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Abstract

The English history offers us a perpetuaktsssion of great figures, to whom Elizabeth
is considered a historical actor of Tudor socishg is known for her exceptional vision
towards her internal and mainly her foreign poligie could balance power in an offensive
or defensive strategy against her enemies to gatteb, and by the end wars. England’s

foreign policy during the reign of Elizabeth | hiaglown the glory of English naval force.

This study sheds light on Elizabeth I's beggny; childhood, education, succession, and
marriage. After dealing with the internal factdnattshaped the foreign policy, this research
moves to study the external factors; the religi@isrmation and overseas explorations that

shacked the European continent, particularly Ersythuring the 16 C.

This research also tackles the charactesisti England’s foreign policy during the reign
of Elizabeth I, as well as the wars she undertpobying the sovereignty of her realm against

the most powerful Spanish kingdom.
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Queen Elizabeth I is one of the famous mdmathat the British history has come to be
proud of; she is considered as a great queen, daddamark of greatness to the English
people. She is regarded as one of the pillarsttio&t high the culture and history of England.
Her era witnessed victorious and glorious timeslkkao her home and foreign policy. Her
time came to be known as the Golden Age due towiflhed literature and poetry indeed;
she is considered by modern historians as an ideahissance monarch. She achieved a
remarkable home stability by her led religiouslsatents, a historical glory in her foreign
policy through her victory over the Spanish Armatlae time ruled by Elizabeth | withnessed
a race of the super powers of™6 Europe over territories, either in Europe otha new
discovered world. This era saw also religious weatsveen the Catholics and the Protestants.
Furthermore, the Elizabethan period saw the emesgefimany intellectual movements that

eradicated the old European institutions.

As the title points out, our research worlaldenith England’s foreign policy during the
reign of the Tudor queen Elizabeth I. It is a d&sian and analysis of her actions, reactions
and interactions within the political, philosopHiaaligious and cultural spheres of the time.
No one by Elizabeth’s succession in 1558 would hpxedicted that despite the social
tensions in England that was at the eve of a wail, the English kingdom would stand again
on the threshold of an extraordinary reign. Morepva the 16'C, Englishmen and
Europeans believed that it was unholy and unnathel a woman should have an empire
above men, but Queen Elizabeth succeeded propdsengose her home and foreign policy
in the most troubled times of European history. féeeign policy achievements culminated
in the defeat of the powerful Spanish Armada, whéclvanced English nationalism and

increased England’s power and influence.



Therefore, our objective in this researchlknisrto explain how Elizabet, a woman of the
16" century, who lacked a perfect, passionate childheitdin a warring society, unstable
political sphere and Machiavelli plotting scenescgeded in her foreign policy. We will shed
light on the queen’s early life, education and egrees which helped to shape her strong
personality, and foreground the influential cultiaad political movements and events which
determined the foreign policies of the time. Moreowve will highlight her main
achievements in foreign policy. We are convinceat tlizabeth’s personality and her vision
towards the external affairs was the product of deaty life, she succeeded to reverse the

political culture of her time and impose her own.

Elizabeth | carried on her predecéssbudor policy, and faced the emerging power
led by king Charles V, then Philip Il of Spain, tim®narch of France Henry lll, and finally by
Henry of Navarre (later on Henry 1V). Moreover, stwild deal with fundamental issues of
16"C England; for instance the issue of Dutch, Scaisl Irish conflict by the end of her
reign, in a time she herself was threatened bynateand external warnings of death, even by
the catholic pope in Italy “the Pope Pius V". Thatter depicted her in the 1570’s as the
servant of the crime, where she put an end to dkfeotic conspiracies in the north which led

to the execution of over than 750 catholic.

In addition to this, Elizabeth was more extad and well prepared then most women of

the 16" C. Such great figures in Hegel’s view are descrilbeThe Philosophy of Historas

practical, political and thinking men while proséng their aims, and at the same time have
an insight into the requirements of their &ueen Elizabeth had lived the circumstances and
the palace revolutions of her half-brother Edwavtk Ireign, and experienced the Roman

Catholicism of her sister. She was also the proditiet fine Renaissance education; she was

'G.W.F Hegel, The Philosophy of History. By J. Sibree. M. A. Batoche Books. Kitchener. 2001. P. 19
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taught how secularism is so important for leadgxskioreover, she reflected both her mother
as well as her father foreign ambitions. Theseadgnts molded her personality and hence

influenced her home and foreign policy.

To achieve the objectives of our reseanghwill organize our research paper into three

chapters:

The first chapter will deal with the role of Elizgth’s early life and experiences in the
shape of her personality. Emphasis will be putr@ngsychological and environmental factors
that helped in the construction of her personaliya future queen of England. First we will
focus on her birth, childhood, and adulthood tikk tage of twenty five. Then, we will explore
the kind of education she received in order torredger the English throne. After that, we
will deal with the circumstances of her successind finally, we’ll emphasize on her royal

marriage.

The second chapter will review the politjcegligious, and economic factors which
shaped the standard and modal of reference for thetlruled and the ruling class of the
European societies. Then we will analyze theiufice on Elizabeth I's foreign policy. First,
we will attempt to explain how Elizabeth | shapest mternal and foreign policy in the light
of the Religious Reformation in Europe; we will $emv the Religious Reformations centered
the foreign policy of the queen. Then, we will teckhe Queen’s interaction with the age of
the overseas explorations in Europe with referetmweEnglish trading and overseas

adventures.

The third chapter is concerned with Elizatetpolicy towards the Anglo-Continental

conflicts and her military confrontations with heeighbors. It also attempts to explain the



geopolitical strategy that was followed by the queé England to keep the balance of power

in favor of England, and to highlight Elizabeth’sim achievements in foreign policy.

This chapter begins with an introductorytsecthat resumes the main principles and
features of the Elizabeth I's foreign policy. Théanwill deal with the Anglo-Scottish conflict
that cannot be ignored to secure the back of thgdigbnrealm. After that we will tackle the
Anglo-French wars and England’s diplomatic relagievith France. Then we will move to the
Anglo-Spanish relations during the reign of the disd mainly queen Elizabeth 1. Finally, we

will explain Elizabethan policy towards the Irish.

To conclude, a general conclusion of thele/peariod in which these great foreign policy

achievements took place will help us to shed lgghthe results of the present study.



1- Introduction

This chapter deals with queen Elizabeth'seeigmces - before and after her succession-
which contributed to shape her strong personadityl hence influence her foreign policy. It
serves to introduce the relation between the diéelpf Elizabeth | and her future personality
as a queen of England. Moreover, it is the analg§ithe internal and home factors that
contributed to form the historical personality bétqueen. The early twenty five years of the

gueen served as a basis for her foreign policyqasean of England.

To cover the major events that influencedpblesonality of the queen, we will divide the
first chapter into four sections. In the first sectwe will examine queen Elizabeth’s
childhood and adulthood experiences. In the sepamtdwe will shed light on the effects of
her education on her vision towards the externaftldvoThen, we will deal with her
succession to the English throne. And finally, wdl discuss the question of the queen’s

marriage. It is necessary to explore these eveniaderstand Elizabeth’s foreign policy.

2- Birth and Childhood

Elizabeth Tudor was born on SeptemBer1B33 at Greenwich Palace, near London. She
was named after her both grandmothers, Elizabetfiodt and Elizabeth Howard. She was
the second daughter of King Henry VIII and his setwife, Anne Boleyn; whose historical
marriage was taken by Henry VIII as a pretext téydbe papacy and the Holy Roman
Emperor, Charles V. Henry was spurred on by low twe need for a legitimate male heir
that his first wife, Catherine of Aragon, couldafford to the English throne. The papacy in
Italy did not accept the marriage for political seas. As a result, Elizabeth's birth was one of

the most exciting political events in"l6entury European history.




Before Elizabeth’s birth, an heir was deapely wanted, a document had already been
prepared announcing the arrival of the new pritce,unfortunately for the royal couple, it
was a female child, a second daughter with a seatied And what was more disappointing,
according to Kenneth O. Morgan, was that “Anne Bole/as already pregnant when the king

married her.?; a fact that made the child curst, and illegitienat the eyes of the Catholics.

Anne could convince Henry for another oppoitiuto afford him a male heir to the
throne; an opportunity that allowed her to gain emime and influence, however the promise
couldn’t be kept and fulfilled. Anne Boleyn troutll¢he political affairs in England, mainly
the foreign policy that led to the break down oé tteligious links, and by the way the
diplomatic relations with Italy which stood as tm®ther church of Catholicism. This led to
an internationally public view of hatefulness andligious reactions from the believers of the
ancient faith. That is why the public opinion ingland was against the marriage of Henry to

Anne Boleyn, and by extension to their believedstdaughter.

Anne was badly seen because of the eventsrshght to the English; Henry attempted to
legislate popular acceptance of his new queenpypw way or another the various acts and
oaths only cost the lives of several prominent Glath, among them Sir Thomas More and
Bishop John Fisher. Not merely content of his nagiei Henry arrested Anne and convicted
her for treason, including incest with her broth&he was charged with a variety of crimes
which even her enemies discounted. She was disjrdosorced and beheaded at the tower

of London on 19 May 1536.

From that on, all of Europe and the majonty Englishmen considered Mary to be
Henry's legitimate heir, despite legislation in wary. No one believed Elizabeth to be more

than the illegitimate daughter of Henry VIII. Dugiiner early years, Elizabeth witnessed the

! Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford lllustrated HistofyBritain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989. P .251.
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death of her mother on charges of adultery anddresEven though she was only three years
old and too young to remember her mother, she kmkat had happened to her. Throughout
her reign, she never referred to her mother dyedilt she often referred to what had
happened to her. This event made such a dramapeactmon her life that she regretted

sentencing anybody to death.

Henry issued an act of Parliament that dedldis marriage with Anne Boleyn invalid
from the beginning of his marriage, making theiuglater Elizabeth illegitimaté It was to
Henry's credit that he always acknowledged Elizalzst his own daughter; he was always
affectionate with the little motherless child, awwadk care of her. He was all the time amazed
and pride of her intellectual accomplishments. Aty Elizabeth represented what Henry
VIl considered the standard and perfect educatian a king or queen should acquire. She
stood for the ideal, a woman of reference for #radles of her time and onward. As she grew
older, the courtiers in the palace noted Elizalsethsemblance to her father more than Mary

did, both in her vision towards the encountereflaliities and her mannerism.

The events in Elizabeth’s life went on renadlly influencing her personality. Henry
married Jane Seymour just twelve days after Aneeécution. She offered him his long-
awaited son, Prince Edward, in October, 1537, l8d<Elizabeth and her step-sister, Mary, to

be declared illegitimate.

Jane died shortly after her birth becausehdtibed fever. Henry VIII then married Anne
of Cleves on Twelfth Night (6 January) 1540. Themage was a disaster and Henry quickly
divorced Anne and married Catherine Howard; Catigewas a cousin of Anne Boleyn, she
was thirty years younger than Henry and soon redwuameaffair with a former lover. She was

executed in February 1542 and buried beside AnrileyBoin the Tower of London. For

? Elizabeth | Encyclopaedia Britannica. 2009 Student and HomedgdiChicago: Encyclopaedia Britannica,
20009.
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Elizabeth, these changes in her father's maritalrfies, and successive decisions of execution
did not pass unnoticed. Elizabeth didn't commenbrufer father's various stepmothers,

because she was an innocent child, politicallyraondally unconscious.

Works which analyzed the influence of Elieti's childhood experiences on her
governance argue that once she became queen ylobofugyical effects were revealed, A. N.
McLaren in his work ‘Political Culture in the Reigri Elizabeth I' shares Susan Duran’s idea
that all what Elizabeth | didn’t react and opposeher childhood, was well denied in her
reign. And what she bore in her infancy was regcexpressed verbally during her own

governance.

It was Henry's sixth and last wife, KathariRarr, who had the greatest impact and
influence upon Elizabeth's life. Katherine belieyessionately in education and religious
reform; she was a devoted stepmother. Understaydsiid had far more of an impact with

the young Edward and Elizabeth than with Mary wlas\iour years her junior.

Elizabeth was thirteen years old when hdreiadied. They were never particularly close
though he treated her with affection on her fewtsit his court. Henry VIl treated all his
children with what modern historians assimilated affection. Before his death, he
occasionally discussed the possibility of Elizatsetharriage for political reasons. She was a
tool in the confection of his foreign policy. Ineti6th century, royal bastards were common
and often used to great advantage in diplomacyhByoming years, Parliament gave Henry
the ability to determine his children's statusya#l as the actual succession. Henry VIl had
simply let both his daughters live as princessed, gave them precedence over everyone at
court. They had no real claim to the title of 'pass' and were known as 'the lady Elizabeth'

and 'the lady Mary'. This was often followed by gxplanatory 'the king's daughter.’




It was an awkward situation which the kirmgvsno reason to resolve. His will did
recognize his daughters' crucial place to the ssioe; if Edward died without heirs, Mary
would inherit the throne, if Mary died without h&ilElizabeth would become queen. He also
left them the substantial income of 3000 poundear ythe same amount for each daughter.
Elizabeth was classified under her father’s reigm third in line to the throne, and she was

protected by his rough paternal affection.

After Henry VIII's death, Elizabeth had gooduse to wish him alive again. Ten years
old Edward was king in name only. The rule of Endlavas actually in the hands of his
uncle, the Lord Protector Edward Seymour, sooadituke of Somerset. Elizabeth was now
separated from her brother's household, movingaihh&tine Parr's home in Chelsea, where it

is said she have passed the happiest time of loézsaegnce.

The event of her father’s death in 1547 vikes & watershed that separated her life apart
into two periods. The widowed queen Catherine Pamediately married Thomas Seymour,
one of her earlier keen favorite subjects and lerotif one of the previous Henry VIII's
wives, Jane Seymour. Thomas Seymour received nemmoyment at the court and some
diplomatic missions abroad. He was appointed bybhisher Edward Seymour as lord high

admiral, and a member of the Privy Couricil.

Thomas Seymour was only looking to serveols interests. After ensuring his position
as a close adviser to the king, he took profitenftbe king's institutions. He was in a personal
relation with the pirates of the Channel that usedake control on the navigation in the
English Water Channel. Moreover he nurtured sonstfuliambitions that he would be

crowned as the head of the English kingdom. Hela@lsng for a possibility to reign under

*"Seymour (of Sudeley), Thomas Seymour, Baron.Encyclopaedia Britannica. 2009 Student and Home
Edition. Chicago: Encyclopaedia Britannica, 2009
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the pretext of the queen’s right to rule. Unfortighato him, Edward was proclaimed the king

over the realm.

Thomas Seymour renewed his intentions byngskiizabeth to marry him right after the
death of his wife, Catherine Parr. He saw marriagehe king's sister, Elizabeth, as a means
of gaining greater influence in the government. idped that one day he would take the
leadership once his wife would be queen. The readcif Elizabeth was that she kept herself
out of sight of Thomas Seymour; in Susan Duran'sdso“she remained aloof from
Seymour’s advances, unlike her household servaatisekine Ashley and Thomas Parry, who
foolishly encouraged him in his schemes to margjrtbharge.* Unfortunately for Thomas
Seymour, he was caught under the orders of hishérolord Somerset, for plotting to marry
Elizabeth so that to inherit the English kingdorhle was arrested and beheaded for his

treason at the hands of his own brother, lord Seeater

Then, the affair took another turn when e¢pd interrogations of Elizabeth and her
servants led to the charge that even when his wés alive, Seymour had several times
behaved in flirtatious manners toward the youngqess. When Elizabeth heard about the
execution of Thomas Seymour, she expressed gravemes at the same time kept herself
under control, because she feared for her ownAifeSusan Duran puts it “in fact she only
suffered a temporary disgrace, as thanks to hdrlmmaedness nothing treasonable could be

proved against her.”

* Susan Duran Monarchy & Matrimony, the CourtshipElizabeth | The Taylor & Francis e-library, 2003. P.
15.
® Elizabeth | Encyclopaedia Britannica, Encyclopaedia Britan2i@89 Student and Home Edition.

% Ibid, Seymour (of Sudeley), Thomas Seymour, Baron.

" Op. cit, p. 15.

|



Most studies assert that Elizabeth had egpeed cruel adulthood; her experience with
Thomas Seymour had influenced her personality. Ating to Susan Duranhe frequently

came into bedchamber in his night gown, and onenmgrhe strave to have kissed hir in hir
bed”?; this was the first sexual harassment from Eliabeenvironment that would alter her
vision towards the external world. Moreover, thiteeted her seriously and shaked her
psychological feed back towards any sexual relatdowadays psychoanalytical theories
have been used to bolster this view of the queemssriage, leading to the result that
Elizabeth was greatly influenced by the experiesite lived prior to her reign, and that this

experience made her a damaged human Being.

We can deduce from the experience of qudealieth I, and the environment she lived
in, that her childhood and adulthood were realuemtial. She was an innocent child who
was at the center of the Machiavelli plotting of hedatives and court’s members. She learned
to protect for herself from the other’'s maliciomseintions. From her experience prior to her
succession, she could understand the political sgpimere that reigned over the Tudor’s court,

with an eye over the foreign policy.
3- Education:

Elizabeth | received an education that wdwtp her in her next years of reigning over
the English realm. Her education influenced hesgeality and vision, and at the same time,
the confection of England’s foreign policy. She eiged the ideal education of her era.
Though her childhood became tremulous after thewdan of her mother in 1536, she could
overcome the harshness of her early years. CaéhPanr was devoted to the reformed faith

and had great impact upon Elizabeth’s life. Shargyed for 10 years old Elizabeth to have

8 Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshgf<Elizabeth ] The Taylor & Francis e-library, 200p.
15.

° Ibid, p. 15.
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the most distinguished tutors in England. Childfesm noble families at that time were
quickly introduced to the formalities of the adwibrld around them. Erickson Carolly writes

that children “seemed to be born wise, and have lgairs in their youth*®

Elizabeth displayed a genuine love and agitior her studies. She was educated as any
legitimate prince among aristocratic families ofgiamd. It was a commonplace to provide
daughters with the same level of education as sams$,Elizabeth was fortunate to receive
schooling on the same caliber as that of her haifHer, Edward. A series of admired tutors
were called upon to help in the process of her &ilue. Great minds from Cambridge
University laid the foundations for an intellectggiited future queen. She was under the care
of Blanche Herbert, Lady Troy, who remained hery aIstress until her retirement in late

1545.

Much credit can be given to Elizabeth's firgttor and governess, Katherine
Champernowne, called ‘Kat’ by the little princesShe was appointed as Elizabeth's
governess from the beginning of 1537, and remakleghbeth’'s governess until her death in
1565 She taught Elizabeth | in the areas of languagamngrar, rhetoric, logic, philosophy,
literature, geography, history, mathematics antbasiny. It was the standard curriculum for

children born of royalty.

Elizabeth studied also theology and suppldite Protestant cause; she had been raised to
do so and knew only the Protestants who recogrieegarents' marriage. But she was never
openly passionate about religion, recognizing iitgistve role in English politics. The
religious side of her education was just to leand anderstand the most existing followed

religions and the way to manipulate the spirithaf believers.

19 Erickson, Carolly. The First ElizabetNew York: St. Martin's Griffin, 1983. P. 42
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Erickson Carrolly describes the nature @& #ducation that Elizabeth received in the
following words: “the texts chosen were of thossthedapted to supply her tongue with the
purest diction, her mind with the most excellenégapts, and her exalted station with a
defense against the utmost power of fortufeThese texts would have an influence on the

development of Elizabeth’s religious concepts.

With quick wit and determination, Elizabettogressed in her studies rapidly. By the age
of five or six, she had a confident grasp of regdamd writing far beyond her age. Most
people viewed the adolescent Elizabeth as a seymuwsg woman who always carried a book
with her. Her teacher Ascham reported that “ElizAb®esponded to three ambassadors in
ltalian, French, and Latin respectivef\?. The little talented princess rapidly improved fire t
skills of reading and writing. It was at this tirtteat she began her studies in Latin. Erickson
Carolly asserts that a “quick intelligence, and @ody memory required for a humanist

education was cultivated in Elizabeth from an eagg.**

In 1544, the clergyman Richard Cox, the pstvaf Eton, was appointed private tutor to
Edward. Cox taught Edward the conjugation of venhd parts of speech in Greek and Latin.
He was challenged by both Edward and Elizabetlomguaering the fields of studyCox’s
method added a touch of historical relevance tguage instruction, turning it into a game
for the children under his charge. In July of thaar, John Cheke was assigned to replace
Richard Cox. The former known as a skilled claddinguist, emphasized first on the reading
of Holy Scriptures, followed by readings of CiceRdato, Aristotle, Xenophon, Isocrates, and

Demosthene®

" Erickson, Carolly. The First ElizabetNew York: St. Martin's Griffin, 198%. 76.

12 Ascham, Roger. The Scholemasted. by John E.B. Mayor. New York: AMS Press, JAQ67. P. 221
¥0p.cit, p. 47.

% |bid, p. 55.

15 0p. cit. p. 154.
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The rate at which Elizabeth mastered hesoles began challenging Kat's level of
instruction. Edward's tutors were quick to resptmmélizabeth's lively requests for assistance.
The assistance to William Grindal's lessons werewstcessful and instructive to the future
queen. By his death in 1548, Elizabeth was undegeRé\scham’s assignmetft.He was
opinionated but not assertive, he lacked origipartd creativity. His three proposed goals for
his teaching were: to instill moral principles, povide an intellectual guard against

adversity, and to set an example for siyle.

Elizabeth was all the time assisting the rsesi of the young heir to the throne.
Elizabeth’s Hatfield, the place where she was e@daicavas considered by some scholars to

be a satellite of Cambridge University; in Ericksowords:

The tight web of relatively young tutors at Cambed some of the sharpest minds in
England, were devoted to promoting a purity of fiée Tudor children through long
hours of sermons, periods of private meditationd aolumes of improved reading in
order that they might “fortify” themselves agairike troubles of the outside wotfd

Under Ascham's direction, Elizabeth was atkd using the texts of Cicero, Isocrates
and Sophocles. Ascham was renowned for using awca#@doal method called "double
translation.” This methodology fostered Elizabetiverwhelming command of both written
and spoken Latin, beginning with the first three@wrdances obe Oratoreand the Epistles
of Cicero. The child is instructed to turn theseksanto English by logging the translation in
Notebook A; the child then studies the translatiomtil he/ she is firm in his/ her
understanding of the text; the notebook is seteasat an hour (at the least) to avoid
memorization (and to hinder true translation), ftdich time, the learner is instructed to

render the English back into Latin and log the $fation in Notebook B.

'®S.T. Bindoff. Tudor Englandrhe Pelican History of England, England. Penguini&go. 1991. P. 189

" Starkey, David. Elizabeth: The Struggle for thedfte New York: HarperCollins Publishers Inc., 200088.
8 Erickson, Carolly. The First ElizabetNew York: St. Martin's Griffin, 1983. 56.
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In the last decades of Elizabeth’s lifeg shas credited for masterfully translating
Boethius'De Cosolatione Philosophpto perfect English in twenty four hours. A franak
that was written by Boethius; a Roman scholar, €iam philosopher and statesman. His
work reflected the Neoplatonic period in which phesuit of wisdom and the love of God are
described as the true sources of human happti@ée impeccable translation is testament to
her superior education and training; it is alsa@pof the depth of her intellectual capacity,
and her interest in the intellectual endeavors.ntbe observations made above on the
gueen's early humanistic education, it is appatieatt her majesty was not making a new
acquaintance in her endeavor to translate the wbBoethius. The text deals with treason,
uses and abuses of the law, imprisonment, and yldfefil responses by a person of

considerable intellect to the forces of fate tratigpon him.

The opening passages of Book 1 of the Catisotome to us in the queen's own hand.
This might indicate particular interest in thoseek that convey the political circumstances
that precipitated the subsequent philosophical idenation of the work. The queen rarely
articulated philosophical or theological ideas. Y& deduce the importance of Elizabeth’s
education in relation to her external vision. Hhieth's early instruction went on to form the
serve her well later in her years of reign. It wgsto her education that her future foreign
policy would be shaped and took such a grandiodes&oeptional nature in the history of the

English kingdom as well as that of the whole cagrtin
4- Succession:

The fate of the dynastic rulers’ ascendamtthe 16 C was to be crowned as kings and
gueens. Despite several attempts by the governtoeemove Elizabeth by a parliament act,

she was defended by her father, and her destinytovasle over the English realm. It was

9"Boethius, Anicius Manlius Severinus." Encyclopaedia Britannica. Encyclopaedia Britannica®8tudent
and Home Edition. Chicago: Encyclopaedia Britann29.

-



confirmed and came into realization in 1544 by dig@ent act; she was declared third in

line to the thrown.

Elizabeth suffered greatly under the goaeace of her half-sister. This started by their
coming hand in hand leading their army to regamuburped crown by Jane Grey. After

regaining the throne, Jane Grey was executed uvidey’s order. In_the Oxford lllustrated

History of Britain Kenneth O. Morgan argues that Mary triumphed bseashdied to the

court, by persuading the Norfolk gentry of her Tubkmgitimism, despite her father’s divorce
to her mother denying her succession. MoreoveryMaeign engendered the death of 274
persons after February 1555 for their heretic [state beliefs. The leaders of the Edwardian
Protestantism era were primarily the victims ofsfintforward political vengeances in her
reign?® Elizabeth from that on understood that she was &by just in order to secure the

continuity of the Tudor dynasty, as well as to naiimthe stability of the realm.

The peril was intensified to both sidekzd&beth and the English protestants, because of
the royal marriage of the Catholic queen Mary dra $panish prince, Henry. Whenever the
royal couple would engender an heir to the thrélizabeth’s reason of existence would be
in no need, on the other hand, it would end theeBtant’s hope of recovering from the

oppression under the staunch Catholic Queen Mary.

In an attempt to dethrone Mary, the Prai@st led a rebellion under the leadership of
Thomas Wyatt? In this affair, the protestant Elizabeth was thiy@ccused to fuel the war to
dethrone her sister Mary. As a result, Elizabetk waprisoned in the tower of London, after
escaping execution. Then, she eventually let ouh®ftower and was put in a distant castle,

where most of her five years under the reign ofqireen Mary were passed.

% Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford lllustrated HistofyBritain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989, p. 261.

2 http://departments.kings.edu/womens_history/ettatntm|
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It is worth mentioning that Mary made twostakes during her reign that would even
challenge Elizabeth in her future reign. The firgds to permit to some 800 English
Protestants to emigrate and settle in Frankfurtichy and Geneva, where they became
staunch Protestants who looked back thirstfullyElmgland. They launched a relentless
crusade of anti-Catholic propaganda and subvelgem@ture against the Catholic reign in
England®® This led to the contact of the English new faiaders with the apostles of the
reformer “Martin Luther”, and led to external atacon England. Then, by the succession of
Elizabeth, the chased protestants during the r@idwarry Tudor came back home to help the
Protestant ‘Deborah’, who would save them from pleesecutions and the oppression they
underwent under the Catholic Marian regime. Thisabge a moral challenge for Elizabeth’s

religious settlement that would be establishechbtbe religious quarrels and feuds.

Mary’s second mistake was her Spanish geri This was a politically dangerous act
that would by a way or another threat the posiobbthe English throne in the continent, and
weaken the sovereignty of the kingdom abroad. Manyarriage to Philip of Spain was one
of the errors that led the country to a bloody d¢euneformation against the Protestants of
England. Queen Mary died in Novembef"17558 and Elizabeth was welcomed as a queen.
Mary’s reign though short in time, was barbaridstharned her a new title, “The Bloody

Mary"“, after her failure to reconvert the English petsplaith into Catholicism.

By the death of Mary, Elizabeth was allovweaase herself into her new role. Mary was
buried on 14 December 1558. The date chosen faalig#ith's coronation was 15 January

1559, In Westminster Abbé&y. The coronation process was punctuated with @serf five

22 Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford lllustrated HistofyBuitain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989, p. 263.
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pageants staged by various London bodies in hohtlheonew queen. These gathered the
traditional Catholic and the new Protestant waywabBeth was crowned first in Latin by a
Catholic bishop. Then, parts of the service thdioved were read twice — in Latin and
English, a symbolic alteration to the new politieal religious perspectives that will be set in

the future plans, and political life under the rei the newly crowned Elizabetf.

Elizabeth was the new unique queen to infieeitgovernance; she was unmarried, neither
father, nor mother, nor relatives to re-comfort andtain her. Moreover she was seen by the
royal courts and kings of Europe as bad, illegitendustard and servant of crime, and a

Heretic Protestant by the Catholics over the Euaopmntinent.

Elizabeth had encountered the problem wahdouncil in relation to her female rule, a
phenomenon that needs to be borne in mind. AccgrttinJohn Foxe, women of that time
were seen spiritually deficient and lacking of tapacity for political virtue. This taboo was
sustained by the religious morality on the infatiorof women. This is why there was
recourse to providentialism; this concept means$ Eizabeth was a Godly ordained ruler

which constituted a powerful means of legitimizaaéemale holder of the imperial croh.

The new way of guiding and controlling thdideers’ mind was to be rooted in the
population under the myth of the Jewish religiouseen “Deborah”, whose rule was
providential, and ordained directly by God guidinig Israelite$® This figure took further
dimensions in the English political culture andigiein. This was used to contribute to the
obeisance of the English people who, though differefaith, would be kept under control.

This strategy was followed from the coronationaituin which the pageant series which were

# |bid,

% John Foxe, Acts and Monuments of these latterpenitbus days ed. George Townsend, 8 vols. (London,
1843-9), vol. VI, pp.568-71, esp. pp.570-1

% A, N. McLaren._Political Culture in the Reign oliZabeth |, Cambridge university press, 2004, p. 23
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presented on the day of her coronation, by the @fityondon to Elizabeth, coincided with a
tableau in which a figure representing simultangoDgborah and Elizabeth attended to good

counsel proffered to her estafe.

The politically destabilized society that left was on the eve of a religious civil war.
Although Elizabeth encountered social and religioemsions that were a difficult
responsibility for a woman of the time, she couédydthe internal upheavals of the English
society, as well as the external dalliances. Oncesign her political vision was to reassure
the Englishmen, and to re-establish the credibditgl the weight of the Tudor monarchy at
home and abroad, in the other hand, she had taietexathe religious tension, to restore the

Reformation, and to build a Church of Engl&fd.

What interested Elizabeth in the religiougterawas conformity to the laws and the book
of Common Prayers, and not really the Anglican €ChuHer personal point of view was at
the beginning purely protestant; she was convirafethe changes brought by Renaissance,
Humanism, Reformation and overseas exploratioas,sfhaped the continent of Europe in the
16" C. Elizabeth by her succession planned to remedyeam, to give up the bad, racial
actions that were initiated in Bloody Mary’s reigdusan Duran writes that Elizabeth was
determined “to reverse the policies of her sistait eestore the fortunes of those who had

suffered in the previous reigi®”

Moreover, there was conflict over the new ava¥ religious reformation, the effects of
decentralization of the church within the new gnmoegvigovernments over the European

continent. Consequently nationalism centered theida policy of European kingdoms

2T A. N. McLaren._Political Culture in the Reign olifabeth |, Cambridge university press, 2004, p. 24

28 Elizabeths-coronation “http://www.rmg.co.uk/expidsea-and-ships/in-depth/elizabeth/elizabeth%27s-
england/elizabeths-coronation.”
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mainly England’s foreign policy. Though England wesak by Elizabeth’s succession when
comparing it to the great powers of the time, thees a dynamic policy that reflected the
new Elizabethan personality, her past and futureiomi As A.N. McLaren asserts:
“Reassessing Elizabeth’s reign by attending talytsamics thus takes us to the heart of early
modern English political cultur€® Elizabeth came with a new, unprecedented political
project to the English society; she imposed thegimls settlement that denied the papal
authority over her realth Elizabeth restored England to Protestantism afear sister's
reconversion of the state’s religion into Cathalici The Act of Supremacy was passed by
Parliament and approved in 1559 that served toegver father’s antipapal statutes. She was
declared the queen supreme governor of the chwisie for the second Edwardian prayer

book, it was officializedhs an order of worship under the Act of Unifornify.

By the Religious Settlement, Elizabeth aintedrestore the royal supremacy over the
Church of England. Her foreign policy through tledigious settlement was to revive Henry
VIII's religious legislation; that is to re-estaii her royal supremacy and to break with
Rome® The ideological, religious and political confectiof the foreign affairs led by the
gueen Elizabeth | were the fruit of a hard worktttiee queen professionally crafted, and

amazingly governed. A. N. McLaren writes on herefgn policy that “ it seems

unexceptionably to conclude that she was like h#nefr in her reading of the relationship

30 A. N. McLaren. Political Culture in the Reign dfifabeth |,Cambridge university press, 2004, p. 6.
' S.T. Bindoff. Tudor Englandrhe Pelican History of England, England. Penguiolg. 1991, p. 189.

32 |bid, Elizabeth | Encyclopaedia Britannica.
3 Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford lllustrated HistofyBritain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989, p. 265.
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between theology and monarchical authority, ...tcabBeborah ... with an eye always to

expediency, or realpolitik 3

Elizabethan government had a great impacther foreign policy. A. N. McLaren
describes her council and those of the high coigaoliament like godly messengers who
must be obeyetf Any minister of her time was highly respected.J@irype asserts that”
[T]he minister is but the mouth of God, in whosesp& Christ himself is either refused or
received [...] seeing all men are subject beforentih@ster, even as himself also is subject to

the words of is mouth, what power, what authority will give unto him?.%

Elizabeth experienced the reign of her hadither, the king Edward, as well as the
authority under her half-sister. This led her toidwhe mistakes of her predecessors. By her
succession, the obstacles she encountered in teenah policy to remedy the torn English
society were really decisive as they took effeatsboth internal and foreign policy; a co-

lateral policy that would save and make the histdrthe English society.
5- Marriage:

Elizabeth’s early harsh experience as a girl regetty her parents for her gender, made
her sensibly weak. As we have already mentioned, 8hs declared illegitimate by a
parliament act for adultery of her mother. In aidif Sir Thomas Seymour’s affair pushed
back her sexual desires as an adult being treateoh @asily seduced girl. Furthermore, she
knew that she was a political tool in the handbeffather’s foreign policy. All these factors
made the queen’s position towards marriage exaagitiand for some a mystery all along her

life .

* Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford lllustrated HistofyBuitain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989, p.31

% A. N. McLaren._Political Culture in the Reign oli#abeth |,Cambridge university press, 2004, p. 43.
3 46 John Strype, Annalsol. IL.i, p. 404-5.
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The European kings intensified their marriaggon by the 1540’s towards Elizabeth,
mainly after declaring her third to the throne. rarthat on, she was seen by the European
kings as an eternal victory by integrating the Esigthrone to their realm, and then attacking
other enemies, an end that would be justified bpteder the means would be. Though the
kings of Europe were great and glorious, with atthedl image on Elizabeth as a bustard, they
bowed for the queen’s hand for marriage, and tileske refused, the more her marriage was
demanded. This was an important political tool &n foreign policy, Susan Duran advances
that Elizabeth’s early years were even full of picdil dalliance, and diplomatic games which

had no chance of success, but all the suitors ndwddhieve any referential aiffi.

Elizabeth was suspected from the time offarer to be married within a political well
planned alliance; in Susan Duran words "Henry shawmarly readiness to treat Elizabeth as
a tool to further his diplomacy®This was one of Henry VIII's strategies to ally wipain
through Elizabeth’s marriage to Charles’s son ajdtnance, and through his son Edward’s

marriage to Mary queen of Scots, he would enswg&tottish realm.

In the preface of his book The PhilosophyHidtory, Hegel says that “history of the

world is not intelligible apart from the governmeuntt the world.®® Hegel's Historicism

insists that to understand any person we must rateghim within the society, and to
understand that society we must understand therhisf that society. In our case of study,
we must look for a specific side of Elizabeth’s l#olood to environmental factors to

understand her vision towards marriage.

3"Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshigd<Elizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003, p. 1.

*#bid, p. 13.
39 G. W. F. Hegel, The Philosophy of History. Tratsthto Eng by J. Sibree, M. A. Batoche Books. Katuér.
2001.
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Susan Duran, a writer on the history of Thelors, dedicated a work to Elizabeth’s

marital question entitled Monarchy & Matrimony, tGeurtships of Elizabeth in which she

analyzed Elizabeth’s experience in relation to mgg, concluding that:

It is easy to find in Elizabeth’s childhood expedes, a ready explanation for an
irrational and pathological aversion to marriagefter all, her mother; Anne Boleyn was
executed by her father on a charge of adultery wkrabeth was not yet three years
old, Anne’s supplanter, Jane Seymour died frommperat fever soon after giving birth to
prince Edward in 1538, and in 1542 a third step Imeot Catherine Howard was also
executed for adultery, no wander that soon, thas¢hearly traumas naturally led the
young Elizabeth to associate sexual relation to dleath, and develop a historical
reaction against marriag48

By Elizabeth’s succession to the throne gihestion of her marriage centered her foreign
affairs both for a political alliance and for anirho the English throne. Elizabeth was
demanded to achieve success and peace by avoidligagb, social as well as religious
tensions within the bleeding torn English socieiny fault would affect the political and
religious stability of the realm, even the neigl#orelationship abroad. This affected

passively the Queen’s marital situation.

Right after her succession to the throm& along her life as a queen, Elizabeth was
intended to marry several times within the hardwmstances in the English society, and the
changing political scene in the continent. She tmadleal with the political games of the
sovereigns that aimed to rule Europe under onetigailiand religious leader either by

matrimonial links, religious beliefs, or by a poverd force exertion.

Elizabeth wholly understood the game obties and she played her role. She expressed

readiness for a future marital life. This policysmM® calm down and gain one of her rivals

“Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshag<Elizabeth J published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003, p. 4.
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against another. For Susan Duran “Elizabeth usedmuny simply as a diplomatic toof®
She gained time and peace with the great powetbeotime; a scene she always played
successfully in her favor till the end of her reigkllison Plowden shares Susan Duran’s

argument when she writes in her book Marriage wiili kingdom: the Courtship of

Elizabeth that “there existed the inexapable correlatiotwben sexual intercourse and
violent death had taken root in her [Elizabeth’'gsp£onscious decision to remain unwed
either because of her implacable hostility to nmadry, or her determination to rule alorfé.”

We can deduce from Plowden’s arguments that Elihébereference for a single life in her
adulthood may be for a political purpose, sincelfer, it was wiser to rule out marriage in

general terms than offending individual suitbts.

From our readings, we found that Elizabetteyal court included a member that all the
Queen’s subjects agree on his stature in Elizabgihvvate and emotional life. This figure
was Robert Dudle$ Susan Duran sustains that Elizabeth’s spent “rmbker leisure time

with Dudley, hunting with him “dayly from morninglt nyght® and showing evident delight

in his company * were signs of her secret love for him.

Rumors went further saying that Elizabethduevisit him in his chamber day and night
and used to show him so many signs of affectiom Why she behaved in his presence made
all the court believed that she would marry himDuran’s words’ “Dudley was the only man

Elizabeth would wed? They were all the time under suspicion. Rumorsagtelling about

“! Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshag<Elizabeth J published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003, p. 130.

“2 A. Plowden, Marriage with my kingdom: the Coursbi Elizabeth(1977). p. 160

*30p. cit, p. 20.

*S.T. Bindoff._Tudor Englandrhe Pelican History of England, England. Penguiol&. 1991, p. 206.

*Op. cit, p .42.
“Ibid, p. 78.
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the supposed pregnancy of the queen from her Dudley. After the death of Dudley’s wife,
rumors spread on the plan of murdering his wifentarry the queen, than followed by the

rumors on the nobility that would oppose if the rieaye would take plac¥.

Though Dudley was Elizabeth’'s secret love,was a danger for the queen. He was
politically ambitious for the crown, pushed by pmral aims once in power. Elizabeth feared
any vengeance for his imprisonment, and for hiseigs murderers. According to K. Bartlett,
it was proved that Dudley planned to sacrifice pditical and religious position and
connections with the Catholic Counter-reformersoatr this was to secure Elizabeth as his
wife and the crown once his plan proved succe¥sfDudley’s plan proved to be helped by
the Spanish or the pope in Italy at the price @atholicism would be restored once the plan
would succeed. This plot urged the court to reaatatds the queen’s question of marriage;
petitions were signed as an official call from twurt's members to influence the queen’s

decision to secure an heir to the thréhe.

Elizabeth I's marital status was an imantttool in the foreign affairs of 1&entury
Europe. Any marital alliance would not be welcomy the other kings as it is a
strengthening of the allied king on the accounthef other powers. Elizabeth’s court insisted
again on her marital situation with a focal themetlee religious uniqueness of the queen and

her future husband, in order to ensure the staluifithe realnt’

By the middle of thel560’s, those followinige Renaissance movement within the
English elite, called and discussed the relativeitm@f Elizabeth staying single, whose

interpretation in Susan Duran’s words “appeal tooghobic instincts and national pride

" Cal. S.P. Ven. 1557, p1558; M. J. Rodriguez-Salgattl S. Adams (eds), ‘The Count of Feria’s digpaic
Philip 1l of November 1558’, Camden Miscellany, ZBamden society 4TH Series 29 (1984), p. 334.

“8 K. Bartlett, ‘papal policy and the English CrowB6B-1565: The Bertano correspondence’, The Sexteent
Century Journal 23 (1992), p. 651.

““Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshid<Elizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003, p. 3.

*bid, p. 84.

=



particularly the natural superiority of the Enghsén in their attitudes to marriage,[...] | pray
you, what nation is there, where Matrimony is sdiffierently of each, and so Godly of both
kept, as England®® On the other hand Elizabeth’s marriage was highlpported in the
1560’s and 1570’s even by artists, and diplomdts bir Thomas Chalonner in his words
addressing her:"to bestow the bonds of your modestg husband, ...for then a little Henry
will play in the palace for us>? all these endeavors by the government and h¢eciskare

summed up in Elizabeth’s words addressing thegradnt in 1559

But now that the publick Care of governing the Kimg is laid upon me, to draw pon me
also the Cares of Marriage may seem a point ofrisiterate Folly. Yea, to satisfie you, |
have already joyned my self in marriage to an hushaamely, the kingdom of England.
And behold the Pledge of this my wedlock and mgeriaith my kingdor.

Elizabeth would never accept a marriagen vaitking that would be invincible by the
alliance. Even the English people would never adreeause they knew that they would
suffer from a civil and religious war, as it wa® tbase in the time of the ‘Bloody Mary’. So
Elizabeth learned from her half-sister’s errors apted for the rational plan to do not marry.
On the 5 June 1559, she addressed the Spanish &miper vein response to marriage “we
have no wish to give up solitude and our lonelg,libut prefer with God’s help to abide

therein of our free determination’”

*1 Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshag<Elizabeth J published in the Taylor & Francis e-

library, 2003, p. 52.
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364 W. Camden, ‘The History of the most Renownedl \dictorious Princess Elizabeth, late Queen of End|
(1688), p. 27.

5 June 1559, AGS E 650 fol 6; ‘Inquiries to be mag Mundt’, 2 June 1559 Cal S.P.For.1558-9 pp 200-

E



The European Foreign policies worsened lgy1t860’s and 1570’s in relation to open
Religious wars. In the beginning, Elizabeth encgacaan Anglo-Spanish marriage against
the power of France and Scotland. However by tteell&70’s, when her earlier enemies were
weak, she encouraged an Anglo-French marriage stgée growing power of Spain.
Elizabeth’s Machiavelli foreign policy was to reckdier Spanish strongest ally as her
strongest enemy that must be weakened by the @lianth the feeble powers that is to
support all the time the winner. This is one oftdeas of the foreign policy led by Queen

Elizabeth | within the game of thrones of that apmq

Through the queen’s lived experiences weuwaterstand her position towards marriage,
a theme that was treated and discussed whenewegisin from internal or external affairs
was encountered. She bore all her life a maritgreégsed royal solitude, but nothing was

done to end her solitude and loneliness as notedebgiuke of Parma:

“the marriage of the queen Elizabeth seems to ke Weaving of Penelope,
undoing every night what was done the day befodethen reweaving it a new
the next, advancing in these negotiations neitherermor less than has been

done and undone countless times without reachiognalusion one way or the

other. “®

For most of the historians, Elizabeth foedi reasons behind her solitude were rational.
Susan Duran argues that the queen had no wishkdérself to any of the men who were
offered to her as suitors because they can givenéiéiner security nor political advantaje.
By her solitude, Elizabeth gained her subjectspees as well as her government appeal.

Indeed, she could make the kings and princes dEwaibpe, regardless their marriage offers,

*The duke of Parma, 3 October 1580, quoted in ChaMison “queen Elizabeth and the revolt of the
Netherlands (1970).p 75.

*® Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshag<Elizabeth ) The Taylor & Francis e-library, 2003,
p. 20.
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and political, economic advantages, come to hdmemllizabethan court and bow in respect,
and hope of being accepted as husband. S.T. Biradskrts that Elizabeth’s fame; “rests
upon three things, her longevity, her long-preserviginity, and her political genius®
Though Queen Elizabeth was considered by the Earopsyal families, sometimes as their
ally, their enemy, and sometimes illegitimate armistard queen of England, she defied them
all, she was really the ungovernable queen of ine.tFrom what is said above, we can say
that Elizabeth was a figure shaped by internal maghly external forces. She was a figure
which represents and embodies the spirit of hee.tiflizabeth followed a rational, well
thought policy in order to keep her marital sitaatthe more demanded. Her objective was to
gain more privilege and favor, to preserve peacééo nation, and to keep up the balance of

power within the contending super powers in theticent.
6- Conclusion

Through this chapter, we have explored tlagnmaspects of Elizabeth’s life before being
uncrowned as a head above the English realm: hiethobd and education, as well as the
circumstances of her succession and marriage. We slaown that Elizabeth’s early life
served as a ground on which her life as a queendamiestablished and take its roots. One
can conclude that the queen’s early twenty fiveryearior to her reign, served as a

fundamental home phase which played an importdatmadeveloping her foreign policy.

This influential ground, from her birth tiler succession and the question of marriage,
would be reflected in her internal and externaligylThese events were a turning point in
Elizabeth’s personality and by the way had infleermwer her foreign policy towards the

super powers of the time.

*’S.T. Bindoff. Tudor Englandrhe Pelican History of England, England. Penguiolg. 1991, p. 183.
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1- Introduction:

History has shown us how civilizations evotheough time. All the history of the human
society is a permanent succession of periods afigd® In this chapter, we will review the
movements that made the™Eentury an exceptional change in Europe, namedyraainly
religious reformation and overseas explorationse Wil explore Elizabeth I's foreign policy
under the influence of the movements that blewtloeitmiddle age and gave birth to the early
modern age. We will start with a historical backgrd, their effects on the continent mainly
on the English society headed by the queen Elihalaetd how she reacted towards the social,
religious, political and maritime demands of hex.er

The religious reformation and overseas @gpions are the main factors which balanced
the foreign power and reputation of the Europeations in the 18 Century; the more
kingdoms were capable of enduring and performirsgiigable foreign policy towards these

factors, the more they controlled the other kingd@nd territories

2- Religious Reformations in Europe:

Renaissance was the watershed that sepathte dark ages and the new life,
Renaissance was discovered by the contacts of uhgp&an crusaders with the prosperous
Muslims vast Empire. Some changes had already lbeeted by the twelfth century
Renaissance. There was a ‘Rebirth’ of the classicaks and scriptures of the old time.
These works were translated by the Muslims, whabdéished some intellectual and

knowledge centers in the European lands.

Within the context of the supposed twelftld &ifteenth century Renaissance, the contacts
of the European merchants with the Muslims’ graeaés led to defy the Catholic Pope’s

authority over the spirits of the subjects. Morepveew ideas inserted the subject’s ability to

-



read and interpret the holly books as the Popedifrdgl. Many practices that the Pope called

for and proclaimed under the divine guidance ani@iowere proved to be false.

The sixteenth century saw not only Renaissaas a cultural movement, Renaissance
Europe was the trunk that held the different movaisiethe case of Humanism that led to a
radical new vision, and new trend in the politicalture that would influence the royal reign.
Humanism was part of the Renaissance intellectealement that dealt with the life’s stances
and the secular matters of the individual’s litewas a movement known mainly for its social

dimension. It called for reason, ethics, and squstice.

Intellectuals did not reject Chrisitg as a religion, but the excessive authorityhef
Popes on the secular matters of life. This wassth#le shift that took place in the way that
intellectuals approached religion. This constituttsitile scene helped the Christian
intellectuals to follow and interpret conscioudhystnew religion of Protestantism. It was up
to this time that the Christian theology progresse® new concepts and notions reflecting
the new wave of thinking that called to reform ttieas towards the practice of religion, and

would attribute new values to the religious spirithe subjects’ faith.

Many Greek works were brought from ByzantiinWestern Europe, including the Greek
New Testament. It led the Western scholars to em@agthe first time with Greek Christian
works, particularly to return to the original Grellew Testament promoted by the humanist
Lorenzo Valla and Erasmus. They would help pavevthg for the Protestant Reformation.
Some of the Renaissance's greatest works wereeatktamthe Christian faith and encouraged

it. This led to the patronization of many worksR¥naissance art by the Church itself.

By the beginning of the T6C, the west of the Roman Empire became the firtaaity
in the occidental world. Rome recovered its autigand this time not under her armed forces

and oppression, but by another powerful tool whechaith and beliefs under the prestige of
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the mother Catholic Church of the western sphehgs Tool was dangerously effective that
made even kings, and princes over the continent tuowhe Pope in Italy; any decision,
governance policy consultation, title or kingshifuals must be blessed by the divine and

Godly ordained proper hands of the Pope in Italy.

Kings used to send fines and taxes to Rdvweeover, any declared wars and crusades
by the Pope must be financed and equipped by ealkitihgs of Europe against any considered
intruder, or against one of the same catholic lesgumembers. In a word, the Pope’s
authority was the authority of God over his creasuthat have not to be opposed and refuted

on earth.

By the rebirth of the antique works, a newntteof Religious Reformation movement
started to impose some reforms against the diviiéigal institution. The ideas aimed to end
the heretical practices of the divine ruler, thgopi®me Pope in Italy. The opposition had
grown up within the same Catholic Church, led by tiheologians, Popes, and religious men
that served once a time the old religious regimeézngland, the early reformers called for the

early church teachings, they were staunch supoofehe English monarcHly.

The Religious Reformation movement was rd¢ $rom the Catholic believers. All the
political Catholic institutions raised arms agairtebse leaders’ interpretations. A. N.

McLaren, in his work the Political Culture in theeiBn of Elizabeth I,says that “more

seriously the danger of political disturbance oradigion could be seen all over Euroge.”
And as a response to the reformation movementgthvare a Catholic Revival or The
Counter-Reformation. It is the counter-action toame everything produced by early
Protestants of the era, as well as the Papal psmgshagainst the newly interpretations of the

leaders’ heretical movement.

! Christopher, Hill_The Pelican Economic HistoryRritain . vol. 2, 1530-1780, 1980. P. 36
2 A. N. McLaren. Political Culture in the Reign Blizabeth |,Cambridge university press, 2004, p. 92
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The Counter-Reformation shadowed the PratestReformation. The Catholic
reformation was a set of major alterations, intetgions of the principals that the old faith
stood on. The Counter Reformation was a reactiorciwhimed to resist the new wave of
Religious Reformation. It was led by conservatiosvprs; their aim was to reform the church
and to secure the traditions against the Protest&rpretations, and the liberalizing effects

of Renaissance.

The Religious Reformation movement was atrea and an up rise against the medieval
theology. This movement was against the growingnecoc and political power of the
Church over the kingship, as well as all the otedues that the society stood for., in The

Oxford Companion to English Literatyr&argaret Drabble defined the movement as “the

great religious movement of thé’lﬁentury, aiming to reform the doctrines and pcadtiof
the Church of Rome, and ending in the establishrotftite various Reformed or Protestant
churches of central and north-western Eurdpe”

The church had already confronted these utoolary ideas. The major confrontations
are known as ‘The Great Schism’ in the"10, as well as the Schism of 1378 to 1417.
Between the rival popes of Rome and Avignon in Eeatater on, even a third pope on the
headship and location of the mother church of Qalism. The greatest of the Christian

schisms was that involving the Protestant Refommnagind the division from Ronte.

The Reformation movement also opposed theeseptation order in the Great Chain of
Human Being. A. N. McLaren states that “Reformatideology carried a universal promise:

of a new relationship between God and man that dvoedleem every individual — man and

3 counter-reformation “http://www.infoplease.comégelopedia/society/counter-reformation.html”
* Margaret Drabble. The Oxford Companion To Engligbrature.Oxford University Press Inc. New York.
2000, p. 243

® Ibid. schism, Encyclopaedia Britannica.
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woman, high and low” a new religious vision that was sustained bygtest leaders of the

time as Martin Luther.

Luther is known for his Ninety-Five thesisisHoropositions debated the question of
indulgences and the acts of forgiveness that thEe$granted either in a total or a partial
indulgence to the sinners. These ideas emergeldetynte of edifying the St. Peter's Basilica,
Vatican City in Italy. Luther questioned the chumgbalth, and considered it as a tyrant that
must be financed otherwise whole kingdoms woulgbeished by the Popes’ army. Much
money was spent on the Pope’s comfort, and all dliatiChurches were full of expensive

things brought from all the kingdoms’ corners.

Martin Luther imposed the church’s superstis. He opposed too the paintings of the
relics. By his time, most of the religious men wévand drunk, using the public gathered
money for religious sake. Luther’s thesis too imggbshe sexual intercourses between the
nuns and the monks who both swore and vowed Chalsigt also encouraged the interpreted
versions of the Bible into all the vernacular laages so that people would interpret religion
for themselves; they should be also able to heafabd’s words, and that it is up to them to
decide, not the Pope, if and how they should believ God. The developed printing
techniques made the copies rapidly circulated inm@ay, creating a religious crisis believed
to be the first in nature in the western Christreorld. This event came to be considered the

beginning of the Protestant Reformation

One of the movement’s pillars who reversed political and religious realm of the
superpowers of Europe in the ™L& was ‘John Calvin’, a theologian and ecclesiabtic
statesman. He was one of the leading French PaoteReformer, and he was the most

important figure in the second generation of thetéatant Reformation. The Calvinist form

® A. N. McLaren. Political Culture in the Reign ofifbeth |,Cambridge university press, 2Q0g. 1
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of Protestantism is widely thought to have had gomiapact on the shape of the modern
world.” Calvinism influenced negatively the political ameligious policies towards the
minorities that followed the movement because, ishart time, it became dangerously
diverting the public opinich Calvinists influence and tensions bothered tHmguclasses
who opposed the new way of worshiping. In SusanaBwords “The Calvinists were the

trouble-makers of Europg”

Jan Hus was one of the earlier Czech precsuirsbthe Religious Reformation in the
continent. His work is considered as a transitietween the medieval and the Reformation
period. He was embroiled in the bitter controvestyhe Western Schism of 1378 to 1417 for
his entire career, and by the end, he was accuskdresy at the Council of Constance and

burned at the staké.

John Wycliffe, is another medieval leader who adskee aspects in the life of the church
in the centuries before 1517. He criticized thegsdpractices and led the movement against
the popular superstitions. He called for the tatad complete imitation of the life of Christ as
a model, and as a supreme moral teacher. Theqoeéticlesiastical theories that Wycliffe
developed required from the church to give up itsrldly possessions as a political
institution. Then in 1378, Wycliffe began an opeystematic attack on the beliefs and

practices of the church

lbid. Calvin, John, Encyclopaedia Britannica.
8 3.T. Bindoff. Tudor Englandrhe Pelican History of England, England. Pengwol&. 1991, p. 225.

° Susan Duran Monarchy & Matrimony, the CourtshipElizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003, p. 89.

19 bid. Hus, Jan. Encyclopaedia Britannica.
™ |bid. Wycliffe, John. Encyclopeedia Britannica.
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3- The Religious Reformation in England:

England was the first kingdom to impose adliy the Pope in Italy, and encourage
Protestantism. The succession of the named ‘Debevabld save the movement and the
believers after being chased by the reign of treequ’‘Bloody Marry’. Elizabeth initiated the

Religious Settlement declaring herself the Supr&uoeernor of the English churcf.

In England the establishment of the Angli€iwurch was at the hands of the king, Henry
VIl who broke from the mother church of Italy. Ashn Cannon and Anne Hargreaves write

in their book The Kings and Queens of BritalfThe traditional of his [Henry VIII] reign saw

a great strengthening of the crown, the Papacyedyuiergy cowed, nobility brought to heel,
administration reformed, the wealth of the monaasemcquired.*® This was made and

assured officially under some successful parliamaets.

The Anglican Reformation became one of thestmpowerful motor of the Tudor
domestic and foreign policy* This led to the rise of nationalism and patriotisas
Christopher Hill puts it “The patriotic aspects of the Reformationusin have struck
contemporaries far more forcibly than any doctricaénge. The king became in theory as
well as in practice head of church and state: trecept of national sovereignty arose as an
incident of foreign policy.*® For Christopher Hill, English Reformation mustssen against

this background as an assertion of English natismaland a refusal of an outside authotfty.

2 A. N. McLaren. Political Culture in the Reign ofifibeth |,Cambridge university press, 2004, pp. 29-31

13 John. Cannon, Anne. Hargreaves. The Kings and i@3usfeBritain. Oxford University Press Inc, New York.
2001. P. 260

4 Kenneth O. Morgan, the Oxford Illustrated HistofBritain, Oxford New York, Oxford University Press.
1989, p .266.

15 Christopher, Hill. The Pelican Economic HistoryRritain . vol. 2, 1530-178. Reformation to Industrial
Revolution, Great Britain, 1980. P. 34-35.

% 1bid., p. 25.
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4- The Elizabethan Religious Settlement:

By the succession of the Virgin Queen, a mahcy was launched by her government
which was known under the name of the 'Religiousti&ment’, an act that made the
historical policy of her father Henry VIII reviveonce again. Elizabeth shared the political
and religious emphasis on the independence of tighidh realm from the foreign control,
Christopher Hill commented on the Religious Setdatmsaying that they ' nationalized the
church of which all the Englishmen were memberprahibited any appeal outside England,

and forbade any foreigner to intervene in the Eggiffairs on pretext of religiort”

Therefore, Elizabethan Religious Settlememts whe queen’s reaction to control the
religious conflicts in England, and recover theeblieg realm; an intervention within the well
understood Political Theology she mastered thaokset education. Her policy consisted in
the intervention of the state in the beliefs of &elbjects in order to ensure the stability of the
realm on the basis of religion. This event has k#esctribed by historians as the Revolution
of 1559. The newly crowned queen was forced to@dte title of Supreme Governor of the
Church of England rather than the more contentidlegsof Supreme Head, while the Act of
Uniformity of 1559 outlined what form the Englisth@ch should take, including the re-

establishment of the Book of Common Prayer.

Once Elizabeth uncrowned, the chased Pestestcame back home in a hope of
establishing radical reforms to the Anglican Churatter being reconverted to Catholicism
by the ‘Bloody Mary’. The radicalized English Prstants who took the purely new form of
religion from the apostles of ‘Luther’ and 'Calvjrconstituted a moral obstacle to Elizabeth’s
religious settlements. Her home policy towards ridgious conflicts was not welcomed by

these radicalized Protestants, who were deceivethéyeclared Religious Reforms. Thus

7 Christopher, Hill._The Pelican Economic HistoryRiftain . vol. 2, 1530-178. Reformation to Industrial
Revolution, Great Britain, 1980. 35-36
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they opposed the ‘Book of Common Prayer’ and softhe directives of the ‘Religious

Settlements’ of 1559. This radical group calleddqourer life assimilated to that of the early
times of Christ. It led the foundation of the ‘Ranism Movement’ in England, despite the
gueen’s eandavore to protect Protestantism in th@dean continent, the Puritans didn’t
approve it, they called for a purer life based @ $ervice of the almighty God, they were
against using religion for a specific political @nmrhe puritans would influence the foreign
policy of the Queen Elizabeth, either towards heaigimbors and English overseas

explorations.

One should note that this newly formed gro@iuritans was not against the Religious
Settlement for the same reasons the Catholicseckftdizabeth’s policy. The Catholics
imposed the Religious Settlement on the basis i@&dyeof the new wave of Protestants, while
this indoctrinated Puritan group hoped for moreigaldestablishment towards the heretical
Catholics. This did not went ahead with the quedRdigious Settlement who mediated
between the two extremists. For this reason, thigaPs gathered to form a movement that is
neither Catholic as an old faith, nor Protestamiirag} the heretical practices of the Catholics,

but it was a call for a purer faith inspired frorhridt modal of life.

Concerning the external affairs, the Catiwlover the continent opposed Elizabeth’s
religious settlement that imposed the pope’s aitthaver the English realm. Patrick,
Collinson argues thatEnglish Catholics, the Papacy, Spain, and Franeeswhe natural
enemies of the settlement; the real danger wasthteat of a Catholic league against
England.™® Foreign policies in Europe were damaged by theages of the Religious
Reformation influence, governments were undertakimgdical evolution that would alter the
older relationships between the kingdoms, and walter the political, economic, cultural

and social life of the individuals. As a resulttbé destabilization of the balance of power in

18 Kenneth O, Morgan. The Oxford lllustrated Histof\Britain. Oxford New York, Oxford University Press. 1989.286
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the foreign affairs; new positions and features rggea in the religious and political scene;

they would fuse and shape a radically a new balahpewer;

The church had long been a source of power, patterand wealth to rulers of major powers
like France and Spain. Those governments whicheowath Rome in the early sixteenth century
were on the fringes of Catholics civilization, sedary powers whose rulers had not been
strong enough to drive so hard a bargain with thep&cy-like England, Sweden, Denmark,
Switzerland, and Scotland. An American historiais lalled the Act of supremacy of 1534
'Henry VIII's declaration of independence.

Elizabeth sought a Protestant solution thatild/ not offend Catholics too greatly while
addressing the desires of English Protestants. goesitly, the parliament of 1559 started to
set rules for a new church based on the respettieobthers’s beliefs. The Queen restored
Anglicanism as the state religion, instead; shélstlieved that faith was a personal matter
and should not be dictated by the crown. %
With the new Act of Supremacy, public officials h&al swear an oath of loyalty to the
monarch as the supreme governor, or risk disqoatibn from the office, new Act of
Uniformity was passed, which made attendance atbhand the use of an adapted version of

the 1552 Book of Common Prayer compulsory.

Understanding the political foreign policigames, gave Elizabeth | the ability to detect,
manipulate and win by the end of the game. Thats/ whe could deal with the most
intensive period of disturbance, and most tensipoétical theology the Christian world ever
experienced. The policy of by Elizabeth in the 257&d to the execution of more than seven

hundred Catholics in the North, this resulted frber appeasing policy towards the plot of

19 Christopher, Hill. The Pelican Economic HistoryRritain , vol. 2, 1530-1780, Great Britain, 1980. P. 34
2 european-history-16th-century-queen-elizabetittp://www.education.com/study-help/article/eurapea
history-16th-century-gueen-elizabeth/#Back To StHdip Overview’
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dethroning her in favor of Mary Queen of Scots;aahby which the pretext was afforded to
the Pope, Pius V, in ltaly to excommunicate’hethe Pope launched prophesies that the
gueen is heretic and the one who can depose,|drekiwill be forgiven from all his sins, and

promised paradise by the almighty God.

The state was taking control of the new moaets that would enlighten the population.
Moreover, this Protestants’ movement created umoietted religious conflicts within the
Christian world, wars that would enhance the disagrent and hater within the same
community. Reformation was one of the key evena$ tharked the era, and to contribute in

the shapng of the Elizabethan Foreign policy.

The foreign policy led by the Queen, from ®Religious Reformation movement angle,
was to support and finance the rebellions wherévwey were found. Elizabeth | opted for an
indirect intervention in the religious dramatic exffs that weakened the kingdoms’ foreign
power in favor of an English foreign dominance. sTpolicy will be explained in the next

chapter that examines the Queen’s wars in the roemiti

5- The Age of Exploration in Europe :

The 18 Century had known some exceptional foreign affalitse diplomatic relations
were the product of the balance of power that to@k aspects from the West to the Far East
of the ancient world. The fall of the Mongol’s Emgithe growing power of the Muslims at
the expense of the Byzantium Empire, were factoas meant the fall of the protector of the
European merchants to the Eastern Asian marketremiese latter used to satisfy their
needs. The Europeans contacted first with the Aralthants, then with the original sellers to
the Arabs, or the middle men, from the southern aadtern populations of the Asian

continent.

2 John. Cannon, Anne. Hargreaves, The Kings and ri@usfeBritain.Oxford University Press Inc, New York. 2001. P. 271
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The Muslim’s extending foreign policy sevetbd relations with the European merchants
after the fall of the Byzantium and Mongol Empir@he two Empires were under tribal
bloody conflicts; this situation bothered tradiranditions over their territories. The European
merchants were forced to look for other peacefutes leading to the Far East, since the land
routes leading from Europe to Southern Asia wemeurthe mercy of the Ottoman Empire.
This situation led the European kings to venturBnancing private companies to explore the

seas seeking to replace the old challenged land teethe Far East.

Another factor, that shaped the foreign pesicof the Europeans towards the overseas
explorations, was that the kings of the time wantedlestroy the growing force of the
Ottoman Empire. They tried to attack from differgarts the vast Empire, so many were the
southern voyages that were undertaken by the kifighnced assaults to weaken the still
growing Empire. Though the assaults proved to bediabut the southern circumnavigation

paced forward the geographical explorations ofoterseas.

The kings of Portugal, Spain, and Englandewsirsty and eager to strengthen their
power and to extend their frontiers to gain morettgies. They encouraged the adventurers
to look for other ways reaching the Far East matketeanwhile seeking for a way to attack
the Ottoman Empire. This royal vision found a rewsmo from the growing and numerous

adventurers who experienced the seas and promadgast sea ways finding.

It was a race for the leaders to finance Hgdhie companies that circumnavigated the
coasts of Africa and Asia. Most historians ofteferdo this era by “the Age of Discovery”,
or "the Age of Explorations”. The Portuguese camnes and the Spanish early navigators
were the pioneers who explored the seas in a Istgrte maritime travels. There are several
reasons behind the implication of the super powershe process of the geographical

explorations.

.



6- English Naval Force and Overseas Colonies

By the reign of the Tudors, there were soraeggaphical discoveries that marked the
history of the nation. The event that marked tharyef 1497 was when John Cabot
discovered Newfoundland, and then his son, Seloastieade another attempt to find the
Northwest Passage in 158&ir Hugh Willoughby took three ships and navigaattheast
Passage looking to find a new sea route reachmdréin East. He circumnavigated the coasts
of China, Philippines, and East Indies. When tleetflcame back, it was only one ship that
succeeded to reach the Archangel. It was headeldebgaptain Richard Chancellor. while In
the 1570’s, Sir Martin Frobisher attempted to fand/ay to the Far East. Blown by the wind,

he landed in Greenland, and by his way north westould reach Canada.

John Davies was another explorer who circungaéed the Atlantic Ocean in 1585-87.
He made three more voyages to discover the lar@reénland. He intended to explore the
Northwestern sphere for a non-discovered land @sgges beyond the ocean, and the

discovered lands by the early explorers of the sphe

Sir Francis Drake was the sailor who amahedjueen by his adventures, S.T. Bindoff in

his work, Tudor Englandgommented that “she was also mightily pleased Withke. She

summoned him to court, spent hours listening toshisies of the voyage® Drake marked

the history of England’s navigational exploratiofrgm 1577 till 1580, he circumnavigated
the globe, passing from the newly discovered laidsmerica, then the Ocean of Atlanta. He
reached the Philippines and southern Asia, and theved to the southern east of Africa.
Through the Cape of Good Hope, he traced his pgathse. He lost most of his ships and

men.

2 http://faculty.history.wisc.edu/sommerville/361/361-19.htm
%5.T. Bindoff. Tudor England.The Pelican History of England, Penguin Books, England. 1991. P. 251




Francis Drake was one of the precursorshefEnglish overseas traders. He initiated
slave trade; a phenomenon that came hand in hahdti geographical discoveries. Most
traders and privateering companies sustained themesce, seeing the population of the
discovered lands mainly in Africa as a mere goadse sold. The Africans were transported
to America by the adventurers and later on the @mgs to work in the Plantations. Then
American land owners by their turn sell the frudk the slave hard work in terms of
agricultural products to the adventurers and thepamies. The latter transported the products
to their kingdoms in Europe to sell them, andaddeenturers bought the European products
in terms of clothes and arms to sell them in Afragmin in order to load their ships with

slaves to America. This process was known the Taidchnsatlantic Slavery Trade.

Slave Trade in England was held by theseratdvers of the overseas explorations, Drake
initiated the activity that became a company arehthn institution protected by laws. S.T.
Bindoff commented on Drake’s role stating that therting-point of his schemes was the
provision of negro slave-labor from West Africa ttee West Indies® Slave trade was a
response to the increased demand of the colonisrsdor a working class to maintain the

supplies for the European market.

The English settlements remarkably increafigthg the reign of the Virgin queen. By
the 1580’s, the English maritime forces, the congm@rnthe Privatized Pirates as well as the
Elizabethan navy to recovered from the weaknesth@fl560’s. The politico-navigational

aims were initiated by the early Tudors and inteediby the Elizabethan reign.

?*5.7. Bindoff. Tudor England.The Pelican History of England, Penguin Books, England. 1991. P. 252
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Frobisher, a Yorkshireman, spent fifteeargan fruitless endeavors to rise an expedition
to accomplish his objectives of exploring the seathie Far East He was one of the early
English navigators who tried to find a way leadioghe Far East along with Sir Humphrey
Gilbert. They tried to find together a colony inetiNewfoundland in 1583, but historians
argued that their ship was lost on its return fribv@ voyage. Sir Humphrey Gilbert's step-
brother, Sir Walter Raleigh decided to try agairinal a colony south Roanoke Island (now

in North Carolina)®

7- English Naval Force

Though the age of geographical discoveriaged early in Europe, its effects in England
were mainly felt during the reign of queen Elizdbét It was up to this period that the
adventurers and the pirates of yesterday, in thgli€fn Channel, became the queen’s
supporters. They would afford her security in trmubled times of the foreign contending
policies towards the queen’s Island. Elizabeth denher kingdom anti-pirates to stop piracy.,

in the other hand, she strengthened and fittedvdakness of the British naval army.

Elizabeth’s policy consisted of allying dletscattered Dutch pirates over the English Sea
Channel’. The latter were to choose either to ally to tmglEh naval force to gain English
titles and flag, and at the same time accept tiéraloof the English government or they will
be considered as law breakers who must be puniséeerely. Elizabeth reinforced laws

against the Pirates exercises in the English Chaasewell as on those who helped the

% This article is an excerpt from volume | of Our Country, published in the late 1800's, this sries
chronicles American history from the viking explorations in the 10" C through the French and Indian
wars. “ http://www.publicbookshelf.com/public_html/Our Country Vol 1/whoismar cj.html”

% Sommerville “http://faculty.history.wisc.edu/ /361/361-19.htm”’
7 S.T. Bindoff. Tudor England. The Pelican HistoryEsfgland,Penguin Books, England. 1991. P. 251
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Pirates. This led to the insertion of these ‘segghes’ into the English naval force, like Sir

Francis Drake and Sir John Hawkins.

The Elizabethan policy towards these Piratas the creation and strengthening of the
fleets of the Privateers. The latter were gatheredformal and official companies that would
obey the English queen, obey when ordered andveih@m denied. The privateers shared the
gains which were gathered in the sea with the craiey would engage in the wars that the
gueen would declare. The ocean’s pirates of yesyanere gathered, governed, and would be
used to reach the English interest as the puregjfigfnnaval force was used for the national

cause.

On the counterpart, the government wouldrdffofficial protection, as well as the
English governmental title for their exercised wtgs. Privateering was authorized by
national authorities, a legitimate form of war-liketivity by non-state actors. Privateering
was considered commerce raidifignd these Privateering companies were highly knfow
their naval force. They controlled all the navalitess from the continent to Africa as well as
from the newly discovered lands of America to Eerdiainly after they gained official and
governmental reputationA privateer or corsair used to act while in possgsf a
commission or letter of marque from a governmenmonarch authorizing the capture of
merchant ships belonging to an enemy nation. Thterl®f marque was recognized by
international convention and meant that a privatamrd not technically be charged with

piracy while attacking the targets named in his ission®®

The Privateers were used to fulfill the Bbethan foreign policy. They assumed harsh

actions towards the treasures loaded Spanish #ap<ircumnavigated the Atlantic Ocean.

’

28 Piracy "http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Piracy *

piracy. * http:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Piracy *’

-




Sir Francis Drake and Sir John Hawkins were thengmos to follow the Elizabethan
Privateering policy. They used to interrupt and peta with the Spanish naval force mainly
in the 1580’s; in S.T. Bindoff words “That was tpeint at which the toreros of Tudor

England prodded the Spanish Bufl.”

By the time of Elizabeth, trade flourished the Southern part of the continent. The
European Mediterranean countries used to trade twéghMuslim Turks Empire. There were
those who crossed the Empire till the Mongol and @hinese Empire, trading with the
oriental products that gave new flavor to the Eesp mode of consumption. As for the
English Far East trade, it was by the end of tH& @@hat the trade companies were granted

by Queen Elizabeth to trade with the Far East.

Trade during the reign of Elizabeth wasedasn trading mainly with the European
continent in the early years, but in the next desadf Elizabethan reign, there was an
adoption of a policy aimed to extend trade with Narthern Africa through ‘the Barbary
Company’ in 1585, with the Ottoman Turk Empire thgh the ‘Levant Company’ created in
1592, then with East India by promoting the EastidnCompany in 1600. This system of
companies promoted the economic and commerce daoera the English products over the

rest of the world.

Elizabeth's foreign policy was largely defeas™ She responded pacifically to the
troubles that were left by her predecessor’'s wathé continent. Her policy was imposed by
the lived circumstances of the foreign and inteteakions of her army because of the low

and poor economic conditions. This situation regsuftom the continental wars failure during

%%5.7. Bindoff. Tudor England. The Pelican History of England, Penguin Books, England. 1991. P. 251

*! Elizabeth | of Englnd.  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Elizabeth | of England”’




her predecessors, mainly the naval force that déithanded a rapid and heavy materials,

weapons, and ships. Since England is an islandirgtermy to reinforce was the naval one.

A civil, and religious war was launched in kea by the beginning of the 1560'’s,
assistance was afforded by Elizabeth to secureett@very of the port of Caldfswhenever
the Huguenots would win the civil war, a geo-styateport that faces the island of England
and stood for the national security. The exceptioiiclizabeth’s defensive policy was the
English occupation of Le Havre from October 1562Jtine 1563. Some historians criticized
her policy, judging it as a bad one that Englaridigign policy ever known, because it was
the only period that England loose and became atogpwith out colonies accept Ireland. Her

intervention in France ended in failure when Elthballied with the Huguenots.

The reign of the queen Elizabeth was atgage of English discovery and overseas
exploration; an expansionist policy that led evafijuto the foundation of the future British
Empire in the seventeenth and eighteenth centaryhe other hand this led also to major

conflicts with the European expansionist powertheoverseas colonies.

%2 The Port of Calais was lost during the wars undertaken by the Bloody Mary against the French; Elizabeth was
obliged to sign the treaty that ended last English overseas colonies in 1559.
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8- Conclusion

Through out this chapter, we have analyzedl movements and wave of events that
altered dramatically the European foreign polidiesing the 18 C. We have attempted to
prove that the English foreign policy was only Qué&gizabeth’s reaction and response to the
led movements in the European continent.

These transformational and revolutionary emognts were raised against the old middle
aged institutions. Though these movements staried specific corner of the European
continent, they spread all over the kingdoms, @getheir modal of life mainly the social,
cultural, religious as well as the Geographicalitieial expansionism, and contributing
highly in the shape of the feign policies of theddoms, mainly England.

The Religious Reformation as well as the Gveas Explorations were the main criterion
that shaped and balanced the relations betweenamohghnd the rest of her neighbors,
Elizabeth proved to be one of the ideal monarchs rigflected the T6C movements, she is

seen by modern historians as a good Renaissancachon
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1- Introduction

This chapter deals with the relations Eletald maintained with the superpowers of the
time, and how she managed to solve the inevitallleary confrontations of the English
army. In other words how Elizabeth I's strong peedidy culminated in a victorious policy

towards the neighboring kingdoms.

We will shed light on Elizabeth’s foreignolgy towards Scotland, France, Spain, and
Ireland, and how these relationships are interdland affect each other. We will try to
explain how all the militarily interventions andetbpen wars led by the ‘Victoriana’
succeeded and culminated in the queen’s victory tneSpanish Armada that the oceans

never held, yet, it is worth to present first thaeimfeatures of her foreign policy.

2- The main principles of Elizabeth’s foreign policy:

To study the major guide lines of Elizabebhnefgn policy, one should explore first the
internal and home events which shaped this greabpality, then the external factors that
were imposed by the European movements, mainlagieeof explorations and the Religious
Reformation in the shape of the early modern tirsesieties, governments and foreign
policies. One of the major concepts that reigneel fibreign policies of the European

superpowers in the f6C was the Balance of Power.

The Balance of Power theory is the idea tiaitonal security is enhanced when military
forces are distributed between the nations, sortbaine nation is strong enough to dominate
all others. If one state gains inordinate poweg,ttieory predicts that it will take advantage of

its strength and attack weaker neighbors. Therafaseup to the threatened nations to gather




in a defensive coalition to avoid any external @&tthblom the strong nation. When analyzing

Elizabeth’s foreign policy, we find that she mirdrthis theory all along her reign.

We can say that Elizabeth Machiavelli forepplicy consisted of an indirect intervention
through the nutrition of the rebel minorities inckakingdom’s corner of her enemies. This
policy aimed to weaken the king’s power and contreér their realm, and by the same
token, they will never invest in a harmful foreigalicy against their neighbors. She avoided
any open war with her neighbors, and aimed to kieepegularity of the balance of power the

more stable it is, the more the wars are kept aavmalyavoided.

From the study of the Spanish relationshitn ihe Elizabethan England, we conclude
that this policy can be divided into two chronolmgiperiods. First Elizabeth took profit from
the quest of Philip Il for a marriage union of ttivo kingdoms. Being sure of Philip’s
protection abroad, she established the religiottteseent at home, and took profit from his
influence and prestige, as her future husband,otapete with the power of France and

Scotland in encouraging the religious tensionsiwithese kingdoms.

After Elizabeth succeeded in launching tleditipal and religious tensions against the
French and the Scottish, and ensuring these twesdweakness, she played the same game
of marriage towards the other kings mainly the EherShe wanted to ally with France,
Scotland and the Netherlands in order to make ahtenthe Spanish influence over the
continent. The English interventions in Ireland gvaeld within the wider wary foreign policy
against the Spanish influence in the continents Mmuld reverse the European diplomatic
relations. Active Machiavellic foreign policies veeundertaken by both sides towards the
sovereignty over the European continent, and bgresxon the colonies of the new discovered

world of America.




Elizabeth did not only neutralize the Scottish déinel French, but she could defeat the
great Spanish Armada. She was the queen that coozgnced the European powers; she
succeeded to play them one against another andtdage last superpower of Spain in order
to remain the head of her kingdom, above the mtwsan€ Europe, and the sovereign of the

Oceans, in other words, the glorious and the urnmgadxe monarch of her time.

3- Relations with Ireland

Elizabeth | foreign policy towards the Scsiitiwvas a culmination of her predecessor’s
foreign policy. She aimed to take control of thetsh kingdom for two reasons. The first
was to secure the back of the English empire fragnreorthern invasion, the second was that
of expansionism and sovereignty of the English awer Scots. To deal with the Anglo-
Scottish diplomatic relations, it is better to staith the wary political relations that reigned

between the two kingdoms.

The Anglo-Scottish wary relations were a eswrof successive wars fought between
England and Scotland during the 16th century. Mddhe relations between England and
Scotland were stories of heroic wars from the faesttlers. After the Wars of Independence,
England and Scotland had fought several times duhe 14th, 15th and 16th centuries. In
most cases, each country had attempted to takentzdygaof the weakness, or the instability
of the other. By the time of the Tudors, Henry VIl kept a peatediplomatic relation
between the two kingdoms as a political solutiorth® Anglo-Scottish conflicts that ended
with bloody open wars between the two nations. Meni of England proposed his elder
daughter ‘Margaret’ to marry the king of Scotlankdmes 1V, as he did with his other

descendants in making their marriage a purelyipaliaffair.




The most important figure that made thednjsbf the Tudor dynasty, was Henry VAiL.
His policy towards the Anglo-Scottish conflicts wasimarily based on weakening the
external and foreign powers that used to supplySbettish army against England. Those
military supporters who used to help the Scottighenalso direct enemies that the English

often enter within open wars, mainly the Frenck, Itish and the Spanish.

After the end of the declared war bynda IV, Peaceful relations were restored
between England and Scotland; and a new trendeitiglo-Scottish relations was initiated
at least between 1514 till 1523, the time of thecsgsion of the little son under the name of
James V. When the king came to an age of elevewaBecrowned under the title of James V
of Scotland. One of the most important changeshénforeign affairs towards the English
monarchy is that the latter would renew the Sdotb&l Alliance with France. He would
restart the wars between the two nations over tingdns. The king now was at his full control
of the realm, and would take profit of any oppoityrio launch the war against the old

enemy, England.

The first action for James V’s foreign polisas to marry Mary of Guise, this led to the
tensions between England and Scotland to increase again. Henry had already broken
with the Roman Catholic Church, whereas James helRome and gave authority to
powerful prelates. As a result, this led to thetBadf Solway Moss in 1541 in which James
died. Once again, Scotland's monarch was an inféaaty Queen of Scots. Henry VIII made a
pressure on the divided Scotland into an alliancgeture the marriage of Mary to his son; in
Paul E.J. Hammer’'s words: “the accession of Masy alffered Henry an utterly unexpected

and unique opportunity to solve England’s problemth Scotland permanently, by marrying

! Jocelyn Hunt. The Renaissan&iblished by Routledge London and New York. Landt005. p. 40.




the infant queen to his young son Edwar@t this end was not reached, thus Henry reacted
in 1544 in devastating throughout southern Scotksd means of inducing a radical change.
It was a symbolic and historical victory that confed the English military strength over the
Scottish forces. The divided Scottish groups alt@dace one enemy, this union led to the
victory at the Battle of Ancrum Moor which tempdharhalted English attacks and

supremacy over the Scottish army.

When Henry died in 1547, Edward’s uncle Dok&omerset assumed responsibility, It
He renewed the attempt to enforce an alliance afyMath the king Edward, as Henry VIl
wished and impose an Anglican Reformation on Scotland.wé@ a great victory at the
Battle of Pinkie Cleugh, but it was not an everdttivould prevent the alliance of Scotland
with France. Mary was married to France, to the @h@u Francis. Without lasting peace,
Somerset's regime could not stand the expenseeafdin. He was overthrown and eventually

executed.

For the later part of the 16th century,qeewas ensured by the 1580’s and on, on the
probability that James VI of Scotlan@ho was raised as a Protestant would become King o
England too on the death of the queen Elizabethwidik behaved in the conduct of his
internal conflicts, as well as in the confection loé foreign policy mainly towards the

English, as David Mc Dowall confirms;

He rebuilt the authority of the Scottish Crown aftee disasters which had
happened to his mother, grandfather an great gratidfr, he brought the Catholic

? Paul E.J. Hammer. Elizabeth’ s Wars, 1544, 1604 . PALGRAVE MACMILLAN. New York. 2003. P. 14
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and the Protestant nobles and also the Kirk mordess under royal control.
These were the successes of an extremely clevemditS

By the coming of the Elizabethan era, thett&do conflict was less sharp than her early
predecessors. For Elizabeth, it was a matter dbuhigcy rather than open wars. The question
of Scotland was a question of martial foreign supfwat used to be afforded by the French
army, an alliance that endangered the stabilityhef English realm. The most threatening
issue of the time was the invasion of England by dhliance of the Scots and the French

because both of them believed in their unique aivedn the English throne.

The old alliance of the French and the $&ioted to the marriage union of the two royal
families of the French and the Scottish. By thetlded Francis I, Mary was still regarded at
the beginning as the heiress of the French thrisloeeover, regarding her ancestral origins,
she had a right to the English throne, and at éimeestime she was the Queen of Scots. This
led to the belief and assistance from the Cathalies the continent that it was their duty to
sustain their Catholic heiress to the three throaed by the way stand against the considered

heretic Queen of England, Elizabeth I.

France knew some troubled times in the EXHhading the nation into a civil and
religious war between the Catholics and the Pratgston the French soil. For Elizabeth I, the
idea of a foreign attack from the staunch Cathotit$-rench and Scottish kingdoms was
looming far. Elizabeth I's foreign policy aimed ¢oadicate the presence of the French on the
Scot’s land. She was persuaded to send an armySedtdand to help the Protestant rebels.
Moreover, she introduced the fiery Protestant gregcJohn Knox as an Anti-Catholic and

anti-French leader. A tension soon erupted by tikeCRatholic and French alliance; Knox and

* David Mc Dowall. An lllustrated History of BritairBritish Library Cataloguing in Publication Datahi@a.
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the Protestant rebels declared that they estalligtee"Great Council" of Scotland, and that
they set about a thorough reformation of the SstChurch as well as the creation of

parliament. They elected to end papal jurisdictiod to abolish the Mass.

The resulting Treaty of Edinburgh of July 05@moved the French threat in the north. In
February 1560, Elizabeth signed the Treaty of Bekwiith the Scottish nobles to oppose the
French. By the next March, she sent troops andh@ffirst time in history, Englishmen and
Scotsmen fought side by side rather than againstamothef.Mary of Guise died in June
1560, a fact that followed soon by the treaty oindrgh (July 1560). The latter led to the

full withdrawal of the French troops from the kirogd.

Mary was rejected by the French court, carendy her a curst wife that brought
malediction to her husband, who died after somethsofrom his marriage. After a nearly
one year of his death, she came back to Scotladé6d to take up the reins of power, but
once in Scotland, she found the kingdom had arbkstted Protestant church and was run by
a council of Protestant nobles supported by Elitab&he queen couldn’t accept, so she

started regaining her authority over her realm,tbatway she managed was not at the nobles

waited reaction.

Though Mary had accepted the Protestant aowgxchange of being recognized as the
ruler and being allowed the private exercise of ta#th, she wanted to restore the Old
Catholic system, and at the same time, kept a @gseon the circumstances that surrounded
the English throne. Mary’s marriage took placeuty 1565 to Henry Stewart, Lord Darnley.
The marriage was the first of a series of errogsid§ment by Mary that handed the victory to

the Scottish Protestants and Elizabeth. Thoughnthgiage was soon blessed with a son,
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James, but all the other aspects of the uniondiailarnley conspired with the Protestant
lords to murder the Catholic Rizzio (March 1566)hisT act led to Darnley’'s quick
unpopularity in Scotland for presiding over the darr of Mary's Italian secretary David
Rizzio. This situation led Queen Mary to react negdy by conspiring against her own

husband and killing him in February 1567.

The next error that Mary committed was hemmdiate marriage with the chief
conspirator of her husband, James Hepburn, EaBottiwell in 15 May 1567. By Mary’'s
marriage, suspicions were raised confirming herliciily in the death of her own husband.

Elizabeth wrote to her:

How could a worse choice be made for your hononthmsuch haste to marry
such a subject, who besides other and notorioukslapublic fame has charged
with the murder of your late husband, besides tlieting of yourself also in some
part, though we trust in that behalf falsély.

These events led a group of Scottish noblesown as the "Confederate Lords", to free
Mary from Bothwell, at Carberry (June 1567), butriyis feeble force was dissolved and she
was captured. These events led rapidly to Maryfealeand imprisonment in Loch Leven
Castle. The Scottish lords forced her for a longetto abdicate her throne in favor of her son
James. She could gather an army to retake herghbar the army she rallied on was soon

defeated, and Mary fled in panic into England orMiEy 1568.

When the queen Mary arrived to England, wslas received by Elizabeth, but at the
political scale, her arrival posed a horrible podit problem for Elizabeth. According to Susan

Duran, Mary's presence in England intensified thessgion of Mary's succession, and

7 Letter to Mary, Queen of Scots, 23 June 1567." Quoted by Loades, 69-70.




destabilized political life in the kingdoMarry was a staunch Catholic candidate of
Elizabeth over the reign of the English realm. A& beginning, the queen was advised by her
court to execute Mary in fear of any plot of asBa®n or any political coup.Yet, the
guestion of Mary became a snare in the Englishigargolicy that other kings might take
profit of. Mary's presence in England was a realgeéa because she was the central task of
Catholic hopes to overturn Elizabeth's Protestaginme’® This is why Elizabeth opted for the
restoration of her follower to the crown and keeglase eye on her rather than risk returning

her either to Scottish or the French Catholics.

In 1569 there was a major Catholic risinghie North; a rebellion in order to free Mary,
marrying her to Thomas Howard, Duke of Norfolk, ahdn uncrowning her as the head of
the English kingdom. Howard was imprisoned after fdilure of the Rebellion, but this did
not prevent Howard from taking part in the RiddMot (1570)* But unfortunately for the
rebels, they were defeated because Elizabeth whg &ead of their extermination. She was
influenced by the movements that took place indbetinent mainly Machiavellianism, a
movement that resulted in the slaughter of hundoédZatholics; man, woman, old and child.

This movement also on Elizabeth’s orders took thelssof more than 750 of Protestant

rebels, who were against the reign of the queerakdith; they called for the Marian reign.

This event led the Pope Pius V to issue ladnd an act in 1570, titled ‘Regnans in
Excelsis’ that declared Elizabeth, the pretendede@uof England and the servant of crime, a
heretic that must be excommunicated. Moreover,ctiresequences of this bull were to be

applied on all the subjects that swore allegiancd service to the pretended queen of

® Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the CourtshiggsElizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003 p. 103.
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England. Even later on, the papal bull provokedslagve initiatives that took form of
parliamentary bills. This led many Protestantstiffes from execution, engendering a cult of

martyrdomin the sake of their faith and religidh.

Mary was beheaded one week after the failure oRildelfi plan, on 8 February 1587 at
Fotheringhay Castle, NorthamptonsHit&hough Elizabeth claimed not to have ordered it,
all the Monarchical documents and resources otithe prove that the order was signed by
her own hand, and that it was her secretary Dawidgbo brought her the warrant to be
signed. The sincerity of Elizabeth's remorse, aad rhotives for telling Davidson not to
execute the warrant has been called into questaih by her contemporaries and later

historians.

In Scotland, right after the proclamationtleé kingship of James VI in 29 July 1567, at
an age of thirteen months; this tender age nee#sdiaa regency, and it was the first Earl of
Moray who was the nearest to the little king toetake regency, this former was the
illegitimate son of James V. He was a well educaigdver person, and a convinced
Protestant, but his firm rule ended when he waassssated in January 1570. This event led
to a civil war that broke out within the populatjanhard and difficult situation that pushed
Elizabeth to sent English troops to support thetd3tants groups, because any Catholic

dominance over the kingdom would endanger thetsituaf the Elizabethan England.

England and Scotland were effectively cladies from the 1580s onwards. James opted

for the best political technique that David Mc Ddwasserts that the king knew that a

2 paul E.J. Hammer. Elizabeth’ s Wars, 1544, 16PALGRAVE MACMILLAN. New York. 2003.
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Catholic alliance between Spain and France mighat le&o an invasion of England, so
understood that he had to remain friendly with them he managed to face both of them,
while remaining publically the protestant ally afigtand™* James aimed the succession to the
English throne on hereditary principles, he fornaedecret association with Robert Cecil -
Elizabeth's principal minister, and when Elizabeied in 1603, Robert Cecil and other

members of the Privy Council ensured that his ssgioa was not disputed.

Relations with France:

In order to study the Anglo-French diploroatelations, we will provide a historical
background to the relations between these countfiesn the earlier settlers that followed
William the Conqueror's conquest, many were theotjoconflicts that resulted from the
conflicting royal and noble families over the corced island of England. This is only a
pretty watered-down and basic description of thialry, but these two nations, the English
and the French have fought many, and William's aestof England was the starting point

for many of those wars.

The Anglo-French wars were a series of paenaand constant wars fought between the
two kingdoms. They took place mainly during thegreof the king Henry VIII. His wars
according to most historians were the open AngknEh War of 1510 till 1513, also known
as the War of the Holy League; a war in which Endlpined the Pope, several Italian states,
Swiss cantons and Spain against France. King Héhhof England won a favorable peace
from France after winning the Battle of the SpunsAugust 16, 1513. The rest of the Holy
League continued fighting France until the Pop&udul's death, which led to the dissolution

of the League.
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There was another war that was led betw&2d And 1526; a war in which Henry VIlii
joined the Hapsburgs, the French protestant mindhniat demanded religious freedom. The
war proved both unpopular in England and finangiakpensive. The war started again by the
last years of the Henrician reign, the open war dedared between the two kingdoms in
1542 till 1546, in which Henry VIl once again j@d the Hapsburg Empire in a war against
France. This war was initiated after the secrebtiagons of the king of Spain and England
to attack the French by the end of the 1542, becturdHenry VIII, the time that preceded the

war against France was held to continue the opelamgel war against the ScottiSh.

Then, by the 1549 till 1550, another opemlarFrench War was declared by the French
King Henry Il, mainly for political and foreign deands. The war was declared on the pretext
of retaking the port of Boulogne, a strategic sed which fell into the hands of the English
during the last war of 1542 till 1546. The portBdulogne was freed after the bloody wars
that were hold in 1550. This war was a reactiomftbe French king towards the led Anglo-
Scottish policy, because at time, Somerset wasssbdeby the Henry VIII's plan to unite the

Scottish under the English embl&ras Kenneth O, Morgan comments;

When Somerset continued to threaten Scotland, HEno§ France declared war on

England, Boulogne was blockaded; French forcesdatl&nd were strengthened. The
Scots then agreed that Mary should eventually m#wvey Dauphin, heir to the French
throne. That provision hammered the last nail iBtumerset’s coffilt.
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By the reign of the queen Mary Tudor, theeswanother Anglo-French War from 1557 to
1560, a war in which England was drown into a whkarece with Spain against France. This
was the first in the series of the errors that wemeamitted by the queen Mary. This act was
very unpopular because it led directly to an opan with the French people; a war in which

England lost her possession of Calais on the Freraihland.

When Queen Elizabeth assumed the English,fdreign policy was dictated by the
religious, political and economic disagreement tvauld make England and Spain bitter
enemies. Elizabeth’s foreign policy aimed to kebp balance of power, and to stop the
growing of the Spanish influence. Her policy cotetisof strengthening the Anglo-French
relations that were though bad during the reignHehry VIII, Edward, and Marry, but

Elizabeth vision was the opposition.

The French presence in the continent washelltime a barrier to the followed foreign
policy of the queen Elizabeth. It was like a perergrthorn in Elizabeth’s side, because by
the beginning of her reign, Calais was lost asldlse major English territory, it served as a
defensive band against the foreign continentatkstan the English Island. As a result of the
territory’s loss, this protective and band of ségupecame a front line of the French army

and forces towards the English.

Elizabeth’s succession coincided with theués of the French involvement in the
treatment of Mary Stuart's cause. The successeftianco-Scottish negotiations led to the
marriage of the king Francis with Mary, queen o0btS¢ this would proclaim Mary already
gueen of Scotland, the queen of England by inher#aand the queen of France too by the

marriage of both the king and queen of both realms.




This situation of allying nations against fiealm of the Gloriana was a real danger to the
stability of England. By the 1560’s England wasweak and vulnerable to any foreign
attacks. Though England was in such a feeble stuabut the other superpowers were too
busy of their internal conflicts and could nevevast in a colonial company. They couldn’t
direct their arms against England, because therlattere directed against their ruled
populations. Meanwhile Elizabeth counter action tbfis marriage alliance was the

strengthening of the discussions about an AnglaSpanmarriage alliance.

Mary's mother, Mary of Guise, was the régeinScotland in Mary's absence in the
kingdom. This former faced considerable oppositmmer regency from the Protestant lords
of the land. The French kingdom also knew a religiovar that did not allow them to invest
the royal resources into an invasion of Englandexiperienced a troubled time during the
reign of Elizabeth, though in 1559 it seemed thhanEe was on the verge of rivaling Spain as
the dominant power but, the rest of the whole sedwif of the 18 C was the division of the

whole nation.

Once Mary was home in Scotland, after hesblnd death, she started an indirect
counter-Reformation policy, and declared that she the rightful heir to the English throne.
She received support from France; a political vidizat made Mary as a tool and instrument
by which the three kingdoms would be unified undiee king and queen, one rule andfaw
But in the Elizabethan political vision, this alg@s an alliance that would proclaim the
cession of the English kingship, and the startihghe French dominance over the English

court, internal and foreign affairs.
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When the French announced their policy ip Mary Queen of Scots in her policy, they
aimed to make an end to the revolt of the Protéstaards of the Congregation, Elizabeth
without waiting for any other incident, or rathéah waiting for more French troops to land
in Scotland. She sent troops into Scotland ancetbthe French forces at Leith to negotiate a
settlement. In the Treaty of Edinburgh (JuW/ B660), it was agreed that all the English and
French troops would withdraw from Scotland, and tary Stuart would renounce her use
of the coat of arms against the English, as welhastitle of England or whatever the title
would be™®

By the end of the alliance between Franak $eotland, Elizabeth turned against Spain,
all the 1570’s was a decay in which the Anglo-Sglankelations started to deteriorate, at the
same time re-enforcing the English relations whb Scottish and the French after being
weakened by the internal religious conflicts. Mareoshe afforded militarily help against the
Catholics in those kingdoms. From 1562 and on, Rhench enveloped in the Wars of
Religion, this led to lesser pressure on the Ehglis France had too many internal problems
to deal with.

At this time, Elizabeth’s political provemoficiency, in addition to the support of her
Privy Council, used the turmoil in France to reasae English presence there as the queen’s
ancestors did. In particular, Elizabeth wantededaim Calais, but it was an unsuccessful
venture as the various factions in France joinedef®to repel a common enemy.

The French "wars of religion” plagued theumny in the last half of the sixteenth
century; the conflict resulted in a brutal massadréhe Huguenots in 1572, the Massacre of
St Bartholomew's EV& It was said that six thousand or more men, woraed, children,

were butchered to death on the streets of Pariktbatroads ran with their blood. This act of
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brutality sent shock waves throughout Europe ande@QLElizabeth canceled negotiations for

the hand of King Charles's brother, Francis, Duf&lencon?*

To develop the newfound friendship betwEegland and Franég it was agreed to end
the French support of the queen Mary’s right to Bmglish throne, as well as the French
militarily help against the English. Elizabeth begaegotiations to marry the Duke of
Alencon, though this came to nothing. It was ndil 578 that France was once again in a
position to help the Dutch rebels when the Duk@mjbu agreed to send French troops to the
Netherlands. To ensure that Anjou kept to his wdttizabeth offered him her hand in
marriage. This provoked furious reactions amondaaersections of the English society,
which in themselves provoked Elizabeth into vicioggrisals.

Although there was an internal oppositiontloé population and the intellectual class
within the two countries, but both of them fostetbd way to an alliance that would protect
them from the might of the Spanish influence andnid@nce over the continent, The
negotiations were again and again made for the salktg of Francis's hand to be accepted as a
husband to the Virgin queen. When he became nditdrio the French throne following the
death of his brother Charles, who was followed ly &ccession of Henri lll, the marriage
became even more appealing. But for political reasthe marriage never went ahead.

One area that Elizabeth and Cecil tried tpla@k was to use the French against the
Spanish in the Netherlands. This opportunity canerwCatherine withdrew the French
support for Mary Stuart, thus helping too Elizabetith the ‘Scottish problem’. By being
freer of issues north of the border, Elizabeth bBedadvisors could concentrate more of their

time on the pressing issue of what was happeninfgerNetherlands — the major issue being
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that the Duke of Alva, who was just thirty milesr@ss the English Channel with 50,000

soldiers at a time when relations between LondahMadrid were deteriorating

France experienced more trouble with thatldef Henri 1ll. Francis was dead having
fever, and there was no direct heir. Henri of Neszavas recognized by many to be the
rightful King, but what bothered the French Catb®lwas that Henry of Navarre was a
Protestant. French Catholics in the other handupe& counter King, and it was only by
becoming a Catholic, deeming "Paris to be worthagst that Henri was finally accepted as

King Henri IV of France.

By the weakness that embodied the foreiditamiy help of the English after the Anglo-
Spanish wars, the French Protestant king HenryulMrstted to the Catholic’s conditions that
were his reconversion to the Old Catholic faithftsat his reign over the French realm would
be guaranteed in 1589. Elizabeth in the other laartted to gain his confidence and ensure a
good relation with the new uncrowned king. A newldmatic policy would delay any

misunderstanding or any historical old hate betwbertwo king’s courts and population.

However, there was some logic in what Elizabetmméa which the public probably did
not realize. Philip of Spain was becoming increglsimore powerful, and Elizabeth believed
that only by combining the power of France and Bndl could this Spanish threat be
countered. The prospective marriage between Elihabad Anjou never took place but
Elizabeth still offered Anjou support for his exjgezh into the Netherlands. She was
convinced that it is a French duty to stop Spaid aot England, S.T. Bindoff writesshe
[Elizabeth 1] held, should be the task of Spanigijreat Continental rival, France, and she

would cheerfully have fought Spain to the last dobghe French blood?® Anjou’s campaign
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was a failure, but the developments in Anglo-Frerathtions since 1558 showed the hostility

that existed at the end of Mary’s reign had ended.

These circumstances strengthened the podigtth by the Elizabethan government, that
was to help and nurture the rebellions of the miiesr and the sects against their kings and
princes, in the other hand, the queen could plalytam her enemies one against another in
battles the queen was the only winner and the ighfer, a policy by which she avoided
open wars with her neighbors and at the same tieskaning their force and control over

their realm through the financial and material &sss

Relations with Spain:

Through out the reign of the Tudor dynasitffecent foreign policies were led towards
the Spanish kingdom. By the succession of HenrywHo led an isolationist foreign policy,
he wanted to secure peace with the neighboringmetiHe followed a policy that consisted
of marrying his descendents with the royal familiéshe other powerful nations. In order to
secure peace with Spain, he married his Son Arthan later on the tenth years Henry with

Catherine of Aragon; one of the nearest relatifehe Spanish king, Charles V.

Henry VIII had grandiose imperial ambitiokie made from Spain an ally to destroy the
French to gain more territories in the continenis Haughter Mary united completely the
English realm under the Spanish authority by hgalronarriage to the king Philip. Though
these precedents differed in the intensity of tfaieign policy towards Spain, but we noted
that the core diplomatic vision was to ally witha8pin order to secure England’s foreign

policy in the continent.




Elizabeth had more in common with her gratitdr than her father. She revised her
Grand Father’s foreign policy with the demands ef time. She was very sensitive to the
European situation. When we came through the stfitlye foreign policies led by the Tudor
kings towards the Spanish, we found that Elizaleth the only monarch who reversed the

policy of her precedents Tudor monarchs.

With the rise of militant Calvinism in Eurepit took further dimension in the political
sphere of the continent. They were according t@Suran the trouble makers of Eurdpe.
In the other handthe fire of the Catholic Reformation was at itsdgiei This situation
increased too the transformations at the level aitipal sphere that reigned the foreign
policies over the continent. England by this timaswsecure in herself; most of the nations
were not in a revolutionary situation, because @nghem could afford neither militarily nor

financial expenditure to lead a colonial compang against another.

The first of the king suitors of Elizabeth svine majesty of the Spanish king, Philip I,
both courts of the kingdoms hoped for such a mgeridat would unite the two realms. For
the Spanish king; it will be an action within tr@léwed expansionist foreign policy to gain
more power and territories in the continent. Wheraahe English side; it will be an act and a
measure of security from any Franco-Scottish atikaagainst the weak inherited kingdom of

Elizabeth.

Elizabeth did delay her marriage responsad@er to gain more time, to avoid any future
surprise, and to gain more favor within the royalirts of Europe. Following the Elizabethan
religious settlement by her succession, it was &tlyip's influence in the Catholic League in

Italy that delayed Elizabeth from being excommutadafrom the Catholic Church in 1559.

*Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshigd<Elizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
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This was Followed by the Treaty of Cateau-Cambrbsisveen England, Spain and France
which ended the wars between the three nafibAstreaty that dictated the sacrifice of Calais
in the side of the English, for this, it was a pthrat gained important financial resources,
useful in controlling the Strait of Dover, througthich Spanish shipping can be controlled

when passing to the Netherlands, and the Fren8lcdtdand.

Elizabeth’s policy in helping the Protestantinorities over the continent to rebel against
their sovereign, bothered greatly the king Philiprhe latter was outraged by the intervention
of Elizabeth in the French Religious Wars to hélp Heretic Huguenots faction; In addition
to the afforded militarily help of the queen towsitthe rise of the Scottish Protestant Lords,
who rose against the regent of the Scottish queéer absence. All these interventions in the
favor of the factions that supported the heretieagl only damaged the Anglo-Spanish

relations.

The Spanish tried to press the queen Elthab® step back her policy towards the
religious conflicts in the continents. Cardinal @ralle, Philip II's regent in the Netherlands,
provoked a brisk trade war in 1563-4; a trade warthe spread Protestant ideas in the
Netherlands through the English merchants. He @ditmat Elizabeth and her government
sponsored the merchants to spread the new waveretihideas of Protestantism. Granvelle
imposed the goods (cloths) imported from the Ehgiserchants. Elizabeth reacted by
banning the import of Dutch goods into England. Tiba state of trade affairs was mutually

damaging to the point that things were restoretieo former state in 1564.

Things turned worse for the Spanish in trethlrlands; by the late 1560’s a civil war

broke out against the Spanish rule led by Granvatid Philip. The war took further

2> paul E.J. Hammer. Elizabeth’ s Wars, 1544, 1604 . PALGRAVE MACMILLAN. New York. 2003. P, 55.




dimensions and the regent couldn’t control theagitun. This led Philip to send a great army
under the control of the Duke of Alva to resolve #ituation. By the army first affects on the
situation, there were a developed reaction fromnéighbors towards the presence of the
Spanish army in the Netherlands. Both France amglaid were shaken by the event, fearing
any extension by the army to their territories. Bteunch Catholics called even for a more
generalization of the company in order to eradidatatestantism wherever these Heretical

ideas are found.

The policy led by the Spanish in the Nethads reflected thier policy towards the
supporters of the new wave of the heretical ideldss militarily counter-reformation
destabilized the balance of power and challengedold foreign policy sphere over the
continent. A trend of a new alliances and new m@dforeign policies were undertaken.
Elizabeth fostered a new foreign policy to maintdia balance of power in Europe. Step by
step Elizabeth encouraged the triadic alliance rfl&d, France, Scotland, and at the same

time severed the relations with the Sparifsh.

The major event that did declare the newdrehEuropean foreign policy occurred in
1567-8. It was known as the Affair of the SpanishliBn; Elizabeth seized five Spanish ships
leading their way to the Netherlands with the egl&émat of £85,000 in gold bullion, in order
to pay the Spanish Army already established itsshasthe Netherlandé Historians argue
that this action was the response of the Engligfatds what happened to Drake at San Juan

de Ulua.

He was attacked by the Spanish after reagithem friendly. Through this act, Elizabeth

intended to revolt the Spanish army against theistars and destabilize their financial and

*® Duran Susan “Monarchy & Matrimony, the Courtshigf<Elizabeth | published in the Taylor & Francis e-
library, 2003 P. 155.
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provisionary aids. Regarding this act as an actmwfenemy; the Duke of Alva led in
December of 1567 a policy that seized all the Bhgiherchants in the Netherlands, and made

an end to the commerce and trade between the tiana®

Though endeavors from both sides to avoicbpen war between the two nations, the
relations went worse in the following years of tkizabethan reign. Both parties started to
prepare themselves for an open war. The Ridolfi ®ls aimed to overthrow Elizabeth and
replace her by Mary, Queen of Scots; this plot slz@red and encouraged by the Spanish. In
addition to the Spanish ambassador in England Deer&s de Spes who offered support to
the Revolt of the Northern Earls by the 1570’s,aah that was extremely damaging to the

Anglo-Spanish relations.

All the two early decades of Elizabeth’sggresaw a considerable call from the religious
minorities for English intervention. Either in tis&de of the French Huguenots or the Dutch
rebels so that the realm's security might be begeved. Though the queen was reluctant,
mainly for her foreign policy principles that ditgd the non-intervention in the others’
conflicts, mainly when success is not ensuredhaft is to avoid any open warlike situation,
Elizabeth did intervene in those conflicts by heurt advisors pressure to ensure the interests

of the English throne.

In the 1570s, the created naval force of ghgatized companies navigated into the
Netherlands and fought the Spanish. Even befoeestitcessful attack, she prepared several
similar attacks before 1585, the instance of thenighFury of 1576. Elizabeth’s seriousness

in holding the situation in the Netherlands wasraped in 1585, when she signed the Treaty

* Duran Susan “"Monarchy & Matrimony, the CourtshgisElizabeth ) published in the Taylor &
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of Nonsuch with the Dutch rebels, pledging 700® and monetary support. The treaty
was a reaction from Elizabeth for Philip’s treatythwthe French Catholics in Joinville;
France, an act he promised help for the Frenchdllesh The treaty of Nonsuch’s decisions

and promises were the last straw for Philip’s gurtse of England.

Elizabeth’s foreign policy towards the Spsénibefore 1585 was carefully shaped
Though she simultaneously sent ships to raid onSi@nish ports at their home, she was
prudent in keeping the militarily resources avd#éator the defense of her realm. Although
there was a strong call for additional troops ammhey for the rebellion in the Netherlands, as
well as for the religious wars in France, but sbékised to send more troops following the
initial 7000 promised at Nonsuch. In the Netherlgnlder troops focused their forces in
denying the Spanish from the access to any portiwthiey could use to launch a raid against

England.

To sum up the causes of the Anglo-Spanisgimapar, Philip longed for a long time to
restore the Catholic faith in England. By the 157&hd on, English piracies used to steal the
Spanish trade and possessions; this gave PhiliptHer provocation. The Treaty of Nonsuch
(1585) by which England undertook to support thécBuebels against Spanish rule, as well
as the English naval offences towards the Sparsétsf and ports, the Spanish king

convinced that a direct invasion of England wasssary*°

Elizabeth’s amazing naval exploits contrdzlito her legendary and mythical personality.
When the war with the Spanish was inevitable, Bkth gathered home her forces to secure

her realm; as a defensive strategy, she allowedteDia attack the Spanish pdftsmainly

**paul E.J. Hammer. Elizabeth’ s Wars, 1544, 1604 . PALGRAVE MACMILLAN. New York. 2003. P. 115-117
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Cadiz Harbor, in which the naval force of Philipsan@ncentrated in a preparation to raid on

the English ports.

The Elizabethan naval force is one of thesoms behind the Anglo-Spanish wars in the
1580’s and on, we deduced from our readings onidhige, that the English naval power was
one of the major achievements that England eveanded of, it became the myth of the
oceans, the cyclone of the Spanish fleets and ,portiestroyed and scattered the Spanish
fleets whenever and wherever these two superpoaverso encounter. Sir Francis Drake led
the major voyage against the Spanish ports and;shg navigated to the Caribbean in the
new found land of America in 1585 and 1386s well as to the ports in the home land of

Spain destroying the fleet of war ships intendedtie Enterprise of England:

" The Anglo-Spanish War broke out in 1585. In Aug&sgland joined the Eighty Years'
War on the side of the Dutch Protestant United Rroes, who had declared their
independence from Spain. Drake sailed for the Wahés and sacked Santo Domingo,
captured Cartagena de Indias, and St. Augustiridanida. Early in October the English
landed in Galicia and sacked Vigo and Bayoria.”

From there on, Philip 1l had decided to go ahedH the war against England.

On 12 July 1588, the Spanish Armada cartstit of a great number of war ships, were
to set sail for the English channel, it was planteegdile the army till the Netherlands in order
to join the forces of the Duke of Parma that il the coasts of the Netherlands. Once the
two armies are unified, the Great Armada would as=ail to reach the southern East of

England®*

The sailed Spanish Armada didn’t meet with haval force of the Duke of Parma that

left the Netherlands port six days later; a defstthtegy that would prove decisively

32 paul E.J. Hammer. Elizabeth’ s Wars, 1544, 1604 . PALGRAVE MACMILLAN. New York. 2003. P. 131
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disastrous at the side of the Spanish. The Engleited till the midnight and launched an

attack on the well organized and lined SpanishssbipAugust 7-8. The English scattered the
Spanish fleets, by launching eight fired ships thhate moved by the strong winds of that
night forcing the Spanish ships to cut or slip tlwaibles (thus losing their anchors) in order to
escape fire, they found themselves away from &t ffacing either the English canons or the

rocky coast after being driven by the wind.

A decisive battle ensured the victory of the Ergliwer the Spanish who escaped home
around the northern tip of Scotland. Moreover, BEmglish fleet turned back after being
refitted to follow behind the Spanish fleet. Thadovoyage home proved fatal to many of the
Spanish ships. Either from battle damage, or badthee, shortage of food and water, or
navigational errors, a considerable number of siiosdered in the open sea, while the
others were driven unto the west coast of Irelamdl \@recked. Only 60 ships are known to

have reached Spain, many of them too badly damiageel repaired.

The Earl of Leicester, as a commander uperEinglish naval forces, invited Elizabeth to
inspect her troops in Essex on 8 August. She wasivar breastplate over a white velvet

dress; she addressed the soldiers in one of herfameus speeches:

My loving people, we have been persuaded by saameuth careful of our safety, to take
heed how we commit ourself to armed multitude$efar of treachery; but | assure you, |
do not desire to live to distrust my faithful angihg people ... | know | have the body but
of a weak and feeble woman, but | have the heattstomach of a king, and of a King of
England too, and think foul scorn that Parma or apar any Prince of Europe should
dare to invade the borders of my reafm.

The defeat of the Grand Armada was welcomengland with a national thanksgiving
service. A victory for both the protestant Englaamd for the newly entitled queen ‘the

GLORIANA Elizabeth’, this victory was hold as a slyat of God's favored protestant nation,

3 Somerset, Anne Elizabeth I. (1st Anchor Books ed.), London: Anchor Books, 2003. P. 297-98
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and the inviolability of the Godly kingdom undewiagin queen. This defeat not only saved

England from a catholic invasion, but also the DuRepublic from a total extinction.

In the coming years of the 1590’s there wamee led counter-Armada from the Spanish
to regain their prestige and honor, most of themeweet with dismal failure. The sack of the
port of Cadiz in 1596 was a spectacular achieverfmerthe Spanish. The major Armadas of

1596, 1597 and 1599 were scattered by strong wattier than English sea power.

Elizabeth and Philip interests were to naggin in the 1590’'s to exert their pressure on
the Religious Wars in France, by the assassinatidhe king Henry Ill, Henry of Navarre
had to impose his succession among the Catholiclgtpn. Elizabeth sent him 20,000
troops and £300,000 in the early of 1590s in hitldsaagainst the Catholic League which
included Philip Il. By the end, he accepted to re@ot to Catholicism to be accepted as a
monarch over the French kingdom. But his Cathohictidn’t hinder his collaboration with
Elizabeth against the king Philip and the Spamsérests in France. The Anglo-Spanish wars
were officially ended by the death of both its pgainists; Philip in 1598 and Elizabeth in

1603.

Relations with Ireland:

England’s foreign policy towards the Irigh the 16" Century was one of the most
important issues in the continent. It was mostlyown under the king Henry VIII and
culminated by the foreign policy led by his daugtlitee queen Elizabeth | by the end of the
century. Though there was an opposition from thed l@awners, the English were the
victorious to incorporate the two realms into oméue kingdom ruled by the Tudors.

When dealing with the social backgroundtlué Irish society, history afford us the

different settlers who populated the island. Thist fhuge migration to the land was by the
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Anglo-Norman barons, followed by the common popatatsettiement on the behalf of the
natives and land owners, the Gaelic. The latteufaed the mountains and some southern
counties that came to be known under the namelef Phey maintained their own language,
culture, law and social system opposing by thisnéely introduced fashions by mainly the

English major population.

Beyond the Pale, there was the central gowemt authority of Dublin. The arrived
settlers took for themselves vast lands, estalisheir proper jurisdiction. As time went on,
the English government lacked interests and cordx@r the territories, as a result the
territories controlled by those settled lords amtnmon people achieved a high degree of
independence from their central government. Thg@amezed themselves and known under
The Butlers, Fitzgeralds and Burkes. They raisedr tiwn armed forces, imposed their own

law, and adopted Gaelic-Irish language and cuffire.

All the Northern part of the island was quiedl by the English governméhtbut during
the wars undertook by the English throne agairestitbnarchs of Europe, this part of the Irish
island was totally ignored. The resurgent Gaelishirtook profit and annexed the lands.
Among the most important clans that the realm ipomated were the O’Neills (Ui Néill) in
central Ulster, the West by the O’Donnells, the @tiees and O’'Tooles in County Wicklow,
the Kavanaghs in County Wexford, the MacCarthys @ullivans in County Cork and

County Kerry and the O Briain lordship of Thomonddounty Claré®

*® "lreland." Encyclopzedia Britannica 2009 Student and Home Edition. Chicago: Encyclopaedia Britannica,
2009.
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The famous Tudor conquest of the island@fhd took place under the reign of the king
Henry VIII. He declared himself King of Ireland i541°. He was also declared officially by
the statute of the Irish parliament as the kingrdke Irish realm. By the beginning of the™.6
century, the English monarchs delegated the adyhofithe island to the most powerful
dynasty of the Hiberno-Norman dynasties (the Fitzlgis of Kildare) in order to keep the

coasts and the land under the English order arftbatyt

The Kildare Fitzgeralds abused by schemirajre the Henrician authority mainly after
the Religious Reformation that the king Henry Mhitiated. The Kildare Fitzgeralds as a
staunch catholic leader, made some secret links thi¢ English Catholics, as well as the
catholic mother church in Italy, in order to inciuthe Irish realm under the authority of the
Holy Catholic League. This plot was ended by thecexion of the leader Silken Thomas
Fitzgerald. The religious transformations were Iyeal problem between the two divided
nations; the Irish wanted to keep their Catholigisnhereas Henry VIII imposed the

Religious Reformation under codified laws and bills

Now that the ruling family in Ireland wastesminated for their treason of the English
throne, the king had to find a dynasty that wouldtgct the Pale and guarantee the safety of
England’s vulnerable western coasts from foreigmasions. Henry had replaced the
Fitzgeralds dynasty with a policy called Surrended Regrant; it consisted of confiscating
and surrendering all the lands owned by the ndbléise English authorities, and they will be
brought back and regranted to the landowners bal ihyarters. This policy was a response of
Tudor king in 1541 to the statute passed by treh IparliamentKenneth O, Morgamrites

that theTudor Irish policy have started “with Henry VllI'decision that all laws made in
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England were automatically to apply to Ireland, dhdt the Irish Parliament would only

legislate with the king of England’s prior consgfi?.

Henry VIII intended to reinforce the loyalof the Gaelic Irish population, he granted
English titles for the first time admitted to th@ésh parliament. He even granted earldom of
Tyrone for the Ui Neill dynasty in 1542, that wouleblace the exertion of influence on the
Irish realm; as the Fitzgeralds used to do in sgnthe English throne before their power
abuse. Henry’'s Religious Reformation, despite beafgsed by the Irish, his Lord Deputy,
Anthony St Leger, was largely able to buy off oppos by granting the lands that were

confiscated from the monasteries to the Irish iable

By the death of the king Henry VIII, many déips succeeded the authority over Ireland.
Most of them faced the same faith of incapacitgdtve the problems of the realm. a chain of
successive rebellions followed one another by &&0%, during the reign of the queen Mary
Tudor. The clans used to fight each time, althotighEnglish laws were imposed on the
Irish population, but these wary clans didn't resgbem. Moreover the English authorities

were interfered with these tribal wdrs.

By the reign of the queen Elizabeth I, in &ddi to her early intervention in the
Netherland and the Scottish Protestant cause iagHg 1560s, she attempted to interfere in a
succession dispute within the O’'Neill clan to sotteir problems, but she couldtft The
Irish lordships were taking the arms in the privages against each other; they ignored the
government in Dublin and its laws. Two exampleshafse wars are the Battle of Affane in

1565, fought between the Ormonde and Desmond dgsa3he Battle of Farsetmore in 1567

** Kenneth O, Morgan. The Oxford lllustrated HistofyBaitain. Oxford New York , Oxford University Press.
1989 p .253
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fought between the O'Donnells and O'Neills, as waslldifferent other intertribal and clans

wars between the populations of all the four caifhe Irish realm.

To conclude on the nature of the revolts came say that in addition to the intertribal wars
of the Irish clans, the major revolt that was pyrmeainst the Elizabethan English influence
over the religious and the secular maters of tteh llife was that of the 1560s, 1570s, and
1580s, when the Fitzgeralds of Desmond launched#smond Rebellions to prevent direct
English influence into their territory. This war reported to have resulted in dramatic
consequences on both sides, a revolt that was ccdas¢he assassination of the Earl of

Desmond in 1583.

In a quest to explain the main reasons behedsuccessive rebellions that dogged the
central government in Ireland, we can deduce to tman causes; the first is up to the
aggressive acts of the English administrators ahdiess who disregarded the costumes and
the local Irish laws. Moreover, the soldiers killetal chiefs and lord® It was up to the
confiscation of the lands from the native owneroviay their turn rose against this kind of

treatment.

The second cause of the violence was thdath® costumes and traditions of the Irish did
not go ahead with the English imposed laws and mofldife, mainly the system of
succession that the English wanted to impose. [8sof succession and inheritance forced
the English to take sides in the violent disputethiw Irish lordships. Finally, the Irish

naturally opposed the English presence and aughovér their realm.

From the succession of Elizabeth, there wstsang English foreign policy that aimed to

pacify the population and civilize them accordinghe mode of the English society, because
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in her early years of succession, it was believet the military interventions and force
exertion on the population would be successfulzdbleth initiated the martial laws which

allowed execution without trial. But this policyddsimply antagonised the native chieftains.

The Elizabethan policy aimed to come up witbrenlong-term solutions to pacify and
Anglicise Ireland. She initiated the compositiohe tpolicy of the queen that consisted of
abolishing the private armed forces and the prasnthat were occupied by the English
troops under the command of governors, titled LdPdssident. In return, the pre-eminent
clans and lords were exempted from taxation and thadt entittements to rents from

subordinate families and their tenants put on tstey basis.

The second long-term solution Elizabeth enaged in her policy towards the Irish in the
1570's was that of Plantatiofs It consisted of migrating Englishmen to settle thish
populated areas in order to get contacts betweassettifferent models of thinking and living,
a contact that would alter and civilize the Irish the model of the English. We can

understand also that from such action, the quetendied to eradicate the Irish identity.

When the Papacy in ltaly declared Elizabelbgitimate to the English throne in the
1570’s, the Irish strong Catholicism welcomed tleeldration of her illegitimacy through
administrative acts of disobedience and strikesingh worsened when the Catholic
population denied her authority to rule and hercadfs were considered by observant Roman
Catholics to be acting unlawfuffy; In the 1580’s there were rebellions which wersisisd
by hundreds of papal troops. Religion had beconmeeva marker of loyalty to the Irish

administration.
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By the 1590’s the Elizabethan foreign polioyvards the Irish came to a fusion with
demands of the political scene in Ireland. From lbeginning of the decay, there was a
rebellion in the southern parts of the land to isgthe English presence in the island. This
rebellion was mainly centered in Ulster; Elizabettdered her army to land and settle
southern of the island then to move on northerratde Ulster in order to regain her authority

from Hugh O'Neill.

In the beginning the army was led by RoHeevereux, ¥ Earl of Essex, but his
achievements were not highly regarded and estimaeszhuse it was intended by the queen
the make completely an end to the revolt. This mimde queen replace him by Charles

Blount, Lord Mountjoy, this latter took three ye&oseradicate the rebels from their roots.

O'Neill primarily served the Elizabethan fageipolicy towards the natives of his mother
land, Ireland, but by the 1590’s he asked Elizalbetgrant him the title and the position his
grand father held over the Irish by the time of HeWIll. Elizabeth always delayed his
ambitions, while the troops in the battlefield wdaeing their faiths. He was looking for
positions and English titles. Elizabeth couldn'amgr him any title because she knew that only
the battlefields alone can impose the titles, amidtime safe and secured kings to their nobles
in their peaceful palaces. Elizabeth too fearedhftos political ambitions that one day after

her death, O’Neill would claim the English throne.

By 1595, war in Ireland developed; O’Neill ¢dwnit wait more and turned from the
gueen’s vassal to a rebel. He joined the rebel wideelp his rebelled clans, the O’Neills in
Ulster in their declared war against the Englistole known under the name of the Nine
Years War. O’'Neill sought for a decisive war thabuld end the English presence in his
believed realm. He called for the direct supporttte Spanish king Philip II, after being

granting them munitions all the long term of thewa
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Despite the direct support of Philip to O’'Neltlizabeth remained the victorious of the
battlefields. O'Neill's own army was defeated agdHe early 1603 the war ended just a few
days after Elizabeth's deaBoon afterwards, a peace treaty was signed beti&egiand and
Spain by James |, the new king over the Elizabeteaim. By the death of Philip in 1598,
and Elizabeth in 24 March 1603, the war and thsiters ended. The English authority over

the Irish realm was confirmed and the order wadahy established.

O’Neill and the remaining alive leaders of tiebellion were granted freedom by the new
King of the English Kingdom ‘James I'; meanwhilbgy were regranted their titles and most
of their lands. They left Ireland in 1607 to seek 6ther Catholic powers that would help
them to regain the Irish realm; this incident i@km under the Flight of the Earls. Their lands
in Ulster were confiscated, and thereafter greambmrs from all over Britain were

encouraged to move there in the Plantation of Ulste

Conclusion:

Through out this chapter, we have argued Hhiaabeth I's policy towards the wars that
broke out in Europe was to remain aloof and keepthe English realm far from the
battlefields. Her policy was to keep the balancgoiver and play a diplomatic role at the
European level. Moreover she could oppose and ienjpes foreign policy over the whole

Europe.

Though Elizabeth’s foreign policy was encigued by most of the superpowers of the
time like Scotland, France, and mainly Spain aethird, they could not kneel the Gloriana
Elizabeth’s foreign policy. Indeed, they were dédéain their home land and abroad.
Elizabeth could master the balance of power inféneor; defensive in time of weakness, and

offensive in time of allies and full power of heaval force.
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General Conclusion

The reign period of the famous Tudor QueBrgland and Ireland, Elizabeth I, was a
turning point in the history of the English. Sheswhe Deborah that saved England from a
home bloody civil war. She was the ideal rulerha time over her realm, as well as a strong
contributor to the shape of the foreign policidse Svas the Gloriana that broke the armies of
the powerful kings of Europe and made them kings@imces of figs and oranges. She also
remained by the end, ‘the Virgin Queen’ that tharigus and powerful kings of Europe
bowed for her majesty to be annexed to her mytlandllegendary personality.

In this research work we have dealt withéhgironment in which the queen had grown
up, and shown how this influenced her glory yedmgign. We have seen how much thd'16
Century was a considerably revolutionary era, an this period is embodied in the unique
figure of Elizabeth I of England. Further more, agese shed light on the major events that
shaped Elizabethan England and how they are reflentthe foreign policy led by the queen
Elizabeth |I.

Though she experienced harsh childhood antihexbd, she learned how monarchs ought
to be strong and practical in their reign, anddtacation she had received served her as a
future monarch. Despite the internal and foreigpoasibility she assumed by her
succession, she could unite her subjects’ speity the Holy Roman Catholic League and the
Pope himself by the Religious Settlement. The golesif her marriage was a diplomatic tool
that attracted the ambitious kings in a hope tngfthen and unite their realms.

When evaluating the influence of th& I8movements on the continent and the English
society, we found that they proposed and imposeeixaway of thinking and living that the
gueen understood before many of people of her t8he.underwent the Renaissance

movement as a period of intellectual ferment thatild prepare the ground for the thinkers
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and scientists of the 17th century. She receividdraanistic education that would be
reflected in her Foreign policy towards the comiia¢ superpowers.

The Religious Reformation was one of theanisues of 18 Century Europe. Elizabeth
avoided the troubles at home, and encouraged theéhe iother kingdoms to weaken them.
The Over Seas Explorations were a race betweesugerpowers of the time over the
territories in the new found land of America. Ebegh could reinforce her naval force, and
establish companies to trade and colonize the nexldw

Though Elizabeth | secured home peace and fgeign relations with neighbors. Yet, it
was not a long term peace; she was only delayimgvtrs that she had to undertake. After
she neutralized the Franco-Scottish alliance tadevEngland, England and her yesterday
enemies, France and Scotland, allied to face to®mmon enemy which was the growing
power of Spain. Elizabeth attacked each time treniSp in order to weaken them; she had in
many cases been acting in the belief that a goethod was the best defense.

Although the Spanish counter-attacked hep@r policy in the Netherlands, as a model
to be followed in Ireland; a foreign policy thasasgs to help the minorities to rebel against
their ruler, a crafty political tool to weaken thethority of the king over his realm as a
preparation for a successful foreign interventibig policy didn’t succeed against Elizabeth
herself once Philip of Spain countered her in ldlahis policy have never betrayed his
master. Elizabeth remained the victorious of thildfeelds and the invincible monarch of her
time. She acted, reacted and interacted with theadds of her foreign policy; she ensured
victory within the recorded history of the Englishd the whole European continent.

A Golden Age was written in a gilded lettarghe history of England and despite the
burial of the GLORIANA's face and body in 1603, liereign policy remained eternal and

marked the history in the English diplomatic redas.
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