





daughter Juana, was the result of his wife’s infidelity.*®> Although her female nature was
believed a liability, I1sabel was able to use her sexuality to enhance her political
legitimacy when she bore a male heir. According to historian Elizabeth A. Lehfeldt,
“Isabel had redeemed the ultimate imperfection of her own ascendance to the throne: the
lack of a male heir.”*

Although Elizabeth desired to maintain her independence, she also understood her
Council’s wish to settle the succession question. In his 1561 letter to Sir Nicholas
Throckmorton, William Cecil stressed the importance for a male heir who would
ultimately become the strong Protestant successor to the throne.®” Since the council’s
wish for an heir outweighed their desire for a male to rule her country, Elizabeth’s
strongest card in her battle to remain an autonomous queen was her presumed fertility.
Because her consent was necessary to accept a suitor and his private demands, Elizabeth
had greater influence over courtships than experienced by many other women in the late
sixteenth century.®® As Anne McLaren states, Elizabeth’s “control of her own fertility
meant that she could, paradoxically (and within limits), use the prospect of marriage to
ensure that she never married — by finding fault with proposed suitors or by suggesting
that she dearly loved and could only marry men deemed unsuitable.”*® This set the stage

for the queen’s many negotiations while her fertility placed a deadline on her use of

courtship as a political tool.

% Elizabeth A. Lehfeldt, “Ruling Sexuality: The Political Legitimacy of Isabel of Castile,” Renaissance
Quarterly 53, no. 1 (Spring, 2000): 31-56, 32.

% Ibid., 50-51.

37 William Cecil to Sir Nicholas Throckmorton, 14 July 1561, British Library, Add. MSS 35830, fol. 159v,

as quoted in McLaren “Gender, Religion, and Early Modern Nationalism,” 739 and “The Quest for King,”
261.

38 McLaren, “The Quest for a King,” 268.
% 1bid., 268.
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The opening months of her reign laid the groundwork for the course that
Elizabeth’s attitudes, actions, and public portrayal would take. She fully understood the
generalized attitude towards a female monarch. Although the terms “king” and “prince”
had gendered meanings, their use was not restricted to men, since it was common for
monarchs, no matter their sex, to use the titles of king and prince. Elizabeth took this a
step further by openly describing herself as both king and queen, both male and female,
adjusting her gender role as necessary.

The queen’s manipulation of gender carried through into her numerous
courtships. Her embodiment of both masculine and feminine characteristics is evident in
her letter to Eric, King of Sweden, in 1560. Writing to the ever-persistent suitor to decline
his proposed marriage the queen stated:

And that indeed does not happen because we doubt in any way of your

love and honour, but, as often we have testified in both words and in

writing, that we have never yet conceived a feeling of that kind of

affection towards any one. We therefore beg your Serene Highness again

and again that you be pleased to set a limit to your love, that it advance not

beyond the laws of friendship for the present nor disregard them in the

future. And we in our turn shall take care that, whatever can be required

for the holy preservation of friendship between Princes, we will always
perform towards your Serene Highness.*’

Elizabeth used her femininity as justification for her refusal of the marriage and to
authorize her fraternal relationships with fellow monarchs as a means to keep their
friendship alive. She claimed to “have never yet conceived” such feelings for any man,
let alone her suitor, as he professed to hold for the queen, therefore, a marriage could not
occur. However, as they were both Princes, Elizabeth hoped that their nations might

continue their friendship. Acting as both a woman and a monarch, Elizabeth placed as a

40 Queen Elizabeth I to Eric, King of Sweden, 25 Feburary 1560; trans. from latin, in G. B. Harrison eds.,
The Letters of Queen Elizabeth (London: Cassell, 1935), 31.
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condition for England and Sweden’s continued friendship that Eric must be careful to
maintain only platonic feelings and admiration for the queen.

Elizabeth’s view of herself as both the King and Queen of England became even
more apparent during the Anjou negotiations. In writing to Sir Amyas Paulet, her
ambassador to France, she expressed her annoyance that the French proposed
unacceptable conditions for the marriage “whereby her own gifts of body and mind are
slighted.” The most offensive of these terms was “that the Duke might jointly have
authority with us to dispose of all things donative within this our Realm, and other our

dominions...,” and that “he might be after marriage crowned King.”"'

It was clearly
unacceptable for a suitor to assume that he, as a male, would gain authority in her realm.
Furthermore, Elizabeth found it particularly offensive that he should gain the title of
“King” as she was already a king of the realm.

In 1572 after negotiations between Elizabeth and the duke’s brother Henry failed,
Catherine de Medici proposed Anjou as a replacement suitor. Elizabeth initially gave
serious consideration to the match, but following the St. Bartholomew’s Day Massacre in
August 1572, she no longer viewed it as plausible. Although both she and Charles IX,
King of France, knew that marriage was now out of the question, the matrimonial
negotiations continued, solely for diplomatic reasons, to keep the lines of communication
open.*

Then, in 1578, Elizabeth reopened serious talks of marriage. This was important

for both political and personal reasons. Because of the events transpiring in the

Netherlands, Elizabeth believed that a revival of the matrimonial project was the best way

4 Queen Elizabeth to Sir Amyas Paulet, 9 May 1579, in Harrison, 131.
42 Doran, Monarchy and Matrimony: The Courtships of Elizabeth I (London: Routledge, 1996), 130, 138.
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to address the dangers arising from Anjou’s planned enterprise in Flanders. Susan Doran
explains that, “once Elizabeth and Sussex learned that the duke was acting on his own
initiative and not as an agent of the King of France they planned to use the offer of an
English crown as bait to entice him away from military adventures and satisfy his search

for glory.”*

Yet, as far as the queen’s other councilors were concerned, the courtship
continued to represent the same problem it did in 1572, an alternative policy to the war-
strategy of direct military intervention in support of the Dutch that they favored.

While many of Elizabeth’s advisors advocated England’s active support for
resistance in the Netherlands, the queen believed that an Anjou match was the way out of
the crisis. As Walsingham commented about the queen’s decision:

The negotyacion of Monsieur here taketh greater foote then was at first

lookid for and receaveth no smaule furtheraunce upper [sic] occasion of

the decayed state of things in the Low Countryes, for that Her Majesty,

forseeing that yf the King of Spayne come once to have his will there he

will prove no very goof neytbour to her, thincketh this [the Anjou match]

the best meane to provide for her saftey that can be offerid, in which

respect yt is to be thought she will in th’end consent to the match, though
otherwyes not greatlie to her liking.**

Elizabeth coveted the Anglo-French alliance that might be achieved through a marriage
with Anjou, because it would benefit England in three ways.*® First, the strength of an
Anglo-French alliance might scare Philip into making peace in the Netherlands. Second,
the marriage might settle Anjou’s ambitions in the Netherlands, as Anjou had taken up an
independent campaign, without the support of the French crown, to intervene in the Low

Countries. Finally, the marriage would potentially protect England from invasion or

* Ibid., 147.

M Sir Francis Walsingham, 28 February 1579, Letterhove, Relations Politiques, xi, 304-5 in Doran,
Monarchy and Matrimony, 155.

4 MacCaffrey, Queen Elizabeth and the Making of Policy, 1572-1588 (Princeton, NJ: Princetion
University Press, 1981), 244.
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international conspiracy. Elizabeth believed that Henry III, King of France, would not
join any cause that might negatively affect his brother and his Queen.*°

The queen and her government understood that the Anjou match would almost
certainly be Elizabeth’s final courtship and, thus, her last chance to use prospective
marriage as a political tool. At the age of forty-five, she was fast approaching the time
when her production of an heir would become impossible. Without a child the lasting ties
formed through family bonds could not be solidified, and the diplomatic value of an
interdynastic match would be diminished.*” While at the beginning of her reign Elizabeth
showed little interest in children or a husband, she hinted that her earnest pursuit of
Anjou was a direct result of time running out.

Whatever factor(s) motivated the queen to revive the match, her use of gender
contributed to Elizabeth’s ability to return to the courtship. In response to French doubts
regarding her sincerity, the queen stated that she would be open to Anjou visiting her
court. Elizabeth wrote of her love for him, sending portraits and gifts as tokens of her
affection.”® This use of her femininity, claiming her devotion to Anjou, in renewing the
courtship led her contemporaries to conclude that she had succumbed to her emotions and
fallen for the duke. Whatever her personal feelings, Elizabeth’s embodiment of feminine
desires enabled her to mislead her advisors and her suitor to believe that she desired to
conclude the matter quickly.

The negotiations from 1578-1582 have historically been analyzed as one

continuous discussion. However, because talks abated from late 1579 to early 1580, the

46 Doran, Elizabeth I and Foreign Policy, 1558-1603 (London: Routledge, 2000), 38 and MacCaffrey,
Making of Policy, 248.

47 MacCaffrey, Making of Policy, 254.

8 12 November 1578, PRO 31/3/27 fol 241, 249 in Doran, Monarchy and Matrimony, 152.
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negotiations can be examined in two parts, the first influenced and driven by personal and
political motives and the second by strictly political motives. In 1579, Elizabeth exhibited
a serious intent to get down to the business of drawing up an acceptable contract.*’ Thus,
outwardly Elizabeth demonstrated her strong desire to wed. In August 1579, the Duke
visited her in London, becoming the first foreign suitor to gain an audience with her.

Despite Elizabeth’s fervent actions to secure the French marriage, negotiations
came to a halt when her Council could not unanimously agree to the match. According to
Carolly Erickson, “no doubt she [Elizabeth] was struggling within herself, for though she
had everyone convinced of her sincerity in encouraging Alencon’s [Anjou’s] suit it
cannot have been easy for her to wait for events to unfold.”>® The Council spent a great
deal of time, from January 1579 until Anjou’s arrival, discussing the French suitor, but
was unable to come to a collective opinion regarding the match. Opponents concluded
that the marriage “could not be but dangerous to religion, unsure to her Majesty and

unprofitable to the realm.”"

Beyond councilor support, Elizabeth also required the
support of her people. Unfortunately for her, the public followed the opinion of
opponents within the counsel. When the people reacted strongly against the match,
Elizabeth began to question the suitability of the marriage for her realm. Following the

poor reception of Anjou’s visit and the proposed match, marriages talks were set aside

until the need to resume communications arose the following year.

49 Doran, Monarchy and Matrimony, 11.
30 Carolly Erickson, The First Elizabeth, 2™ ed. (New York: St. Martin’s Griffin, 1996), 298.
o MacCaffrey, Making of Policy, 263.
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On August 12", 1580, Anjou was offered sovereignty of the Netherlands by the
States General.”> Concerned about the implications for England, Elizabeth quickly
worked to reopen marital negotiations. “The purpose of this projected marriage, however,
was not to resolve the question of the succession, but to deal with the international
dangers confronting the realm,” particularly those posed by the potential for greatly
expanded French influence and military power next door.”® Thus, at the age of forty-
seven, Elizabeth renewed her writing of love letters and also claimed to welcome the
return of French commissioners to conclude the business of finalizing a marriage
contract.

The queen adjusted her actions to manipulate her suitor so that he might never
know the true incentive behind her overwhelming devotion. When Anjou made his
second trip to England, in November of 1580, she played the part of an eager bride who
desired the marriage to occur. During a walk with Anjou on November 24", a French
diplomat approached the queen and inquired whether the marriage was going to happen.
Elizabeth is said to have responded, after kissing Anjou on the lips and taking a ring from
her finger and placing it on Anjou’s, “You may tell his Majesty that the Prince will be my
husband.”** While Elizabeth successfully maneuvered through Anjou’s visit, it was not
without hesitation and encouragement. Elizabeth wrote to William Cecil upon Anjou’s

arrival, “Let me know what you wish me to do.””

The queen had played her part and
executed their plan perfectly. Hearing of Elizabeth’s actions on November 24", Lord

Burghley exclaimed: “God be thanked! Her Majesty has done her part. Now must

52 Harrison, 140.

53 Doran, Monarchy and Matrimony, 11.
>4 Elizabeth Jenkins, Elizabeth the Great (New York: Coward-McCann Inc., 1958), 246.
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Parliament do theirs.”>®

Through the gift of her ring, Elizabeth intended to create a bond
with Anjou, the hope being that when Parliament proceeded to demand terms of the
French, King Henry would refuse, and an infuriated Anjou would push farther from his
brother and closer to Elizabeth.”’

Throughout their courtship, Elizabeth used both her masculine and feminine
gender traits to manipulate the Duke. In February of 1579, when Anjou first expressed a
desire to visit, Elizabeth warned against it due to discontent within England regarding the
match. After giving this monarchical advice, Elizabeth wrote, “I recognize by lack of wit
to instruct you, you may accept it as from one who will never have a thought not
dedicated to your honour and will never betray you by her advice, but will give it as if my

soul depended thereon.”*®

Through stating that she “recognize[s] by lack of wit to instruct
you,” Elizabeth is seemingly placing herself, a woman, beneath Anjou, a man, in the
political hierarchy of their relationship. After taking her strong, definitive stance as a king
- something believed uncharacteristic of women - Elizabeth displayed weakness and
reliance upon her masculine counterpart. In doing so, Elizabeth was careful to assert her
authority as the English monarch while allowing Anjou to feel that he had some measure
of power.

Religious belief and practice remained a matter of contention during the Anjou

negotiations as it had been throughout Elizabeth’s numerous courtships. With regards to

his Catholic faith, Elizabeth explained that the terms of her religion could not and would

36 Jenkins, 246.
37 Erickson 246-47.

58 Queen Elizabeth I to Francis, Duke of Anjou, Westminster, 14 February 1579; trans. from French. in
Harrison, 129.
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not change because it was a matter of great importance for Englishmen. However, she
wrote:
For my part, I confess that there is no Prince in the world to whom I would
more willingly give myself than to yourself, nor to whom I think myself
more bound, nor with whom I would pass the years of my life, both for
your rare virtues and sweet nature, accompanied with such honorable parts

as I cannot recount for number, nor would be so bold to mention for the
time that it would needs take.*

Thus, Elizabeth insinuated that as a true and able monarch, she was willing to put the
wants and needs of her people before her own desire. Once Elizabeth made it clear that
she was acting as a monarch and not as a woman, she overtly asserted her fondness for
the duke, suggesting that if the religious climate were different the marriage would prove
to be an attractive one. As it stood, Elizabeth explained that she saw no point in
continuing this negotiation, “unless it please you to make some resolution other than the
open exercise of the Religion, and it seems good to you to write to me on that point, or to

%0 1n true Elizabethan

send some good answer, for I desire nothing but what contents you.
fashion, she left her true feelings unknown.

The queen responded defensively to Anjou’s stated displeasure and to his belief
that she was using religious differences as the sole pretext to break off talks. She
proceeded to inform him of her own displeasure at being notified of a French commission
being sent to England without detailing who the representatives were. As such, Elizabeth

surmised that these men must be of no political importance. “I did not think,” she wrote

to Anjou, “that France was so ill-furnished of Princes and persons of great rank that they

59 Queen Elizabeth I to Francis, Duke of Anjou, December-January 1579-80; trans. from French. in
Harrison, 136.
5 1bid.
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would be constrained to send me a child or man of low birth.”®' Deeply offended,

Elizabeth informed the King that she “would not suffer a matter of so great a weight to

9962

take any disgrace from the hate which is borne me.””” Beyond this blow to her masculine

ego, the queen wrote of her feminine weakness influencing the end of the match. She
wrote, begging him “with hands clasped,” that many people are influencing them and to
forgive her foolishness, “see where the love that [ bear you carries me to make me act

contrary to my nature (quite awry from those who fish in troubled waters) to thrust

myself in another man’s actions.”

Anjou’s death on June 10", 1584, ended the security of the Anglo-French
friendship that came with the decade-long courtships. At fifty years of age and clearly
beyond her childbearing years, Elizabeth was no longer able to utilize marriage
negotiations as a political tool. Thus, she worked quickly to maintain her peaceful
relations with the Valois by appealing to the queen mother. Upon the duke’s death,
Elizabeth wrote to Catherine de Medici:

Madam,

If the extremity of my misfortune had not equaled my grief for his sake,
and had not rendered me unequal to touch with a pen the wound that my
heart suffered, it would not be possible that I had so greatly forgotten to
visit you with the fellowship of regret that I afford you, which I assure
myself cannot exceed mine; for although you were his mother, yet there
remains to you several other children. But for myself, I find no consolation
if it be not death, which I hope will make us soon to meet. Madam, if you
could see the image of my heart you would there see the picture of a body
without a soul; but I will not trouble you more with my paints, having too
many of your own. It remains at this present that I vow and swear to you
that [ will turn a great part of my love for him to the King, my good

61 Queen Elizabeth I to Francis, Duke of Anjou, 17 January 1580; trans. from French. in Harrison, 138.
52 Ibid.
53 Ibid., 139.
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brother, and you, assuring you that you will find me the faithfullest
daughter and sister that ever Princes had.®*

Elizabeth wrote of furthering England’s relationship with France through the connection
of a pseudo-mother-daughter relationship between Catherine and herself. With the death
of Anjou, both women lost their tool to maintain Anglo-French peace. While this letter
provides clear evidence that Elizabeth used marriage negotiations as a form of
diplomacys, it also provides evidence that her manipulation of gender for political
advancement was not limited to men.

Elizabeth continuously manipulated the outward expressions of her gender for the
benefit of both herself and her realm. Through study of her handling of the Anjou
courtship, it is clear that the queen was careful to display her genders differently to fit the
given situation. By writing that while she loved Anjou, she could not marry him for
religious and political reasons, the queen distinguished her feminine desires from
masculine reason. Elizabeth was skillfully able to vary her degree of masculinity and
femininity in order to both assert her authority as England’s king and play the role of a
lovestruck woman while, at the same time, not overtly overpowering her suitors. This
tactic also effectively ensured that the queen would never marry since she only expressed
serious interest in those she knew the council would not approve.

The theory of two bodies was widely known in sixteenth century England. It
provided the queen’s councilors with a way to justify their monarch to foreign courts and
also proved useful in their own dealings with the often defiant queen.®® The concept was

valuable to Elizabeth as well, for “if a kingly body politic could be incorporated into an

64 Queen Elizabeth I to Catherine de Medici, Queen Mother of France, July 1584: trans; from French. in
Harrison, 162-3.

63 Levin, Heart and Stomach of a King, 122.
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actual natural female body — her natural self — how much more natural right Elizabeth
had to rule, and to rule alone.”* Sir Francis Walsingham, one of the queen’s chief
advisors, explained Elizabeth’s indecisiveness in marriage to Anjou by saying that her
body natural cared deeply for the duke but that her metaphorical body politic saw the
dangers of losing her subject’s love through an unpopular marriage. Interestingly,
Walsingham’s reference to the queen’s metaphorical two bodies, while contrasting her
masculine body politic and feminine natural body, maintains clear feminine
characteristics throughout. This seems to indicate that while her natural body was female,
her body politic was both male and female or perhaps an effeminate male body. To the
contrary, Elizabeth perceived that, while her physical form was that of a woman, her
body politic was that of a male. It is intriguing that the queen’s chief advisor perceived
her two bodies so differently than the queen herself. While it was commonly thought that
a monarch’s two bodies were distinctly separate, Elizabeth believed both were embodied
within her natural state. She fully believed that as a monarch she was both king and
queen, masculine and feminine.

Elizabeth was not, as Susan Bassnett argued, actively pursuing a course against
sexism during her life. Nor did she completely ignore the social constructs of her age.
Instead, Elizabeth worked within the confinements of the time, embracing both
masculinity and femininity. Her application of the concept of both a body natural and a
body politic allowed the queen to manipulate her outward expression of gendered traits as

needed. Thus, Elizabeth’s use of gender was, as Judith Butler described, “performative,”

% Ibid., 123.
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allowing her to maneuver through courtships and form alliances to protect her nation

without ever relinquishing her power as the King of England.
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CHAPTER FIVE
CONCLUSION

Elizabeth, from the beginning of her reign, sought to maintain the traditional
direction of English foreign policy: protecting England’s borders, maintaining a
commercial relationship in the Low Countries, and upholding England’s ties with Spain
and the Hapsburgs. But in 1571, the increasing presence and tightening of Spanish
control in the Netherlands prompted her to change course and open the lines of
communication with France. Although her foreign political objectives shifted, the vehicle
through which Elizabeth sought to achieve her goals, the use of interdynastic marriage
negotiations, remained consistent.

For the first half of her reign, Elizabeth skillfully integrated courtships and
foreign policy. Her effective application of this tool created temporary alliances with
powerful nations and paved the way to fulfilling England's short-term goals by alleviating
potential threats and thus keeping England safe. Employing this strategy early within her
reign, Elizabeth entered into negotiations for a marriage to Archduke Charles of Austria.
An alliance with the Hapsburgs would have secured Anglo-Spanish relations and
addressed England’s commercial interests in Antwerp. But in response to the increasing
strength of the Spanish presence in the Low Countries in the late 1560s, Elizabeth shifted
course and turned to marriage talks with the Valois princes, Henri and Francis. Such an

alliance would assure both England’s and France’s protection against potential Spanish
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aggression. Elizabeth was well aware of the value of courtship as a means to achieve her
goals.

During these courtships, Elizabeth did not hesitate to present herself in the most
favorable light possible. This tact enabled her to make her views on areas of contention,
particularly religion and her seriousness towards marriage, appear more flexible and
appealing to potential suitors and foreign courts. Elizabeth skillfully altered the tone of
her correspondences to get the same message across in differing ways; blunt and stern
when writing to her own agents and subtly passive aggressive when writing to foreign
courts. By varying the strength of her chosen words, she was often able to entice a suitor
to amend his stance on a point of contention to one more acceptable to her. This tactic
effectively allowed the queen to prolong negotiations for as long as necessary to fulfill
her own needs as well as England’s. This strategy, though, was not exclusive to
Elizabeth. Catherine de Medici was also a master manipulator. Both she and Elizabeth
carefully nuanced their words and actions to present themselves in the most favorable
light.

Essential to the effectiveness with which Elizabeth manipulated her words was
the queen’s understanding and use of gender. In the application of her gender, Elizabeth
moved beyond the traditional male and female roles. During negotiations she was able to
balance her persona as the female king of England with her role as the unmarried queen.
Her use of gender was essential to the revival of the Anjou courtship in 1578. Throughout
the negotiations she acted kingly when necessary then switched gears acting the part of
the adoring queen when more beneficial. Elizabeth deftly used her masculine and

feminine roles, acting the part needed for the given situation. Effectively employing her
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gender(s) throughout her many courtships enabled her to form successful temporary
alliances against immediate foreign threats.

Some have suggested that Elizabeth’s use of marriage as a political tool was
unique, I, however, contend that is was not. In the sixteenth century, nobility commonly
used interdynastic marriage as a means to solidify treaties and secure beneficial alliances.
But, while many monarchs were also concerned with long-term needs that could be
addressed and accomplished through such marriages, Elizabeth was only concerned with
the immediate needs of England. Thus, the queen embarked in her numerous courtships
to address those needs and showed little, if any concern, for the creation of a male heir or
the securing of a Tudor dynasty. To Elizabeth the negotiations were the point of her many
courtships. It was through them that she was able to secure necessary treaties and
alliances without the long-term commitment of marriage. Elizabeth’s uniqueness,
therefore, was not in her application of interdynastic marriage as a facet of foreign policy,
but rather in her views of the purpose of marriage negotiations. While many, including
Catherine de Medici, viewed negotiations as a means to an end, Elizabeth viewed these
talks as the end in themselves.

In the first years of her reign Elizabeth clearly expressed her desire to remain
single and rule England as both its King and Queen. Despite this, marriage negotiations
were entertained. Although, Elizabeth publicly amended her stance in 1563, stating that
she would wed if it were God’s will and the proper course of action for England, the
queen never married. Elizabeth entwined courtship with diplomacy as a way to achieve
her short-term goals without the need for long-term commitment. Through the skillful

manipulation of her words, actions, and gender, Elizabeth effectively used interdynastic
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marriage as a political tool to protect England and its interests throughout the first half of

her reign.
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