Short Abstract

The thesis deals with the diplomatic career of Reginald Pole at the be ginning of his
time as a Roman cardinal. Pole's elevation to the cardinalate in 1536 and his quest
to persuade Charles V and Francis I to help re-establishing Roman obedience in
England are portrayed. Pole's two legations of 1537 and 1539 both failed, it is
argued, because of the ongoing hostilities between the houses of Habsburg and
Valois: neither the emperor nor the French king could afford to alienate the
powertul English ruler, nor were they interested in taking up a costly and risky
enterprise on behalf of religion. The differences between the two legations and the
different reasons for their failing are discussed. The reaction of the English policy
makers both to the legations themselves and to Pole's activities is also considered.
The almost complete annihilation of Pole's family in England is linked with Pole's
efforts against the English king, and it is shown that the Poles in England lost their
lives not because of their alleged treasonable activities in combination with the
so—called "Exeter Conspiracy" but because they were used as hostages by

Henry VIII against Reginald Pole: it is argued that the "Exeter Conspiracy" is a
‘misnomer, and that the two families involved suffered for reasons of raison d'état
and personal revenge. Pole's major writings against the English king in the 1530s,
De ecclesiasticae unitatis defensione and the Apologia ad Carlum Quintum, are
then examined with regard to Pole's political maxims and his use of anti-
Machiavellism in his fight against the English schism. Ovérall, 1t 1s argued in the
thesis that Pole was an able politician whose failure is to be explained by the
untimeliness of his attempts to unite Charles V and Francis I in a fi ght for religion

and by his own exclusively religious motivation in political affairs.



Abstract

The main subject of the thesis is the diplomatic career of Reginald Pole shortly after
his elevation to the cardinalate in 1536. In doing so it aims to be a contribution to
the study of the foreign policies of the curia as well as of England in the sixteenth
century. England is not viewed as the active participant in foreign politics here, but
as one which has to react to others' initiatives. At the same time the thesis tries to
fill a gap in the biography of Reginald Pole, who has hitherto been seen
predominantly as an eminent humanist and reform theologian. In the past the study

of Pole's political involvement has concentrated on his efforts to reconcile the
English church with Rome and to establish a lasting peace arrangement between the
warring houses of Habsburg and Valois in the 1550s. The beginning of his time in
the service of the Roman curia, which was largely overshadowed by political
events, has so far enjoyed little attention in comparison with his involvement in the

Council of Trent, the Italian reform movement, and the ecclesiastical changes in

England during the reign of Mary Tudor.

The main source for this thesis is the correspondence of the diplomats and
politicians involved in Pole's legations in the 1530s: the letters of the papal
diplomats all over Europe are of vital importance here. Thus, the thesis is also an
attempt to write about English history with the help of sources which are largely
unavailable in this country. The Vatican archives were the most important source
for the thesis, although archives in France, Belgium, and Austria were also
consulted for the French and Habsburg sides of the legations. Ever since the
Vatican archives were opened to the public in 1882, European historians have used
these archives for a better understanding of their national histories. Editions of the
correspondence of nuncios accredited in various European countries, mainly the
Nuntiaturberichte aus Deutschland and the Acta nuntiaturae Gallicae, have greatly
helped the understanding of events and developments in European history. No
such editions exist for sources concerning English history. This thesis ought,

therefore, be understood as an attempt to demonstrate the rich yield of these



archives for a study which primarily concerns English history. While this method
of looking at national history predominantly with the aid of foreign sources has
enjoyed a lively and fruitful tradition on the Continent for the last hundred years, it
has hitherto been somewhat neglected for English historiography. However, as
much as the thesis 1s concerned with the impact of European diplomacy on English
policy 1t 1s also, by the very nature of its approach, a study of European diplomacy
in the 1530s. The intricate system of diplomatic exchange in the Europe of the early
reformation is viewed from the point of view of the Tudor government.

The narrative part of the thesis starts with Reginald Pole's final breach with his
cousin, Henry VIII, over the religious changes in England. As a direct result of
his open opposition to the English king Pole was promoted to the cardinalate in
1536. It 1s suggested that this advancement was bestowed upon him mainly for
political reasons, rather than, as has been generally assumed 1n the past, as a tribute
to Pole's highly acclaimed learning and his theological potential. Pole's elevation
was immediately followed by his first legation in 1537, which led him to France
and to the Netherlands. He set out from Rome while the Pilgrimage of Grace was
at its height in England. He was commissioned to support the insurgents in their
fight and to procure support for the rebels at the Habsburg and Valois courts 1n
Brussels and Paris. Since the latter was impossible while the rulers of these two
houses were at war, his commission also provided for peace negotiations between
Charles V and Francis I. The English reaction to the legation was very hostile
from the start. Henry VIII's diplomats demanded of the French king that the
cardinal should be extradited as a traitor. Since Francis I could not afford to
alienate the English king while he was at war with the emperor, he was compelled
to ban Pole from France, in order to avoid the embarrassing situation of having to
extradite a papal legate. As Charles V was equally interested in preserving English
neutrality in the ongoing conflict, Pole was prevented from entering the
Netherlands. Thus, in this legation princes who professed allegiance to papal
authority disregarded a papal legate on the insistence of a schismatic ruler for the

first ime: the religious significance of the office of legate was sacrificed in order to

appease Henry VIIL It became apparent during Pole's 1537 legation that neither



Charles V nor Francis I was prepared to jeopardize their political aims for purely
religious reasons. The negotiations which Pole managed to conduct with the courts
in Paris and Brussels were utterly fruitless, because the prerequisite for any form of
joint action against Henry VIII's religious policies was missing, namely unity
between the two leading European monarchs loyal to Rome. The English
government could play its trump card by threatening both rulers with the cessation
of neutrality; at the same time English assassins could move freely in both French
and 1mpernal territory in their hunt for the pope's ambassador. The lesson to be
learnt from this legation by the curial policy makers was that neither the emperor
nor the King of France was prepared to wage a religious war on behalf of the
Roman church. Neither of them was prepared to compromise their situation while
they were struggling for European hegemony.

Two years later Reginald Pole went on his second legation to the emperor and
the French king in order to persuade these princes to intervene in England. Since
this legation was ultimately as unsuccessful as the preceding one had been, these
two legations have hitherto usually been seen in close combination with each other
as a fruitless episode in Reginald Pole's life or as futile efforts of the Roman
diplomacy. A closer examination of both legations shows that there were marked
differences between them. First, the political situation in Europe had changed when
Pole set out on his 1539 legation. The emperor and the French king were not at
war with each other any longer and they had both indicated an interest in supporting
the Roman cause in England. An offensive alliance between Valois and Habsburg
seemed politically feasible in 1539. Since France and the imperial forces had
ceased to be in a state of war the diplomatic situation for England had also changed
dramatically. England was now isolated and could not use the threat to abandon her
neutrality and to enter the war on one side or the other. The English diplomats tried
to employ the same tactics to counteract Pole's legation as they had done two years
earlier. When Pole arrived at the imperial court in Toledo they demanded of the

emperor that Pole should either be ordered to leave Spain or he should be extradited

to the English king as a traitor. While these tactics had sufficed to thwart Pole's

mission in 1537, they proved vain in 1539. To their dismay the English
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representatives at both the imperial and the French courts had to realize that they had
lost a good deal of their influence. Consequently, England was forced to look for
different allies on the Continent. Henry VIII's government found itself seeking
closer ties to the protestant princes of the Empire and Denmark. The most obvious
result of these changes on the European diplomatic scene was the marriage between
Henry VIII and Anne of Cleves; the important factor, however, is that England had
to be flexible enough to abandon the traditional pattern in foreign politics, which
consisted of a balance of alliances between England and Burgundy (Habsburg) on
the one hand and France and Scotland on the other. The relationship between
England and Scotland was not influenced too drastically by Pole's legations,
because 1t was assumed by the Roman policy makers and by Pole himself that
Scottish aid could be safely counted on if it were possible to unite Francis I and
Charles V against England.

Ultimately Pole's legation of 1539 failed because the newly gained accord
between Charles V and Francis I was too little established for these two monarchs
to trust each other. Each monarch feared to be betrayed by the other. England was
also saved from intervention by the fact that the emperor wanted to concentrate his
forces against the Turks who were threatening his possessions in the Mediterranean
and on the Balkans. Francis I very carefully avoided committing himself to any
mode of action during the 1539 legation, but pledged that he would be willing to
contribute to the enterprise on the same basis as the emperor was prepared to do.
Thus the French king made sure that the eventual failure of the legation could not be

blamed on him.

A close examination of both legations reveals that their approach does not seem
to fit into the general pattern of papal diplomacy in the 1520s and 1530s. Itis
generally assumed that Roman diplomats took a counselling role at the European
courts and that one of their main objectives was the preservation of peace and the
avoidance of bloodshed. Pole's two legations concerning the English schism had
far more belligerent overtones than the work of his colleagues. In accordance with
the Roman policy makers, Pole went as far as advocating punitive economical

measures against England, moreover, he even called on the European princes to



wage a war of religion against Henry VIIL. It is suggested in this thesis that ﬁe
curial policy maker saw England as the testing ground for an aggressive policy
towards the rise of protestantism. That is to say, if these policies had been
successful an early aggressive response to the rise of the new teaching in the
Empire and in northern Europe could not have been ruled out.

Internally the response of the English government to Pole's efforts was far
more active and wide-ranging than than it was abroad. The military threat was
taken seriously in England during both legations, but notably in 1539 the
government held musters and put the coastal fortifications in order. First and
foremost, however, was the quest to silence Reginald Pole. Since the attempts to
kidnap or assassinate Pole on the Continent failed, the English policy makers
resorted to victimizing his family in England. The episode of the Henrician period
generally known as the "Exeter Conspiracy” is viewed in this thesis in the context
of Cardinal Pole's opposition. In the past this incident has been seen as an entirely
internal affair of English history. It is argued that the name "Exeter Conspiracy" is
a misnomer and it is also shown that the members of the houses of Pole and
Courtenay, who suffered in this incident, were prosecuted for rather different
reasons. While Henry Courtenay predominantly suffered because of his proximity
to the throne, the Poles were used as hostages against Reginald Pole. The
schedule of the actions against the various members of the Pole family fits into
Reginald Pole's agenda of opposing Henry VIII. When Pole started antagonizing
the English king by accepting the cardinalate and by conducting his 1537 legation,
Henry first hinted at his plan to destroy the cardinal's family. As soon after the
Pilgrimage of Grace as possible Geoffrey Pole was arrested and the prosecution of
the so—called conspirators began. When England was in complete political
1solation, Lord Montagu was executed, and when Pole had enraged the king with
his second legation Pole's mother and the cardinal himself were attainted. The
other strong indicator for the thesis that the Poles suffered not because of their
treacherous tendencies, but because they happened to be related to the cardinal, is
the fact that the Poles and the Courtenays were treated quite differently while they

were state prisoners. Gertrude Courtenay, who had been severely incriminated in




the course of the examinations, was pardoned after she had spent some time in the
Tower. Margaret Pole did not enjoy the same favour, although far less evidence
had been found against her. She had to remain in prison until she was eventually
executed. Another example are the two children held in the Tower, Henry Pole and
Henry Courtenay. While young Courtenay was allowed to move about in the
Tower relatively freely and was even provided with an education there, young Pole
was strictly kept and did not enjoy any privileges. He eventually died in the Tower
under unknown circumstances. If it was not for Reginald Pole's antagonism of

Henry VIII, equal treatment of the members of the houses Pole and Courtenay
would surely be expected.

In the last chapter of the thesis Reginald Pole's political thought in the 1530s is
discussed. Hitherto Pole's reputation as a politician has been that of a saintly and
slightly unrealistic man whose main effort was to uphold the peace in Europe.
While this assessment may have some validity for the cardinal's later career, it
certainly does not hold true for the 1530s. His two main treatises of the 1530s,

De ecclesiasticae unitatis defensione and the Apologia ad Carlum Quintum, are
examined and it is shown that Pole outlined the major part of the belligerent
programme of his legations in his writings. Pole's motivation for involving himself
in politics is there identified as one exclusively dependent on religious questions
and thus the failure of his legations is seen in the fact that his approach was
anachronistic for his times. It is suggested that Pole did not fail because his
legations were conducted in an incompetent manner, but that he handled politically
difficult situations well. Pole's skill as a political propagandist is demonstrated by
the example of his treatment of Thomas Cromwell in his Apologia. While
historians in the past have spent much time trying to prove whether or not Pole's
allegations against Cromwell could possibly be true, it is submitted that Pole
falsified his account of his encounter with Cromwell for political reasons. Not only
did he deliberately misrepresent Cromwell, he also made Cromwell out to be
dependent on Machiavelli in order to strengthen his argument against the people
whom he saw as the enemies of the church and the faith. His aim was not give his

readers a coherent picture of the truth, but to write political propaganda. Pole



adopted the only possible strategy in his quest to persuade the catholic rulers to take
action on behalf of the church. However, the idea of religiously motivated war was
not yet acceptable to the European policy makers. Pole's legations did not fail
because he was an inept politician, but because nobody in the curia, including Pole,
understood that the approach which Pole was commissioned to take had little

prospect for success.
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I. Introdu_ction

The early years of Reginald Pole's cardinalate were dominated by his diplomatic
actions in response to the religious changes in his native England. These years
must be seen as the decisive period of Pole's career. Pole began his career in
Roman service in 1536 by writing his invective against Henry VIII, De
ecclesiasticae unitatis defensione, and subsequently accepting his elevation to the
cardinalate. The early phase of this career in exile took the cardinal on two
legations to the Habsburg and Valois rulers of Europe in 1537 and 1539. Both
legations were designed to persuade Charles V and Francis I to intervene in
England on behalf of the Roman church. During these years Reginald Pole was
outlawed 1n his native country and his family in England was almost completely
extinguished as a direct consequence of their prominent relative's activities on the
Continent. In these years Pole also developed as a political thinker; this period of
his life may mark the end of Pole's formative period.

Hitherto no detailed study of this part of Pole's career has been presented.]
The reasons for this are manifold. Pole's diplomatic efforts in the late 1530s were
all demied success. The history of failure has seldom attracted the attention of
historians.2 Furthermore, it is difficult to treat Pole's legations 1n combination
with other diplomatic efforts of the papacy of the time. Normal practice for the
papal diplomatic service in the sixteenth century was to send one representative to
one ruler or city only. If negotiations with more than one party were required, the
curia would despatch more than one diplomat. Pole, however, was always sent as

legate to more than one ruler. This is one reason why historians who deal with

LPole's role as a papal diplomat has been dealt with in most biographies devoted to the cardinal,
but their significance for European history has not been fully appreciated there. A.Zimmermann,
Kardinal Pole, sein Leben und seine Schriften (Regensburg, 1893), M. Haile, The Life of
Reginald Pole (London, 1910), R. Biron, J. Barennes, Un prince anglais Cardinal légat au XVIe

stécle (Paris, s.d., but 1922), and W. Schenk, Reginald Pole. Cardinal of England (London,
1950).

2R.B. Wembham, Before the Armada (London, 1966, repr. 1971) mentions Pole's legations,
but does not tell us much more than that they failed, whereas P. S. Crowson, in his largely

fallacious account of Tudor Foreign Policy (New York, 1973) informs us about the 1537 legation
(p. 112-3), but neglects the 1539 legation completely.



papal diplomatic history of this period, usually leave out Pole's legations
completely, or give them minor consideration only.® Another reason for the
neglect of Pole's missions is that there is almost no tradition within English
historiography which analyses events pertaining to English history with the aid of
Vatican sources.* Germany, Austria, France, Belgium, and other European
countries installed Historical Institutes in Rome after Pius XIII had opened the
Vatican Archives to the public in 1882. On the Continent it has since become a
tradition to use the vast fund of information of these archives for research purposes
in the national histories of individual countries and in European history. Most of
these institutes in Rome have since started issuing editions of the correspondence of
nuncios and legates.” No such efforts have been made by English historians.
Consequently, the sources available in the Vatican have never been taken into
account extensively by English-speaking historians, because both the tradition of
working in the Vatican archives is lacking and the support by an established
institution in Rome is not available to them.6

The stress on the work with the correspondence of papal diplomats has been

3B. Barbiche and S. de Dainteville-Barbiche, Les 1égats "a latere" en France et leurs facultés aux
XVI® et XVII® siecles', Archivum Historiae Ponificae, XXII (1985) p. 93-165, very often
exclude Pole from the cursory discussion presented on all legations. P. D. Blet, Histoire de la
représentation du Saint-Siége des origins a I'aube du XIX€ siécle (Vatican City, 1982) mentions
Pole’s 1537 legation once only, and not even in its political context (p. 231). A. Pieper, Zur
Entstehungsgeschichte der stindigen Nuntiaturen (Freiburg im Breisgau, 1894) published some
materials pertaining to Pole's 1539 legations, but did not discuss its implications. H. Biaudet,
Les nonciatures apostoliques jusqu’en 1648 (Helsinki, 1910) did not mention England, or
Reginald Pole, at all in his discussion of the origins of papal diplomatic representation.

4One of the few exceptons being W, E. Wilkie, The Cardinal Protectors of England
(Cambridge, 1974), whose study leads up to the English breach with Rome.

SMost notably the NB issued by the German Historical Institute and the ANG by the Ecole
Frangaise in Rome. For the history of these editions see H. Lutz, 'Zum Abschlu8 der
Editionsreihe "Nuntiaturberichte aus Deutschland, Erste Abteilung” ', in D. Albrecht et al.,
Politik und Konfession. Festschrift fiir Konrad Repgen zum 60. Geburtstag (Berlin, 1983)

p. 49-60.

6Althr.:ough an American author, G, Mattingly may serve as an example of how the availability
of Vatican sources and thus the existence of the curial diplomacy has never become quite
established in the consciousness of English-speaking historians. In his Renaissance Diplomacy
(London, 1955) there is an almost complete absence of the papal diplomatic network, which was
the most highly developed in Europe in the sixteenth century.



criticized in recent years because of their almost exclusive concermn with political
matters. However, I believe that it is still justifiable to consult this material, if the

information contained in it has been neglected so far. It must also be pointed out
that this form of source gains new importance nowadays, due to its relevance to
European history in general and to its supra-national character.” Editions of
materials from the Vatican pertaining to English affairs would be a great help for the
English historian.

Another difficulty, which makes the topic appear unwieldy, is the multitude of
foreign and domestic manuscript collections which had to be consulted for the
completion of this thesis. While the collections in the Vatican and those in the
British Library and the Public Record Office are the most important ones, other
major archives on the Continent had to be consulted, if only to ascertain that no
material is available there. One of the most interesting collections in this context is
the so-called Carte Farnesiane collection. While one part of it is kept in Vatican
Archives, two other, and most likely more substantial, parts were deposited in the
State Archives of Naples and Parma respectively. It was impossible to use the
Parma collection for this study, because the archives there are closed indefinitely
due to the unsafe state of the buildings.® While the Parma collection is merely
unavailable at the moment, the Naples collection is lost for ever. It fell victim to a
fire during World War II. I have been able to find an inventory of the contents of
this collection, but this was compiled with a strong bias towards information
pertaining to the Empire, so that it was not directly helpful to the questions raised in
this study.” However, the Neapolitan collection is not altdgether lost for the
modern historian. In the Archives Générales in Brussels I located a volume of
transcripts from this collection among the papers of the nineteenth-century historian

L. P. Gachard.1¥ These transcripts provided me with invaluable material for the

"H. Lutz, Die Bedeutung der Nuntiaturberichte fiir die européische Geschichtsforschung und
Geschichtsschreibung', Quellen und F orschungen aus italienischen Archiven und Bibliotheken,
LIII (1973) p. 160.

8Professor T. F. Mayer has worked in these archives and has generously allowed me to see his

transcripts, which were unfortunately not directly relevant to this study. For the Parma materials

see G. B. Parks, "'The Parma Letters and the Dangers to Cardinal Pole', Catholic Historical
Review, XLVI (1960) p. 299-317.

9 Archives of the German Historical Institute in Rome: Sammelbestand Nuntiaturberichte I/11.
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chapter on the 1539 legation. In the same archive I found an autograph letter Pole's
to Granvelle, the chancellor of Charles V, which has hitherto not been
published.!1

The French correspondence for these legations proved to be the most difficult
part of my search for material. I have been unable to find material in the Archives
Nationales in Paris, and have been only marginally successful in the Bibliothéque
Nationale. In the archives of the Foreign Ministry in Paris I was informed that the
French government returned sizeable collections pertaining to the relations of Spain
and France to Spain after the Napoleonic era, thus a search in the archives of
Simancas would certainly prove fruitful.12 Yet, even more surprisingly, I found
correspondence between Francis and his minister, Montmorency, and Pole in the
Haus-, Hof- und Staatsarchiv in Vienna.l3 I have not been able to find out how
these pieces of correspondence came to this unlikely homestead.

While the thesis is mainly concerned with Pole's role as a papal diplomat, the
effect of Pole's activities on English policies and on the welfare of his family in
England had also to be taken into account. The episode described in the chapter
entitled The Destruction of the Pole Family', has hitherto been seen detached from
Reginald Pole's role as a papal diplomat. Thus it has been viewed in the context of
English history, rather than in that of its continental implications. It will argued that
the almost complete annihilation of the Poles in England was a direct result of
Reginald Pole's efforts against the policies of Henry VIIL. Thus, the episode of
Henry's reign which is generally known as the "Exeter Conspiracy" will be viewed
in a new light, and it will be suggested that the term conspiracy is a misnomer.

Pole’s elevation to the cardinalate, the legations of 1537 and 1539, and the
destruction of the Pole family form the narrative core of the thesis. Without a
detailed knowledge of these events, an assessment of Pole's life cannot be but
incomplete. Since Pole's political work has been greatly neglected in the past, it

follows that his views on politics have likewise attracted little attention by modern

I0AGR: Papiers Gachard 643.
L1Cf. appendix of this thesis, p. 216-29 below.

12Financial difficulties made it impossible for me to consult the archives in Simancas.
ISHHStA: GroBbritannien Varia 3/3.




historians. His political writings of the 1530s, De Unitate and the Apologia ad
Carlum Quintum, will be examined 1n the last chapter of this thesis. In the course
of this examination it will be argued that the commonly established picture of Pole
as a predominantly theologically minded person whose efforts as a politician were
marred by his ineptitude in this field cannot withstand close examination. Using
Pole’s attacks on Machiavelli and the English policy makers as an example, and
contrasting his theoretical stipulations with his political actions, we will show that
Pole had a good understanding of the political world in which he moved and that
the concept of pure politics did not exist for him as his political actions were
governed by a predominantly religious motivation.

This thesis does not argue against authors who have in the past shown us Pole
as a theologian and church man. It supplements their accounts with another
important facet of Pole's career. If we do not understand the beginning of Pole's
time in the rank of a cardinal as a politician, if we do not see his objectives, his
efforts, his failures, and his theoretical thought about the political machinations of
Europe, we cannot understand the role he played later as a conciliarist and church
reformer. The thesis argues strongly against other points, however: it strives to
prove that Pole cannot be seen as an eirenic and conciliatory cardinal, whose
policies were idealistic and ruined by his political ineptitude, as his political efforts
in 1550s suggest.14 It also attempts to stem the tide against those who are inclined
to see Pole's failures in 1537 and 1539 as a direct result of the cardinal’s
inexperience and saintliness. First and foremost, however, this thesis 1s an attempt
to retrace an important chapter of the history of Tudor foreign policy predominantly

relying on sources unavailable in this country.

14pole's political efforts both in England and on the Continent in the 1550s have been dealt with
mainly by H. Lutz, Christianitas afflicta. Europa, das Reich und die pdpstliche Politik im
Niedergang der Hegemonie Kaiser Karls V. (1552-1556) (Gottingen, 1964) p. 276-305 and

p- 384-398, also, more recently, in NB XV (ed. H. Lutz) p. xiii-Ixxxi.
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I1. Pole's Breach with England and His Elevation to the
Cardinalate

II. 1. Reginald Pole between England and Rome

When Paul III summoned Reginald Pole to Rome in July 1536 it became obvious
that the English scholar would not be able to avoid pursuing a public career. If
allowed to choose he would have preferred to lead the secluded life of a scholar, but
when his royal kinsman, Henry VIII, forced him into giving his opinion on the
divorce from Catherine of Aragon it must have dawned on Pole that this had
become impossible.

Pole had had few and infrequent appearances on the diplomatic scene until this
decisive year of his life. During his student years in Padua the Signori of the
Venetian republic regarded him as a quasi representative of the English king and
thus he took part in some state occasions there in the company of the official
English ambassador to Venice.! He had also actively helped producing the
pronouncement of the Sorbonne in favour of Henry's divorce in 1529-30. Pole's
active role in the negotiations with the Parisian theologians has recently been
discussed comprehensively.2

As the gulf between Henry and the papacy widened and an armed conflict
between the catholic nations and the schismatic English became a political
possibility, Pole's name started to appear in the correspondence of both papal and
imperial diplomats as a potential leader of either English or foreign opposition to
Henry's ecclesiastical policy. After the execution of More and Fisher the papal
nuncio in France, Rodolfo Pio, bishop of Faenza, suggested in a letter to the curia
that it would be worth considering conferring Fisher's red hat on Reginald Pole, the

young alienated kinsman of the English king who had left England to pursue his

studies in Padua.3 Similarly, imperial diplomats tried to bring Pole's name to the

attention of Charles V. They portrayed him as an Englishman of noble pedigree

'W. Schenk, Reginald Pole. Cardinal of England (London, 1950) p. 15-6.
2T, F., Mayer, 'A Fate Worse than Death: Reginald Pole and the Parisian Theologians', EHR,

CII (1988) p. 870-91. I am greatly indebted to Professor Mayer, who kindly let me read this
article before it was published. |

>Pio to Cardinal Palmieri, La Frére, 4 Aug. 1535; Baroni. no. 56.
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and catholic loyalties who might be an appropriate match for Mary Tudor if England
rid herself of Henry and returned to traditional religion.#

Thus, Pole had already gained some attention in the political world when in
1536 he sent the manuscript of his book Pro ecclesiasticae unitatis defensione
(De Unitate) to England;” a book in which he ventured to follow Henry's
request and declare his opinion on the divorce and the royal supremacy. Pole knew
that with the dispatch of this forceful rejection of Henry's ecclesiastical policies he
would have to give up his secluded lifestyle. His choice was either to reach an

understanding with his sovereign or to start working actively for the opposition

against the changes in England.

His friends in Italy, notably Cardinal Gasparo Contarini, Gian Matteo Gibert,
and Gian Pietro Carafa, confirmed Pole's opinion that it would be 1nadvisable to
return to England immediately. Hence it is not surprising that in the summer of
1536 both Henry VIII and Paul III went to great lengths to persuade Pole to side
with them. Paul, under Contarini's influence, saw the potential of the
Englishman's piety and learning for the reform of the church and realized the value
of a close relative of Henry's who was loyal to the Roman church. For Henry,
who at that time was faced with one of the most serious threats to his position in the
'Pilgrimage of Grace, the political danger of Pole declaring himself against the
English crown was enormous. Thus on 12 July Contarini informed Pole that the
pope was intending to summon Pole to Rome and at the same time he entreated his
friend not to return to England.® Even before Contarini wrote the letter, Pole had
received the reaction on his book from England.” A letter from his friend and

companion Thomas Starkey informed Pole that Starkey was disgusted with the

4Chapuys to Charles V, London, 8 Nov. 1534; CalStP, Spain V,1, no. 109.

>The manuscript, which Pole sent to England is in PRO: SP1/104. For other existing
manuscnpts and the early prints of De Unitate see T. F. Dunn, "'The Development of the Text of
Reginald Pole's De Unitate Ecclesiae’, Papers of the Bibliographical Society of America, LXX

(1976) p. 455-68. For an English translation see Pole’s Defense of the Unity of the Church,
trans. and ed. J. G. Dwyer (Westminster, Md., 1965).
6Contarini to Pole, Rome, 12 Aug. 1536; Quirini, I, no. 36.

TThis becomes apparent from Contarini's next letter to Pole, Rome, 18 July 1536; Quirni, I,

no. 37, where the cardinal acknowledges Pole's letter of 8 July 1536 (not extant), in which Pole
had reported about Henry's reaction.



attack on Henry. Interestingly, Starkey exhorted Pole not to expect too much of the
pope, who would use him only as a tool against England.8 The fact that he took
this line of reasoning before Pole had declared any intention of going to Rome
shows that the danger of Pole's open declaration for the papacy concerned the
English government greatly.

The letter in which Henry VIII recalled his cousin from Italy is lost, but it must
have been more vehement than Pole expected. On 17 July Pole wrote two letters to
England, one to his mother, which will be dealt with in a different context,” and
one to the king, from which we can deduce not only that Henry had ordered Pole to
return to England, but also that he had been very outspoken about his indignation
about De Unitate. Pole's answer i1s very open and daring. He flatly refused to
follow Henry's summons and added a frank explanation of his reasons: he stated
that as long as it would be regarded as a treasonable offence to dispute the title of
the English monarch as Supreme Head of the Church, he would feel a 'sufficient
impediment' for following Henry's summons.10 The letter goes on to explain
certain passages of De Unitate and to exhort Henry to return to the Roman
obedience. It is the first instance of Pole's open disobedience to his king. Pole
upheld the views he had uttered in De Unitate by attacking Henry's title as
‘Supreme Head of the Church and by implying that England was being ruled by
unjust laws, which impeded his return there.

Undoubtedly Pole also informed Contarini about the dilemma into which he had
been brought by Henry's recall, because on 18 July Contarini expressed his
sympathy about Henry's reaction, but also announced that jam vidi literas
conscriptas ad te, quibus te, etiam invitum, ad nos vocat hoc autumno'.!1
Untortunately none of Pole's reasoning on whether or not he should obey Henry's
recall has been preserved. However, despite the firm answer he had made to the
king, 1t appears that he considered obeying Henry, for Rome proceeded

extraordinarily fast in the matter, doubtless in order to dissuade Pole from returning

SSIaIkBy to Pole, s.1., s.d.; PRO: SP 1/105, f. 49-51, mainly f. 49Y; L&P XI, no. 74.
9Cf. p. 834 below.

10pole to Henry VIII, Venice, 15 July 1536; BL: Cleo E iv,2, f. 341-46Y; L&P XI, no. 91.

11 Contarini to Pole, Rome, 18 July 1536; Quirini, L. no. 37; 'T have already seen letters which
are written to you and are calling you to us in the autumn, even against your will'.
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to his native country. Thus Pole found himself torn between two forces, one, to
which his conscience responded, trying to commit him to the service of the church,
and the other attempting to make him return to his natural allegiance.

On 19 July Paul IIT sent Pole a brief with an official summons to Rome: he was
to take part in a commission which had been set up to discuss possibilities for the
rcformatidn of the church. The alacrity with which Paul worked to secure Pole's
service for the church is emphasized by the early date of the dispatch of the brief,
given that Pole's presence was not required until late autumn 1536.12 On the other
hand, the English government also displayed great zeal in persuading Pole to a last
minute change of mind in order to get him back home. It was clear to the
government that fast action would be necessary if any hope for Pole's return was to
be sustained. From a dispatch of the imperial ambassador in England, Eustace
Chapuys, to Charles V's first minister, Granvelle, we can see that Henry sent a
messenger to Italy to remind Pole of his duties towards his king and country.13
However, Pole had already accepted the papal summons.!4 Pole personally
passed on the news to England about his intended journey to Rome in a letter to
Tunstall.15 It seems that he was beginning to feel comfortable with his decision,
despite the fact that he was still receiving letters from England exhorting him to
return. Almost without exception these appealed to Pole's natural allegiance and
warned him that the pope would abuse him as a tool against his native country.16

On 31 August Pole informed Contarini that he was due to leave Venice for
Rome in mid-September. Joyfully he added, 'habebo autem, ejusmodi itineris
duces, quales ne optare quidem meliores possem. Hic sunt Veronenses, et

Theatinus Episcopi.'l” Had Pole not been accompanied by these two, Henry

12Paul 111 to Pole, Rome, 19 July 1536; Quirini, I, no. 39.
13Chapuys to A. de Granvelle, London, 23 J uly 1536; L&P XI, no. 148, which quote a Vienna

manuscnpt as the source of this letter, which I have been unable to locate in the HHStA.
14pole to Paul 111, Padua, 5.d.; Quirini, I, no. 40.

I5Pole to Tunstall, Padua, 1 Aug. 1536; BL: Cleo E. iv,2, f. 350-61V: L&P X7, no. 210.
16Tunstall to Pole, Aukland, 4 Sep. 1536; PRO: SP 1/106, f. 104-5V; L&P XI, no. 401, and
Starkey to Pole, s.1., s.d.; BL: Cleo. E iv.2, f. 379-83V: L&P XI, no. 402.

17Pole to Contarini, Venice, 31 Aug. 1536; Quirini, I, no. 41; 'T will also have guides for this

Journey, [such] that I could not wish for better. They are the bishops of Verona [Giberti] and of
Chieti [Carafa].’
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might have at last succeeded in changing his cousin's mind and threatening him into
returning to England, for when the party reached Verona Pole received letters,

which almost made him submit.

Primae autem, quae a Cromuello illo, cujus arbitrio Rex regnat, ad me
sunt datae, plenae omni genere minarum erant, atque has ex Regis

verbis scripsit. Alterae, quas ad me Tunstallus, Episcopus Dunelmensis,
scripsit, nihil contenebant praeter oppugnationem authoritatis Pontificis
... Tertiae vero, quae me maxime movebant, a matre, et a fratre erant

scriptae sic miserabiliter, ut prorsus iis lectis ... prope succuberim,18

Pole goes on to describe how Giberti and Carafa dissuaded him from giving in to
Henry and convinced him anew that his only possible hope lay in relying on Paul's
goodness and inclination to help. He wrote, it seems, a sharp reply to Henry: he
hoped the king might understand that no threats would move him to leave his
chosen path. It would be of great interest to know how Cromwell had threatened
Pole. It is very likely that he threatened to have Pole assassinated, because in the
above quoted letter Pole expresses for the first time a concern for the safety of his
life. The fear of assassination was to haunt Pole for the next seventeen years.

The 1ncident in Verona must be regarded as the turning point in Pole's life. It is
true that Henry tried to persuade him to return to his natural allegiance even after he
was created a cardinal, and it is even conceivable that Henry's invitations were not
necessarily a trap, but from the letter which Pole wrote to his king from Verona it
was quite clear that he was not going to change his mind again. To remain faithful
to his cause he had accepted the fact that he would be in danger of assassination and
that the lives of his friends and family in England would be endangered because of
his conduct. He went on to Rome in order to partake in the reform work that was
about to begin there, but also, finally to enter into a public career, which he had

been avoiding for the first thirty-six years of his life.

18pple to Contarini, Siena, 10 Oct. 1536; Quirini, I, no. 45; "The first of the letters, which
Cromwell, whose will rules the king, wrote to me, was full of threats of all sorts, also that which
he wrote in the king's name. The second one, which Tunstall, bishop of Durham wrote, did not
contain anything but an argument against the authority of the pope ... Thirdly, others, which

moved me very much, were written by my mother and my brother in such a pitiful way, that I
almost succumbed ... when I read them.’
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II. 2. Pole's Elevation to the Cardinalate

The work on church reform started almost immediately after Pole's arrival in
Rome. Together with eminent Italian prelates he produced the famous Consilium
de emendanda ecclesia, which was to become of prime importance for the thinking
of certain catholic reformers in the sixteenth century.19

Disquieting news reached England in mid-November when Cranmer informed
Henry that Pole was being considered for the cardinalate.20 At that time the
English monarch was in a precarious domestic situation because of the Pilgrimage
of Grace. Thus Pole's cardinalate was most undesirable for Henry, because Pole
appeared to be the most dangerous potential ally for the insurgents of the north.
Although Pole's political influence on the Continent was not strong, he might have
provided the insurgents with a useful link to military support from catholic rulers
across the Channel. As a figurehead for the English catholics he was undoubtedly a
powerful symbol.?! Indeed, the northern insurgents must have at least tried to
contact Rome for help in their fight against Henry. In a letter - we do not know
whether it ever reached Rome or whether it was intercepted by the English

government - they expressed their interest in support from Pole and

in nomine populus insurgentium instatur apud pontificem, ut velit creare
supra dictum [Polum] in Car[dina]lem et mittere legatum in angliam, est
aliquis, qui sentiret ut pontifex mitteret eum, et cum pecuniis.22

The government's concern about the possibility of Continental support for the

Insurgents must have been quite obvious to the curial politicians. The nuncio in

19The Consilium de emendanda ecclesiae is discussed by H. Jedin, A History of the Council of
Trent, (London, 1957) I, p. 423-33,

20Cranmer to Henry VIII, Knoll, 18 Nov. 1536; J. E. Cox (ed.), Miscellaneous Writings and
Letters of Thomas Cranmer (Parker Society, XXIV, 1846) no. 180.

21pole's political and military significance is rather exaggerated by A. Zimmermann, Kardinal
Pole, sein Leben und seine Schriften (Regensburg, 1893) p. 86-7.

22Anonymous notice about the letter, 5./, s.d.; PRO: SP 1/113, f. 3: L&P XI. 1353,2;
implored the pope in the name of the insurgent people to create the above mentioned [Pole] a
cardinal and send him to England as legate, and there is someone, who thinks that the pope should
send him and provide him with money.' This is the only source to document a contact between
the insurgents and Rome. The original letter seems to be lost and the above quoted document is a

note about this letter from the insurgents to Rome. It was most likely written in the last months
of 1536 when the Pilgrimage was on its height.
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France, in those days Rome's main source of information about England, reported
that the English king feared the possibility of Pole's promotion to the
cardinalate.> Indeed, Henry even tried to influence Pole in Rome directly. He
commissioned Pole's friend Thomas Starkey to write to Pole to encourage him to

decline the cardinalate.

For 1f yoy shuld accord that waye and take such a place with him that is
enemye to the kinges maiestie and the hole realm We cannot otherwis
ludge you then to be of the same faction that he is and so consequently
as great an enemye to his highnes to your litle power as he whom therby

you shuld chuse for your hed and t:apitan.z’4
The letter finishes by assuring Pole that if he recanted and returned to England,

Henry would still be willing to forgive him his past conduct. This letter is different

from Pole's earlier correspondence from England. It is true that Cromwell had
threatened Pole before - apparently with attacks on his life. In this letter, however,
the tone changed. Starkey warned that if Pole accepted the cardinalate he would be
regarded as an enemy of the realm and a traitor. Thus, for the first time Pole was
confronted with political consequences which would affect him. Pole may have
dismissed Cromwell's threats as a simple trick in political bargaining, or, at least, at
this early stage he could have done so. However, if he was to be attainted he
would lose his benefices in England and his royal stipend, upon which he
depended. The threats were no longer empty. He would not only stain his family
name, but put his family's lives at the king's mercy. He would not only be in royal
distavour, but also his peers would turn against him. If, however, he wanted to
work for the reduction of England to Roman obedience successfully he would have
to rely on the co-operation of the nobility. As it was pointed out above, Pole had
already made his choice when he refused to be impressed by the letters which he
had received in Verona; now Henry stated his terms. Beyond the personal
consequences Pole was now faced with the political consequences of his choice.
Pole could still reasonably hope that he might retain some political influence in
England as a more or less anonymous exile on the Continent, but that any

constructive dialogue with him would become absolutely impossible for the English

23Pio to Ricalcati, Blois, 26 Nov. 1536; Baroni, no. 237.

24[Starkey to Pole], s.l., 5.d.: PRO: SP 1/111, f. 134; L&P XI, no. 1101; the date is likely to
be soon after 18 Nov. 1536, cf. footnote no. 20 above.
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policy makers if he chose to accept a prominent public position with the pope.
Unfortunately, Pole's answer to this letter is not extant. We can only deduce from
Starkey's next letter that Pole rebuked his friend for allowing himself to be used by
Henry, but none of the reasoning concerning this new situation has survived.25

Pole's reluctance to accept the cardinalate in December 1536 shows that he had
definitely been impressed by the content of Starkey's letter. According to Pole's
first biographer, Ludovico Beccadelli, Pole implored the pope not to promote him,
both for the safety of his family and with respect to his political standing in
England. The pope accepted Pole's reasons at first, but then he changed his mind
and decided to elevate Pole despite his scruples. Pole apparently received the
tonsure, which was the outward sign that he now was a clergyman, unwillingly,
yet he was humble enough not to protest, so that Beccadelli compared him with a
sheep under the shearer's hands.26 Thus on 22 December 1536 Pole was elevated
to the purple in public consistory.2’ Now a decision was taken and Pole had made
a public stand stand against Henry VIII.

It 1s difficult to determine how fast the news of Pole's new title reached
England, but it might have taken longer than is generally assumed. It is most likely
that the earliest date on which the news became known in England was after
9 January 1537,when Sir John Wallop, Henry's ambassador in France, reported
to Lord Lisle, 'from Rome is news come that the Pope hath made ix cardinals ... of
which number of ix Master Pole is named, whereof I am right sorry, for I know
well the King cannot take it well."28 On 16 January 1537 Starkey wrote in an
almost apologetic way to Pole expressing the hope of not having offended his old
friend by his last letter. Starkey wrote that he refused to believe a rumour that Pole

had been created a cardinal.2? After his failure to procure a positive answer from

25Starkey to Pole, London, 16 Jan. 1537; BL: Cleo. E vi,2, f. 233-3V: L&P XII,1, no. 105.
20L. Beccadelli, Vita del Cardinale Reginaldo Polo, in Quirini, V, 355-91; p. 364-5. Schenk.
Reginald Pole, p. 161, points out that one of Pole's characteristics was a strong fear of public

office. This aspect must also be taken into account when it comes to assessing Pole's reluctance
to accept the cardinalate.

27 Consistorial decree, Rome, 22 Dec. 1536; BL: Add MS 22 837, f. 25Y; L&P XI, no. 1353,1.
Z8Wallop to Lisle, Paris, 9 Jan. 1537; Lisle Letters, IV, no. 911. Since the mail to and from

England generally went via Calais, it is to be assumed that Wallop informed London of this news
by the same post.

29Starkey to Pole, London, 16 Jan. 1537; BL: Cleo E. vi,2, f. 377-7": L&P XII.1, no. 105.
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Pole he had somewhat fallen into Henry's and Cromwell's disfavour. Thus, it is
not altogether surprising that Starkey speaks of a rumour as late as mid January, for
he may indeed have been ill-informed. It is also possible that, out of esteem for his
friend, Starkey chose not to believe that Pole had taken the final step. Indeed, he
may have been trying to be politic about the affair in order not to lose the contact
with Pole.

When there could be no more doubt in England that Pole had taken the
cardinalate Stokesley and Tunstall wrote a joint letter to Pole. They expressed their
disappointment with the new cardinal's action, accused him of vainglorious
behaviour and of fostering sedition and rebellion in England. They also presented
him with a lengthy theological argument as to why the pope should have no
authority over the churches outside papal domains, and finally they entreated Pole
to surrender his red hat and return to the dutiful service for his king.30

Another hint that the government in London did at first not know how to react
to the news from Rome is the fact that Lord Lisle's characteristic attempt to use the
new situation for the benefit of his family was not met with success for several
weeks. On recelving the news Lisle instructed his agent in England, John Husee,

to secure Pole’s benefice in Harting for one of his stepsons. Soon Husee reported

‘back that

as for the benefice in Harting, I shewed Mr. Popley your lordship's letter,

who ... said that Mr. Pole is like to do well and that the matter is not so
heinously taken as it is spoken of; and said further that Throckmorton
should be dispatched with the King's answer shortly; and thinketh not the

contrary but that all shall be well in that behalf,31
This mention of Michael Throckmorton introduces into the controversy one of the

most interesting characters of Pole's household. Throckmorton had already been a

30Stokesley and Tunstall to Pole, s.l., s.d.; PRO: SP 1/113, f. 4-11: L&P XI. no. 1354,
There can be no question that this letter was written at the same time or soon after Starkey's letter

(cf. footnote no. 29 above). Thus, it must be pointed out that the order in which the letters are
arranged in L&P is incorrect, because there Starkey's letter is placed in L&P XI1,1, no. 105,
whereas the one from Starkey and Tunstall is placed in L&P X/, no. 1354, directly following the
official account of Pole's elevation. It is evident that the editors did not think that this letter was
written so soon after the elevation and that it was placed there out of contextual considerations. To

avoid confusion, however, it should be placed somewhere between L&P XII.1. no. 105 and no.
249 (i.e. between 16 and 20 Jan. 1537).

31Husee to Lisle, London, 14 Jan, 1537: Lisle Letters, IV, no. 915.
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gentleman in Pole's service during the years in Padua, but we hear of him only
when Pole got into contact with England or - later - when the cardinal went on
diplomatic legations. He was apparently neither involved in the scholarl y life which
had dominated Pole's house in Padua, nor in any of Pole's endeavors in church
reform, which was to be one of the cardinal's main concerns from 1536 till
1552.32 Throckmorton had been in England as Pole's emissary before 1537. It
was he who had taken on the dangerous task of presenting De Unitate to the
English king. What he in turn brought back to his ma<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>