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Among the ru lers reigning in W estern Europe in the second 
half of the 16th century those who were most often mentioned in 
Poland were, apart from Henry III and Henry IV (kings of F ran
ce), doubtlessly Philip II and Elisabeth I. If, however, the Spanish 
monarch, just as the state and nation under his rule, enjoyed 
definitely a bad reputation,1 there were two contesting legends 
about the English sovereign : the “black” and the “white” one. 
The first one arose in Catholic circles, promoted mainly by Jesuits. 
P iotr Skarga, while calling Elisabeth “an open harlot insatiate of 
human blood of the m artyrs of Christendom and her subjects”2 
simply expressed the com m unis opinio  of his O rder and the 
counter-reform ation propaganda. Also the adherents of the “w hite” 
legend about this monarch, created by Polish dissenters, drew 
by the handful from  the writings of their co-religionists, published 
in France, Germ any and the Netherlands, and of course from the 
works of Elisabeth's English advocates. The whole polemic around

1 CI. J. T a z b i r ,  Ś w ia t  p a n ó w  P a sk ó w .  Ese je  i s tu d ia  [The W o r ld  
of S q u ires  l ik e  P asek .  E ssays a n d  Studies], Łódź 1986, p. 184— 185 and 
i d e m ,  S z la ch ta  i k o n k w is ta d o r z y .  Op in ia  s ta ro p o lsk a  w o b e c  p o d b o ju  A m e 
ry k i  p r z e z  H iszpan ię  [The  G e n t r y  a n d  C onq u is ta d o rs .  O ld -P o l i sh  O p in ion  
on th e  Span ish  C o n q u es t  of  A m er ic a ] ,  Warszawa 1969, p. 38 II.

2  Cited II. Z i n s ,  P olska  w  oczach A n g l ik ó w  X I V — X V I  w .  [Poland in  
English E yes  14th— 16th C en tur ie s ] ,  Warszawa 1974, p. 142.
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92 JA N U S Z  T A Z B IR

her person, developing in Poland, was of secondary and in large 
measure transla tory  nature.3

From the restoration of Catholicism in England with the reign 
of M ary Tudor, every new ru ler aroused a hope of following in 
her footsteps. No wonder then that the main charges brought 
against Elisabeth concerned her continuation of the religious 
policy of her father, a lay protector of English Reformation and 
head of the “schism atic” Church in that country. The Act of 
Suprem acy of 1559 named the Queen “the supreme ruler of this 
Kingdom both in ecclesiastical and secular m atters”, and not the 
“head of the Church of England”, but in fact it accorded her 
complete power in m atters of faith as it did to Henry VIII. Thus 
the above quoted Skarga was right in saying that Elisabeth is 
“held by the heretic English as a pope ; she gives them  decrees 
in the m atters of God, telling them  how they should believe”.4

A dherents of Polish Reformation carefully watched the per
secution of their co-religionists in England taking place under 
M ary Tudor. In C. Bazylik’s translation of John Crespin’s work 
A ctiones et m o n u m en ta  m a r ty ru m  (Geneva, 1556), published under 
the Polish title H istoryja o srogim  prześladow aniu Kościoła Bożego 
[A H istory  of the  Cruel P ersecution of the H oly Church] (Brześć 
Litewski—Brest Litovsk 1567), we find a very precise description 
of the “cruel and severe persecution” that became the lot of 
English protestants by orders of “Bloody” Mary, though a t that 
tim e nobody in Poland called her that name.5 H er reign was many 
tim es m entioned w ith the highest abomination by such polemists 
as e.g. Andrzej Wolan and Jan  Łasicki.6

3 P io tr  S k a rg a  d rew  a tte n tio n  to  m any  a n ti-J e s u it pam ph le ts reach ing  
P o lan d  from  F ra n c e  in his P ró b a  za k o n u  S oc ie ta t is  Iesu [The T ria l  of  the  
S o c ie ta t is  Iesu  O rd er] K rak ó w  1607, p. 109.

4 P . S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o t y  ś w ię ty c h  [Th e L ives  of the  S a in t s ], K raków  
1958, p. 1129.

5  C. B a z y l i k ,  H is to ry ja  o s ro g im  p rz e ś la d o w a n iu  K ośc io ła  Bożego  
[A H isto ry  of th e  C ruel P e rsecu tion  of the  Holy C hurch], Brześć L itew 
sk i 1567, fol. 168 verso  an d  foll, as w ell a s  fol. 178 verso  and  foll.

6 Cf. U. S z u m s k a ,  A n g l ia  a P olska  w  epoce  h u m a n izm u  i re fo rm a c ji  
(Z w ią z k i  k u l tu ra ln e )  [E ngland  a n d  P o lan d  in the  A g e  of H u m a n ism  and  
R e fo rm a t io n  (C u l tura l  Ties)], Lw ów  1938, p. 86 ; H. K o w a l s k a ,  D zia ła l
ność re fo rm a to r sk a  Jana Ł a sk ieg o  w  P olsce  1556— 1560 [The R e f o r m a to ry  
A c t i v i t y  of Jan L a sk i  in Poland ,  1556— 1560], W rocław 1969, p. 155.
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E L IS A B E T H  I 93

In their tu rn  the Catholic circles were extrem ely well informed 
of Elisabeth’s policy of repressions against the “papists”. “It is no 
secret”, Kasper Wilkowski wrote in his preface to Campionus’ 
The F irm  Proofs, “what is taking place in England”.7 The situation 
of Catholics in the British Isles strongly interested Stanisław 
Hozjusz. The great work by Nicolas Sanders, De visibili monarchia 
ecclesiae libri VII I ,  comprising i.a. " the earliest outlines of the 
history of persecution of Catholics in England” was prefaced with 
the au thor’s le tte r of thanks to the Polish Cardinal.8 Incidentally, 
this work later provided Skarga with m aterial for writing a 
chapter on the “M artyrs of England” in his Lives of the Saints. 
On Hosius’s initiative the Council of T rent sent letters to Catholic 
princes and m onarchs to plead for their co-religionists imprisoned 
in the British Isles. Hosius himself made lists of the bishops and 
priests imprisoned there, m aintaining correspondence with them 
and offering them —according to his possibilities and means—not 
only spiritual but also m aterial assistance.9

The Polish Cardinal was afraid that the example of Elisabeth
I might have had a bad influence on Sigismund II Augustus, as a t
tem pts were made to persuade the king to proclaim himself the 
head of the national Church. Not in vain did Jan  Łasicki w rite 
(1565) to Theodore Beza, that Sigismund II Augustus “is not less 
kind, nor less learned than the English Queen Elisabeth, and he 
promotes the advances of the Gospels, be it only by the fact that 
he does not hinder them ”.10

In the first quarte r of the 16th century Polish and foreign 
clergy developed a large information campaign on the persecution 
of Catholics in England. Thus nuncio Giovanni Andrea Caligari

7 E. C a m p i o n ,  Dziesięć  m o c n y c h  d o w o d ó w ,  iż  a d w e rsa r ze  Kośc io ła  
p o w szec h n eg o  upaść muszą.. .  [Ten F irm  Proof s that  the  A dversaries of the  
C atholic C hu rch  M ust Fall...], W ilno 1584, from  th e  ded ica tion  to A nna J a 
giellon.

8  W. B o r o w y ,  Prześladowani k a to l ic y  a n g ie lscy  i s zk o cc y  w  Polsce
X V I  w ie k u  [English and  S co t t i sh  P er se c u te d  C a tho l ics  in Po land  of 16th
C e n tu ry ] ,  “P rzeg ląd  Pow szechny”, No. 7—8, 1938, p. 112.

9 U. S z u m s k a ,  op. cit.,  p. 93— 94.
10 II. B a r y c z ,  Jan Łasicki.  S tu d iu m  z d z i e jó w  p o lsk ie j  k u l tu r y  n a u 

k o w e j  X V I  w ie k u  [Jan  Łasicki. A S t u d y  fro m  the H is tory  of Polish Sc ien ti f ic  
C ulture  of the  16th C e n tu r y ] ,  W rocław 1973, p. 51.
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suggested to S tephen Bathory reading Reginald Pole’s book on the 
struggle of English adherents of protestantism  against the Catholic 
Church ; the King was also made to read Campionus’ work devoted 
to the combat against Anglicanism.11 Stephen Bathory took so 
much to it th a t he sent it as a gift to the powerful protector of 
Reformation in Lithuania, Mikołaj Radziwiłł, called the “Red- 
Head”. The King also ordered a translation of it into Polish.12 
Thus in 1584 two translations of the work appeared sim ulta
neously in Vilna. One of them  Dziesięć p rzyczyn , dla k tó rych  
E dm undus K am pianus h e re ty k i w  A n g lije j na dyspu tacy ją  w y 
zw ał [Ten Reasons for w h ich  C am pianus Chalenged to D ispute  
the H eretics o f England] came from under the hand of Skarga. We 
owe the other to Kasper Wilkowski, a recent convert, who in his 
dedication to Ann Jagiellon did not fail to call Elisabeth “C hrist’s 
m urderer”. Still a t the beginning of the 17th century  Campionus’ 
lives, works and letters enjoyed much popularity with the 
readers.

Two years before Campionus’ dissertation there appeared a 
sizeable pam phlet O krucieństw a kacyrskie  przeciw  ka to likom  w  
A n g lije j k ró tko  a praw dziw ie przez jednego tego narodu opisane, 
a na ję z y k  po lski przełożone [Heretics’ C ruelties A gainst Catholics 
in England S h o r tly  and T ru ly  by  One o f T heir N ation Described  
and in to  Polish Translated]. We read there tha t Queen Elisabeth 
is guilty  of the uncanny cruelties suffered by Catholics in En
gland. They are so spied on, punished and tortured there, “tha t 
no equal slavery and oppression can be found under the sun 
even among the cruellest people.” Everybody who does not 
acknowledge Elisabeth as the head to the Church, meets the same 
punishm ent as used to be meted out for lèse m ajesté. In this 
work the Polish reader found a comprehensive list of all the rest
rictions and legal annoyances adm inistered to Catholics in En
gland. The anonymous au thor presented in detail the whole legal 
procedure, the to rtu res applied during the trial, conditions in 
prison, confiscation of possessions, etc.

In his well-grounded book on the opinion about Elisabeth, Grew

11 C f. no te  7.
12 U. S z u m s k a ,  op.  cit .,  p.  90.
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stresses tha t only afte r the execution of M ary S tuart (1587) did 
English Catholic w riters start to censure Elisabeth very strongly : 
before the execution of the Scottish Queen even the most ardent 
adherents of Rome did not do it.13 In Poland, on the other hand, 
the year 1587 did not mark any turning point. The significant 
cesura came with the excommunication of Elisabeth by Pope 
Pius V w ith the bull Regnans in Ecclesia, which look place 
17 years later.14 From then on Polish Catholic w riters will speak 
of the English Queen in the worst possible terms. Thus the first 
edition of Piotr Skarga’s Ż y w o ty  św ię tych  [The L ives of the  
Saints] (1579) includes a chapter devoted to Jesuits executed in 
England. In the next edition (1585) the author extended the 
chapter considerably by adding i.a. the life history of Campionus, 
who was executed after to rtures in 1581. Skarga as well as his 
religious brothers for obvious reasons made the picture darker ; 
the author of T he L ives o f the Sa in ts  reckoned up to five hundred 
m artyrs under Elisabeth. According to m odem estimates their 
number was sm aller by half. Among Elisabeth’s victims m en
tioned by T he L ives  (ed. of 1585) there was also Jam es Bosgrave, 
about whom Skarga wrote lyrically : “I rem em ber you, dearest 
brother, at my place, getting dressed for this road [ .. .]  as Christ 
chose you as his witness arming you for this martyrdom.

In 1580 Bosgrave was captured by the English police. He was 
sued for high treason, the indictm ent being based on Hieronim 
Rozdrażewski’s le tte r to his friend in England, intercepted by the 
English intelligence service. It was evident from the letter tha t 
Bosgrave came to his fatherland “on very im portant business”. 
Tortured on trial and sentenced to be quartered he was pardoned, 
nevertheless, as a result of the double intervention of Stephen 
Bâthory w ith Queen Elisabeth. After expulsion from his father
land, Bosgrave again joined the Jesuits, whom he even earlier 
constantly inconvenienced by breaking the order’s rules. It would,

13  J. H. G r e w ,  E lisabeth  d 'A n g le te r re  d a n s  la l i t t é r a tu re  française ,
P aris  1932, p. 37 ; cf. ib id e m ,  p. 57.

14 Mentioned i.a. by J. Łasicki, Pro Volano...  a d v e r su s  A n to n iu m  P os-
se v in u m ,  W ilno 1584, p. 39.

15 P.  S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o t y  ś w ię ty c h  [The L iv e s  of  the  Sa in ts], K raków  
1585, p. 1130 and  1132.
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however, be unfitting to expel “an English m arty r” from the 
Society : the General of the O rder (Claudius Aquaviva) did not 
want to deprive him of Poland either. As a result the transgres
sions of the would-be m arty r w ere w inked at, and Bosgrave died 
in 1623 as a lecturer of the Jesu it College in Kalisz.16 In the next 
edition of The L ives  Skarga had to introduce an emendation, 
saying “the death of others was reprieved and w ith tim e Bos- 
gravius through a le tte r by King Stephen to the English Queen 
[ .. .]  was saved.”17

The most recent Catholic Encyclopedia  published in Poland 
adm its that the mentioned excommunication of Elisabeth by 
Pius V as well as the opposition and riot of the Catholic nobility, 
exacerbated the repressions against the English adherents of 
Rome.18 Let us recall th a t the Pope directed his bull “against 
Elisabeth, the alleged Queen of England, as well as those heretics 
who support her”. The English “papists”, both those in exile and 
at home, took an active part in the conspiracy aimed at dethroning 
the Queen or even a t a regicide. Rome, which during the first 
years of Elisabeth’s reign entertained some hopes as to her follow
ing in the footsteps of her sister, M ary Tudor, and returning to 
the bosom of Catholicism,19 from  1570 on definitely encouraged 
and supported all those conspiratorial actions. Anyway, this was 
an era when attem pts to change the course of history frequently  
took the  form  of attem pts on the lives of ru lers : not only two 
successive kings of France (Henry III and Henry IV) but also king 
of Scotland (Henry Darnley) and the leader of rebellious N ether
lands (Prince W illiam of Orange) perished from a dagger. N u
m erous attem pts a t secret m urder of the Queen of England found

16 L. P i e c h n i k ,  P o czą tk i  A k a d e m i i  W i leń sk ie j ,  1570— 1599 [T h e  B e 
g in n in g s  o f  th e  V ilna A c a d e m y ,  1570— 1599], Rome 1984, p. 133— 135.

17 P. S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o t y  ś w i ę t y c h  [T he  L iv e s  of  th e  S a in t s ], K raków  
1598, p. 1135.

18 J . B a z y d ł o, E lżb ieta  I [E lisabeth  I], i n :  E ncy k lo p e d ia  k a to l ick a ,  
vol. IV, L u b lin  1983, co lum n 911.

19 T races of it  can  be found  i. a. in H osius’s le tte rs , cf. S tan is las  
H osius’s correspondence... vol. I II (1558— 1561), p a r t  I (M ay 10, 1558 — 
A ugust 31, 1560), com p. by H. D. W ojtyska, O lsztyn 1980, “S tud ia  W ar
m ińsk ie ,” vol. X V II, pp. 290, 294 and  319.
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moral approval in Rome : the Apostolic See also supported the 
m ilitary preparations of Spain for the invasion of the British Isles. 
Thus it is absolutely understandable tha t the defeat of the In
vincible Armada was enthusiastically received also by the Polish 
protestants (especially in Gdańsk).20

Although there were some objective reasons that to a certain 
extent justified the repressions against English Catholics who 
developed anti-governm ent political activity, one should also 
agree w ith the opinion of J. Lecler S.J. th a t no other state in 
Christian Europe had established in the 16th century as many 
disgraceful and Draconic laws “for strictly  religious transgres
sions”, as it was done by Elizabethan England. The complete con
fusion of Church and state affairs caused tha t identical punish
ment was m eted out for “loyalty to Rome and the crime of high 
treason”.21

This had to revolt above all the Jesuits, which is distinctly 
evidenced by a polemic carried on at the turn  of the 1580s by 
members of this Order, Andrzej Jurgiewicz and P iotr Skarga, with 
the Calvinist Andrzej Wolan. The controversy dealt above all 
with the religious policy of Elisabeth I. The Catholic side called 
her “the English Pope Joan”, born of an incestuous union. This 
shows that the pam phlet published about 1588 by the Cardinal 
William Allen, where Elisabeth was called i.a. “an incestuous 
bastard conceived and born in sin by a notorious courtesan”,22 
reached also the hands of Polish Jesuits.

Also Polish pam phlets described the English queen as a mon-

20 Also in C racow  a n  account ap p ea red  in  1598, tra n s la te d  f rom  G er
m an (by th e  a u th o r  using  the pseudonym  of J a n  P aw łow ic z W ilniow ca) of 
the m aritim e defeat of S pain , cf. D r u k a rze  d a w n e j  P o lsk i  od X V  do  X V II I  
w ie k u  [P r in te r s  of O ld  P o lan d  f r o m  15th to 18th C en tur ie s ] ,  vol. : Ma ło- 
polska,  p a r t  I  : 15th— 16th cen tu rie s  ed. A. K aw ecka-G ryczow a, W roclaw
1983, p. 363. P o lish  repercussions, how ever, w ere  feeble in  com parison  to 
the m u ltitu d e  of p rin ts  p rovoked  in F ran ce  by th e  d efea t of the Inv incib le  
A rm ada, cf. J . H. G r e w ,  op. c it . ,  p.  45 ff.

21 J.  L e c l e r ,  H is tor ia  to le ra n c j i  w  w i e k u  re fo rm a c ji  [T he  H is to ry  of  
T olera t ion  in  th e  A g e  of R e fo rm a tio n ] ,  vol. II, W arszaw a 1964, pp. 323— 
324. C atholic w rite rs  d rew  a tten tio n  to  it  as fa r  back as th e  16th cen 
tury .

22 J. E. N e a l e ,  K ö n ig in  E l isabeth ,  M ünchen  1967, p. 338.

7 Acta P o lon iae  Histo rica  LXI www.rcin.org.pl
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ster, th a t is a woman who m eddles in the affairs of the Church, 
which—as they said—has never taken place before. That English 
puritans were equally shocked is confirmed by the fact tha t even 
they, unwilling to acknowledge Elisabeth as the head of the 
Church, fled to Geneva. The “English justice”23 actually  consists 
in tha t she rules the country w ith the cruelty surpassing the 
Turkish tyranny.24 In this polemic zeal Elisabeth was not spared 
the worst derision, calum ny and abuse.

In the times when the m entioned Jurgiewicz spoke about her, 
especially eager attacks w ere directed against the Calvinist po- 
lemist, Stanisław Sudrowski (Sudrovius about 1550—1600) who 
was a preacher in Vilna. Wargocki, Reszka, Jurgiewicz, Sawicki 
and other advocates of counter-reform ation w rote tha t for the 
theft of a silver plate in Lvov he was said to be sentenced to 
death there ; in order to avoid this punishm ent he accepted the 
office of a hangman.25 In this context it is easy to understand why 
it was precisely Sudrovius’ wife who was compared to the English 
Queen. Jurgiew icz wrote th a t Calvinists in Vilna sang her praises 
just like the English people worshipped Elisabeth. The la tter did 
it in the London Cathedral, the form er in a “Lithuanian syna
gogue”. Even the litu rgy  of worship was believed to be sim ilar 
in both cases. This mocking gossip constituted a peculiar revenge 
of Catholic polemists for the protestant tales about the would-be 
“Pope-Joan”.

The derisive attacks against Elisabeth were accompanied by 
a great deal of detailed inform ation on the history of the English

23 T his w as an  a llu sion  to the  p am p h le t by L o rd  B urgh ley  (W illiam  
Cecil) D e iu s t i t ia  B r i ta nn ica  seu  Anglica...  (1584) w here  he tr ied  to ju s tify  
th e  an ti-C a th o lic  leg isla tion  of E lisabe th  I.

24 M end a c ia  e t  c o n v i t ia  eva n g e l ica  A n d r e a e  V olani.. .  b r e v i t e r  re fu ta ta  
p e r  A n d r e a m  J u r g e v ic iu m  c a n o n ic u m  V iln en se m ,  W ilnae 1588, pp. 141— 142 
and 145 and i d e m ,  A n a to m ia  l ibe l li  fam osi scurrillis An. Volani.. ., b.m.
1591, f o l . B 2. This polem ic is discussed by T. G r a b o w s k i ,  P io tr  S k a rg a  
n a t le  k a to l i c k ie j  l i t e r a tu r y  r e l ig i jn e j  w  Polsce  w i e k u  X V I ,  1536— 1612 
[P io t r  S k a r g a  A g a in s t  th e  B a ck g ro u n d  of R elig ious  C a tho l ic  L i t e ra tu re  in  
P o la n d  of the  16th C e n tu r y  1536— 1612], Kraków 1913, p. 476—479.

25 Z. N o w a k ,  K o n t r r e fo r m a c y jn a  sa t y r a  o b y c z a jo w a  w  Polsce  X V II  
w i e k u  [C o u n te r -r e fo r m a t io n  M oral  Sa t ire  in P o lan d  of the  17th C e n tu ry ] ,  
Gdańsk 1968, p. 470—471.
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“schism”, especially the rule of th is Queen over the Church of 
England. In some accounts not destined for the press, she was 
even more strongly criticized ; the faultfinding was also done by 
Polish politicians who visited England or wrote about English 
m atters. Such a ttitudes could be discovered i.a. in a m anuscript 
report from a mission on which Paweł Działyński w ent in 1597, on 
behalf of the Polish King, to the N etherlands and the British Isles. 
Stanisław Grzybowski convincingly accords its authorship to S ta
nisław Bartolan (deceased in 1618), a royal secretary, who accom
panied Działyński on this mission.26

Let us put aside the controversy as to w hat ex ten t the arro
gant speech of Działyński, delivered during an audience with Eli
sabeth I (August 4, 1597), was an expression of diplomatic awk
wardness and to what a deliberate tactless move, w ith the purport 
almost of the natu re  of an ultim atum . According to contem porary 
studies, although it had the worst possible repercussions in Elisa- 
bethan England, casting shade on the “level of Polish diplomacy, 
the person of the envoy, and even the Polish court”,27 it never
theless brought some positive political effects : “the ultim atum  
was accepted and Báthory’s m ethods stood the test. Elisabeth had 
to yield”.28 One can easily imagine w hat would have been her 
reaction if the Latin original of Bartolan’s report, copied by the 
unfailing English intelligence service, had by chance reached her 
hands.

It is true that the member of the Polish mission adm itted that 
Elisabeth had “a bright m ind”, knowledge, talents and shrew d
ness, however he accused her a t the same tim e of pride, tyranny 
and cruelty. He did not spare the English Queen the worst words 
of abuse, calling her “a harlot begotten by illicit and ignominious 
love” “an enemy of all Christians and relentless plunderer” who 
“reigns with such unheard-of despotism” that she “surpassed all 
the ty ran ts so far alive”. She is, according to Bartolan “a her

26 S. G r z y b o w s k i ,  N ieznan e  d z ie ło  S ta n is ła w a  B arto lana ,  "Silva  
re ru m  ser ies  nova..." [The  U n k n o w n  W o r k  b y  S ta n is ła w  B a r to la n  “S i lva  
re ru m  ser ie s  nova..."],  Kraków 1981, pp. 224—225.

27 H. Z i n s ,  op. cit .,  p. 112.
28 S. G r z y b o w s k i ,  E lżb ie ta  W ie lk a  [E l isa b e th  th e  G rea t] ,  Wrocław

1984, p .  191.
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m aphrodite pope”, a “wild she-w olf”, “the jan itor of hell” and 
so on.29 The author of those words may well be ranked among 
the “calum nists”, whose expulsion from  Poland was demanded 
by the English governm ent from  Działyński. The la tte r heard in 
London that in the Polish Commonwealth of the gentry there are 
many “Spanish-Jesuit” pam phleteers, who unpunished throw 
abuse on “the good name of the English Queen".30

If we glean the essential charges from  Bartolan’s report, they 
will boil down to the persecution of Catholics and to absolute 
rule. Działyński's companion accuses Elisabeth of ty ranny and 
complete subordination of the nobility to royal power, as well as 
of the appropriation of the subjects’ property confiscated for 
high treason. The guilt was defined arb itrarily  and punishm ent 
was applied even for trifling reasons.31 Bartolan also discusses at 
length the “m artyrdom  or ra the r slaughter of Christians” tha t 
occurred by the Queen’s orders. During her reign a “tyrannical 
and extraordinary  oppression of the free nation by a woman” took 
place. The English perished and found a miserable death : some im
paled, others crucified, some in the tongs of iron, others in still 
another way [ . . . ]  on top of the buildings you can see heads 
impaled, in another place a part of some man is to rn  by the wind ; 
this is the very spectacle of ty ranny” 32

The above opinion reflects the attachm ent of the Polish gentry

29 Me r k u r i u s z  s a r m a c k i  z  N id e r la n d ó w  i A n g l i i  c z y l i  zw ię z ła  re lac ja  
z  d w ó c h  p o se ls tw . . .  k tó r e  sp ra w o w a ł . . .  P a w e ł  D z ia ł y ń s k i  R o k u  P a ń sk ie g o  
1597 [The  O ld  P o l i sh  M e r c u r y  f r o m  th e  N e th e r la n d s  a n d  E n g la n d  or  a 
S u c c in c t  A c c o u n t  o f  T w o  M issions. . .  A c c o m p l i s h e d  b y  P a w e ł  D z ia ł y ń s k i  
A n n o  D o m in i  1597], com p. by R. M arcin iak , W rocław  1978, p. 30 ff and 
p. 38 ff.

30 U. S z u m s k a ,  op. c it .,  p. 105. T he a u th o r  re fe rs  to the  reply  
g iven  to D ziałyńsk i by th e  E nglish  m in is te rs  on A ugust 13, 1597. I t  was 
pub lished  by “Z e itsch rift d e r h is to rischen  G esellschaft fu r  die P rov inz 
P o sen ”, vol. III, 1888, pp. 100— 108. T h is is an  a n n e x  to  th e  a r tic le  by 
R. H a s s e n c a m p ,  H a n d e lp o l i t is ch e  V e rh a n d lu n g e n  zw isc h e n  England  
un d  P o le n  in  den  J a h ren  1597 und  1598. T he  ed ito rs of O ld P o lish  M ercury 
(cf. no te  above) did n o t g ive accoun t of th is  rep ly .

31 S. G r z y b o w s k i  in  h is E lżb ie ta  W ie lk a ,  pp. 186—188, draw s 
a tte n tio n  to th e  po litical aspec ts of th e  c ritic ism  c a rr ied  ou t by B ar
to lan .

32 M e rk u r iu s z  sa rm a c k i ,  p. 31.
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to its “golden freedom ”, often getting the upper hand of the 
attachm ent to the Catholic Church. Of some consequence, of 
course, were the unpleasant impressions from  the mission to En
gland. One can also see here the reflections of the anti-Elizabethan 
propaganda, carried on so energetically by the Jesuits. Practically 
speaking, however, this propaganda was a source of knowledge 
of facts, whereas the general assessments resulted from the prac
tice of religious life, observed in the “country without stakes”, 
where the ru ler did not try  to impose any religious pressure on 
the gentry.

Naturally the Polish kings did not w rite letters to protestant 
monarchs in the same tone in which the Jesuits spoke about the 
English court. Not only Sigismund Augustus, but also his succes
sors were bound to call Elisabeth as of old “Her M ajesty”, “Her 
Gracious M ajesty” or “Her Royal Highness”.33 W hat is more, even 
Stephen Bá thory in his letters to Elisabeth called her “the de
fender of faith” (de fen sa lr ix  fidei). When at the insistence of the 
Pope and his legate, Sigismund III Vasa started  omitting this 
title, the English envoy Christopher Parkins came out with an 
energetic, bu t ineffective intervention (1590). Parkins tried to 
explain th a t it was not Rome but the English estates which used 
that name for Elisabeth, who expected that “ the Polish Crown shall 
not change the title  of her Royal M ajesty under the influence of 
papal le tte rs”. In confidential reply he was made to understand 
that the Polish King did it not only under the pressure of Rome 
but also of Jesuits.34

The English diplomacy also endeavoured to intervene as re
gards pam phlets slandering the sovereigns of England. W ritings 
of that kind were observed with close attention, and even those 
in Polish were not overlooked. Thus e.g. in 1595 the above m en
tioned Park ins informed London tha t a book w ritten by the royal 
preacher appeared in Poland containing an abusive rem ark about 
Elisabeth.35 The book in question m ust have been the above men-

33 M any exam ples of th a t c a n  be found  in  th e  co rrespondence  E lem en ta  
ad fo n t iu m  ed it io nes ,  vol. IV, VI an d  17, pub lished  by C. II. T a l b o t ,  
Rome 1961— 1967.

34 H. Z i n s ,  op. cit .  pp. 143— 144.
35 Ib id em ,  pp. 141— 142.

www.rcin.org.pl



102 JA N U S Z  T A Z B IR

tioned Proces ko n fed era cy je j [The Process of C onfederation] by 
P iotr Skarga.

Two years after Elisabeth’s death Andrzej Wargocki summed 
up again all the charges against the ru le of the “m odem  Jezebel” 
over the Church of England.36 She wielded her power in spite of 
the interdictions of the Scriptures (“taceat m u lier  in  Ecclesia”) and 
even in discord w ith Calvin’s teachings. The Catholic polemist 
recalled the severe punishm ent suffered in Elizabethan England 
by those who did not w ant to accept the superior au thority  of 
the Queen in m atters of spirit. Wargocki referred  to the books 
that attacked the ecclesiastical policy of the Queen, as well as 
to the rum ours about it : “Queen Elisabeth made frequent changes 
in the articles of faith, according to her fancy, as we have partly  
read, partly  heard, since she died recently”.37

Also Stanisław  Krzysztanowic in his booklet E xam en  catho- 
licum  edicti anglicani, (Paris 1611), containing an assessment of 
the h istory of English Reformation from  a Counter-reform ation 
point of view, spoke of Elisabeth in the worst term s. Her character 
was to be m arked by extraordinary  licentiousness and cruelty 
(“turp id in is V enerae et im aginis crudelita tis”). Born of a revolt
ing concubinage, she proved to be w orthy of her immoral mother. 
At court Elisabeth w ent in for unbridled and ostentatious licen
tiousness and as a resu lt gave birth  to num erous illegitim ate off
spring. Krzysztanowic recalls a conversation he had in 1596 in 
Gdańsk w ith some Englishman. W hen this heretic laughed at 
M ary’s virginity, the Pole re to rted  tha t Elisabeth is also called 
a virgin, although she was m any times a mother.

The cruelty  of the English m onarch was to m anifest itself in 
her dealings w ith Catholics ; always th irsty  of their blood she

36 T he com parison  of E lisabeth  to  th is Is rae lite  queen , be liever in B aal, 
w ho  c ru e lly  p e rsecu ted  believers and  p rie s ts  of tru e  G od is co n tin u a lly  p re 
se n t in th e  F ren ch  an ti-E liz ab e th an  li te ra tu re , cf. J . H. G r e w ,  op. cit.,  
pp. 16, 38, 43, 57. A lso S k a rg a  ca lled  th e  qu een  “a second Jezebe l” in  his 
Ż y w o t y  ś w i ę t y c h  [T he L iv e s  of the  S a in t s ], K raków  1603, p. 1114.

37 A. W a r g o c k i ,  A p o lo g ia  p r z e c iw  lu te ra n o m ,  zw in g l ia n o m ,  k a l -  
w in i s to m ,  n o w o k rzc ze ń c o m . . .  [A n  A p o lo g y  A ga ins t  th e  L u theran s ,  Z w in- 
g lians ,  C a lv in is t s ,  A na b a p t is ts . . . ] ,  Kraków 1605, pp. 37—40, 93, 270—271 and 
446.
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was surrounded by evil advisers who instigated her to ever 
greater repressions. In her persecution of Christians she even 
surpassed Nero, as not so many m artyrs were executed under his 
rule. Krzysztanowic described in detail the tortures suffered by 
Catholics as well as the tria l and execution of M ary Stuart. Exactly 
for these transgressions God punished Elisabeth with many illnes
ses so that her body stank and she threw  up everything she had 
eaten. Just like those possessed who even at the point of death 
turned away from the holy cross w ith revulsion, so did she not let 
Anglican bishops approach her bed in the hour of death.38 K rzy- 
sztanowic’s work, w ritten under the fresh impression of perse
cution of Catholics, adm inistered by the English Parliam ent after 
the discovery of the Gunpowder Plot, found a reply in Francis 
Bacon’s apology of the Queen entitled In  fe licem  m em oriam  
Elisabethae Angliae reginae.39

Equally strong criticism  of Elisabeth came from Kasper Ci
chocki, who called her i.a. a monster, born out of wedlock.40 Since 
in the same book (A lloqu iorum  O siecensium , 1615) he also offended 
the then reigning Jam es I, this gave rise to a sharp protest on the 
part of the English envoy in Poland, John Dickenson. He called 
for severe punishm ent of the au thor for the publication of “abuses 
and hideous libels” aimed at the S tuart dynasty ruling in England. 
While quoting the aspersions throw n at Elisabeth’s successor, 
Dickenson did not fail to m ention the defamation of “the blessed 
memory of the Queen”.41 Sigismund III Vasa obliged himself to 
punish (through the intervention of the m unicipality of Cracow)

38 E x a m en  Catholicum .. .  a u c to re  S tan is lao  C r is ta n o v ic ,  Parisiis 1607, 
pp. 7— 10 verso.

39 This polem ic is discussed in detail by M. H e i t z m a n ,  S ta n is ła w  
K r z y s z ta n o w ic z  i j ego p o lem ik a  z  B a co n em  W e r u la m s k im  [S ta n is ła w  K r z y -  
s z ta n o w icz  a n d  His P o le m ic  w i th  Bacon of V eru la m ],  "Reformacja w  P ol
sce”, vol. IV, 1928.

40 K. C i c h o c k i ,  A l lo q u io ru m  O siecensium .. .  l ib r i  V,  K raków  1615, 
p. 296. Cf. ib id e m ,  p. 63 and  p. 274 ff.

4 1  A. K r a u s h a r ,  P o se ls tw o  D icken sona  d o  Z y g m u n ta  III w  sp r a w ie  
książk i  u w ła c za ją c e j  d o m o w i  S t u a r t ó w  (r. 1615) [D ick en so n ’s Miss ion to  
S ig ism u n d  III as  R eg a rd s  the  B o o k le t  In su lt ing  to th e  House of S tu a r t s  
(1615)], “Przegląd H istoryczny”, vol. IX, 1909, p. 59. See also J. J a s n o -  
w s k i, England  and  P o lan d  in the  X V I t h  a n d  X V I I th  C en tu r ie s ,  London 
1948, p. 31.
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the p rin ter of the book ; the incrim inated pages were burn t in 
the m arket-square. As regards their author, the King pleaded 
incompetence, promising to relegate the problem to the bishops’ 
court for decision (Cichocki was a Canon of Sandomierz). As the 
author died soon the investigation was cancelled. The case had 
however a polemic epilogue. Cichocki referred  in his book to the 
pam phlet by Robert Abercrombie, the English Jesuit, a t the time 
resident in Poland, who sharply attacked the S tuart fam ily.42 He 
got a reply from  A ndreas Aidius, also a Scotsman, who lectured in 
philosophy at the Academy of Gdańsk. A debate ensued, of which 
little  is known, however.

One can hard ly  be surprised at the fierceness w ith which the 
English diplomacy hunted for such books, considering the weight 
of accusations and  calumnies directed against their ruler. The 
same Elisabeth, called “the most educated, beautiful, gracious 
lady under the sun”43 by the English translator of Stanisław Ho- 
sius work De origine heresium  nostri tem poris  (A  M ost E xcellen t 
Treatise of th e  B eg yn n yn g  o f H eresy es . . .  A ntw erp 1565), appear
ed on the pages of later Catholic works alm ost in a role of a moral 
monster.

In 1619 in Cracow a recast appeared of the anti-Lutheran 
pam phlet by Johann Nass, A nathom ia  L u th eri  translated from 
Germ an by Jan  Zrzenczycki. This versified A natom ia  M artynusa  
L u tra  [A natom y of M artinus L u th e r ] picked to pieces both the 
leading theologians of Reform ation and its lay protectors. A part 
of the attack, of course, centred also on Elisabeth, who was accus
ed of ex traord inary  licentiousness, m anifested in the num ber of 
her lovers (Robert Dudley Earl of Leicester was m entioned by 
name), as well as of illegitim ate b irth  by an immoral mother. 
A fter a stereotype comparison of Elisabeth to the biblical Jezebel 
and to the Roman persecutors of Christians such as Nero and 
Diocletian, the tim e came to call her a Messalina. Elisabeth’s 
im m orality was to go hand in hand w ith her extraordinary 
cruelty  m anifested by ruthless persecution of Catholics.44

42 T h is book, pu b lish ed  u n d e r  th e  pseudonym  of B arto lu s P acenius, 
is n o t know n to us.

43 H. Z i n s ,  op. cit.,  p. 133.
44 Z. N o w a  k, op. cit .,  pp. 374—375.
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It was a fairly  frequent motif of anti-Elizabethan polemics 
to oppose this queen to her half-sister M ary Tudor, during whose 
short rule “the rectified Divine Church enjoyed a little  peace and 
calm in England, for she freed many Catholics from  close con
finem ent”.45 Ann Jagiellon in her conversation w ith the English 
envoy Sir Jerom e Horsey, was supposed to say that “Elisabeth is 
too blessed a name to be borne by such a plague of Catholic 
Church ; her sister was called M ary (and is) a blessed saint in 
heaven”.46 The propaganda carried on under Elisabeth against 
Mary Tudor was spoken of w ith indignation. It was said that the 
Calvinist clergymen persuaded at that tim e a “wench” named 
Elisabeth Pimple to hide behind a wall and foretell to Londoners 
that their city would fall to ru in  and the state would be defeated 
“if the princess should m arry a Spaniard, or obey the Pope."47

Ju s t as Crespin, in his work translated  by C. Bazylik, ranked 
among the protestant m artyrs Joan (Jane) Grey, the heroine of an 
unsuccessful plot against M ary Tudor, so was M ary S tuart includ
ed in Ż y w o ty  św ię tych  [The L ives of the  Saints] for the first tim e 
in the edition of 1603. She was described there as a Catholic 
m artyr, even though she had not been beatified. Skarga wrote tha t 
what “drove her to death was tha t she held to Catholic faith and 
[ ...]  she wanted if she only could, to banish the Calvinist sect from 
her country”. Lured deceitfully by Elisabeth to England and im 
prisoned there, M ary in her complete innocence and with a m ar
ty r’s patience awaited from her torm entor a bloody death for her 
holy faith”.48

The political intrigues of Elisabeth were to reach as far as 
Poland. Towards the end of the 16th century  it was almost

45 P. S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o t y  ś w ię ty c h  [The L iv e s  of th e  S a in t s ], Kraków
1592, p. 1160.

46 H. Z i n s ,  op. c it . ,  p. 270. H ow ever th e  relig ious policy of M ary  
T udor g en era lly  did n o t m eet in P o lan d  w ith  app rova l. A n excep tion  w as 
m ade by L. G orecki, w ho  p ra ised  th e  Q ueen fo r persecu tion  of p ro tes tan ts  
in h is panegy ric  w r it te n  on the occasion of h e r  m arria g e  to P h ilip  II : 
Oratio...  de  m atr im on io . . .  R eg is  ac  R eginae  A ng l iae ,  Hispaniae... , London 
1554.

47 A .  W a r g o c k i ,  op. cit., pp. 270—271.
48 P. S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o t y  ś w i ę ty c h  [The  L iv e s  of  th e  S a in t s ], Kraków  

1603, p. 1111.
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generally held in Catholic circles that a t her instigation Christo
pher P ark ins m anaged to convene the general synod of Polish 
dissenters in Toruń (1595). “It was one of his m ajor concerns to 
blow up w ith his devilish m outh the fire of the Calvinist plague 
and hearten  up the souls th a t were hesitating or weakening in 
this faith”.49 N either was Elisabeth spared the charges of moral 
im pure. As we have m entioned m ay times, her very  birth  was 
a ttribu ted  to an incestuous union, since—according to some pam 
phleteers—her mother, Ann Boleyn, was supposed to be an 
illegitim ate daughter of her own husband, Henry VIII.50 Both the 
main leaders of the Reformation and its great protectors w ere 
often accused of licentiousness, i.e. transgressions of a sexual na
ture. Skarga w rote m any tim es about it ; Cichocki and Krzysztano- 
wic wrote a t length on the same subject.

It was not easy to polemize with the charges presented above, 
as was soon found by the mentioned Horsey, who during his 
conversation w ith Ann Jagiellon tried to defend the honour of his 
Sovereign. The old Polish Queen in terrupted  him by saying : 
“Mind, m y lord, if she is like that, w hy did she so ruthlessly 
sentence to death so m any saintly  Catholics such as Story, Cam
pion51 and other holy m arty rs ?” When Horsey replied that they 
were traitors aim ing at the “destruction and ru in  of her king
dom”, Ann expressed a view th a t the blood of clergymen should 
not have been shed w ithout the consent of the lords of England, 
the pope, and “all the Christian princes of Europe”. The expla
nations of the English envoy th a t Elisabeth’s subjects accepted it 
as necessary to “the greater safety  and peace of her kingdom”, did

49  M e rk u r iu s z  sa rm a c k i ,  p. 38. E lisabeth  m ust have  been  p o p u la r w ith
h e re tic  circles, since as fa r  back  as in  1572 a c e r ta in  W alen ty  K raw iec
(w ine m erch an t by profession) “fab rica ted  som e le tte rs  to th e  e s ta te s  of
P o lan d  from  th e  E nglish  Q ueen” and  tu rn e d  up  w ith  them  in W arsaw
during the convocational Sejm , A k ta  s y n o d ó w  ró ź n o w ie r c z y c h  w  Polsce
[The A c ts  of  H er e t ic  S y n o d s  in  P o land ], vol. II (1560— 1570), com p. M. S i -
p a y l l o ,  W arszaw a 1972, p. 217.

50 Cf. S. G r z y b o w s k i ,  E lżb ie ta  W ie lk a ,  p. 14.
51 H. Z i n s ,  op. cit.,  p. 326, rig h tly  observes th a t  the persecu tio n  of

C atho lics in E ng land  m ust h ave  been  w ell know n a t  the  Polish  court, since 
A n n a  Jag ie llo n  could  m ention  a t  once n o t only  th e  renow ned  C am pion, bu t 
a lso  Jo h n  S to ry  ex ecu ted  in  1571.
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not satisfy Ann.52 She might not have liked Elisabeth also on 
the grounds that the latter was an actual ruler of England, while 
she herself as a Queen remained always in the shadow of her hus
band. Just as Skarga seems to have been the greatest enemy of 
Elisabeth among Polish Jesuits, so Wolan, his regular polemist 
is to be found among the group of ardent defenders of the En
glish ruler. He was extremely revolted at the attacks against 
Elisabeth, who towered over all the rulers of Christian Europe. 
It was she who restored the former glory and freedom to the 
Christian Church in England, which was ruined by the tyranny 
of Roman and papal persecutors.53 Wolan wrote that Skarga foam
ed with rage at the English Queen, calling her a harlot and de
faming her rule of England as feminine. The English people well 
know what they should think of such rash calumnies expressed 
by this man (Skarga) ; for they are very happy under Elisabeth, 
who made her country flourish and who is marked by great 
virtues herself.

As we read further in Wolan’s booklet Skarga accuses Eli
sabeth of persecution of Catholics in England, comparing her rule 
to the times of Diocletian. Whereas it was exactly under Mary 
Tudor and Cardinal Pole that many thousand people of both 
sexes perished in tortures ; no persecution of Christians in Rome 
can be compared to that. There were days under Mary when 
more victims were burnt than during the 24 years of Elisabeth’s 
reign (Wolan wrote it in 1584).54 However, the rule of a woman 
was viewed critically not only by the dissenters. Also Bartosz 
Paprocki gave expression to his resentment in this matter, say
ing that the feminine rule is pernicious to the state.55

52 Ib id em ,  p. 270.
5 3 A.  W o l a n ,  A d  scu rr i l le m  e t  j a m o s u m  l ib e l lu m  lesu i t ica e  Scholae  

Vilnensis  e t  po t is s im u m .. .  A n d rea e  Jurgev iti i . . .  re sponsio ,  W ilno 1589, pp. 33, 
83, 94 and 270.

54 A. W o l a n ,  L ib r i  q u in q u e  con tra  Sca rg a e  ie su i ta e  vilnensis .. .  V ilnae  
1584, pp. 123 and  212.

55 B. P a p r o c k i ,  D w ie  b ro s zu ry  p o l i t y c z n e  z  lat 1587 i 1588 [T w o  
Political B rochu res  f r o m  the Y e a r s  1587 and  1588], ed. J. Czubek, K raków  
1900, p. 120. In  anoth er p lace [D z ies ięc ioro  p r z y k a z a ń  m ę ż o w e ,  1587] (The  
Ten M a n ’s C o m m a n d m e n ts ,  1587), P ap rock i e x p r essed  a w ish  “that such
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His words might have equally referred to Ann Jagiellon, who 
was lucky enough not to live to see the first part of Krzysztof 
Krasiński’s postil (1611). We find there a comparison of Queen 
Ann precisely to Elisabeth. They both “protected the rule of the 
Church”. So if Skarga praised Anna who “herself stood for a 
bishop and inspector to the priests, especially in Warsaw”, re
proaches should not have been made on the same grounds to Eli
sabeth, who after her death was bewailed by the whole England 
as a mother.56

Many protestant chroniclers and polemists presented Mary 
Tudor as an antithesis of her half-sister, this time the Catholic 
ruler appearing as a monster. Mary “bathed innocent protestants 
in blood, others she imprisoned and still others drove away.” For 
this reason God soon punished her with death “giving her rage 
no more span, but only four years. And in her place came princess 
Elisabeth, who ruled happily until recent y ea rs . . . ” wrote in 1616 
Andrzej Lubieniecki.57 These Polish gentlemen who like Olbracht 
Łaski had an opportunity to visit the English court and meet the 
Queen personally were under her spell. It does not mean at all 
that after leaving London they should defend the good name of 
Elisabeth against pamphleteers. This was done, however, by Polish 
dissenters selectively, since they preferred not to refute certain 
charges. So we did not find in their writings any expressis verbis  
defence of Mary S tuart’s execution. It seems not to have been 
easy to approve the beheading of a queen, even if she was 
Catholic and involved in anti-Elizabethan plots. The only attempt 
at an indirect defence of the execution of the Scottish Queen was 
an anonymous pamphlet of 1587, informing of major political 
events that took place in Europe at that time. It said that while 
Mary S tuart was confined in an English prison for plotting against 
Elisabeth, the Earl of Leicester, brought over from the Netherlands,
ou trage  sh ou ld  n e v e r  occur in P o la n d  th at our w iv e s  sh ou ld  be our m a
ste r s”.

56 J. T a z b i r ,  “K o p a ln ia  n a jc ie k a w s z y c h  szczegółów..."  (“Posty l la"  
K r z y s z t o f a  K ra s iń sk ie g o )  [A M ine  o f  M ost  In te re s t in g  D e ta ils  ( K rz y s z to f  
K r a s iń s k i ’s “Postil")],  “O drodzen ie i R eform acja  w  P o lsc e ”, vol. X X V III, 
1983, p. 209.

57 A . L u b i e n i e c k i ,  P o lo n eu tych ia ,  co m p . by A . L inda, M. M acie
jew sk a , J. T azbir, Z. Z aw ad zk i, W arszaw a 1982, p. 136.
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was consulted on the matter and the English court was informed 
about the charges against Mary ; the pamphlet recalls also that Ma
ry Stuart was the wife of the later king of France, Francis II.58

Both the Polish Antitrinitaries and Calvinists expressed a view 
that the persecutions of Catholics in England were only of a po
litical and not a denominational nature. Thus Andrzej Wolan wrote 
that Jesuits seized by the English authorities, suffered their due 
punishment. We read in Krasiński’s booklet that even if some of 
the Catholics in England suffer capital punishment, it is because 
“they instigate the English subjects against their sovereign, dis
suading them from obedience ; they wanted to kill and poison 
the late Queen Elisabeth.” It is not true that she shed the blood 
of Catholics, as “the papists were murdered not for faith, but for 
treason that was committed at the instigation of Popes them
selves.” It was the latter who “absolved the subjects” and en
couraged them not to obey Elisabeth as well as other protestant 
rulers. It also is not true that Elisabeth pretended to be a judge 
in matters of faith ; she acted in accord with the duties of a 
Christian ruler as she “threw idolatry out of her own inherited 
state, introducing instead true Glory Divine”.59 The anonymous 
Vindiciae p a d s  (1615) published by some Calvinist contended that 
the English Catholics were punished not for faith but for plotting 
against the state and the legitimate monarch. Even now, that is 
under James I, many of them, if they only do not refuse to take 
an oath of loyalty, live in the British Isles “without any discom
fort”.

The leading role in plots against Queen Elisabeth was attri
buted to Jesuits ; hence Polish protestants deemed it right that 
those members of the Order should be punished who despite in
terdiction stayed in England. By reference to Polish legal tradi
tions it was explained that “they suffered execution due to the

58  De polonicis ,  anglicis,  Reginae  Sco tiae .  Hispan ic is  et gallic is  re b u s , 
recens alla ta ,  b.m. 1587, fol.A2verso.

59 Cf. note 57. See also M. K o r o l k o ,  K le jn o t  s w o b o d n e g o  sum ienia .  
P olem ika  w o k ó ł  k o n fe d e ra c j i  w a r s z a w s k ie j  w  la tach  1573— 1658 [The J e w e l  
of Free Conscience. A P o le m ic  A ro u n d  the  W a r s a w  C o n fe d e ra c y  B e tw e e n  
1573— 1658], W arszawa 1974, p. 352.
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banished subjects”.60 Mary Stuart was also accused of instigation 
to a riot ; according to Jan Łasicki that was the reason of her 
imprisonment. It was the Jesuits who were also supposed to be 
responsible for her death. It was through them that “the English 
Queen close on a hundred times was almost killed, and the Scottish 
Queen was beheaded” (in another version : “the Queen of England 
was almost poisoned, and the Scottish Queen ruthlessly put to 
death”). The point in question was probably that Jesuits involved 
Mary in their political intrigues, for which she paid with her head. 
It was also recalled that Edward Squire, accused of an attempt to 
kill Elisabeth as well as her favourite, the Earl of Essex, made it at 
the instigation of a Jesuit, Richard Walpot. Squire was also said to 
draw inspiration from the writings of Juan Marianna who perm
itted a murder of a “tyrant” persecuting true faith. Walpot sup
plied Squire with poison to be rubbed into a toilet seat “so that 
from the very touch of it, both he (Essex) and she (Elisabeth) 
should perish”.61

A question suggests itself here which for the lack of adequate 
sources cannot be answered straight ; namely what was the 
reverse of the medal, i.e. what Elisabeth thought of Poland and its 
inhabitants. It can, however, be assumed that in the first place 
she was not very interested in the Commonwealth of the gentry, 
secondly she based her opinions on the subject on her ambas
sadors’ reports, summarized precisely by Henryk Zins. They did 
not speak in complimentary terms about Polish gentry, whom they 
accused of extravagance, rowdyish temper, inclination to drink, 
without at the same time denying their courage and valiance. 
Considerable interest was aroused by the originality of the political 
system of the Polish Commonwealth, defined in reports rather as 
aristocratic than a monarchic one. The English envoys perceived 
the danger resulting from the weakening of monarchic power, 
from the downfall of Sigismund I l l ’s authority and anarchy in

60 Filozofia i m yś l  społeczna X V II  w iek u  [The Philosophy and Social 
Thought of the 17th Century],  part I, co m p . by Z. O g o n o w s k i ,  W ar
szaw a  1979, p. 486 as w e ll as M. K o  r o l k o ,  op. cit., p. 233.

61 Literatura an ty jezu icka  w  Polsce, 1587— 1625 [A nti-Jesuit Literature  
in Poland, 1587— 1625]. A n th o lo g y , com p. b y  J. T a z b i r ,  pp. 60 and  
166.
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public life. Although toleration in Poland was generally apprec
iated, nevertheless the growing influence of the clergy (especially 
Jesuits) and Rome, caused anxiety. The politics of Sigismund III, 
described outright as “extremely servilistic to the Pope” 62 were 
proudly compared by the English envoys with the behaviour of 
their own Queen who managed to make their country independent 
of Rome.

Jesuits, so critical of Elisabeth’s religious policy, would lavish 
praises on her if she equally categorically stood in defence of 
Catholicism. The opinion of the Queen’s closest collaborator, Wil
liam Cecil, that “no country can be safe if two religions are 
tolerated in it”63 would certainly be subscribed by Skarga, who 
said many times that the unity of faith is a conditio sine qua non 
of the power, and even the very existence of any state. Polish 
Jesuits condemned tolerant resolutions of the Warsaw Confe
deracy, whereas their brothers in faith in England, invoked the 
tolerance flourishing in Poland.64 One might of course mention 
many other ostensible inconsistencies of similar nature.

The controversy over the reputation of the English Queen was 
one of the threads in a great debate on what the rule of protestant 
monarchs meant to Europe disrupted by Reformation. The heretics 
answered, it meant prosperity resulting from the blessings of 
Providence as well as the power of their country ; the Catholics 
answered, it meant ruin and civil wars. The latter did not occur 
in England, despite all indications to the contrary, which did not 
stop Skarga from deploring its bad fortunes under Elisabeth. The 
Polish Calvinists in their turn ranked this Queen among the rulers 
of the order of Charles V and the French king Henry IV.65 Some
body who admired and esteemed Jesuits, Spain and Philip II, could 
not naturally be an enthusiast of Elisabethan England. The for
tunes of both states were bound together through dynastic 
unions, military conflicts and colonial competition so closely, that

62 H. Z i n s ,  op. cit ., p. 267.
63 J . L e c l e r ,  op. c it .,  vol. II, p. 323. T he sam e sen tence  is quoted  in 

a sligh tly  d iffe ren t version  by S. G r z y b o w s k i ,  E lżb ie ta  W ie lka ,  
P. 41.

64 J.  L e c l e r ,  op. c it .,  vol. II , p. 342.
65 M. K o  r o l k o ,  op. cit ., p. 291.
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we come across Elisabeth’s name most often on the occasion of 
mentions made about the marriage of Philip II with Mary Tudor, 
the destruction of the Great Armada or lastly about the conquest 
of America. However the overseas expansion of England aroused 
interest in Poland above all on religious grounds, namely in the 
context of the missionary activities of protestants.66 In contradis
tinction, for example, to France, where as early as in the 16th cen
tury the English Queen often appears in poetry or drama, there 
is no trace of her in Polish belles-lettres of the Renaissance period. 
Much attention was devoted on the Seine to the political aspects of 
Elisabeth’s rule, above all to her foreign policy. It is quite under
standable in a country whose fortunes were often inscribed in the 
triangle Paris-Madrid-London.

Polish interests, on the other hand, were centred round the 
internal policy of Elisabeth I and strictly speaking round her 
position on religious matters. This was of course connected with 
the opinion-creative role of various ecclesiastical circles (above all 
Catholic ones). That the advances of secularization in Old-Polish 
culture in spite of all were weak, is evidenced by the fact that 
all information on the great conflicts, wars that shook Europe of 
the 16th century, colonial expeditions or geographical discoveries, 
all this was mainly found in works devoted to religious polemics 
and propaganda.

Little was also said of the Queen in the books that appeared 
in Poland during her lifetime. Actually there are merely some 
scraps of information ; suffice it to compare them with French 
opinions on Elisabeth, in order to see how fragmentary and 
incomplete they were. More, and more often was written about 
her in the correspondence of that time,67 this was, however, acces
sible only to a few. During her reign and immediately after her 
death it was of course difficult to form an objective assessment 
of the sovereign, who went down in history as “the most excellent 
woman ever to have reigned”.68 Only as late as in mid-17th cen-

66 Cf. J . U b e r t  u s ,  I n d e x  c o n tro v e r s ia ru m ,  B raunsberg  1611, fol.

67 Cf. for ex am p le  G eo rg i i  T ic in ii  a d  M a r t in u m  C r o m e r u m  E pis tu lae  
(a. 1554— 1585), ed. J . A x e r ,  W ra tis lav iae  1975, pp. 47, 55 and  64.

68 S. G r z y b o w s k i ,  E lżb ie ta  W ie lka ,  p.  6.
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tury a Catholic chronicler, Paweł Piasecki, managed to form a 
more objective opinion on her reign. This bishop-historian of 
course did not fail to describe at length the persecution of Ca
tholics that took place in Elizabethan England. Thus we read in 
his chronicle that she revived all the anti-papal decrees repealed 
by Mary Tudor. Elisabeth assumed the title of the head of the 
Church in England ; her excommunication by Pius V inspired her 
only to still greater resentment of Catholicism. She forbade the 
adherents of Rome to hold their religious services and she handed 
over their places of worship to Calvinists or puritans. Numerous 
Catholics had to leave England, others were imprisoned and 
put to the torture. Piasecki writes that Elisabeth established 
against them a kind of Inquisition, like that which chased heretics 
on the Italian and Iberian Peninsulas. The ruthless persecution of 
Catholics lasted during the whole period of her reign.69

The chronicler, however, admits at the same time that the reign 
of Elisabeth was full of glory. She had the mind of a man, was 
very well educated and so fond of power that she did not marry 
so as not to share it of anybody else. She enjoyed the great esteem 
and respect of her subjects, faultlessly directed the affairs of 
state and waged victorious wars upon Spain.70 This opinion will 
even reach Pasek, who wrote down under 1664 : “Elisabeth was 
a king, whereas James, effeminate and greedy of power, was 
verily a queen”.71

Upon reading Grew’s book, devoted to the image of Elisabeth 
in the French literature of 16th—20th centuries one can formulate 
a few comparative remarks. Thus the periods of greatest interest 
in the person and politics of Elisabeth were not the same in France 
and in Poland. In France the climax of interest centred round the 
execution of Mary Stuart, whereas in Poland the interest in 
Elisabeth started in the 1570s, being clearly focussed on the pro
blem of persecution of English Catholics (especially Jesuits). 
Towards the end of that century the French interest in the English

69 It is w o rth  add ing  th a t the In q u isitio n  did no t en joy  good rep u ta tio n  
w ith the C atholic  au th o rs , e ither.

70 P. P i a s e c k i ,  Chronica.. .,  C racoviae 1648, pp. 32—33 and  p. 352.
71 J. P a s e k ,  P a m ię tn ik i  [M em oirs], com p. by W. C zaplińsk i, W rocław  

1979, p . 355.
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queen clearly ebbed away, while in Poland—due to Skarga and 
other religious polemists—it distinctly gathered strength. Also the 
interest in Elisabeth after her death took a different course in 
both countries. In the Commonwealth of the gentry this interest 
was very short and could be summed up as disappointed hopes for 
seeing James follow in the footsteps of Mary Tudor, and thus 
turn out a complete antithesis of his predecessor. These hopes 
were soon dispelled, which was voiced by Piotr Skarga, who wrote 
in his successive edition (1603) of The Lives that at the beginning 
it was expected that the son of Mary Stuart would “inherit his 
mother’s heart and execute her will ; however, he disappointed 
our hopes and became an even more ruthless persecutor of the 
Divine Catholic Church, than Elisabeth.. ."72 The ultimate dis
pelling of illusions73 came together with anti- Catholic decrees 
issued on the discovery of the Gunpowder Plot. As early as in 
1607, in his defence of the Society of Jesus, Skarga devoted a se
parate chapter to “persecution of Jesuits and their slander in 
England”, addressing this country with the following apostrophe : 
“O, England ! Which hast almost bathed the faithful Catholics in 
blood and still art wading in it with thine heretic fe e t ... ”74 Elisa
beth ceased to preoccupy the attention of writers, once it was 
focussed on the cruelty of the new sovereign.75 One should, how
ever, remember that The Lives  by Skarga, so frequently reedited,

72 P. S k a r g a ,  Ż y w o ty  św ię tych  [The Lives of the Saints],  Kraków  
1610, pp. 1113— 1114.

73 T his opinion w as ex p ressed  by J a k u b  Sobieski, w ho w ro te  in his 
m em oirs th a t “Ja m e s  I, m erc ifu l lo rd ”, a f te r  E lisabeth  " th a t p roud , sly 
an d  p e rv e rse  w om an , seem ed to  th e  ra th e r  gracious, hum ane  and  sincere. 
H ow ever, th e re  w as h ere tic  venom  in h im .”, see U. S z u m s k a ,  op. cit., 
p. 152.

74 P. S k a r g a ,  Próba zakonu Societatis Iesu (The Trial of Societatis  
Iesu Order],  Kraków 1607, p. 116.

75 T his does n o t m ean  th e  c ritic a l rem ark s  abou t h e r  can n o t be found 
in la te r  m em oirs. J . O s s o l i ń s k i  (P a m ię tn ik  [M em oirs], W arszaw a 1976, 
p. 117) calls E lisabe th  sp ite fu l, and  A lb ry ch t R a d z i w i ł ł  (Pam iętn ik
o dz iejach w  Polsce [Memoirs on History in  Poland ] vol. I :  1632— 1636, 
W arszaw a 1980, p. 488) says th a t  w om en “bring  good and  ev il to  the 
e a r th , beg inn ing  w ith  P a rad ise , end ing  w ith  E lisabeth , Q ueen o f E ng
land ...”
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imprinted on the minds of several generations of devout Catho
lics in Poland the image of Elisabeth as a harlot greedy for Catholic 
blood.

In France, on the other hand, the dramatic fortunes of this 
Queen, her unsuccessful matrimonial plans, her conflict with Mary 
Stuart, became the subject of many works of poetry and drama. 
“Throughout the 17th century Elisabeth occupies not only a sig
nificant, but an honourable place in French literature”—wrote 
Grew.76 These interests were continued in the 18th century77 
whereas in Poland no poem or drama devoted to the English 
Queen appeared to this day.78 The novelists are also reluctant to 
take up her reign as the subject of their works.79

(T rans la ted  b y  A g n ie szk a  K re c zm a r)

76 H. G r e w ,  op. c it .,  p. 66.
77 P o lish  rep ercu ssion s o f th ese  in terests  m ay be found in the trans

lation o f T h e  C o n v e rsa t io n  b e tw e e n  E lisabeth ,  Q u ee n  of England and D u ke  
d ’Alencon ,  by F o n t e n e l l e ,  w h ich , how ever, d id not app ear in print  
in its tim e, see  Z. S  i n k o, O ś w ie c en i  w ś r ó d  pó l  e l ize jsk ich .  R o z m o w y  
um arłych .  R e ce p c ja -T w ó rc zo ść  o ryg ina lna  [T he  E n g l ig h ten ed  in th e  E lys ian  
Fields. C o n v e rsa t io n s  o f  the  Dead. R e cep tio n -O rig in a l  W o rk s ] ,  W roclaw
1973, p. 37).

78 T he on ly  separate  p u b lica tion  on E lisabeth  that ca n  be found in  
Bibliografia  polska X IX  s tu lecia  [P olish  B ib l io g ra p h y  of th e  19th C e n tu r y ] 
by K. E streicher is d’ A m  f r e v  i l l  e ’ s, Z b y t e k  i m o d a  za  c z a s ó w  k ró lo w e j  
E lżb ie ty  [L u x u r y  and  Fash ion u n d e r  Q u een  E l is a b e th ), W arszaw a 1896 ; 
this is an  8 -page  su p p lem en t to th e  p eriod ica l “B luszcz”. B ibliografia  d r a 
m atu  po lsk iego ,  1756— 1939 [The B ib l io g ra p h y  of P olish  D ra m a ,  1765— 1939], 
comp. by L. S i m o n  (W arszaw a 1972, vo l. 1— 3) notes no p lay  d evoted  to  
E lisabeth I, Q ueen  of England.

79 J. D o b r a c z y ń s k i ' s  N ie zw y c ię ż o n a  a r m a d a  [The In v in c ib le  A r 
m a d a ] (W arszaw a 1960) and G. B i d w e l l ’ s B un t na  zam ku P en w o o d .  
P ow ieść  h is to ryc zn a  z  c z a s ó w  E lżb ie ty  I [Riot a t  P e n w o o d .  A Historical  
Novel f r o m  th e  T im e s  of E l isabeth  I], (W arszaw a 1962), are am ong the  
exceptions.
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