' James | and Charles I:
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j In the political and constitutional history of Britain, 1603 marks a much less
: crucial turning point than 1625. The reasons for this lie in the personality and
political style of the kings. Seldom has the contrast between two monarchs
‘ been sharper than that between James | and Charles |. In place of an outgoing,
my B affectionate and talkative king came one who was painfully shy, aloof, quiet
; and cold. Where his father had been wild and untidy but politically skilful,
rice. @ Charles was grim and chaste — a man of impeccable private morals but far too
: brittle, inflexible and authoritarian to be a successful ruler. A deeply reserved
o- man, he was much less accessible to his subjects than James had been, .
the 8 and preferred to withdraw from the rough and tumble of political life into a
Ith . private world surrounded by his family, art collections and court masques. In
{rile : a personal monarchy, the character of an individual ruler was bound to have
n E profound political implications, and Charles soon showed himself poorly suited
ore £ to governing the three kingdoms he had inherited. ’
nes ’ :
£ - 3 Adapted from A History of the Modern British Isles, 1603-1707

by David L. Smith (Blackwell 1998)

Summarise Smith's views in Extract 1 in two sentences. -

The Characters of James | and Charles |
When James became king of England in'1603, he was already an experienced
monarch. He had been James VI of Scotland since 1567 (at the age of 13
months), and had effectively been the ruler of that country since he was 17.
_ James was an intellectual, outgoing man who enjoyed debate and dealing with
people. Alongside his ability to communicate and engage with people, James
was also pragmatic, and these two qualities enabled him for the most part to
make the ill-defined English political system work.

character, court and favourites

James' sound judgement and political skill proved well suited to preserve the
delicate balances in Church and State that he had inherited fom Elizabeth.
Precisely because he could live with untidiness, and did not try to tie up loose
. ends or define blurred edges, he evolved an effective style of government
which appealed to a broadly agreed ideological framework and promoted
political and religious stability. His free and easy manner made for good
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'LEARNING DBJECTIVES _
in thi's cha_j;_tgfgqix_ will learn about:
. the c'hal-;acfef's .of_Jéﬁ\és:I arj»d .

- Charles| -

‘o James' and Charles' characters
and views oh monarchyshaped
their monarchies and styles of rule

« the courts of James | and Charles |

s _Bd;kingham as a favourite of both
Jamesland Charles . -

KEY CHRDNDLUG -

1603 . James Stuart, King James Vi
of Scotland becomes James|
of England on the death of

the childless Elizabeth |
1604~11 James I's First Parliamenit
1605  Gunpowder Plot
1606 James' failed attempt at
" ... Unionwith Scotland
1640 TheGreat Contract .
1614 The Addled Parliament
1615 :;':%he émergence of
“Buckingham as James'’

- favourite © " -
1618 . The outbreak of the Thirty
YearsWar
1621 James'Third Parliament
1624 ©  James' Fourth Parliament
1625 Prince Charles is married

to the French princess;
Henrietta-Maria_
1625  Charies | becomesking
1628 Assassination of
' Buckingham

CROSS-REFERENCE _
See page 1 of Chapter 1 for the
definition of personal monarchy.

How does Smith, in Extract 2,
suggest that James | was a
successful ruler?




SECTION 1 | Monarchs and parlisments 1603-29

KEYTERM =~

points of contact: Communication
between the Political Nation
and the monarch was crucial to
the functioning of the English
political system. The main points
of contact were the Court and
Parliament

ACTIVITY

Thinking Points

What possible negatlve ‘
consequences does Extract 3
suggest Charles’ personality could
have had on the functioning of a

political system that was based on
personal monarchg7

CROSS-REFERENCE :

Refer to Chapter 1, page 3 for an
explanation of royal prerogative.

To read about James’ speech to
parliament of March 1610, in which he
talks about the Diving Right of Kings,
turn to Chapter 5, page 38.

personal relations with his leading subjects and allowed the ‘points of contact’
between ruler and ruled to operate efficiently. The occasional moments of
tactlessness, especially in his speeches to Parliament, stood out all the more
because James’ approach was generally conciliatory. Apart from his dangerous
dependence upon Buckingham, he remained a shrewd judge of character until
the end of his life. Some of his subjects viewed him with distaste or yearned for
more systematic reforms, but very few of them actually disliked him.

) —§
A History of the Modern British Isles, 1603—1707 by David L. Smith (Blackwell, 1898)3

Historians stress that Charles I was a very different man and king from his
politically astute father. Kevin Sharpe, for example, has commented thathe ¥
‘was in many respects a complete contrast to his father, and Thomas Cogswell &
referred to Charles as being James’ ‘mirror opposite. Michael B. Young has ‘
gone so far as to argue that ‘it was not just that Charles happened to be the *
opposite of his father; he consciously set out to make himself the opposite’

Charles Is differences were rooted in his personality. In contrast with his
outgoing father, Charles was shy and hampered by a speech defect. Both traits
led to his being unapproachable and, more damaging, uncommunicative with '
Parliament. In governing, his intentions and actions often went unexplained, :
leaving others to interpret them. Charles had an inferiority complex that :
made him overstress his prerogative. Because of his insecurity, he had none of 3
James I's political shrewdness or flexibility. He was unwilling to compromise.
Charles seemed unable to understand viewpoints that differed from his own
and interpreted the slightest hint of criticism as rebellion. He tended to see
conspiracies whether they existed or not.

Charles was a cold, formal figure wha rarely sought to explain himself or to

win affection. Instead, he emphasised the majesty ofthe Crown and required
unquestioning obedience. He often failed to understand v@wpomts different
from his own and instead equated them with disloyalty. Possessing none of his
father's willingness to compromise and conciliate, he proceeded even when a
policy was arousing great opposition or was proving unworkable.

The British Wars, 1637—1651 by Peter Gaunt (Routledge, 1997) :

Their views on monarchy

The differing personalities of the monarchs reflected how the monarchs
viewed kingship. Both were firm believers in the Divine Right of Kings and
defensive of their prerogative. Yet when it came to dealing with the ambiguity
of the balance between the royal prerogative and parliamentary privilege in the
unwritten constitution, James was pragmatic while Charles was provocative.

Although James had written about the art and theory of kingship (most
notably in the book Basilikon Doron in 1599), he was able to distinguish
between the theory and the practicalities of ruling. James saw himself as
the ‘peacemaker king’ in his foreign policy and he also sought compromise
and negotiation with the Political Nation in England while defending his
prerogative.

Charles also sought to defend his prerogative, but did so provocatively,
partly as a result of his limited self-confidence. He was unwilling to negotiate
and the nature of his court increasingly hampered dialogue with the Political
Nation, ultimately leading to the undermining of his authority.




CHAPTER 2 | James |and Charles I character, court and favourites

 Privy Council: the king’s selected

advisers who met in private to shape

_the r‘ﬁqinarch’s wishes into policy and
oversee their implementation

ow James.,l’s and Charles I's characters shaped their
‘monarchies and styles of rule

Bedchamber: the h'oriarc‘h's private

3 In the personal monarchy of the Stuart Age, the royal court was the centre of power : 1:?5:;:;2?:; 55;:?::2;5
and the physical manifestation of the character and kingship of the monarch. It who Waited upon the viorath in
] was not tied to a specific place: it was wherever the monarch was. The court was " theih i their duties included
: divided into the public outer chambers and the inner lodgings (o; bgdchamber), i i}idm': i m a.n'io’néh'i A't'd 7;
! where the monarch enjoyed some privacy and to which access was strictly : fh'é' o gr'ch- I: h Sitia f‘ Age
: controlled. The Privy Council was the monarch’s official body of advisers and T o éﬁe Bédthafﬁﬁegr 'v,vere
yell administrafors. It held considerable power, but the monarch did not have to follow - pbrtant ks ot i End
s its advice. Men with more personal contact with the monaréh were sometimes - ihﬁrsc"ceg‘sg‘fafﬁa‘R;;;’*‘*méan't'theg
- more influential. The Bedchamber was the monarchis private apartments and was ppipiars b lng e
3 :. the centre of the court. The Gentlemen of the Bedchamber were those courtiers c e ik oggr pou:alnue e
] - appointed to wait upon. the monarch in these rooms. As such they had greater faction; competing groups in politics;
its access to the monarch and, therefore, potentially more influence over him. in this case, dissenting groups
th N = : based on personal or family "
d, relationships that solight the .
L et ) I e et TSR favour of the monarch
" R sttt e oo, s s oo drgam, e
; B TR o ~  basedon establishing a network
A Major issues were debated at court, which was often divided into factions tst;UePr: 2;;:2: izrtZ:;thp‘;he
, -~ or groups. The existence of factions was closely linked to the workings of the sgppon ‘cliints’ lowe': down the
: - patronage system that shaped political success. sysigm, Through this support, the
_ The court of James | Clients F.S}_”d gain _advan'ceme.nt,
James I's court exhibited the different aspects of his personality. The court was E;dh;:e B;te:fznc:zlsdebh?shclsi:::;
3~ anopenand h'vely Place that reflected the king’s enjoyment of life. He was to carr ; out tasks appropriate to
' noted for his open, physical interaction with his courtiers. At its extreme, the their place and cbnnecﬁsns The
i 4’ courtwas, and has been, criticised as drunken, _imn_mpral and debauched. Yet olitical aim of all was to buil g
: ¢ James’ intellectual interests were also emphasised at his court, particularly in P d K of .
— S his patronage of Shakespeare. . o s anetwork o connections
s e s, . to move as close to the king as
%) W One source of tension at James’ court was the early dominance of the ibl _
.. Bedchamber by Scots. Although the English elite held the major state offices, .. p055|e ...........................................
. - they were concerned about the influence the Scots could wield through their Catholicism: the faith of the Christian
..~ access to James. The first Englishman that James appointed to the Bedchamber Church headed by the Pope; in
-__'.: * Was George Villiers, the Duke of Buckingham, in 1615, and this created a new the eyes of many English at the
3 - source of tension, ‘ time, Catholicism was linked with
y 'ifl ' absolutism, and the threat of both
he & - The court of Charles | was symbolised by the power of
- - Charles I regarded his court as a microcosm, or miniature version, of his Spain and France :

state - a model for what could be achieved in the country.

| EXTRACT 4 I CROSS-REFERENCE

Charles’s persistent effort to impose order on his own court reveals much See the Key Prqfilein Chapter 2,
about his mentality. He wanted to get things under control, arrange them page 15 for more information about
his way. Charles subjected himself to rigid self-control. However, Charles the Duke of Buckingham.

was not just a controlled personality; he was a controlling personality. He
‘endeavoured to impose his will on others as he had on himself, to control the
external world as rigidly as he controlled his inner world.

To read more about the tension
created by Buckingham, see
Chapter 6, pages 53—-54.

Charles | by Michael B. Young (Macmillan, 1997)

-




CROSS-REFERENCE _

See Chapters 4 and 7 for a detailed
- considerations of religious
differences in this period, including
Eétholi_cism, Puritanismand the =
development of Arminianism.

Fig.1 Henrietta Maria

court maéque: atype of dramatic
entertainment popular ar'nodg
the English nobility during the
sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries that included dancing
and acting by masked players; the
main performers were normally
professionals, but amateurs,
including Charles | and his cbuniers,
sometimes took on silent roles

SECTION 1 | Monarchs and parliaments 1603-29

The strict order that Charles imposed on his court, and the fact that it included 3§
only his supporters, made it seem isolated from the rest of the country, offering :
those outside it no point of contact in the political process. The court also
seemed to be dominated by Catholics and Arminians. This caused even greater
political damage because Catholicism at this time was strongly linked with
absolutism, as seen in Spain and France, and the Political Nation was uneasy

about having a monarch who could rule freely without regard for their concerns. 3

Charles I: Patron of the arts

One of the main forms of entertainment in Charles I's court was the court
masque, an elaborately costumed fantasy play that included dancing. Both
Charles and his Catholic wife Henrietta Maria took parts in the court
masques.

. Fig.2 Title page to a vindication of the Divine
Right of King Charles 1, 1640

The usual theme of the court masques was of disorder in the land which,

at the appearance of the king and queen, was transformed into order. In
general the masque at Charles’ court was a reflection of the role the king felt
he was fulfilling in bringing order to the country. As the art historian Roy C.
Strong has argued, Charles ‘made every Stuart court masque a vehicle for an
exposition of the political theory of the Divine Right of Kings.

There was some direct opposition to the imagery of the court masques. 3
William Prynne produced the pamphlet Histrio-mastix (Actor’s Tragedy) in
1633. As-a Puritan, Prynne viewed women performing in plays as sinful,
and the index entry in Histrio-mastix of ‘women actors, notorious whores’
was seen as an attack on the queen’s role in the masques. In addition,

Puritans frowned upon ceremonies of any sort, including masques, because JE=
they associated them with Catholicism. &




CHAPTER 2 | James I and Charles I: character, court and favourites

"Alongsxde the masques, Charles’ extensive art collection, which he had
mbled at enormous cost, and the productxon of images of the kmg by the
st Anthony Van Dyck created the i impression to out51ders that Charles I
ned to be an absoluhst Cathohc monarch :

pa tlng, it can be assumed that Charles i exercrsed more control than most ) ,
patrons over the rmages that finally emerged. Perhaps more than any ofthe
- texts produced inthe 16305 theg capture the essence of how he lrked to

SSTUDYTIP -

When faced with this tgpe ofquestron
remember that you should focus on
ia ctrvmes that took place there Explarn whg gou agree or dlsagree wrth the question requirements and not

- . : ' { just describe what happened at court.
You need to look back at the function
of the court during both reigns. Make
a list of ways in which it provided for
entertainments and social activities
and a'list of other functions. Decide
whether the former was its only -
important role or whether you feel its
other functions were equally or even
more importanit. Decide what you will
argue and present a balanced case
with an apt conclusion.

K1 LUl AL LR S

Van DycK's Presentation of Charles |

il

CKEYAERM - .
Puritanism: aradical formof

Protestantism; Puritans saw
themselves as the ‘godly’ ones:
they sought a further reformation
of the Church of England to remove
the remnants of Catholicism that
remained after the Reformation

CRDSS REFERENCE _

It For more on Henrietta Maria and

= how Charles | came to marry her,
see the Key Profile on page 34 in
Chapter 4.

€s.

)in

d,

o5’

Fig.3  Charles | on horseback, by Anthoriy Van Dyck
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ACTIVITY

Research some other portraits of
Charles | and write a few sentences
i on how he wanted to be portrayed.

U L U
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Fig.4 Charles I at the Hunt (or Le Roi & Ib.chasse], pain-t.ed by Anthnng Van Dgck in
around 1635 . E

e 4

Studg theplctures A i
' 1. What image ( ofhlmselfls Charles trglngto present in Flgs 3 and 47 Consider
- the followirig: I LT : 3k

“hailes’ stance ' o o =N

J Charles gaze :
o objects in the picture
. the background
2. What are the uses and hmnatlons of ponrans as sources foran historian?

Construct a chamo show the dlfferences and SImlharmes between &he couns,
personalmes and |nterests ofJames land Charles I:

favourite: a courtier who became "i
especially close to the monarch . ] 35
and thereby gained enormous The favourites of James | and Charles | g
political influence; access to the James I became increasingly close to a range of male courtiers during his .- j
monarch at court meant power reigns in Scotland and England. Any courtier who became particularly close to &  ?

a monarch was seen as a favourite. E i




CHAPTER 2 | James | and Charles I character, court ang favourites

James T's open affection for a range of male courtiers was a source of tension
at his court. Three men were among his most notable favou:jte's': N

Robert Carr, Earl of Somerset -
CUS-REFERECE _ b,
See Chapters 5:and  fomiora.
_on the political tensions created

e C—
by Buckingham, as wel| as his

Charles was the Duke of Buckingham. | involvement iy foreign policies.

el

George Villiers, Duke of Buckin

Buckingham came to Prominence in 1616

because James I Jiked him. From 1620 he

became closer to James’ son, the then Prince

Charles. In 1623, the prince and Buckingham

travelled together to Madrid in an attempt

to secure a marriage between Charles and

the Spanish princess, Maria. This experience

Seems to have bound them closer, and when

| ¥  rmescieds 1625, Buckingham became
One of the new king Charles [s favourites, As
Lord High Admira], Buckingham showed
himselfto be an effective administrator, but
he was also seen as Tesponsible for fore;
Policy failures, Buckingham was defended S
by Charles I when he was attacked by Fig.5 " George Villiers, First Duke of
‘Parliament, but in 1628 Buckingham was Buckingham (1592-162g)
assassinated by a disgruntled soldjer.

gham (1592-1628)




¥y

SECTION 1 | Monarchs and parliaments 1603-29

To answerihis questioh you should
refresh your memory on how ’
government operated by looking
back to Chapter 1 and re-reading

this chapter, too. Decide whether

you think a monarch's personality
affected government at this time and
if so, which aspects of government.
Make your view clear in your
introduction — referring specifically to
the first two Stuart monarchs — and
argue a case that shows the ways in
which personality made a difference
and the ways in which it did not.

Summary
In a time of personal monarchy, a monarch’s personality was clearly going
be the most important factor in shaping the period in which they ruled. Th
differences in the way Charles and James’ courts functioned was a reflection
of their different personalities. While in the period 1618-29 both James &
and Charles had to deal with the same interrelated issues of foreign policy, &
finance, religion and parliament, their differing responses were rooted in théj
personalities and their differing interaction with the Political Nation. What
they shared, more than anything else, was a reliance on Buckingham, but thig
itself was another source of tension. E

[@ PRACTICE DUESTION SEE
The personalities of Charles | and James | made little difference to the way
government operated in the early seventeenth century.’ Assess the validity
of this view. :




