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G.B. Harrison, Robert Devereux, Earl of Essex (London, 1937), esp. chapters XIV ‘The Eclipse’ and XV ‘The Rebellion’. (Rather out of date now – especially on the matter of the letters to James VI – but a ripping good yarn).
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Literary Background:
Printing history of Shakespeare’s Richard II.
[Q1] 1597. The Tragedie of King Richard the second. As it hath been publikely acted by the right Honourable the Lorde Chamberlaine his Servants. 
[Q2] 1598. By William Shakespeare. 
[Q3] 1598.
[Q4] 1608. With new additions of the Parliament Sceane, and the deposing of King Richard. As it hath been lately acted by the Kinges Majesties servantes, at the Globe. [The added passage is IV.i.154-318]
[Q5] 1615.
[F1] 1623 (Collection of most of Shakespeare’s works)
[Q6] 1634.
Read the excised section of the text which was restored in 1608. How seditious does this seem to you in the light of the ensuing scandal? Why would James not feel equally threatened by it in 1608?


Printing and censoring history of Hayward’s The Life and Reign of Henrie IIII.
From Peter Ure’s Arden edition of Richard II, pp. lviii-lix: 
‘In February 1599, Sir John Hayward published a small book called The First Part of the Life and Raigne of King Henrie IIII, a work which, despite its title, deals with the last years of the reign of King Richard II. The book appeared at a time when Essex was in difficulties with the Queen, and contained a Latin dedication to Essex in the course of which he was addressed: “Magnus siquidem es, et presenti iudicio, et futuri temporis expectatione”. [My translation: ‘Since you are a great man, both in the judgement of the present time, and in the expectation of future time’, but we’ll come back to the force of the Latin word ‘siquidem’ and its seditious possibilities]…After some copies had been issued, the dedicatory leaf was removed, and the work was allowed to circulate; but a revised second edition was suppressed, and Essex himself seems to have been one of the first persons to object to the book [though Ure does not give us evidence of this]. Hayward’s Henry IV was later brought into evidence against Essex, probably first at the private trial of 5 June 1600, when Essex was charged with mishandling affairs in Ireland. There exists in the State Papers a document entitled Analytical Abstract in Support of the charge of Treason against the Earl of Essex, which probably refers to this trial of the summer of 1600. An extract reads:
Essex’s own actions confirm the intent of his treason. His permitting underhand that treasonable book of Henry IV to be printed and published; it being plainly deciphered, not only by the matter, and by the epistle itself [i.e. the dedication], for what end and for whose behalf it was made, but also the Earl himself being so often at the playing thereof, and with great applause giving countenance to it.
Hayward himself was committed to the Tower, and was questioned on the matter at his two trials of 11 July 1600 and 22 January 1601. The notes of the questions put to him, and his answers, abstracted by Sir Edward Coke [the Attorney-General], survive and have been printed. Hayward protested his innocence of any attempt to draw analogies between Richard, Elizabeth, and Essex, and gave fairly detailed information about his intentions and historical sources; but he remained in prison apparently until after Elizabeth’s death.’

The Contents of Hayward’s Book
Original 1599 edition contained:
(i) dedication to Essex (including the Latin quoted above) which seems to make a specific parallel between Essex and Henry: ‘To the best and most noble, says Euripedes, at which thought you first and almost only came to mind, most illustrious Earl, whose name, should it shine on our Henry’s forehead, he would more happily and more safely go forth among the people.’ Compare this to Richard II, I.iv.20-36. 
Also see Lord Treasurer Buckhurst’s correspondence with Essex after the latter’s first trial for mismanaging the Ireland campaign. Buckhurst complains that Essex is spoiling all Buckhurst’s attempts to reconcile him and the Queen on account of three specific types of behaviour: ‘By admitting base and desperate men (such as Sir Edward Baynham, a notorious rakehell) the Queen might justly fear that he had no good intentions; by throwing his house open to all comers and by feasting some of the nobility and many others he was clearly affecting popularity; and the Queen could not but take ill that he had so many exercises of Puritan sermons, or rather conventicles, which attracted multitudes’ (Harrison, p. 279).
What is the common theme of all these extracts? How should a subject act? (interrogate the word subject). Can you see why the behaviour of Essex might be particularly threatening to Elizabeth, rather than any other monarch? How might these ideas complicate the doctrine of the King’s Two Bodies?
Compare Essex’s carefully-manipulated popularity with the contents of Elizabeth’s Letter to Mountjoy, his successor in Ireland and a former close friend (who refused to help with the rebellion): 
‘Comfort yourself in this, that neither your careful endeavour, nor dangerous travails, nor heedful regards to our service, without your own by-respects, could ever have been bestowed on a Prince that more esteems them, considers and regards them than she for whom chiefly I know all this hath been done, and who keeps this verdict ever in store for you; and no vainglory, nor popular fawning can ever advance you forward, but true vow of duty and reverence of Prince, which two afore your life I see you do prefer.’

The dedication was to prove troublesome both to Essex and Hayward. Essex was presented with an advance copy in early February 1599, but did not accept or deny the dedication until the end of the month by which time it had sold almost 500 copies. It was later argued that Essex deliberately refrained from comment until many of the books were in circulation; however, at the end of February he himself wrote to Whitgift (Archbishop of Canterbury, responsible for licensing matters) suggesting an inquiry. The Stationers’ Company ordered the dedication to be cut out three weeks after publication.  What are the possible motivations for the Earl’s behaviour over this matter? 

(ii) A. P. to the Reader:
	‘Among all sortes of humane writers, there is none that have done more profit, or deserved greater prayse, then they who have committed to faithful records of histories, eyther the government of mighty states, or the lives and actes of famous men. For by describing the order and passage of these two, and what events have followed, and what events have followed what counsailes, they have set foorth unto us not onely precepts, but lively (TG: meaning both alive and exciting) patterns, both for private directions and for affayres of state, whereby in shorte time young men may be instructed, and ould men more fullie furnished with experience then the longest age of man can affoorde.’ 
What is the point of history, according to A. P. ?
	‘But these are such as are not led away with a lust, eyther to flatter or to deface, whereby the creadite of historie is quite overthrowne. Yet the endevour to curry favour is more easily disliked, as bearing with it an open note of servility. And therefore Alexander, when he heard Aristoblulus read many things that he had written of him farre above truth, as he was sayling the floud Hidaspis he threw the booke into the river, and sayd that hee was almost mooved to send Aristoblulus after, for his servile dealing. But envious carping carieth a counterfeit shew of liberty, and thereby findeth the better acceptance.’ (Manning (ed.), pp.63-4.)
It seems to me that this extract is extremely puzzling. The author of ‘A P to the Reader’ is not known. Harrison (p. 343) suspects Essex himself on the grounds that Ben Jonson told William Drummond much later that Essex was the A. B. who wrote a preface to Henry Saville’s translation of Tacitus’s Histories. But it doesn’t necessarily follow from this that Essex wrote the ‘A. P.’, nor does the content of the extract support this. Who do you think is the most likely candidate given the sentiments expressed above? To start with, what exactly are these sentiments?

(iii) The text of Hayward’s Henry IV.

In preparation for a second edition, Hayward wrote an Epistle Apologetical, dealing specifically with the charge that he had criticised the Monarch’s right to levy taxes. 
How does Hayward deal with the more serious charge about the political pointedness of his Richard story at the beginning of this Epistle?
Compare the photocopy of this with the scene from Woodstock below. What are the specific parallels being drawn between Elizabeth and Richard in this case? Try and work out what the author is trying to portray in this scene (it’s all about taxes). Tresilian is the Attorney-General who has dreamt up the tax-gathering scheme, which consists of forcing ordinary people to sign a piece of paper without a specific sum of money on it and using this a blank cheque for their tax bill. Nimble is his sidekick, charged with collecting the revenue, and he has roped in the world’s stupidest bailiff. The butcher, the farmer and the grazier are their hapless victims. Can you see any parallels between these tax-gathering powers and Elizabeth’s fiscal policy in the 1590s? or at any other time.

From Anon, Woodstock:

Butcher:  & then he sed, that thers one Trissillian a lawyer. that has crept[.....] / [450] in amongst them & is now a lord forsooth, & he has sent downe [.....] / into euery country of england a sorte of blacke Chapters / 

Farmer: blacke chapters a godsname neighbou / r, out of what blacke booke were they tak‹en[.....]›

Grazier: com com. they are blanke charters neighbou / rs. I heard of them a fore, & therfore I mayd such hast away, th'are sent downe to the / hye shreeue w / th speciall charge that euery man that is of any ‹c[.....]› or worshipp ith country, must sett ther hands & seale to them / for what intent I knowe not, I say no more. I smell so‹me›th‹in›g / 

Far: [well well my masters. letts be wise, we are not all one mans ‹s[.....]›] / they say ther are whispering knaues abroad, letts hye vs home / [for I assure ye,] twas tould me wher I brooke my fast this after[.....] / that ther were a boue (3) score gentlemen in o / r sheere that hadd sett ther hands & seales to those blancke Charters already / 

Grays: now god amend them for it, they haue giuen an ill example 
we shalbe forst to followe 

Butch: I would my wife & children, were at Ierusalem wth all the wealth 
Ide make shift for one I warrant them, com neighbors letts begone 

Nimble:  stepp forward wth yor bills mr bayle, not to fast Sirs, 
I charge ye ith kings name to stand till we haue done wth ye 

omnes: Sainte benydissete, what must we doe now tro 

Bayliff: be not so pestifferous my good ffreends & neighbours: 
you are men of wealth & Creditt in the country 
& therfore as I my self & others haue begune, I charge ye in his 
highnes name persently to sett yor hands & seales to thes blanke charters 

Gray: Iesu receaue my soule, Ime departed. 

Far: I'me ene stroke to at harte too 

Butch: alas Sr. we are poore men what should or hands doe 

Bayl: ther is no harme I warrant ye, what need you feare, when ye see 
bayle Ignorance has seald before ye 

Gray: I pray ye letts see them Sir 

Nim: heere ye bacoñ fead puuding eaters, are ye affrayd of a sheepeskinne 

Gray: mass tis somewhat darkly written 

Far: I I 'twas don eth night sure 

Gray: mass neighbours. heeres nothing that I see. 

Butch: & can it be any harme thinke ye, to sott yor hands to nothinge 
thes blanke charters are but little peeces of parchment, 
letts sett or markes to them, & be rid of a knaues companey 

Far: as good at first as last, we can be but vndone 

Gray· I & or owne hands vndoes vs thats the worst ant: lends yor pen Sr. 

Butch: we must all venture neighbours thers no remedy 

Nim: they grumble as they doe it I must putt them downe 
for whisperers & grumblers: com haue you don yett, 

Gray: I sir, would you & they were sodden for my swyne 

Nim: heeres wax then. Ile seale them for ye, & yo / u shall seuerally take them off
& then deliuer them as yo / r deeds;---
                                        seale them
com yo / u borese greace, take of this seale heere; so: this is yor deed

Far: faith sir in some respect it is & it is not 

Nim: & this is yors 

Gray: I Sir. against my will I sweare 

Nim: oxiawe take off this seale, youle deliuer yor deed wth a good conscience 

Butch: ther tis Sr, against my conscience gods my wittnes, 
I hope ye haue done wth vs now Sr. 

Nim: no ye catterpillers, we haue worse matters against ye yett, / sirra yo / u knowe what yor landlord tould ye, conserneing my lord Tressillian, & king Richards new fauoritts, & more then that, yo / u know yor owne speches, & therfore m / r Bayle, lett some of yor billmen away wth them to the hye shreeues persently, either to put in bayle or be sent vp toth courte / for priuey whisperers. / 

Bayl: ther offences are most pestifferous. away w / th them

omnes: now out alas we shall all to hanging Sure / 


Sir Edward Coke’s Abstract of Issues to be Put to Hayward in Interrogation on July 11th 1600

1. he selecteth a story 200 yere olde, and publisheth it this last yere, intendinge the application of it to this tyme
2. maketh choice of that story only, a kinge is taxed for misgovernment, his council for corrupt and covetous for their private, the king censured, for conferring benefits of hateful parasites and favourites, the nobles discontented, the commons groaning under continual taxations. Hereuppon the king is deposed by an erle and in the ende murderd.

In the anonymous Woodstock, the King’s uncle, Duke of Gloucester, objects to Richard’s favourites: 

Wood: scoff ye my playneness, Ile talke no ryddles, playne Thomas 
will speake playnely, thers Baggott ther & Greene, 

Gree:, Bag: and what of them my lord 

Wood: vpstarts come downe, you haue no places th'are 
heeres better men to grace king Richards chaire 
Ift pleasd hime grace them soe/ 

King: vncle forbeare 

Wood: these cutts the collomes that should prop thy house. 
they tax the poore, & I ame scandalld for itt 
that by my fault those late oppressions ryse 
to sett the commons in a mutinye 
that london euen it self was sackt by them 
& who did all these rancke comotions poynt at 
euen at these too. Baggott, heere & greene 
wth falce Tressillian, whome yor grace we heere 
hath made cheife Iustice: well, well, be it soe 
mischeife on mischeife, shure will shortly flowe.

In what ways do Woodstock and the questions Coke means to ask concur?

 

 Historical Background:

Chronology of Events

28th September 1599: Essex returns precipitously from Ireland after a campaign where contemporaries joked that he only bared his sword to knight people. By returning without the Queen’s specific permission Essex is breaking the terms of his commission and putting his future seriously in doubt. The only other thing which Elizabeth expressly forbad him to do was to knight people. Essex has a history of insubordination – he always thinks he knows better than the Queen what is good for the country and usually is at odds with the Cecils (Lord Burghley and his second son Robert Cecil) about this. Covered in mud, he bursts in on the Queen without her wig on and demands that she not listen to the stories that he is a traitor (not that these are specific by then). It seems that the reason for his hasty return is that he thinks the Cecil faction (Lord Burghley is already dead, but Sir Walter Ralegh and Lord Cobham agree with Sir Robert on the subject of Essex) have been bad-mouthing him to her. 

1st October 1599: Essex confined to York House, under the care of Lord Keeper Egerton, after the Privy Council decides that his behaviour in Ireland needs serious explanation. Elizabeth is furious at the disobedience to her instructions and refuses, despite the Council’s advice, to punish him by refusing him liberty for a short time.

January 1600: Essex recovers from an illness that prompts Elizabeth to send her own doctors to see him. Popular support for him results in Sir Robert Cecil being unable to go out without and armed escort and puritan ministers lead prayers for Essex’s health. 

April 1600: Lord Mountjoy, now in Ireland, tells the Earl of Southampton that ‘he would not enter an enterprise of that nature [i.e. provide armed men to assist Essex] merely to satisfy my Lord of Essex’s private ambition’. He had been prepared to stand by Essex when his life had appeared to be in danger but that was no longer true. 

5th June 1600: Though he avoids a trial in the Star Chamber, Essex kneels bareheaded to the Council who tell him that though his loyalty to the Queen is not in question, he is guilty of gross contempt and disobedience. He is stripped of all his offices, save Master of the Horse. 

Christmas Day 1600: Essex writes to James VI of Scotland that he must ‘stop the malice, the wickedness and madness of these men, and to relieve my poor country which groans under her burden’. James promises to send an ambassador to England to intervene on Essex’s behalf.

3rd February 1601: the conspirators meet at Southampton’s lodgings and draw up plan to take Whitehall by force and demand that the Queen meet their requests – mostly make Essex important again and get rid of Cecil and Ralegh. Essex thinks that the soldiers at the court will not resist him.

6th February 1601: Some of Essex’s noble supporters cross the river to the Globe and commission the Lord Chamberlain’s men to put on Richard II even though the company objects that it is so old that no-one will come to see it. Essex’s friends give the players 40 shillings to make up for the lack of audience. 

7th February 1601: Richard II performed at the Globe in front of many of Essex’s supporters, but there is no evidence that Essex himself was there. 

8th February 1601: The Queen at Whitehall, Essex at Essex House (on the Strand). Four councillors go to request that he appear before the Council; Essex locks them in his study and says he’ll be back in half an hour. He rushes to the City thinking that the Sheriff will provide him with 1000 armed men and arrives in such a sweat that he needs a change of shirt, yelling that his life is in danger. The Sheriff tries to persuade him that he would be safer at the Lord Mayor’s house and when Essex protests he gets him to stay to lunch while he ‘musters the troops’ – then the Sheriff disappears alone to join the Lord Mayor. Essex rushes back out into the street to find that he has been declared a traitor, marches to Ludgate where there is a small skirmish with some city militia. Essex’s page is shot dead and Essex escapes by water to Essex House. When he arrives he finds that his four prisoners have been set free by the more sensible of his friends. By late afternoon, the Earl of Nottingham and troops arrive and demand that he surrender – when refuses they threaten to blow the house up. Essex burns his letters from James VI and his personal papers and then at 10 pm they all surrender their weapons. 

19th February 1601: Essex and Southampton tried by their peers at Westminster Hall. Both plead not guilty. Verdict on both prisoners is guilty. 

25th February 1601: Essex beheaded, penitent. Southampton, though sentenced to death, remains in the Tower for the remainder of the reign.


Postscript:
What can Essex have meant by the following, written to Egerton in 1598:

When the vilest of all indignities are done unto me, doth religion force me to sue? Or doth God require it? Is it impiety not to do it? What, cannot princes err? Cannot subjects receive wrong ? Is an earthly power or authority infinite?
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