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    Introduction



    On May 29, 1660, King Charles II made his triumphal entry into the City of
    London. It marked his restoration to a throne stripped from his family on
    January 30, 1649 with the execution of his father, Charles I, and the
    beginning of 11 years of republicanism. His return was welcomed by the
    people of England and celebrated as the peaceful succession they had all
    hoped for.



    The question for all was what kind of monarch Charles II would be. His
    father had been deeply religious and determined to reshape religion in his
    kingdom against the opposition of many of his subjects. He had been aloof
    and unapproachable and possessed above all with an unshakeable belief in
    the divine right of kings. His son would prove an enigma. In many ways, he
    was the opposite of his father. Where Charles I had been aloof, Charles II
    was described as an “affable gentleman.” Charles II was bored by the Bible
    and the business of government. He was happiest when taking pleasure,
    whether that be sporting, carousing, or pursuing women. He was popular with
    those who had an equal love of frivolity and distrusted by those forced to
    take a more serious view of the world, knowing that they could be cast
    adrift from the royal patronage if their monarch became too bored.



    Despite his lackadaisical attitude, Charles demonstrated a degree of
    political shrewdness that his father lacked. He successfully outmaneuvered
    his opponents in Parliament in order to maintain his royal prerogative and,
    in fact, strengthened it by the end of his reign. This was in spite of
    foreign policy disasters such as two largely unsuccessful Dutch wars and a
    French alliance that would almost cost his brother the throne.



    Any monarch is, to a degree, a product of the kings and queens who preceded
    them, their character and policies shaped by the lessons of history. For
    Charles II this was particularly true. His attitude towards allies and
    enemies, towards Parliament and kingship itself were informed and shaped by
    the previous two Stuart monarchs and Charles’ own experiences during the
    civil war.



Chapter One



    The Stuarts



    “Were I not a King I would be a university man.”



    —King James I of England, VI of Scotland



    The Stuart dynasty began on March 24, 1603, with the crowning of King James
    I of England and Ireland. He was already James VI of Scotland and had been
    the ruler of Scotland since July 24, 1567. In England he succeeded the last
    of the Tudor monarchs, Elizabeth I, who had died without an heir. To the
    Parliament of England the prospect of a throne and no clear line of
    succession was a bleak one. Just over a century before, James’
    great-great-grandfather Henry Tudor had wrested the crown of England from
    King Richard III at the Battle of Bosworth, effectively ending more than a
    century of civil war. These “Wars of the Roses” were close enough to living
    memory to make Parliament keen to find a legitimate heir for Elizabeth.
    Thus, James became the first monarch to rule Scotland, England, and Ireland
    simultaneously. While the formation of a United Kingdom was still a century
    away, James’ accession marked the first union of the thrones.



James was a scholar and in 1598 had written    The True Law of Free Monarchies. In this work he claimed that
    monarchs were chosen by God and ruled by divine right. For his firstborn
    son, Henry, he wrote Basilikon Doron (Royal Gift), a treatise on
    governing as king. Amongst other advice in this work, James advised Henry
    to use his Parliaments solely to enact new laws, and only seldom. It was to
    a lesson which his second son Charles would take to heart. These two works
    by James illustrate an attitude and a philosophy towards the role of the
    king which would influence both his heir Charles I and his grandson, who
    would become King Charles II. These attitudes would prove disastrous for
    James’ successor and would see England torn apart by a brutal civil war.



    James’ first son, Henry, would die in 1612. His second son, Charles would
    survive into adulthood and gained the throne on March 27, 1629. He
    inherited a nation in which the first wedges had been driven between king
    and Parliament. Charles’ closest friend and advisor was George Villiers,
    Duke of Buckingham. Buckingham had risen in the court of James I and had
    become a revered and trusted friend to Charles I. By the time Charles took
    the throne, Buckingham was effectively in charge of English foreign policy.
    Under Buckingham’s guidance, Charles had embarked on an eight-month journey
    to Spain to woo Maria Anna, the Spanish Infanta. This proved disastrous as
    did the subsequent Spanish War which Buckingham then initiated. Both
    adventures proved unpopular with Parliamentarians who disliked the prospect
    of a Catholic marriage for the future king and disliked the military
    disaster against Spain even more.



    Charles I would demonstrate little patience for opposition to his will from
    Parliament. In 1629, he dissolved his first Parliament after protests in
    the House of Commons over the king’s right to collect taxes without the
    consent of Parliament. This dissolution would last for eleven years, a
    period known as the Personal Rule. Charles had now burned his bridges with
    the House of Commons in particular by showing himself ready to dismiss the
    concept of Parliamentary democracy entirely if it didn’t suit his needs.
    When the Commons returned, they would be militant and ruled by radical
    members.



    Charles and Henrietta Maria’s first son was stillborn. On May 29, 1630,
    their second son was born. Also named Charles, he would eventually succeed
    his father as king. The first ten years of young Charles’ life then was one
    in which his father governed England, Scotland, and Ireland without the
    assistance of an elected Parliament. Charles spent these years at Richmond
    Palace surrounded by his younger siblings. He would have been raised and
    educated with the philosophies of his father and grandfather.



    Predominantly these beliefs were that kings are above normal men, put into
    their elevated positions by the grace of God. Such beliefs would prove
    controversial. England in the seventeenth century was very different from
    other European monarchies. While countries such as Spain and France were
    governed by absolute monarchs (where the monarch was effectively a dictator
    whose word was law), the English Crown was positioned within a constitution
    that had emerged over centuries. The reason for this was that England was a
    nation with strong local government and administration, maintained by the
    gentry. This gentry class was represented by the House of Commons while the
    nobility was represented by the House of Lords. Both institutions were
    sufficiently well established to be able to act as a brake on the power of
    the monarch.


