, as neuer
could be puld out since (sig.EiiiY).

"Man®, he asserts, "is not saued any whyt by works at all®
(sigeslii). Charity must wait on Faith, and not vice versa.
The patriotic tone of the sermon, preached just after the
meeting of & parliament which had enacted a good deal of anti-
Catholic legi_ slation, is revealed in an outburst of prayer

that

she our louing prince & we her louing subiects, maugre
al Gods, ners, and our enemies, may long tine lluevand loue
in God together: Amen for Iesus sake, Ame fsig.Qii').

There is no evidence of further contact between Bridges
and Burghley after the publication of this sermon, though

after the Lord Treasurer's death Bridges was an occasional
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67 In 1577 Bridges

correspondent of Sir Robert Cecil's.
became Dean of Salisbury, and in 1604 Bishop of Oxford.

He died in 1618. His published works are few, but very
substantial. His later dedicatees include Francis Russell,
Earl of Bedford (whom he thanks for giving him the means to
spend three years of study on the continent), Queen Elizabeth,
and King Janmes, But it was Bridges's extraordinary belief
that a writer could develop his ideas to almost any length,
which finally secured his fame. In 1588 one Martin Marprelate

demonstrated his fundamental disagreement with Bridges on this

point, and subjected to merciless ridicule the 1409 pages of

the Dean's Defance of the Government Establisbed in the Church
of Englande for Ecclfsiastical Makters (1567). It was an

unexpected and unwelcome, though not entirely unmerited way

». a reputation.

The fame of the last of the preachers in this chapter rests
securely upon his own ability. Henry Smith (1560?-1591)68, whose
sermons were dedicated to Burghley in 1591 and 1592, was the

most distinguished and most pupular of Elizabethan preachers.

67. See H.M.C. Salisbury Papers, vol.9, p.1l43; vol.1l0, p.1l43;
and vod.12, p.109. In the last of these letters, dated 15th
April 1602, Bridges thanks Sir Robert for securing him a
benefice in Hereford.

68. The biographical material on Smith is from Thompson Cooper's
article in D, N.B, except where other source: are noted., The
article erroneously states that Smith was born about 1550.
All other authorities (including Cooper himself in Athenae

), agree that Smith was born about 1560. The
year of his admission to university is a clear indication of
the correctness of the later date,
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8mith was born in Leicestershire, the son of a wealthy
landowner of that county, Erasmus Saith. The latter was

later to marry Burghley's sister Margaret, widow of Roger Cave.
Swith's career at Oxford, where he was admitted in 1576, wd’

cut short by his father's unwillingness to allow him to reamain
long at the university. BSmith then officiated for some time

at his 'home' church of Husbands Bosworth, Leicestershire.

He went on to preach with great success in Londom, and in 1587
was elected leeturer at St. Clement Danes. Burghley, whose
London home was within this parish, aided his candidature,
partly perhaps because of hiaiﬁp&hcr digtant family connee¢tion,
but quite probably alsc térough a genuine confidence in the
young man's ability. This is suggested by a letter to Burghley
from Richgrd Greenham, the celebrated Puritan vicar of Dry
Drayton, Cambridgeshire, with whom Saith had at one time studied.
The letter, written some time in 1587, mentions the unsuccessful
efforts which both Greenham and the Lord Treasurer had made to
secure the consent of Erasmus Smith to his son's continuing his

studies at Oxford.69

Suith's sermons at St. Clement's quickly won him enormous
popularity. Thomas Nashe, writing in 1592, calls him "Siluer
tongufd Smith, whose well tun'd stile hath made / thy death the

generall teares of the Muses". Nashe ends his 'Encomium' thus;

69. The letter is guoted (without source or date) by Strype,
Aylazex, Pp.100-101.
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If a simple mans censure may be admitted to speake in such
an open Theater of opinions, I neuer saw aboundant reading
better mixt with delight, or sentences which no uan can
ehallenge of prophane affectiion sounding mor7 melodious to
the eare or pieming more dee,ec to the heart, 0

It seems likely that Nashe was the first to apply the phrase

"gilver-tongued" to Smith. Thomas Fuller later developed tne

idea:

he was commonly called the Silver-tongued preacher, being
but one metal in price and purity below 8t. Chrysostom himself.
His church was so crowded with auditors, that persons of good
quality brought their own pews with them, I mean their legs,
to stand thereupon in the alleys., Their ears did so attend
to his lips, their hearts to their ears, that he held the rudder
of their affections in his hands, so that he could steer them
whither he was pleased; and he was7§1eaeed to steer them only
to God's glory and their own good.

The extraordinary popularity of Smith's preaching led to
the pirating of many of his sermons. §8everal of tuese were,
according to the title-pages of pirated editions, "taken down
by characterie™., H.T.Price, in a careful study and comparison
of the pirated and authentic versions of one of Smith's sermons,
concludes that the pirated edition is indeed a short-hand
version.72 Smith's success as a preacher was undoubtedly based
on the plainness and vigour of his language. The heavy logic and
tedious pedantry of many Elizabethan preachers are almost entirely
absent from his strong and direct prose. The homely simplicity
70. Eigxsn_Eﬁnil:ﬁﬁ1L_Ein_Snnnliﬁntinn.ﬁnf&pa_ninglx. In

of Thomas Nashe, ed. R.B.McKerrow, re-ed. F.P.Wilson (1v53),
vol.l v PPo» 192‘195 .

71. Fuller's Life of Smith, in dorks Qf Henry Smith, ed. Thomas
smith (1866), p.ix.

72. Henry Smith, u n f the chapter of
i ] ed’ HuTo

ice (1922). Price's conclusions are obviously relevant to th
g:oblog gf ghakeepeare's 'bad' quartos. y ©
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of his language is revealed in such a passage as the following

from the sermon entitled "A Preparatiue to Marriage" :

If thou bee learned, chuse one that loueth knowledges if
thou be martial, chuse one that loueth prowee; if thou must
liue by thy labor, chuse one that loueth husbandrie: for
vnlesse her mind stand with thy7gocation. thou shalt / neither
enioy thy wife nor thy calling,

In the same sermon he declares that "If a man long for a bad
wife, he were best to go to hell a wooing that he may haue
choise" (sig.C8Y). A little later he blames "frisled locks,
nacked breasts, painting, perfume & speciallie a rolling &ye"
(sig.Eiiij), for the recent increase of adultery. Perhaps
the height (or depth) of simplicity is reached in the sermon

entitled "A Treatise of the Lords Supper'":

Euerie one which receiueth this sacrament, shall feele
himselfe better after it, like the Apostles: or edke he shall
find himself worse after it, like Judas. Hereby you shall
know whether ye haue receiged like the Apostles, or like
Iudas (sig.L7).

Though he was apparently not connected withn the extreme
Puritans in the Presbyterian wmovement, Smith's preaching was
undoubtedly of a strong Puritan tone. He was certainly
dissatisfied with the state of the Church ofi England, and his
sermons contain frequent references to its corruption. In the

nrruye Trial of the Spirites™ he makes the following attack:

If we bee not of Antichrists religion, yet we are of
Antichrists fashion, so long as we haue the same vestures, &
the same orders, and the same titles that Antichrist knoweth
his ministers by (sig.X8).

73, This (and other quotations from Swith's sermons) are from
the couplete edition of 1593 (STC 22719), eig.C3-C3').
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It is hardly surprising therefore, that in 1588 Smith was
deprived by Bishop Aylmer, charged with having no preaching
licence, with having spoken against the Book of Common Prayer,
and with not subseribing to the articles of the Church of
England. fThough it bears no heading to suggest for whom it
was intended, Smith's vindication of himself is now among the
Burghley Papers, and was almost certainly prepared for the
Lord Treasurer. The document7u is meticulously written and
Bost carefully set out. The "reasons obiected and alledged"
against 8mith are first given, followed: by his answers to
them. In answer to the charge of not holding a preaching
licence, Smith asserts that Aylmer himself had called him to
preach at Paul's Cross without questioning his licence %o do
80, The second charge is simply denied, and in answer to the
third Smith elaims that he does not refuse "to subscribe to
any Article which the lawe of the realme doth require of men
of my callinge." S8mith's parishioners also applied to Burghley
on their preacher's behalf; the Lord Treasurer interposed with
Aylmer, and Smith was restored to his ministry. This may have
been the only occasion on which Burghley helped Smith out of

trouble, though Fuller suggests that there were others:

William Cecil, Lord Burleigh, and Treasurer of England, to
whom he [smitqj dedicated his Sermons, very favourably reflected
upon him; and he was often the screen who saved Mr. Smith from
the scorching, interposing his greatness betwixt him and the anger

74. Lansdowne Mgg, vol.61, item 26.
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of some episcopal officers. And it is argument enough to
prove the eminency of Mr. Smith, that so great a stateesnman
as this Lord Tren;gror set a character of his peculiar
respect upon him,

In 1589, during the last illness of Williap Howard, rector
of St, Clement's, the parishioners petitioned Burghley that
Smith might be appointed to the benefice. In view of the extent
to which the Lord Treasurer had already helped Smith, it is
unlikely that he refused their request, and the fact that one
Richard Webster was appointed in May 1589 suggests that Smith
was offered and refused the position, Perhaps the preacher
was already conscious of the failing health whieh in 1590 forced
him to retire. He returned to Husbands Bosworth and prepared
the corroct@d texts of his sermons for the prq;a. Many of these
sermons had already appeared in pirated veraions, and this is
why the authentic editions usually proclaim that they were
printed according to the author's "corgected copies in his life
time". Three of the sermons ('A Preparatiue to Marriage', %
Treatise of the Lords Supper', and 'A Treatuse of Vsurie') were
printed in 1591 (entered in the Stationers' Register on &4th
February, and reprinted twice within the year). Tne following
simple dedication to Burghley appeared on the reverse of the

title-page:

Nobilissimo Viro Guilielmo Cecilio, Equiti Aurato, Baroni
Burghleiensi, summo Angliae Thesaurario, & Cantabrigilensis
Academie Cancellario, Henricus Smithus haec tris pignora in

75. Fuller's Life, in Works of Henry gmith, p.viii,
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grati animi testisonium consocrauit.?6

On 4th July 1591 Henry Saith died, at the age of only thirty-
one., His collected mermons, containing the three works just
listed with a further thirty sermons added, appeared the
following year. The dedication to Burghley remeined as before,
except that "haec tria pignora"™ became "haec pignora". The
collection proved ismensely popular, and was reprinted on at
least seventeen occasions before 1640, The same dedication

to Burghley appears in all editions, though the collection
itself was augmented considerably. By 1635 it included forty-
three sermons as well as Smith's prose tract "Gods Arrow

against Atheists",

Thomas Man, the publisher of the first collected edition
of 5aith's works in 1592, also prepared a selection of thirteen
of the same germons. These he published the same year, with
his own dedication to the lLord Treasurer. From this it appears

that Burghley'e good opinion of Saith was fairly general knowledge:

the Author, as in otiner respectes, so especially for his
giftes and godlynesse, was a man whose your Honor did
worthily rosard.7

Thomas Man therefore begs Burghleyk®accept the patronage" of thnese
sermons''"seeing they bee left as a young orphane after the fathers

decease™ (‘ig.“") .

76. This is Smith's only dedication: all other epistles preceding
editions of his worksare either by publishers or editors,

o .

) (STC 22?17)' Big.A}v.
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Bmith's serasons form one of the most popular volumes
ever dedicated to the Lord Treasurer. A century after their
author's death they were sti;l widely read, The "screen”
provided by Burghley to save Mr. 8aith from the "scorching”
was the screen of protective patronage which could be q‘
such enormous value to any writer, partiocularly one whose
religious conformity was queationed. As the relative and
protégé of Lord Burghley the "gsilver-tongued Smith" was one
of those writers who owed their position and consequently their

fame to the patronage system.

The twelve writers discussed in this chapter show the
diversity of motives which could lie behind the dedication of
a book to Burgnley. For some writers, Hugh Broughton and Henry
8mith for example, the dedica@ory epistle was an expression of
gratitude for very considerable help received from Burghley.
Golding and George Wither likewise enjoyed Cecil's friendship
and patronage. In the case of such writers as Willet or John
Garbrande on the other hand, the dedication was a purely formal
gesture, deriving frowm the eminence of Burghley's poaition,
When this was the motive it was frequently Burghley's Chancellor-
ship of Cambridge rather than his higher offices, which attiracted
the writer., A dedication might lead nowhere, or it might produce
snormous encouragement and help. One thing however is clear:
that at its best the system could bring considerable prestige

to the patron, and great benefits to the patronised,
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CliaPTiR Tilktks

24k JESUIT BE8LON OF 15 LUBSEG Uk

ANTI-CATHOLIC PROPAGANDA.

On the 1l8th of April 1580 a party of fourteen priests
and Jaymen left Rome for England.l The group included CGoldwell,
the aged Bishop of St. Aesaph, four elderly Marian priests, three
young graduates of the English college in Rome, as well as lay
sympathizers, But most important of all were the two Jesuits
who led the expedition, Edmund Campion and Robert Parsons. 1In
ultimate control was Parsons, an enigmatic figure whose ainister
reputation is based largely on the reports of his enemies, The
part he played in ecclesisstical and secular politics during
hie later life has branded him to posterity as the 'subtle
Jesuit' of popular superestition; even in his own age he succeeded
in antagoniging a large number of the Catholic secular clergy.
But at the same time he enjoyed the confidence of so perceptive
a man as Cardinal Allen; he produced a Hopk of Christisn Exercise
which, with slight modifications by Edmund Bunny, became an oxtxuhely

popular devotional book among English Protestante; and he founded

l, The account of the Jesuit mission, which provides the framework
of much of this chapter, is based on Kichard Simpson, Ldmuynd
(1907), and Evelyn Waugh,

campions Jeuult Protomartyr of England
Edaund Caspion (1935), except where otner sources are noted,
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and encouraged a Catholic boys' school at St. Omer which is

the direct ancestor of Stonyhurst College.

Although Parsons was a little-known figure in England in
1580, his fellow Jesuit Edmund Campion already had a remarkable
reputation there., Campion's early career is in fact an
extraordinary example of the limits of the patronage systea.

He had had a brilliant career at St. John's College, Oxford,
where his oration on the occasion of the Queen's visit to the
university in 1566 had led to private interviews with Leicester
and Cegil, in which they both promised him their patronnge.z

In 1566 he was the most popular man in Oxford, and his offices
of proctor and public orator were the highest possible for one
of his standing in the university. Campion's fame was based

on personal charm and brilliant rhetoric, and during his later
ministry in England it was to unear him preach that Catholics
travelled miles and risked their freedom. The fact that these
were qualities of which we can now know nothing makes it difficult
to assess his reputation among contemporaries. For five years
after hie impressive performance before the Queen he enjoyed

3

the active patronage of the Larl of Leicester; it appears that

he had accepted the Earl's offer in preference to Cecil's.

In 1571 the manuscript of Campion's Historie of Ililinl“ was

2e Simpson. poZOQ
3, See Eleanor Rosenberg, Leicester Patron of Letterz (1955),
pp.80-90-

4, The work was not printed until 1633, in Sir James ware's
(8TC 25067). Parts of it were used

Iwo Histories of Ireland
in Holinshed's Chropnicle.
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dedicated to Leicester in terms of enthusiastic gratitude.

But by this time Campion's major decision had been teken: in
1570 he had left Oxford and the possibility of a dessling
acadeaic or ecclesiastical career, to become tutor in the
household of Richard Stanihurst, the Recorder of Dublia,

Cecil seems to have still had a high opinion of Campion: he is
reported to have remarked to Stanihurst on Campion'a departure
that "it was a very great pity to asee so notable a man leave

his country, for indded he was one of the diamonds of England."s
Ireland however failed to provide the roligious freedoa for
which Campion had hoped, and within a year he was forced to
leave the country. He went to Douai, where he arrived in June
1571 and immediately entered the English College. The following
year he became a member of the Society of Jesus, and in 1578

was ordained priest. His first assignuent in the Society was

in Bohemia in the Jesuits' achool at Brinn. It was from here
that Campion went to Rome in the spring of 1580 to joinithe group
of missionaries preparing to leave for Eangland. The preparations
for the departure were by no means secret, and included an
audience with the Pope and a farewell from almost the whole of
the English colony. Walsingham's agents knew exactly what was
happening, and the English government was well aware of what

wae on hand long before the missionaries, travelling by way of

Milan and Geneva, reached the Channel ports early in June.

5. Quoted (without source) by &impson, p.20.



- 190 =

The objeot of the mission, as revealed in the imstructions
given to the Jesuits on their doparturo.s was basically “the
preservation and augmentation of the faith of Catholiga in
England.” The primary duty of the aissionaries was to minister
to those who remained constant to the old faithy conversions
were to be of secondary importance. The miscionaries were
forbidden to involve themselves in pclitical affaira, or to
write to Rome about political matters. Neither were they to
speak, or allow others to speak in their presence, against the
Queen - except perhape in the company of those "whose fidelity
had been long and steadfast, and even then not without strong
reasona.”™ This last peint is fundamental to anuxesstanding of
the attitude of the English government towards the missionaries,
To clarify this a brief survey of the previous history of

Catholicism in the England of Elizabeth is necesaary.?

The settlement of 1559 had been designed for a primarily
Catholic country, and was nmade so broad as to give the least
possible offence to Catholica. For the firet part of the reign
the English Catholiec had little to fear but a one shilling fine
if he did not attend the Established Chureh. It was hoped that
this policy of moderation, enforced, often against the wishes

of strongly Protestant parliaments, by the Gueen'’s own desire

6. Quoted by Bimpson, pp.l39-l42.
7. The following remarke are based on material in W,.H.Frere, The

Engliah Church in the Reicna of Ellzabeth and iamea I (1904), and
A.O. Meyer, England and the Catholic Chuxch under wueen
Blizaketh {1916).
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not to "make windows imto souls", would bring English Catholics

to a gradual acceptance of Anglicaniss. The policy was resarkadly
successful: whereas Catholics formed the wast majority of the
populatien in 1558, their numbers had fallen to a hard core of
probably no more than 200,000 twelve years later. The scarcity
of Catholic priests in England (most prieste took the Oath of
Supresacy in 1559) made many prefer to accept a comprehensive
national churech which was not condemned by Rome, rather than

have no religion at all.

After the first decade of Elizabeth's reign this situation
was brought rapidly to an end by a eeries of basically political
events, In 1563 Mary Queen of Scots arrived in England to
provide a Catholic alternative to the reigning Protestant Queen.
The following year the northern counties roae ian the last great
feudal rebellion of Eagliah history, a rebellion with the declared
objective of re-establishing the Catholic faith in England. 1In
1570 came the papal bull HRagnana in Excelsis which completely
altered the position of Catholics in England. Pius V, acting
on the advice of Englishmen who had for yeare lived abroad,
excommunicated Elizabeth as a "heretic and favourer of heretics".
She was deprived of her title to the Englieh Crown, and her
subjects released from any cath they had sworn to her, as well
as from "all manner of duty of dominion, allegiance and obedience".
The bull went on to command "all and every the noblemen, subjects,

people and others aforesaid, that they presume not to obey her
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orders, msndates and laws, and those that shell do bhe contrary
we do include them in the sentence of anathema", The bull made
the positiaon of Catholies in England extremely difficulty they
were forced to choose between loyalty to their country and
loyalty to their faith, After twelve yeares of sound government
many were dispoased to declare for the state, especially as
certain canonical errors in the bull technically allewed them
to disregard it.s Nevertheless, the bull made every English
Catholic a potential traifor, and the government was forced to
sterner measures, The Ridolfi Plot of 1571, the first of a
eeries of great Catholic plots againat the state, seeamed to
justify the harsher policy which had resulted in the execution
of Felton on a charge of treason for publishing the bull, and
in the harsher laws against recusancy passed in the parliament
which met in the spring of 15?1.‘ The new laws made it treason
to bring in any papal bulle, Agnus Del, or "such like vain and
superstitious things", and also enacted that the goods of those
who stayed as fugltives abroad without licence should be
forfeited to the Crown. The attitude of Englishmen was undeniably
hastile to Rome, and there can be no doubt that the 1570 bull
caused a great deal of hardship to English Catheolicse. The
sermon which John Bridges preached at Paul's Cross about this

time ie indicative of the mood of the country as a whelo.9

8., For exauple, Elizabeth was not given the year to recant her
heresy which she was allowed by canon law,

9, Bridges's sermon was discuswed in Chapter Two ubove.pp.l?&*"
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The execution of Felton in 1570 was the first of a long
series of executions for what the prosecttor described as
treason and the defendant called religion. In 1572 the greatest
nobleman in England, Thomas Howard, Duke of Norfolk, weant to
the block for his complicity in the Ridolfl Plot. During the
following decade the Catholic minority hardened, strengthened
after 1574 by priests coming in increasing numbers from the
seminary at Doual and later at Rheims. S8Suffering growing
hardeship from recusancy laws much more harshly enforced,
English Catholics tried to remain loyal to the old faith,
without obeying the implicit injunction of the 1570 bull to

rebel against kliszabeth.

It is against this background of inextricably mixed religious
and political considerations that the Jesuit migsion of 1560 must
be seen., Tune factors at work are revealed most clearly in the
modifications to Pius V'a bull which Gregory XII1 amade for the
purposes of the mission. It was declared that the bull should
always bind Elizabeth and the heretics, "but that it should in
no way bind the Catholics, while things remain as they are; but
only when public execution of the said bull shall be posaible-”lo

This ‘'sic rebus stantibus' clause was seen A5 a way of focusing
attention away from political censiderations and on to the main

religious mwotives of the mission. But as the English government

10. Siampson, p.l4l,



- 19 =

a way
interpreted it, it wad/of allowing Catholics to simulate

loyalty until the time was ripe for rebellion. Im England

Jesuitism and seditlion became synonymous.’

To add to the complication of political and religious
factors working simultaneously, another expedition had departed
from Rome shortly before the Jesuit mission,. Thia was conceived
a8 a military invasion of Ireland under the leadership of James
Fitzgerald and the direction of Dr. Nicholas Sander, though it
turned out to be no better than & motley collection of friats
with & few ill-trained soldiers accompanied by a papal bdanner.
The invasion attempt petersd out almost at once; Fitsgerald
was killed imuediately, and soon afterwards, Sander, a distinguished
theologian, died pathetically from exposure in the cold and damp
of an Irish wood., Nevertheless, the invasion's coming at almost
the same time as the Jesuit mission, and provoking the wrath of
the English government, could only make the position of such priests,
as Campion doubly difficult, Parsons himself wrote that the
missionaries, on learning of the Irish empedition when they reached
Rheims, "plainly foresaw that this would be laid ageinst us and
other priests, if we should be taken in xngland.“ll From the start,

the religious purposes of the mission were clouded by political

issues,

This rather lengthy survey of the background to the Jesuit

miesion hae led a long way from William Cecil. He was however

11. Quoted by simpson, p.146, from Parson'se manuscript Life
of Campion.
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vitally concerned throughout his career with the Catholic menace.,
Cecil's own religious inclinationa, and the influence of family
and friends, made him hostile to Catholiciem frem the begimning.
He was undoubtedly one of the guiding spirits behind the religious
shanges of 1559, and might well have desired a further reformation
at that ti-o.lz But his later hostility to‘Cntholicicn was
dictated more by pelitical than by religiocus motives. As Conyers
Read has written, Cecil "felt nuchlnore strongly than hie mistress
that ‘ary &Stuart's claim to the throne, the potential strength of
latent Roman Catholicism in England, and the continuing efforts

of the Papacy to organize a religious crusade against England
were, taken together, the wost serious menace to sngland's peace
and security."ls The crucial factor im Burghiey's attitude teo
Catholiciasm was pia fear that invadiag Catholic forces would

unite with rebellious sympathizers in England. He never seens

to have been interested in & campaign against the Catholic faith
as such. The extent of recusancy among the powerful gentry,
especially in the North, worried him a great deal more than any
attachuwent to the old faith among the lower classes. Protestantism
was to him a matter of national survival, and though he might

privately regard the rebellion in the Low Countries as part of

12. Conyers Read, (L, Secraetary Cecil and gueen klizabeth

(1Jb)) [} P-130.

13, Lord Sucghley and cueen Elizabeth (1960), p.109. The brief
summary of Cecil'e attitude to Catholicisw ie taken from
material in the two volumes of Read's biograghy.
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the uaiversal etruggle against the gowers of Aatichrist, he

was quite willing to compremises en matters of religioa to

obtain the Gueen a husbend from the Frenck royal family. In

the early part of the reign he was concerned with the danger
that Catholicisa in Scotland and France aight combine with

the Cathelic nobdbility in Englamd to overthrow the government.

He employed his energies im organizimg opposition to the Couneil
of Trent, which he feared would unite the Catholic world agsinst
Protestantism. In a letter of 19th January 1561 to Sir Nichelas
Throgmorton, Ambassador in Paris, he suggests an attack on the
Catholics through the press as the most effective fora of
oppoaition.lk He was to retain hie faith in the propagandist
value of the press for many years to come. Throughout the period
of Cecil's power one sees that harsher measurew againat English
Catholics were instituted wheu danger threateneu from Catholie
powers in Europe. Cecil was particularly apprehensive about
Mary Stuart's presence in Engiund after 1568, and would have
liked to nave her executed aiter the Ridolfi . lot, but Llizabeth's
opposition was too strong. At the end oi the Nourthern Rebellion
he showed himeelf in favour of the sterne.t possible measures
against the rebela, advocating execution and attainder on an
enormous &cale. For ten years he had been worried by the menace
of the Northern Catholics, and he now seized the opportunity to

bring them to their knees. Throughout the rebellion hLe was

14, The letter is quoied by Read, Cegil, p.24l.
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appreheusive lest the rebels should receive help from a foreign
Catholic power. In 1570 he began to correspond with a merchant
naned John Lee, then resident in the lietherlands, by means of

which he gained inforsation about the doings of English Catholic

15 It appeara aleo that he kept

refugees in the Low Countries.
a close wateh on recusant books printed abroad. There are works
by Sander, Allen, Bkistow and Barding im the 1687 sale catalogue
and in the libreary at Hatfield iiouse. Various English ambassadors
in France sent him booke by English Catholic writers in exile on
the c¢ontinent, It is likely that Cecil was responsible for
having Dr. Story brought back to England where he was subseguently
executed.l6 In 1572 Burghley allowed his former friend the Duke
of Norfolk to be exescuted for his part in the Ridolfi Plot. This
too was part of his sampalgn against the political menace of

Catholicisam.

For many years Cecil sought to counteract what he aaw as the

Catholic wmenace, by sterner measures against recusants. In 1563 he

15. Read, Burghley, p.l42.

16. story, who had played some part in the persecution of heretics
during Mary's reign, had fled from England to the Low Countries
where he had entered Spanish service and taken Spanish
nationality. He was employed as a censor ¢of books sold in the
Netherlands. In 1570 he was lured by Cecil's agents on board
an English ship that was to carry over a cargo of books. The
ship set sail and Story was soon in England and on trial for
treason. He was found guilty and executed deapite his claim
that as a 8Spanish citizen he was immune to English justice
(Meyer, England and the Catholic Church under gueen Elizabeth.,

311}.2"‘6-?0 )
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had been instrumental in getting a bill through Parliement
which increased the severity of the penalties for refusal to
take the Oath of Supremacy. In 1572 he wrote a memorandum
complaining that the Queen's policy towards Catholics had been
too lenient, and that recusancy had in consequence inoreaaod.17
Four years later, arguing in support of the Dutch rebels, he
indicated the danger to the government wiich would result from

& coordinated Spanish invasion and Catholic riminge. The following
Year he expreesed similar fears. In a memoranduam of 1579 he has

in a column headed "Perils" the item "Comfort of Obsetinate Papists";
opposite, in a column headed "Remedies" appears "Penalties increased

upon Recusants™, The following year he again advocated this

. policy.l8

Cecil's role in the promotion of anti-Catholic measures not
unnaturally made him the object of attack in many Catholic tracts,
Among tie most offensive was 4 Jreatise of Ireasons, printed at
Louvain in January 1572. Tnis was almost certainly ihe work of
John Leslie, 5ishop of Fou:., one of Mary Stuart's most trusted
adVisera.lg The book strongly attacked both Cecil and his brother-
in-law Bacon, accusing them of abusing queen Elizabeth and her
people by seeking to destroy Mary Stuart and her son, and then
Elizabeth herself, so as to establish the Suffolk claim to the

17. Quoted by Read, Burghiev, p.110.

18, Cecil's memoranda on the Catholic problem are discussed by
Read, Burghiey, pp.235-236.

19. The authorehip of the work is discussed by A.C.southern,
jgabeth guean ge (1950), pp.4ho6-7,
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