
[image: cover]



 



 

Mary of Guise in Scotland



To my parents and sisters



 

Mary of Guise in Scotland,
1548–1560

A Political Career

Pamela E. Ritchie

 



 



 



 

[image: image]




 

 

This eBook was published in Great Britain in 2021 by John Donald,
an imprint of Birlinn Ltd

 

Birlinn Ltd

West Newington House

10 Newington Road

Edinburgh

EH9 1QS

 

First published in Great Britain in 2002 by Tuckwell Press

 

Copyright © Pamela E. Ritchie, 2002

 

eBook ISBN 978 1 78885 487 0

 

The right of Pamela E. Ritchie to be identified as the author of this book has been asserted by her in accordance with the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988.

 

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored, or transmitted in any form, or by any means, electronic, mechanical or photocopying, recording or otherwise, without the express written permission of the publisher.

 

The publishers gratefully acknowledge the support of the Strathmartine Trust towards the publication of this book

[image: image]

 

British Library Cataloguing-in-Publication Data

A catalogue record for this book is available on request from the British Library.



Acknowledgements

The origin of this book was a doctoral thesis undertaken at the University of St. Andrews. My acknowledgments then are still applicable today, but I would like to thank those whose help contributed specifically to the completion of this project.

First on the list is Dr. Roger Mason. As a scholar, he continues to be the font of all knowledge (or so he tells me) and a source of inspiration. The time he has invested in me and this book went far beyond the call of duty for an ex-supervisor – and for that I will always be indebted to him. His advice, support and criticism, all of which he gave in abundance, were greatly appreciated and any faults in this book are more than likely because I chose not to listen to him.

The same also applies to Dr. Jane Dawson at the University of Edinburgh. She, too, exceeded her duties as an external examiner. Her patience and understanding were endless, especially during our many phone conversations in which she encouraged me to look at things a little differently and to think through my ideas a little more carefully. Her comments, together with those of Professor John Guy, helped me immeasurably and I can only thank them again for their continued interest and support.

I would also like to thank Thomas Brochard for his French translations, and for the friendship of Jenny Roth, Janet Deatheridge and Pam Cranston, who were always there to keep me full of spirit in more ways than one. But special mention must go to Dr Roland Tanner. He has been a mainstay of support and encouragement over the years, and his very presence helped ease the pain of writing both a thesis and a book. I can only apologise for the number of times his share of the pain seemed greater than mine. Although I hold him in the highest regard as a historian, it is as a friend that I offer him my deepest and sincerest affections.

Finally, acknowledgement must go to my aunt and uncles, Elizabeth and Graeme Ritchie, Robert Mitchell and Ronald Mitchell, who sadly passed away before this book was completed. I can only thank them again for their hospitality and generosity. But it is to my family in Canada that I owe my greatest debt of gratitude. Without the financial and emotional support of my parents, Robert and Doreen, and my sisters, Fiona and Alison, none of this would have been possible. Although words cannot begin to express how truly thankful I am for all they have done, I hope a simple dedication will go some way in conveying my love and affection.



List of Abbreviations

All dates are in New Style and, apart from those listed below, all abbreviations and contractions in the text have been taken from ‘List of Abbreviated Titles of the Printed Sources of Scottish History to 1560’, Scottish Historical Review, supplement (October 1963), pp.vi–xxix.



	Adv.MSS
	Advocates’ Manuscripts



	AÉ
	Archives de Ministère des Affairs Étrangères, Paris



	APC
	
Acts of the Privy Council of England, ed. J.R. Dasent et al, New Series, 46 vols. (London, 1890–1964)



	BL
	British Library, London.



	BN
	Bibliothèque Nationale, Paris



	Ch.
	Charter



	Cor. Pol.
	Correspondence Politique



	CSP Foreign
	
Calendar of State Papers, Foreign Series, eds. W.B. Turnball and J. Stevenson et al (London, 1861–1950)



	CSP Ireland
	
Calendar of State Papers relating to Ireland of the reigns of Henry III, Edward VI, Mary, and Elizabeth, 1509–1573, ed. H.C. Hamilton (London, 1860)



	CSP Rome
	
Calendar of State Papers, relating to English Affairs preserved principally at Rome in the Vatican Archives and Library, ed. J.M. Rigg (London, 1916)



	CSP Spain
	
Calendar of Letters, Despatches and State Papers, relating to the negotiations between England and Spain, ed. J.M. Thomson et al (London, 1862–1954)



	CSP Venice
	
Calendar of State Papers and Manuscripts, relating to English affairs, existing in the Archives and Collections of Venice, ed. R. Brown et al (London, 1867–97)



	
DNB

	
Dictionary of National Biography, ed. L. Stephen et al (London, 1885–1903)



	E
	Exchequer



	EHR
	English Historical Review



	Fo(s)
	folio(s)



	GD
	Gift and Deposit



	LPL
	Lambeth Palace Library, London



	L & P of Henry VIII
	
Letters and Papers, Foreign and Domestic, of the reign of Henry VIII, ed. J.S. Brewer et al (London, 1862–1932)



	MS(S)
	Manuscript(s)



	NAS
	National Archives of Scotland, Edinburgh



	NLS
	National Library of Scotland, Edinburgh



	Papal Negotiations
	
Papal Negotiations with Mary Queen of Scots during her reign in Scotland, 1561–1567, ed. J.H. Pollen (Scottish History Society, Edinburgh, 1901)



	PRO
	Public Record Office, London



	SP
	State Papers



	Statutes of the Realm
	
The Statutes of the Realm, ed. A. Luders et al (London, 1810–28)






Glossary

Assythment: compensation for loss or injury by payment; reparation, indemnification.

Barratry: the purchase or sale of an ecclesiastical preferment; the crime by an ecclesiastic of the corrupt purchase of benefices.

Bonds (or Bands) of Manrent and Maintenance: contracts promising loyalty, support, protection and service for life or in perpetuity.

Casualty: an incidental item of income or revenue, for example that due from a tenant or vassal in certain contingencies.

Entry: the establishment of an heir as a new vassal with his superior, thereby making his ownership effective.

Escheat: property, possessions or goods taken by foreiture or confiscation – especially falling to the crown; the forteiture of a person’s property.

Horn: to outlaw. Literally, the wind instrument used to proclaim one an outlaw. When the king’s messenger gave three blasts of the horn, one was officially put to the horn or declared an outlaw.

In Commendam: a benefice given in charge to a cleric or layman to hold until a proper incumbent was provided for it, or bestowed upon a layman or secular ecclesiastic with enjoyment of revenues for life – especially used of a benefice which a bishop or other digniatry was permitted to hold along with his own preferment.

Infeftment: the action or fact of investing with heritable property – the evidence for which is contained in an instrument of sasine.

Justice Ayre: a circuit court held by itinerant judges or officers.

Non-entry: the failure of the heir of a decceased vassal to renew investiture and the feudal casualty due to the immediate superior upon such failure.

Percept: an instrument granting possession of something or conferring a privilege.

Precept of Sasine: an instrument by which the legal ownership of land is transferred.

Propine: gift, tribute.

Sasine: the act of giving possession of feudal property; an instrument proving possession of feudal property.

Stent: an (annual) assessment of the value of property (especially land) for taxation purposes; the amount so fixed paid in tax.
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Introduction

On 21 October 1559 the Reformation Rebellion ceased to be a Protestant revolt against Catholicism that was exclusively concerned, at least publicly, with the establishment of the reformed kirk in Scotland. The Lords of the Congregation’s ‘Act of Suspension’ added a nationalist dimension to their rebellion that was now directed specifically against the Queen Regent, Mary of Guise, and the establishment of French power in Scotland.1 In their act attempting to depose Mary of Guise from the regency, the Lords of the Congregation charged the Queen Regent with the ‘interprysed destructioun of thair said commoun-weall, and overthrow of the libertie of thair native cuntree’.2 She had revealed her true intentions by such acts as building and fortifying strongholds, appointing Frenchmen to key offices of state and, most obviously, by bringing in French troops in August and September 1559. The fact that these troops had arrived in Scotland with their wives and children so soon after Mary, Queen of Scots’ husband, François, had succeeded Henri II to become the King of France, was used by the Congregation to infer that Scotland’s future as an independent kingdom would be short-lived in the union of the French and Scottish crowns. Such ‘enormities’ clearly showed that Mary of Guise’s true political objective was the ‘manifest conqueast of our native rowmes and countree to suppress the commoun-weall, and libertie of our native countree, [and] to mak us and our posteritie slaves to strangearis for ever’.3

Rhetoric such as this typified the propaganda disseminated by the Lords of the Congregation during the Reformation Rebellion.4 Its emphasis on conquest and French domination was designed to play on the xenophobia of the Scots and establish the Congregation as a party of patriots, being the ‘borne Counsallouris’ of the realm and the ‘sworne protectouris and defendaris’ of the commonweal.5 By identifying themselves with freedom, liberty and patriotism, the Congregation not only hoped to secure widespread political support for their ‘religious’ rebellion, but also, and more importantly, the public and military support of Elizabeth I.

Although it is widely recognised by historians that the Lords of the Congregation engaged in a war of words against Mary of Guise, very little has been done to explore the extent to which their propaganda bore any relation to the facts. The reason for this is symptomatic of a larger problem – neither Mary of Guise nor her political career in Scotland has been the subject of in-depth study or historical analysis. Only two works have been completely devoted to Mary of Guise. Rosalind Marshall’s biography6 is a readable but overly romanticised literary work, while Marianne McKerlie’s7 study is not only dated but devoid of any sophisticated analysis. Any attention Mary of Guise does receive in modern scholarship tends to be in relation to her family in France, Les Guise,8 her daughter, Mary, Queen of Scots9 or the Scottish Reformation,10 and is conventionally used to establish the context of, and pretext for, the Reformation Rebellion of 1559–60. As a result, her political career in Scotland from 1548 to 1560 has been the victim of selective examination and gross misunderstanding.

The tendency of historians, such as Gordon Donaldson, to read history backwards and examine Mary of Guise’s régime within a religious framework has been a convenient way to justify the Lords of the Congregation’s rebellion and to account for their ostensible victory. This is largely because modern scholarship is still heavily reliant on partisan sources such as the English State Papers and, in particular, John Knox’s version of events contained within his History of the Reformation in Scotland. Consequently, the negative imagery surrounding Mary of Guise and her regency has, on the whole, been reinforced and perpetuated over time. While Jenny Wormald and Michael Lynch have gone some way to free Guise of her historiographical stereotype as the defender of Catholicism whose political career climaxed with the Reformation Rebellion,11 Donaldson’s assessment still remains largely unchallenged.12

By reading history forwards from the perspective of Mary of Guise herself, however, an entirely new picture develops. A reassessment of the sources traditionally used for this period of Scottish history clearly shows that her political career in Scotland after 1548 must be examined within the wider context of European dynastic politics and, specifically, within the context of the Franco-Scottish alliance of 1548–60. This book, therefore, has expanded the source base to include French and English archival material, largely in the form of diplomatic and state papers held in the French Archives de Ministère des Affaires Étrangères, the English Public Record Office and various manuscript collections in the British library.13 These sources reveal that the conventional religious interpretation of Mary of Guise’s régime is largely overblown. Dynasticism, not Catholicism, was the overriding characteristic of her political career in Scotland. Mary of Guise emerges as an extremely shrewd and effective politique whose own dynastic interests and those of her daughter took precedence over her personal and religious convictions. It also becomes clear that, contrary to the assertions of the Lords of the Congregation, Mary of Guise was not solely responsible for the establishment of French power in Scotland. Rather, this process began in 1548 with the signing of the treaty of Haddington and came as a direct result of Henri II’s protectorate of Scotland. More importantly, it was a process that was sanctioned and endorsed by the Scottish political élite itself.

This book, therefore, is the first full-scale study of Mary of Guise’s political career in Scotland from 1548 to 1560. As such, it is not simply a book about Scotland and its politics during the 1550s, but one that takes an innovative look at the exceedingly important role Scotland played in European politics. While this study does not claim to be definitive or exhaustive, it does examine some fundamental points that modern scholarship has failed to consider. First and foremost is the nature of the Franco-Scottish alliance during the minority of Mary, Queen of Scots. The treaty of Haddington provided for the dynastic union of the French and Scottish crowns with the betrothal of Mary Stewart and François Valois and, more importantly, laid the foundations for a Franco-British empire. Mary Stewart’s Catholic claim to the English throne, strengthened by Henry VIII’s break with Rome and the repeated failure of Tudor monarchs to secure the line of succession by producing heirs to the throne, made it a very real possibility that she alone could unite the crowns of Scotland, England and Ireland under one Catholic crown. Marriage to the Scottish Queen, therefore, came with the prospect of controlling the entire British Isles and it was this imperial opportunity, which Mary Stewart’s dynastic position provided Henri II through marriage to his son, that was the prime motivating factor behind his Scottish policy as a whole.

The possible realisation of Valois notions of a Franco-British empire was not the only advantage the treaty of Haddington afforded Henri. On a more immediate and practical level, it created a protectoral relationship between the ‘auld allies’. Henri became the ‘Protector’ of Scotland, and Scotland a ‘protectorate’ of France, and it was this relationship that justified and facilitated the establishment of French power in Scotland prior to the union of the crowns in 1558. Specifically, Henri’s protection of Scotland and its queen enabled him to maintain a permanent military foothold in a kingdom that served as the backdoor to England, assume control over Scottish diplomacy and direct its foreign policy. But it was his control of the Scottish government through his appointment of Mary of Guise to the regency that was the final and, arguably, most important part of the process establishing French power in Scotland.

Mary of Guise’s ascent to power was in no way certain after Mary Stewart left Scotland to become an absentee monarch in 1548. Indeed, it was commonly presumed that Guise would accompany her daughter to France now that the young Queen of Scots’ future seemed so secure. Guise, though, was committed to seeing the Anglo-Scottish conflict brought to an end, and only when peace had been formally contracted in the treaty of Boulogne in 1550 did she feel the time was right to return to her native France for good.

Mary of Guise’s celebrated trip to France in 1550–1 is one of the most misunderstood periods of her political career. Questions surrounding the real reason why she went to France and, more importantly, the reason why she returned to Scotland in 1551 have never been fully or adequately explored. The answers to these questions are found in the future government of Scotland. In 1548, and in return for a French pension, the Duchy of Châtelherault and a host of other financial inducements, the Earl of Arran agreed to resign as regent at the end of Mary, Queen of Scots’ minority. But because Mary was an absentee monarch living in France, a regent was still required in Scotland during her majority. The big question was who? It should not be automatically presumed that Mary of Guise wanted the job or was even at the top of the list to succeed Arran as regent. Everyone expected Mary of Guise to stay in France. Why would she even want to return to Scotland when her children, her family and a life of luxury were all waiting for her at home? The main reason why Mary of Guise returned to Scotland was because the Scots wanted her to. Those who had travelled with her to celebrate Henri’s triumphant entry into Rouen were adamantly opposed to the idea of a French gentleman acting as a viceroy and they wanted Mary of Guise to return for the ‘executioun of justice and [the] ordouring of the cuntre’.14 Yet, while the Scots may have had a say in who they wanted to govern during Mary, Queen of Scots’ minority, the decision ultimately lay with Henri as the ‘Protector’ of Scotland. As soon as Mary entered into her twelfth year in December 1553, Henri informed Arran (now the Due de Châtelherault) that his tenure as regent was over and that his successor would be the Queen Dowager.15 The establishment of French power was completed on 12 April 1554 when Mary of Guise officially became the Queen Regent of Scotland.

Mary of Guise’s regency was dominated by international considerations and this book is the first study to place her régime within the wider context of Euro-British dynastic politics. The Anglo-Imperial dynastic alliance that was forged with Mary Tudor’s marriage to Philip of Spain brought the Habsburg-Valois conflict to the Anglo-Scottish Border and Guise’s administration was, consequently, overwhelmingly concerned with matters of defence and national security. The Tudor-Habsburg threat also highlighted the need for domestic stability and, in particular, law and order. While this was particularly true of the Borders and Highlands, the general aims of Guise’s policy were to effect a strong, yet personal monarchy throughout all of Scotland. To do this, Guise implemented traditional Stewart policies dating back to 1424 that aimed to reassert royal power and advance the interests of the crown at the expense of local jurisdictions. In attacking the vested regional interests of the nobility and local magnates, these policies were very ambitious and extremely difficult to enforce – even for a Stewart king. But this task was even harder for Mary of Guise. Not only did she run the risk of criticism simply on the grounds of her gender and nationality, but also because she was a regent with extraordinary vice-regal powers whose term of office was for an unlimited period of time. What was acceptable for a sovereign was less acceptable for a regent – especially for one who was trying to act like an adult Stewart monarch. A few feathers were bound to be ruffled amongst the ruling élite. Their activities had gone virtually unchecked by central government since the death of James V in 1542 and Mary of Guise did meet with some opposition. Parliament rejected her tax reassessment scheme in 1556, which would have provided emergency funds for her defensive policies, and throughout much of 1557 Mary of Guise was consciously estranged from her subjects. But given the number of criticisms that could have been levied against her, the opposition she did encounter was surprisingly muted and was motivated by noble self-interest rather than as an attempt to prevent the ‘conquest’ of Scotland by France.

For many members of the Scottish political community, though, the international situation ultimately highlighted the need for Mary, Queen of Scots’ marriage. The Scots were increasingly reluctant to finance the Queen Regent’s defensive policies simply on account of Henri’s foreign policy or, for that matter, on the strength of a protectoral alliance. England’s declaration of war against France and entry into the Habsburg-Valois conflict in June 1557 was the catalyst that resulted in the marriage of Mary, Queen of Scots to the Dauphin of France in April 1558. The Franco-Scottish dynastic alliance marked the fulfilment of Mary of Guise’s dynastic policies, while the Three Estates’ consent to grant the crown matrimonial to the Dauphin brought Henri one step closer to realising his imperial ambitions. The death of Mary Tudor in November 1558 and the dubious legality of the accession of her Protestant half-sister, Elizabeth, saw the launch of a vigorous campaign on the part of the French King to advance the Catholic claim of Mary Stewart to the English throne, which by virtue of the crown matrimonial was also that of her husband, François.

Finally, this book reassesses Mary of Guise’s religious policy and refines the traditional view that Guise needed to conciliate her Protestant subjects in order to achieve her dynastic objectives.16 This interpretation, while not entirely inaccurate, is nevertheless limited in scope and, therefore, misleading. It implies, erroneously, that all Protestants were diametrically opposed to the Valois-Stewart marriage and fails to take into consideration the other political, social and economic factors that determined attitudes to the Franco-Scottish dynastic alliance. Mary of Guise’s policy of conciliation was not aimed exclusively at those with reforming sympathies, but at the Scottish political élite as a whole. During the period 1548–51, for example, French patronage was distributed by Guise to Scots of all religious and political persuasions, and during her regency Protestants enjoyed key offices of state alongside their Catholic peers.

Examining Mary of Guise’s political career within a religious framework also places undue emphasis on the importance of the reform movement in shaping Guise’s policies. Religion was not a predominant concern for Mary of Guise and it took a back seat to the more pressing concerns of securing her daughter’s marriage to the Dauphin, defence and national security. This is not to say, however, that she was oblivious to the fact that the Church was in need of internal reform or that the reform movement had amongst its ranks some very powerful and influential members of the nobility.17 She was a shrewd politician who knew that the alienation of certain sectors of the political community would lead to unnecessary disaffection and dissension. By nature, she was also neither a Catholic zealot nor an advocate of religious persecution, and so it was very much in keeping with her character to assume a tolerant position towards the reform movement and its adherents. This inclusive and accommodating position assured her Protestant subjects that they would not be excluded or marginalised on account of their faith and that the reform movement was not necessarily incompatible with her dynastic policies. Because of this, leading Protestants like the Earl of Argyll, Lord James Stewart and John, Erskine of Dun, were extensively involved in every aspect of Mary, Queen of Scots’ marriage to the Dauphin and the union of the French and Scottish Catholic crowns.

But Mary of Guise was also a pragmatic politique who was not above altering her religious policy if international considerations made such a change necessary for the protection and/or advancement of her dynastic interests. This was certainly the case in 1558–9, when the dubious legality of Elizabeth Tudor’s accession forced Guise to issue a religious proclamation ordering the return of all Scots to the ancient faith in order to increase Mary Stewart’s chances of being recognised as the true and legitimate Queen of England. The fact that this alteration of policy came just months after the Three Estates had ratified Mary, Queen of Scots’ marriage contract and granted the crown matrimonial to the Dauphin has reinforced the view that Mary of Guise’s policy of religious toleration was always intended to be a short-term measure, dependent on the successful completion of her dynastic policies.

It was because of Mary of Guise’s politique position in matters of religion and the support Scotland’s reformers gave to the Franco-Scottish dynastic alliance that the Queen Regent viewed the professed motives of the Congregation’s rebellion in 1559–60 with such great suspicion. This book outlines the course of events up to and including the outbreak of the Reformation Rebellion and, for the first time, charts the various reactions and responses of the French and Scottish governments to the civil unrest in Scotland. For her part, Mary of Guise consistently maintained that the Congregation’s rebellion was not a revolt of conscience, but a rebellion against established authority. Throughout 1559 Guise’s suspicions were gradually confirmed by the Congregation’s actions – most notably, the defection of Châtelherault to assume the nominal leadership of the Congregation with his son, James, 3rd earl of Arran, and their subsequent ‘Act of Suspension’ deposing Mary of Guise from the regency. While the Queen Regent had the ideological, constitutional and legal edge over the Congregation throughout most of 1559, the formal intervention of England in the conflict in 1560 and, more decisively, the failure of France to respond to this intervention with adequate military reinforcements, irrevocably weakened the foundations of Mary of Guise’s administration. Only with her death in June 1560 would its collapse be complete.
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1

Something about Mary: the Treaty of Haddington and the Founding of a Franco-British Empire

Like her daughter, Mary of Guise’s importance in sixteenth-century Europe lay not so much in what she did as in who she was. In her forty-five years, she was no less than a Duchess, a Queen Consort, a Regent and, most famously of all perhaps, a Queen Mother. Yet none of these public personae accurately captures the essence of Mary of Guise or, for that matter, identifies the driving force behind her actions. In a life of ever-changing roles and circumstances, the only constant in Mary’s life was the fact that, above all else, she was a Guise. Born on 20 November 1515 to Claude de Guise and Antoinette de Bourbon, Mary was the eldest child of the first generation of the House of Guise, a scion of the princely House of Lorraine and, arguably, the most powerful dynasty in sixteenth-century France.1 This prestigious lineage not only served as the foundation for Mary of Guise’s own dynastic importance, but also as the motive for her family’s overriding dynastic ambition and for her career in Scotland as a dynastic politique.

Dynasticism was central to the prestige of Les Guise in France and throughout Europe as a whole. The Princes of Lorraine, an independent duchy on the Franco-Imperial border, boasted Charlemagne and the Carolingian Kings of France as ancestors. The arms of a host of royal houses also bore the heraldic insignia of Lorraine. Those of Hungary, Naples, Jerusalem, Aragon, Anjou, Gueldres, Flanders and Bar were all represented, while the Princes themselves preferred to be styled as the ‘Kings of Sicily’. When Mary’s grandfather, René II of Lorraine, stipulated that his second son, Claude, become a naturalised Frenchman in 1506, the prestige of the newly created House of Guise was virtually instantaneous.2 Claude took possession of Lorraine’s extensive landholdings in France, including Guise, Aumale, Mayenne, Joinville, Elboeuf and Harcourt and, aided by his family’s notoriety on the battlefield and reputation as exceptional ecclesiastics and statesmen, soon became a prestigious and powerful member of the French Court – despite the status of Les Guise as foreigners.3 For Mary of Guise, this prestige secured her a marriage, firstly, to Louis d’Orléans, duc de Longueville, and, secondly, to James V of Scotland. The significance of these marriages lay not only in their obvious stature, but also in the fact that, having been originally destined for a cloistered life, Mary’s religious convictions were to take a back seat to Guise dynastic ambition.

Up until the age of fourteen, Mary received an intense Christian education from her exceptionally devout paternal grandmother, Philippa de Gueldres.4 Following the death of her husband René II in 1508, Philippa was drawn into a life of holy simplicity. She entered the Convent of Pont-au-Mousson on 15 December 1519 and, despite objections from her family and a papal dispensation excusing her from all forms of austerity on account of her noble standing, lived as a Poor Clare for twenty-seven years.5 Under the tutelage of her grandmother, Mary became fully immersed in the ascetic life of a Poor Clare. She was expected to attend all religious ceremonies and partake in more menial tasks such as cooking, cleaning and gardening. Although it is not known when Mary entered the Convent to begin her education, her experience at Pont-au-Mousson during her formative years must have had a profound influence on her personal faith. But it is impossible to determine the extent of these convictions based solely on her religious policy in Scotland. Throughout her regency, Mary would display extraordinary tolerance towards the reform movement and her Protestant subjects.

Mary’s life as a Poor Clare, however, was brought to an abrupt end when her uncle, Antoine I, decided that she was better suited to a life at Court The Duc de Lorraine’s decision to withdraw his niece from the Convent at Pont-au-Mousson set an important precedent for Mary’s future political career in Scotland. Although their father had established Les Guise as the protectors of Catholicism by suppressing the Lutheran-inspired peasant revolts in Lorraine,6 this was a role that Mary and her brothers, François (the future Duc de Guise) and Charles (the future Cardinal de Lorraine), were ultimately willing to forego when it came to the defence and advancement of their dynastic interests.7

Mary made the transition from cloister to court with great ease. She had been graced with intelligence, wit and an abundance of natural charm which, together with her prestigious lineage, made her an extremely popular figure at the French Court. François I was so taken with her that he took a direct hand in instigating and arranging Mary’s first marriage to the hereditary Grand Chamberlain of France, Louis, duc de Longueville.8 The marriage was the event of the season, and the entire French Court flocked to the Royal Palace of the Louvre to witness the ceremony on 4 August 1534. Although shortlived, the marriage was happy and fruitful. Louis and Mary had two sons together: François, born at Amiens on 30 October 1535, and Louis, at Châteaudun on 4 August 1537.9 While pregnant with her second son, though, Mary would suffer the first of many tragic deaths that marred her personal happiness – that of her husband on 9 June 1537.10 Mary’s sorrow was compounded shortly thereafter by the death of her son, Louis, who died within his first year of infancy.

François I wasted no time in playing matchmaker again with Mary. Even in widowhood Mary was a young, wealthy and extremely attractive marital prospect.11 This time the proposed match was with the French King’s also recently widowed son-in-law, James V, who was in the market for a new French bride following the death of François’ eldest daughter, Madeleine.12 Needless to say, the Dowager Duchess of Longueville found the Queenship of Scotland a less than appealing prospect Marriage to the King of Scots would mean separation from her family and son, François, who would be obliged to remain behind as the new Duc de Longueville and Grand Chamberlain, as well as abandoning a life of luxury in her beloved France. The only other prospect in the offing, however, was even less appealing. Mary had no intention of becoming Henry VIII’s next ‘victim’, rebuffing his marital overtures by claiming that her neck was far too small.13 Even so, it took a considerable amount of persuasion from both François and James, who wrote a personal letter pleading for her hand, for Mary to relent and agree to marry the Stewart King.14

The royal marriage was officially contracted and signed before the French Court at Lyon in January 1538, having been negotiated by David Beaton (the future Cardinal and Archbishop of St. Andrews), François I and Mary’s father, Claude.15 The terms of the contract were extremely favourable to both James and Mary. The King of Scots would receive a dowry of 150,000 livres, 70,000 livres of which was generously gifted by François himself.16 For her part, Mary’s portion was equally lucrative. She was gifted Falkland Palace, the castles at Stirling, Dingwall and Threave, the earldoms of Strathearn, Ross, Orkney and Fife, and the lordships of Galloway, Ardmeanach and the Isles. In the event of James’ death with issue, Mary was entitled to a third of her dowry and one half if there was no surviving heir. She was also granted financial immunity for all James’ debts and, in return for waiving any claim to her husband’s possessions, she was allowed to keep all of her own. More importantly, these terms also applied if Mary wished to return to France. She was entitled to take the allocated portion of her dowry, her possessions, and to retain the revenues from her jointures in Scotland.17 Clearly, this treaty was designed to satisfy two main objectives – to augment James’ revenue and to protect the interests of Mary and her family in Scotland.

These terms having been agreed, James V and Mary of Guise were married at the Castle of Châteaudun on 9 May 1538 with Robert, lord Maxwell acting as proxy for the absent Scottish monarch.18 Scotland’s new Queen arrived at St. Andrews in June 1538 and was formally crowned at Holyrood on 22 February 1539.19 The marriage produced three children in quick succession: James, born at St. Andrews on 22 May 1540, Robert, at Stirling on 24 April 1541, and Mary, at Linlithgow on 8 December 1542. One week after their second son was born, however, tragedy dealt the King and Queen a double blow – the deaths of Prince James and Prince Robert within hours of each other. The premature death of James V on 14 December 1542 meant that the only surviving heir to the Scottish throne was his infant daughter, Mary, who became the Queen of Scotland at the tender age of six days old.20

Mary Stewart’s accession to the Scottish throne rendered her a figure of extraordinary dynastic importance in sixteenth-century Europe, leading one historian to describe her aptly as not so much a person as a ‘dynastic entity’.21 But this importance lay not entirely in her Scottish sovereignty and Guisean lineage. Of even greater significance was Mary Stewart’s Catholic claim to the English throne. The dynastic problems caused by Henry VIII’s break from Rome, coupled with the repeated failure of successive Tudor monarchs to secure the line of succession by producing heirs to the throne, meant that Mary Stewart was uniquely placed to unite the kingdoms of Scotland, England and Ireland under one Catholic crown.

In 1503 the marriage of James IV to Margaret Tudor, eldest daughter of Henry VII, established the Stewarts as heirs apparent to the English throne upon the failure of the main Tudor line. During the reign of Mary, Queen of Scots, the Stewart claim to the English succession was particularly strong for two reasons. Firstly, the infecundity of the Tudors gave credence to the contemporary perception of England as a kingdom ruled by an infertile and weak dynasty. This belief was exemplified by the collective failure of Edward VI, Mary I and Elizabeth I to fulfil their fundamental duty as sovereigns by producing heirs to the throne and securing the line of succession. Significant as it was in its own right, the problem of infertility also served to exacerbate a larger problem that undermined the strength of England’s royal house – the controversies surrounding the order of succession as a result of Henry VIII’s break from Rome, assertion of royal supremacy and divorce from Catherine of Aragon. The dynastic and political ramifications of Henry’s ecclesiastical schism not only generated dissent and opposition to the crown within England, but also cast doubt internationally on the legitimacy of the children from his subsequent marriages.

The effect of the Reformation on dynastic and political issues was uncharted territory and destined to become the source of controversy. Yet, irrespective of all the internal turmoil and uncertainty surrounding the succession as a result of Henry VIII’s break from Rome, Mary Stewart’s Catholic claim to the English throne remained intact and increased in strength with every Tudor sovereign who failed to produce an heir.

Mary Stewart’s prestige was further enhanced by her gender. As a female sovereign of extraordinary dynastic importance, Mary was a highly prized marriage prospect as notions of British imperialism could be entertained and potentially realised through marriage to the Scottish Queen. At no time was this more true than during the first eight years of her minority when the Kings of England and France literally fought for her hand, control of her kingdom and, potentially, sovereignty over the British Isles as a whole. During the 1540s two separate treaties contracted her marriage: the collective treaties of Greenwich in 1543 and the treaty of Haddington in 1548. Both laid the foundations for a British empire, respectively Anglocentric and Francocentric in nature, and both depended entirely on the dynastic claims of Mary Stewart.

As an extension of her own dynasticism, Mary of Guise was naturally keen to protect and advance the dynastic interests of her daughter. These interests not only served as the pretext for Guise’s formal entry into factional high politics during Mary’s minority in the 1540s, but also for her official political career in Scotland as Queen Regent from 1554 to 1560. The minority was marked by the traditional struggle for power and factional infighting that accompanied any period of regency government, but these problems were exacerbated by additional conflicts over foreign, dynastic and ecclesiastical policy.

The factions that emerged fell loosely into two categories: those that supported an Anglo-Scottish dynastic alliance and sought the reform of the Church along Protestant lines, and those that favoured an alliance with France and sought to maintain the authority of the Catholic Church in Scotland. As this study is primarily concerned with the élite politics of post-1548 Scotland, this crude summary of the divisions within the political, community during the first five years of Mary Stewart’s minority will suffice to place Mary of Guise firmly in the camp opposed to the pro-reform and pro-English faction.22 This faction was initially led by James Hamilton, 2nd earl of Arran, whom Parliament appointed Governor on 13 March 1543.23 The Three Estates also confirmed Arran’s position as second person in the realm, thereby recognising his place in the Scottish succession as heir presumptive.24

Arran desperately needed this recognition as he was a child of a marriage following a divorce of dubious legality. In 1504 his father, James, 1st Earl of Arran, began divorce proceedings against his first wife, Elizabeth Home, on the grounds that she had already been married. The divorce was pronounced in 1504, but for some unknown reason it was pronounced again in 1510. This mysterious chain of events cast doubt on the validity of the Earl’s second marriage to Janet Beaton in 1516 and, by implication, the legitimacy of their children – including the Governor.25

The man who was most likely to challenge Arran’s legitimacy and claim to the Scottish succession was Matthew Stewart, 4th Earl of Lennox who, like Arran, was a descendant of James II. Lennox’s grandmother, Elizabeth Hamilton, and Arran’s father were the children of Princess Mary, daughter of James II, and her husband, Lord Hamilton. If Arran was found to be illegitimate, Lennox was next in line to become heir presumptive to the Scottish throne.

This dynastic rivalry was the basis of the Hamilton-Lennox feud which, for both parties concerned, dictated their political allegiances on opposite sides of the fence. In 1543, when Arran came out in support of the pro-English, pro-reform faction, Lennox returned from France to support the rival faction led by Cardinal David Beaton. But because Lennox and Arran were both motivated by the advancement and protection of their own, and their family’s, dynastic interests, loyalty to any political or religious cause was precarious at best. Arran could not afford to alienate Cardinal Beaton who, as the Archbishop of St. Andrews, dealt with matters of legitimacy, nor could he ignore the fact that his half-brother, John Hamilton, Commendator of Paisley (the future Archbishop of St. Andrews), had came out in support of Beaton. The pressure exerted by both these men together with Mary of Guise proved too much. In September 1543 Arran capitulated and, having recovered from his ‘godly fit’, became an exponent of the French and Catholic cause. In December 1543 the Three Estates reaffirmed the ‘auld alliance’ with France, and revoked the anti-heresy laws of the March Parliament and its legislation that had provided for the reading of Scripture in the vernacular and the union of the English and Scottish crowns.26

Lennox’s response to Arran’s volte face was predictable – he changed sides and immediately became the champion of the English and reforming cause alongside Archibald Douglas, 6th earl of Angus. Fleeing to England, he consolidated his position by marrying Margaret Douglas, the daughter of Angus and Margaret Tudor, Henry VIII’s sister and relict of James IV, at the Palace of St. James in 1544. Needless to say, this was a very advantageous marriage. He had not only become Henry VIII’s nephew through marriage, but Lennox’s wife stood second only to Mary, Queen of Scots in the English succession should the main Tudor line fail.27 Lennox had managed to place himself in a strong position in both the English and Scottish successions. His actions, though, had officially made him an enemy of the Scottish government under Arran and, in 1545, he was found guilty of treason. As we shall see, this did not prevent Lennox from pursuing his dynastic ambitions in Scotland. His royal connections in England, moreover, ensured that he remained the natural leader of the English cause and made his intrigues in Scotland all the more threatening.

Mary of Guise, conversely, played a leading role in the campaign to promote the interests of France in Scotland. In doing so, she proved to be a shrewd and effective dynastic politician and, more importantly, was seen as such by the Scottish political élite. As early as June 1544, Guise had made such an impact that a Convention at Stirling called on her to supersede Arran as regent.28 Although Arran and the Queen Dowager were reconciled soon after, Guise retained a position of authority as head of a sixteen-strong council set up to ‘advise’ the Governor.29 This episode was an early yet clear indication as to whom the Scottish political élite ultimately deemed most able when it came to governing the realm.30

In the end Mary of Guise was successful in her primary objective of protecting her daughter’s dynastic interests in Scotland. The treaties contracting the marriage of Mary Stewart to Edward Tudor were revoked and, largely on account of England’s extremely harsh Scottish policy, the military invasions known as the ‘rough wooings’, a treaty was then ratified between the ‘auld allies’ at Haddington on 7 July 1548. This treaty not only provided for the future union of the French and Scottish crowns, but as we shall see, also created a Franco-Scottish protectoral alliance which tied Scotland irrevocably to the interests of France.

*    *    *

Notions of Anglo-British imperialism did not originate with Mary, Queen of Scots. England had a long tradition of claiming suzerainty over Scotland, and the extension of English sovereignty to include Scotland had been a political objective of many an English king, most notably Edward I.31 The birth of Mary Stewart merely provided the means through which this imperial vision could be realised dynastically – the peaceful conquest of Scotland through the marriage of Mary, Queen of Scots to Prince Edward Tudor, the future Edward VI. Even the scenario of a Scottish queen regnant marrying the heir to the English throne was not unprecedented. In 1290 the betrothal of Margaret ‘Maid of Norway’ to Edward Plantagenet (the future Edward II) was contracted and ratified in the treaty of Birgham.

However enticing the idea of a united Britain was to the English, the tumultuous history of Anglo-Scottish relations rendered this prospect less attractive to the Scots. Their struggle to maintain and defend the independence of their kingdom from the seemingly incessant threat of English invasion and/or domination over two and half centuries made them acutely sensitive about matters of sovereignty. There were some Scots, such as James Henrisoun, to whom the idea of Britain was appealing, and even providential.32 The wave of reformist ideologies sweeping across sixteenth-century Europe had not failed to reach the shores of Scotland, and Henry VIII’s break from Rome added a Protestant dimension to the already existing geographical, linguistic and cultural arguments in favour of Anglo-Scottish union which culminated in the treaties of Greenwich.33 Yet only months after its ratification, the treaty contracting the marriage of Mary Stewart to Edward Tudor was renounced by the Scottish Parliament.34 The Scots’ reluctance to enter into a dynastic alliance with England raises the question of why they were so eager to enter into a similar, if not more intimate, alliance with France in July 1548. The answer lies in the English response to the Scots’ refusal to recognise the treaties of Greenwich, which had the adverse affect of driving the Scots into the welcoming arms of France and, ultimately, provided for the dynastic union of the French and Scottish crowns.35

The volte face of the Scottish government regarding the treaties of Greenwich sparked a reactionary English policy in Scotland. Initially placatory in nature with the use of ‘assured Scots’, Henry VIII soon changed tactics and, in 1544–5, embarked on an aggressive campaign of ‘rough wooing’ Scotland into recognition of the treaties that contracted his son and heir’s marriage to Mary Stewart36 After his death, Henry’s Scottish policy was continued by Edward Seymour, duke of Somerset and Lord Protector of England during Edward VI’s minority. Believing it to be his ‘godly purpose’ to ‘enjoin the Queen [Mary of Guise] and Council to deliver the young Queen [Mary Stewart] … to be suitably nourished and brought up with her husband, as a Queen of England’, Somerset launched his military campaign against the Scots in August 1547.37 The ideological justification for his invasion and subsequent occupation of Scotland was deeply rooted in terms of Anglo-British imperialism. In his Epistle Exhortatorie to the Scots (1548), for example, Somerset reasoned that ‘as you and wee be annexed and ioyned in one Islande, so no people so like in maner, forme, language, and all condicions … should bee, like as twoo brethren of one Islande of greate Britayn’, and ‘if it wer possible one kyngdome not to be divided in rulers’.38 Recognising that ‘twoo successions cannot concurre and fal into one, by no maner of other meanes, then by mariage, whereby one bloude, one lignage and parentage, is made of twoo, and an indefecible right geuen of bothe to one, without the destruccion and abolishing of either’, Somerset stressed that his military objective in Scotland was not to conquer, but simply to ‘join in marriage from high to low both the realms, to make of one isle one realm in love, amity, concord, peace, and charity’.39 The great majority of the Scots, however, found Somerset’s declarations of love and amity hard to swallow and saw the English occupation as simply one of conquest.

Central to Somerset’s policy was the construction of strategically placed fortresses. The first phase of construction, beginning in September 1547 and lasting until January 1548, resulted in the creation of an English Pale in south-east Scotland.40 The strongholds erected at Eyemouth, Roxburgh, Home, Inchcolm and Broughty, and later at Lauder, Haddington, Dunglass and Inchkeith, enabled the English to attack Scotland from within and led to the great devastation of the surrounding areas. As Marcus Merriman argues, it was Somerset’s military foothold in Scotland and not necessarily the crushing defeat of the Scots at Pinkie Cleugh on 10 September 1547 that ‘convinced the Scottish government of the day that England might successfully conquer the realm’.41 For many, however, the battle of Pinkie, or ‘Black Saturday’ as it was later dubbed, was a decisive event that epitomised England’s aggressive policy and revealed Somerset’s true objective in Scotland.42

The comments of one contemporary observer, Alexander Gordon,43 reveal that Pinkie did little to win favour for the English cause amongst the Scots:

… we be swa cruelly owrthrawin in this matter we will randyr to the Twrk rathyr nor to be onrewangit … thocht the wysdome off Ingland be extremit greitt, thay gane nocht the rycht way to mak unuon off thyr twa realmis. Gyf thay thynk to hawe hartlynes, thay suld traist ws moir tendyrly.44

More importantly, Pinkie was a catalytic event in terms of the renewal of the Franco-Scottish alliance. In September 1547 the French ambassador resident in Scotland, Henri Cleutin, seigneur d’Oisel et Villeparisis, was sent to France with letters and reports from Mary of Guise and the Scottish Council urgently requesting financial and military assistance from Henri II.45 D’Oisel and the King were ‘closeted’ for three days discussing the situation and the possibility of French intervention in Scotland. When d’Oisel returned to Scotland in October, he immediately met with Mary of Guise and Regent Arran to discuss Henri’s response to the Scots’ proposal. Although they were told that the news of Pinkie was the source of ‘great displeasure’ at the French Court, Mary of Guise and the Scottish political élite also knew that sympathy alone would not be enough to secure the formal intervention of France in their conflict with England.46 So, at a Convention at Edinburgh on 16 October 1547, it was decided that a formal appeal be made to the French King for men, money and munition. In return for his help, it was proposed that Henri be granted possession of certain Scottish strongholds and that Mary, Queen of Scots be sent to France ‘thair to be keped, quhill sho shuld be mareid at the Kingis pleasour with the Dophine of France’.47 This offer signalled the complete failure of Somerset’s Scottish policy. Instead of coercing the Scots into recognition of the treaties of Greenwich, the ‘rough wooings’ had had the opposite effect of reducing the Scots to such a state of desperation that they had no choice but to turn to France for help. In doing so, they gave Henri the opportunity to pursue his own dynastic and imperial ambitions within the British Isles.

D’Oisel was off again to France in November to deliver the Scots’ formal appeal for French military intervention and the terms under which it would be given.48 He also carried with him a letter from Arran to Mary of Guise’s brother, the Duc d’Aumale, asking that Henri be reminded of his loyalty and faithful service.49 Arran needed to butter up the King – the purpose of d’Oisel’s journey was also to present the terms of Arran’s personal support for the Franco-Scottish alliance.

Whilst the decision to entrust Henri with the military security of Scotland and her queen may have come easily to the likes of Mary of Guise, whose dynasticism and daughter’s personal safety were directly threatened by the occupying English forces, the Regent of Scotland needed persuading. As the Governor, second person of the realm and heir apparent to the Scottish throne on the failure of the Stewart line, Arran was extremely reluctant to support any alliance that would thwart his own dynastic ambitions and undermine his political position in Scotland. Initially, he had been intent on resolving the conflict with Somerset in order that Mary might then marry his own son and heir, James.50 The proposal that she become an absentee monarch affianced to the Dauphin of France directly contravened his plans. Moreover, there was also the possibility that such an arrangement would undermine his position as regent, an office which had served him well in providing for his kinsman and strengthening the power of the House of Hamilton through the nepotistic distribution of patronage and the forging of dynastic alliances.51 The power and influence wielded by Arran made his support crucial to the success of the proposed alliance. His overriding dynastic and personal ambition, however, rendered him an unreliable political ally whose backing would not be forthcoming unless he felt it was advantageous to provide it. Indeed, it took much more than ‘a French gentleman with fair words’ to acquire his support.52

During November 1547, Mary of Guise and d’Oisel entered into negotiations with Arran. With so much to lose personally, the price of the Regent’s support was predictably high, but his terms were nevertheless accepted by Henri at Châtillon on 27 January 1548.53 In return for a pension of 12,000 livres, a French duchy and a French bride for his son James (presumably to compensate for his loss of Mary, Queen of Scots), Arran promised that he would assemble the Estates of Scotland and gain their consent to Mary, Queen of Scots’ betrothal to the Dauphin, her removal to France where she would live as an absentee monarch in the protection of the French King, and the delivery of Dunbar and Blackness Castles into French hands. As promised, Arran summoned the Scottish nobility and, at a Convention held at Stirling in February 1548, he publicly endorsed the proposed Franco-Scottish dynastic alliance.54 His declaration of support was effective. The Convention agreed to Henri’s terms for French intervention, but stipulated that Mary would not be sent to France until a formal treaty had been ratified by the Three Estates, and this would only happen when French reinforcements arrived in Scotland to commence their intervention.55 In the meantime, Arran was rewarded with letters patent confirming his regency of Scotland during Mary, Queen of Scots’ minority and granting him financial immunity for all expenses incurred during that time.56 In April 1548, by which time Arran had also been invested in the prestigious French chivalric Order of St. Michael, the Duc de Montpensier’s eldest daughter was offered to Arran as a bride for his son, James,57 who had been sent to France as a pledge to ensure Arran’s continued and loyal support.58

By June, France’s intervention in Scotland was in full swing and, accordingly, a Parliament was summoned to convene at the Abbey of Haddington. On 7 July 1548, a treaty was ratified by the Three Estates who, as Mary of Guise commented, were content ‘to place all things in the hands of the King’.59 With the treaty of Haddington formally concluded and the Franco-Scottish alliance firmly in place, Arran finally became the Duc de Châtelherault.60

*    *    *

At its most basic level, the treaty of Haddington was contracted as an immediate response to ‘the mortall weiris crudelties depredatiounis and intollerabill iniuris done be our auld enimeis of Ingland aganis our Souerane Lady [Mary, Queen of Scots] … hir realme and lieges’.61 Using the ‘auld alliance’ as a historical precedent to justify French intervention against England, Henri II pledged to ‘reccouer all strenthis Castellis and Fortalices’ out of English hands and restore Scotland ‘to the auld libertie priuilege and freedome’.62 Although the treaty was an expression of Henri’s regard for the ‘ancient lig confederatioun and amitie standand betuix the Realme of France’ and Scotland, his offer to assume responsibility for its military security was not a selfless gesture of goodwill in the name of the ‘auld alliance’.63 In return for French succour, the Scottish political élite had consented to the betrothal of Mary Stewart to François Valois, which was intended to provide for the ‘mair perfyte vnion’ of Scotland and France.64 More importantly, this dynastic alliance was also the basis for Henri’s vision of a Franco-British empire. The strength of the alliance was further enhanced by the simple fact that, as a direct result of the treaty, Henri not only took the kingdom of Scotland into his personal protection, but also its young queen.

The declared intention of Somerset’s invasion of 1547 that Mary Stewart ‘be suitably nourished and brought up with her husband, as a Queen of England’, had placed the personal safety of the young queen in jeopardy.65 The Scots responded by taking precautionary measures to deprive Somerset of his prize. Mary was taken into the protective custody of her guardians, Lords Erskine and Livingstone, and was sheltered first at Stirling Castle, then at a secluded priory on the island of Inchmahome in the Lake of Menteith and, finally, at Dumbarton Castle in February 1548.66 The devastation caused by the occupying English troops, however, brutally demonstrated Somerset’s determination to fulfil his dynastic objective. It soon became apparent that Mary, Queen of Scots’ safety could not be guaranteed in her own kingdom. It was decided, therefore, that she should leave Scotland to reside in France where she would remain in the personal protection of the French King until her marriage to the Dauphin.67 Within weeks of the treaty of Haddington’s ratification, Mary embarked for France68 on the galleys that had arrived with the French military reinforcements Henri had, for so long, promised to Mary of Guise.69 Despite Somerset’s best efforts, Mary was to ‘be suitably nourished and brought up with her husband’, not as a Queen of England, but as a Queen of France.

*    *    *

French military intervention began in earnest on 16 June 1548 with the arrival of a fleet at Leith carrying 6,000 French and foreign troops and munitions.70 The military objective, as stated in the treaty of Haddington, was to recover all the strongholds in English possession and restore Scotland to ‘the auld libertie priuilege and fredome’.71 Central to the French military campaign was the strengthening of existing Scottish strongholds and the construction of new ones in an attempt to counter the effects of Somerset’s own fort-building policy.72 As promised, Dunbar passed into French hands73 and, despite financial difficulties, work began immediately to fortify the castle under the direction of Migliorino Ubaldini.74 The French also set about fortifying and modernising existing strongholds at Leith, Mill-haven, Inchgarvie and the castles at Blackness and Stirling, while constructing new ones at Inveresk, Inchkeith and Luffness.75

Through their own network of strongholds in Scotland, France’s military objective was to over-extend and financially exhaust the English in order to ‘isolate the important garrisons and reduce them by either siege or starvation’.76 Their main target was the principal English stronghold at Haddington. But isolating Haddington proved to be a more difficult task than anticipated. Somerset’s intricate network of fortresses had been specifically designed so that strongholds, like Haddington, could be revictualled without hindrance.77

But in 1549 the delivery of provisions was hindered and England’s position in Scotland irreparably weakened. Ironically, this had nothing to do with France’s military intervention, but was rather due to a series of domestic crises in England. Troops and victuals destined for Scotland were retained in England in order to deal with the various uprisings that constituted the ‘western rebellion’ of 1549. It was because of England’s weakened position on a national and international level that Henri felt the time was ripe to refocus his attention on the Continent and intensify his efforts to recapture Boulogne from the English. On 8 August 1549, France officially declared war on England. The combined effects of internal dissension and France’s assault on two fronts proved too much for the English. Haddington was abandoned in September 1549 and, in October, Somerset was removed from the Protectorate. Somerset’s successor, John Dudley, earl of Warwick and future duke of Northumberland, inherited a financially exhausted and weak administration.78 Eager to consolidate his position and re-establish order, Warwick moved to end England’s conflict with France at Boulogne and in Scotland.79

On 18 February 1550, therefore, negotiations for an Anglo-French peace accord began and culminated in the treaty of Boulogne (24 March 1550) – a treaty in which Scotland was comprehended as an ally of France.80 As the ‘Protector’ of Scotland, Henri assumed control of Scottish diplomacy, and all matters pertaining to Scotland were represented by the French commissioners at the peace talks. The English still held the strongholds at Roxburgh, Eyemouth, Dunglass, Lauder and Broughty, and while this was the subject of great debate, the treaty of Boulogne was fundamentally an Anglo-French accord. As such, it was not expected to settle all differences between England and Scotland. The major issue was Boulogne and the terms under which it would revert to French possession. Indirectly, however, it did provide for the cessation of Scotland’s hostilities with England and paved the way for an exclusively Anglo-Scottish treaty which was eventually contracted at Norham in June 1551.

The treaty of Haddington’s significance, therefore, is multi-faceted. On an immediate and practical level, it provided the Scots with French financial and military assistance and a safe haven for their queen, thus preventing Somerset from either conquering Scotland or capturing Mary, Queen of Scots. Dynastically, the treaty provided for the union of the French and Scottish crowns and, on account of Mary’s Catholic claim to the English throne, also laid the foundations for a Franco-British empire. But this was not all the treaty of Haddington did. More importantly, the treaty of Haddington established a protectoral alliance between France and Scotland that enabled Henri to assume control of Scottish foreign policy and diplomacy while maintaining a military presence in Scotland after the cessation of hostilities with England. It would also be responsible for Mary of Guise’s future political career in Scotland as Queen Regent. With the removal of the English threat, however, the question remained as to whether the Scots would remain favourable to such an intimate Franco-Scottish alliance that gave the French King extraordinary power over their affairs and kingdom. It would seem for the time being that the Scots had no such qualms, but only time would tell if the price of protection against England was too high.
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