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Abstract 

Emma Forsberg: A Veritable Country of Lies. Uppsala University: Department of History of 

Science and Ideas, Masters Thesis, Spring, 2020.  

In the decades following the Peace of Westphalia the foundations of what many consider 

modern diplomacy were formed. These foundations have been a popular topic for many 

historians, and extensive work has been made on Diplomatic Theory, and the ideals of what a 

diplomat should be within the field of new diplomatic history. However, the practices, 

performativity and persona of the diplomats still needs a deeper level of study, which is the 

main purpose behind this thesis. This thesis investigates the diplomatic practices in the early 

18th century through the correspondence of a controversial Swedish diplomat by the name of 

Carl Gyllenborg. The controversy surrounding him was because of his involvement with a 

Jacobite plot to restore the house of Stuart on the British throne, which ultimately failed, 

called The Swedish Plot. By analysing his correspondence with another ambassador, Erik 

Sparre, the institutional, material and communicational practices of an early modern diplomat 

emerge.  

 What this thesis shows is the way Gyllenborg navigated both the expectations and 

obstacles inflicted upon diplomatic practices. Some of the obstacles he faced was neglect 

from his sovereign, which included a lack of a letter of credence, being considered an enemy 

at his assigned court, and lacking finances to fund his life as an ambassador. He managed to 

navigate these although lacking the necessities stated by Diplomatic Theory. Gyllenborg’s 

story brings too light the complexity of early modern diplomatic life which has been lacking 

in previous research. 

 Keywords: New Diplomatic History, The Swedish Plot, Carl Gyllenborg, Early 

Modern Diplomacy, Diplomatic Practices 
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 1

 Introduction  

In the late hours of the 29th of January 1717, an extraordinary diplomatic event took place in 

the residency of the Swedish legation to Britain. That evening, 20 British soldiers, sent by 

parliament, surrounded the home of Count Carl Gyllenborg, the Swedish ambassador, with 

orders to arrest him on the grounds of treason against the British crown. When the clock 

chimed midnight, they entered the residency to arrest Gyllenborg and his secretaries and to 

seize their papers. Gyllenborg’s household was put under watch and was ordered not to speak 

to anyone. The reason behind the arrest was that Gyllenborg was suspected of having 

conspired with enemies of the state, the Jacobites, whose goal was to reinstate the House of 

Stuart on the British throne. Several incriminating letters were found in his possession, as 

well as monetary resources assumed to have been donated by the British Jacobites seeking 

military assistance from Sweden. This extraordinary event was a direct affront to the Law of 

Nations, a law protecting diplomatic immunity, and the incident caused an uproar in British 

diplomatic circles. 

 Between 1715 and 1717, a total of 188 letters were sent from Gyllenborg to Erik 

Sparre, the Swedish ambassador to the French court. These letters provide an in-depth 

description of the adversities met by Gyllenborg. In 1716, Gyllenborg wrote, “Your 

Excellency will not be surprised that we foreign ministers do not ask for anything positive 

about what happens here, we live in a veritable country of lies.”  Gyllenborg acted as a 1

diplomat during a period when the first modern ideas of diplomacy were formed. His life 

represents a broader diplomatic practice.  

 In the last two decades, a new interest has developed within diplomatic 

historiography. This new direction has come to be known as new diplomatic history, and it is 

focused on the cultural history of individual diplomats. New diplomatic history focuses on 

individuals involved in the diplomatic community, and on how their cultural and social 

interactions affected diplomacy. Many historians in the new diplomatic history field have 

used case studies as a basis for their research. Why then is the story of Gyllenborg of any 

interest in a field already filled with case studies? First, the early eighteenth century is poorly 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg “Brev till Erick Sparre 3-13 Februari 1716”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 1

collection, F.168.
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represented in the diplomatic history field. Several studies have been concerned with the late 

seventeenth century, or the late eighteenth century. However, the early decades of the 

eighteenth century can be regarded as the decades when modern diplomacy began, when 

several bureaucratic practices based on diplomatic theory became laws. Second, the case of 

Gyllenborg is peculiar in that he was a failed diplomat. Studies of controversies have been a 

focus of the history of science in recent decades, and controversies are often a rich source of 

knowledge. Gyllenborg’s arrest and its consequences can and will be used as a counterpoint 

in a new approach to diplomatic history. The lack of research and the uniqueness of 

Gyllenborg’s situation are indications of the need to approach this subject. 

 Diplomats were essential to the running of early modern states. In a world which was 

quickly shifting to become more interconnected, someone was required to maintain and 

control these connections. When preforming this role, diplomats represented many different 

stakeholders—their state, their allies and themselves—all while being in a foreign nation 

which could be hostile to their native allegiance. It is this friction that has enticed and 

moulded the topic for this thesis. The diplomat, a stranger in a new culture, experienced 

friction in his social surroundings, and there was tension between his personal and 

professional life. This friction was intriguing, and it prompted the first steps towards 

contributing new knowledge to the historiography of new diplomatic history. 

 This study will focus on diplomatic relationships but not in the traditional sense. It 

will focus on the personal relationships between diplomats rather than the overlaying 

relations between states to create a new understanding of the role of the diplomat. To achieve 

this, this study will use a case, commonly known as the Swedish Plot. The plot involved three 

Swedish diplomats who conspired to help the Jacobites, a political conclave of British 

society, to place the dethroned Stuart family back on the British throne. The Swedish 

diplomats, without the knowledge of king Charles XII of Sweden, entered into an intricate 

web of correspondence and negotiations with different factions of the Jacobites. The result of 

these negotiations was that in exchange for a monetary reward, which would help to replenish 

the dwindling military finances of the Swedish army, they would send Swedish troops to aid 

the Jacobite army and the planned uprising. This plot is intriguing because of the letters sent 

which describes how Carl Gyllenborg, in the controversy surrounding him, was navigating 

the relationships and expectations put upon him at the British court. 
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Purpose  

The letters and correspondence sent between Gyllenborg and Sparre reveal several aspects 

and obstacles in Gyllenborg’s life. The focus on the controversy surrounding Gyllenborg and 

the actuality of his situation provide an opportunity to approach the subject from a new angle. 

The approach in this thesis will involve three categories: first, how the diplomat navigated the 

expectations of diplomatic practices which were in place in British society during 

Gyllenborg’s time as ambassador; second, the information networks that were used by 

Gyllenborg to gather the necessary information, and how this information was handled by the 

diplomatic individual in the transfer to his colleagues and sovereign; and finally, the financial 

situation of Gyllenborg and how it affected the diplomat’s ability to proceed within his role. 

 This thesis aims to understand how Gyllenborg related to the expectations put upon 

him in his role as a diplomat. His role in an extraordinary diplomatic event creates a unique 

perspective on the role a diplomat played in the earliest decades of the first trials of modern 

diplomatic exchanges in early modern courts. In the case of Gyllenborg, we find a fascinating 

opportunity to approach new diplomatic history with source material which concerns an 

event which can be described as controversial. Several studies have been written on the ideal 

diplomat and the theories underpinning the ultimate diplomatic persona. Studying the 

controversy means that the faults within the diplomatic world become evident and, therefore, 

available for detailed examination. In the context of social interactions, information networks 

and financial resources, the actual practices portrayed in the letters create new ways of 

understanding the moral and ethical actualities rather than the ideal presented through 

diplomatic theory. 

 To fully explore how Gyllenborg deals with his role, three questions must be 

answered. First, which methods were used to accomplish Gyllenborg’s diplomatic motives, 

and what purpose did they have? Second, how did Gyllenborg describe himself and his 

actions in the court, and how did this affect the political interactions in a local and global 

context? And finally, how did Gyllenborg acquire and transmit information in his 

correspondence with Sparre? This, in itself, creates an opportunity to elaborate on the cultural 
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history of the early modern diplomats, and to advance the research within the cultural-

historical field. 

 When Gyllenborg was apprehended and arrested, one of the most interesting series of 

events in early modern diplomacy came to culmination. To understand how the individual 

agency amongst the diplomats affected the geopolitical landscape of the early eighteenth 

century, we need to understand how diplomatic actors affected the social and political spheres 

of early modern European states. To be able to achieve this, we have to delimitate our 

sources. The correspondence sent from Gyllenborg to Sparre, the Swedish ambassador to 

France, provides a rich and detailed description of the everyday life of a diplomat in a local 

geopolitical sphere, namely the court of the British Crown. The diplomatic life described in 

the correspondence was a life of friction caused by geopolitical events, which affected the 

local politics at a royal court in Europe. In turn, local politics affected geopolitical events. 

This interplay affected both the micro and macro aspects of diplomatic history and created 

friction insofar as the affected actors were simultaneously domineering and subservient to the 

larger geopolitical events. The case of Gyllenborg is unique for the manner in which the 

events played out. To understand the friction mentioned above, we need to see how 

Gyllenborg was affected by the geopolitical sphere and his local context, and how he, in turn, 

affected the two areas. The thesis will be focusing on three aspects of diplomatic life as 

described by Gyllenborg in his correspondence with Sparre. These can each be found in the 

following sections; Navigating the Expectations, A Network of Information, and finally, 

Financial Resources. 

Theory  

Cultural interpretations of history have become increasingly common since the 1960s when 

Peter Burke began to question cultural experiences throughout history. New approaches to 

diplomatic historiography have been made possible by combining the tools of anthropology, 

sociology, ethnography and history. New areas concerning the accumulation of cultural 

experiences, such as rituals, ceremonies, practices and interactions have opened up to 

diplomatic historiography. Burke described these experiences as “customs, values and a way 
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of life”  and he indicated that these were an important new area of study. They revised the 2

previous notion within the academic community of “high culture” as the sole source of 

cultural production.  The theories presented by Burke laid the foundation on which several 3

critical new concepts within historical research emerged from the combination of the 

previously mentioned academic fields. A new cultural-historical tool-belt emerged. Three 

concepts will be used to enable understanding of Gyllenborg’s actual practices. These 

concepts will help in the analysis of the correspondence, and, hopefully, will open up the 

elusive diplomatic archives for further understanding. The concepts are persona, 

performativity, and stranger. 

 The term persona is used to describe the way people portray themselves in social 

contexts, and this term is essential for the understanding of the practical aspects of 

Gyllenborg’s role as a diplomat. Several descriptions of what a persona is can be found, but 

the first use of the term is attributed to the psychologist Carl Gustaf Jung. According to Jung, 

the persona is “a kind of mask, designed on the one hand to make a definite impression upon 

others, and on the other to conceal the true nature of the individual.”  A persona is something 4

an individual creates to cope with the expectations put upon them. However, according to 

Jung, a danger occurs when the person is only identifiable by their persona.  This idea of the 5

persona representing the official identity of a person continues with the evolution of the term.  

 The term as described by the philosopher Conal Condren is more in line with its use 

in this thesis. Condren agrees with Jung that the persona is a manifestation of an individual’s 

“office”. Nonetheless, Condren argues that this manifestation creates opportunities rather 

than restrictions in a social context. According to Condren, “To claim an official persona was 

to gain access to these complementary registers and so acquire a social voice.”  A persona is, 6

therefore, a way to understand office, rather than a role in itself. This concept conveys that it 

is the office itself and not the person who elevates a position. The office provides an essence 

 Peter Burke, What is Cultural History? (Polity Press, Cambridge, 2008), p.33.2

 Ibid. Burke’s definition of high culture is that of what can also be called elite culture, in comparison to what 3

can be known as popular culture/low culture. 

 Carl Gustav Jung, Two Essays on Analytical Psychology (Routledge, Abingdon, 1953) p.190.4

 Carl Gustav Jung, Memories, Dreams, Reflections (Vintage Books, New York, 1983) p.416.5

 Conal Condren, “The persona of the Philosopher and the Rhetorics of Office in Early Modern Europe” In The 6

Philosopher in Early Modern Europe. The Nature of a Contested Identity, (Cambridge University Press, 
Cambridge, 2006) s.67.
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of promotion, defence and critique. When a man accepts an office, an agency is bestowed on 

him, and a trust in his authority is created through his office. 

 The difference between the two concepts of persona is that Jung views it as a 

psychological function of a relationship to the outside world, while Condren views it as an 

interchangeable agency not bestowed on the individual but on the office of the persona itself. 

They are both in agreement that a persona in itself is a mask or a role that an individual 

adopts to function within social environments. There is a co-existence between society and 

the individual where they both affect each other. Jung writes that “Society expects, and 

indeed must expect, every individual to play the part assigned to him as perfectly as possible, 

so that a man who is a parson must not only carry out his official functions objectively, but 

must at all times and in all circumstances play the role of parson in a flawless manner. 

Society demands this as a kind of surety; each must stand at his post, here a cobbler, there a 

poet.”  Jung’s and Condren’s concepts of persona are two sides of a coin, one represents the 7

mask which affects the individual who wears it, and in the other, the individual steps into the 

role of an office. 

 Similar to Jung, Erving Goffman uses the same idea of a mask worn by individuals to 

handle and manage social expectations. However, he calls this concept performance of self, 

or performativity. In his studies, Goffman concludes that, in our everyday life, we display a 

series of masks, in which we enact different kinds of roles. Within these roles, we change the 

way we appear through material culture, speech patterns and how we act, always concerned 

about how we appear in public and in private. In every interaction, people can be considered 

to “perform” themselves. The performance is affected by the setting, the social context in 

which the performance takes place, and the people, or players, involved. Nevertheless, 

according to Goffman, the way people adapt to different social situations is a natural part of 

human interactions which varies depending on the requirements imposed on the actors. 

Therefore any social interaction turns, according to Goffman, into a negotiation, a transaction 

of motive and persuasion. In its purest essence, Goffman’s argument is that it does not matter 

what is “real”, but rather what is perceived as “real”.  8

 Carl Gustav Jung, Two Essays on Analytical Psychology (Routledge, Abingdon, 1953) p.190.7

 Erving Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life, (Penguin Books Ltd, London, 1990).8
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 The difference between Jung and Goffman lies in the fact that Jung is afraid that the 

persona, or mask, will hinder the true self of an individual. Goffman believes that humanity 

does not have a true self, only different masks worn in different situations, hence the 

difference in terminology between persona and performativity. Performativity, on a very 

basic level, is the power of language and its effect on the world in the form of social actions. 

Performative language affects the world, rather than explains it.  Therefore, Goffman’s 9

argument that different social functions require different masks is an intriguing concept, and 

it involves the use of performativity in the diplomatic context. When a person needs to 

exchange masks within a social group, confusion is inevitable. The exchanging of masks 

becomes especially relevant in the case of Gyllenborg and his role as a diplomat. The 

diplomatic situation demands adaptability to situations in which the stress and direction of the 

performance can change any minute. Performativity is an expansion of social theory. Social 

theory has three key topics—the basic structures of social life, the character of human activity 

and the nature of individuality.  The humane particularities can be spotted through the use of 10

social practices, and in analysing Gyllenborg’s decisions and descriptions, a pattern emerges. 

 Performativity and persona are closely intertwined with each other. The practices of 

both are intermingling and difficult to separate, and, when researching cultural history, the 

two go hand in hand representing two aspects of mind and function. The persona provides an 

intimate understanding of the physicality of the individual where, for example, Gyllenborg 

creates and leans on personal agency acquired through the mask. Meanwhile, performativity 

shows the ambiguity of social interactions and their performance element. 

 Gyllenborg does not supply the modern idea of speech as observable conversation; he 

supplies something far more intriguing. The written word is often more considered and 

elaborated, and different layers of intention can be seen. The idea of language is essential to 

the understanding of Gyllenborg’s correspondence. Several philosophers, such as J. L. Austin 

and Ludwig Wittgenstein have studied speech acts. Their theories are what later evolved into 

the works of, for example, Goffman and Condren and their versions of persona and 

performativity. 

 Jillian R. Cavanuag, “Performativity”. In OBO: Anthropology. (Collected 2020-05-25) (https://9

www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199766567/obo-9780199766567-0114.xml)

 Theodore R. Schatzki, Social Practices: A Wittgensteinian Approach to Human Activity and the Social. 10

(Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2008), pp.1–18.

https://www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199766567/obo-9780199766567-0114.xml
https://www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199766567/obo-9780199766567-0114.xml
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 Friction is central to any communication, whether performed or described. It is within 

communication that we can discern the friction created between different parties. Friction is 

created in everyday occurrences; knowledge about how that friction is described is essential 

to understand the world of correspondence. In Anna Lowenhaupt Tsing’s Friction. An 

Ethnography of Global Connection, she deals mainly with the concept of friction as a tool to 

use when researching modern society. However, her research can easily be applied to the 

early modern world. In her meaning, friction is “the awkward, unequal, unstable and creative 

qualities across difference.”  It is the differences that are met every day between two actors, 11

and the agency that arises from such occasions, that can be discovered through her methods. 

The friction hinders and also creates opportunities within correspondence which are 

detectable through research. 

 Georg Simmel also describes the concept of friction in his essay “The Stranger”, 

where he creates a unique sociological category. He differentiates the stranger both from the 

“outsider” who has no specific relation to a group and from the “wanderer” who comes today 

and leaves tomorrow. The stranger, however, comes today and aims to stay tomorrow. The 

stranger is a member of the group in which he lives and participates and yet remains distant 

from other native members of the group.  The stranger brings friction to every situation 12

because his cultural context differs from his surroundings. 

 When one applies this theory of the stranger to the diplomat, there is a clear 

correlation between the theory and the practice. Consequently, the idea of the diplomat as a 

stranger is intriguing and almost self-evident. He is a stranger who provides a new cultural 

influx to the court. Therefore, he affects the agency of the other people around him. In 

essence, the diplomat is a stranger, not a traveller or a permanent resident, who contributes to 

a strangeness between the actors. This strangeness is, of course, not individual, but rather a 

natural aspect of the nature of the diplomat. This nature, in turn, creates friction because of 

the disconnection in communication. 

 The stranger, performativity and persona all have something in common, and that is 

the human interaction. There will always be friction between the creator of the 

communication and the receptor. All communication is created with the intent that it 

 Anna Lowenhaupt Tsing, “Introduction” in Friction. An Ethnography of Global Connection. (Princeton 11

University Press, Princeton, 2005) p.4.

 Georg Simmel, “The Stranger”. In The Sociology of Georg Simmel. (Simon and Schuster, New York, 1950)12
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somehow will be received at the other end. When one considers an analysis of any discourse, 

several layers need to be addressed. Through the limitations of our sources, we cannot fully 

understand speech acts out of their context. We are missing gesticulations and tonal 

differences, the nuances of language. Therefore, we need to create the context in which these 

writings were produced, the practices of the authors. If we do not acknowledge the collective 

inquiry in which the author of our sources is situated, and therefore displace him from his 

historical genesis, we overlook the complex nature of the texts. We remove the complex 

structures of belonging to a network in which the agent is affected and has the capacity to 

affect. Therefore, the theories of performativity and practices both need to be applied. 

 The normative institutions where practices affect everyday interactions, as well as 

several more personal practices, are vital to the understanding of Gyllenborg. This, along 

with the theory of performativity, which mainly deals with the language of change, is a 

constant struggle of social fragmentation. There are several layers of learned practices, 

different from person to person. It is, therefore, a question of what normative, social practices 

are, and how these affect case studies. According to Burke “the idea of culture implies the 

idea of tradition”.  Therefore, culture is a symbol of the different traditions that each person 13

experiences in their life. 

 It is within this demarcation of a broader diplomatic historiography that this study into 

the diplomat persona will occur. Through the use of new diplomatic history, accompanied by 

the tools from anthropology and ethnography, this study will be an attempt to understand the 

creation of a diplomat’s persona. This study will also have an additional boundary to illustrate 

and enlighten the research. It will be restricted to a case study. The case chosen is what has 

become known as the Swedish Plot of 1716. Still, it is important to establish the context in 

which this plot could come about before delving further into the more specific context of the 

case. 

Method 

 Burke, What is Cultural History? p.25.13
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This thesis is based on a study of the diplomatic correspondence between Carl Gyllenborg 

and his colleague Erik Sparre between 1715 and 1717. Earlier accounts of the historiography 

surrounding the Swedish Plot were mainly based on two different publications of the letters. 

Several different historians have covered the Swedish Plot.  However, their books and 14

articles need to be approached with caution. Many of the researchers who have delved deeper 

into the Swedish Plot in modern research have used the published versions of the letters 

which passed between the different actors. Most of this research was produced and published 

in the early 20th century. The problem with the earlier research is that the published versions 

of the letters do not reveal the full extent of the actual correspondence. The original letters are 

available in the university library of Uppsala University. This thesis will not recount the 

events in detail, because the progress of the events is clear and not up for debate, but rather it 

will use the earlier structured accounts as a basic narrative to delve deeper into the topic of 

how Gyllenborg’s performed and acted in his situation. 

  The first publication of the letters happened in the same year that the Plot was 

discovered. The British state published the letters to defend its actions against the uproar 

caused by the arrests of Gyllenborg and Görtz. Therefore, the published letters of 1717 are 

problematic since they, in themselves, have a purpose of defending the arrests. As the letters 

were published by the very government that captured and arrested Gyllenborg on the charges 

of conspiracy and breaching the natural law, they should be approached with caution. Another 

important problem with this publication is that several relevant letters are missing from the 

correspondence. This could be because these letters were the ones which had been copied by 

the Cabinet Noir, the counter-intelligence services of the British State, during the months of 

 The subject has been extensively treated in the past, some of the most relevant works are  John J. Murray, 14

“Sweden and the Jacobites” Huntington Library Quarterly, Vol. VIII (University of Pennsylvania Press, 
Pennsylvania, 1944–1945), 259–276; J. F Chance, “The ‘Swedish Plot’, of 1716–7” in The English Historical 
Review, vol.18 no. 69 (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1903) pp. 81-106; John J Murray, “The Görtz-
Gyllenborg Arrests-A Problem in Diplomatic Immunity” in The Journal of Modern History, Vol. 28 Nr.4 
(University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1956) 325–337; Costel Coroban, “Sweden and the Jacobite Movement” 
in Revista Română pentru Studii Baltice şi Nordice, Vol. 2, Nr 2 (Târgoviște, 2010) pp. 131–152. Steve 
Murdoch, ‘Des réseaux de conspiration dans le Nord? Une étude de la franc-maçonnerie jacobite et hanovrienne 
en Scandinavie et en Russie, 1688-1746’ in Politica Hermetica, 24 (Sorbonne, 2010), pp.29-56;  
 The latest clear account by a Swedish historian was by Theodor Westrin in his two accounts on the 
subject. The first Görtz bref ur fängelset i Arnhem 1717 and the second being En förklaring af grefve Carl 
Gyllenborg angående hans förhållande till Pretendenten. However, the author used letters published by the 
British government. Westrin is the latest Swedish scholar to have focused on the Swedish Plot. Theodor Westrin 
(ed.), “Görtz bref ur fängelset i Arnhem 1717 [Görtz letter from the prison in Arnhem 1717]” Historisk Tidskrift 
Vol. XVIII (1898), 89–134; Theodor Westrin (ed.), “En förklaring af Grefve Carl Gyllenborg angående hans 
förhållande till Pretendenter [An explanation of Count Carl Gyllenborg about his relationship with the 
Pretender]” Historisk Tidskrift Vol. XXIII (1903), 283-288;
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suspicion against Gyllenborg before the arrest was considered. Because of the context of their 

publication, this version of the correspondence becomes problematic on a number of levels.  

 The second publication of the letters was by the Kungliga Samfundet för utgifvande af 

handskrifter rörande Skandinavisk historia, which published the series Handlingar rörande 

Skandinaviens historia. The society was established during the national romantic period, and 

the series, in which the letters can be found in the tenth edition, was produced in the same 

period. The specific edition was published in 1822. In this publication of the letters, there are 

still several essential letters missing from the transcriptions. They did not translate the French 

parts of the letters, as had been done in the1717 version. There are two problems with this 

publication. The first one is the time period in which it is published. Sweden at the time was, 

like most European states, in the midst of a rise in nationalism. The transcription of the letters 

is, in most cases, correct. Nonetheless, whenever a transcription is published, an active choice 

takes place as to what material is important. It is this choice of what is sufficiently 

noteworthy to publish that is the basis for the criticisms of this publication. The second 

problem is that this version is missing 113 of the letters which were sent from Gyllenborg to 

Sparre. Although the fact that this thesis only deals with one side of the correspondence is 

noteworthy, at least all the letters from that one side have been examined, transcribed and 

then sorted into pieces of evidence. 

 Because of the problems associated with the publications of the letters, this thesis is 

based on the original handwritten letters. In total, the collection contains 188 letters varying 

in length and importance. Some are several pages of handsomely written reports by the 

legation secretary; others are quick notes in Gyllenborg’s own handwriting. The original 

letters are bound in a book with a leather cover and written on paper of varying degrees of 

quality. The letters were most likely written by the legation secretary, although some are in 

Gyllenborg’s own handwriting. The language of the letters is a mix of old Swedish and 

French, with some parts written in a cypher, which changed twice during the correspondence. 

The cypher, which appears to be a book cypher, has been translated in between the rows of 

numbers written to foil the efforts of counter-intelligence agents. The number of letters, the 

difficulty of the two different languages and the coded parts of the letters, created several 

obstacles for the archival research for this thesis. However, it was important to translate and 
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transcribe all of the letters to be able to understand how Gyllenborg presented himself in 

different situations in his diplomatic position. 

 The process of translating and transcribing the letters led to the emergence of three 

different categories where Gyllenborg’s practices can be described: first, how he as a 

diplomat navigated the expectations imposed on him by individuals and institutions; second, 

how Gyllenborg used and created networks of information to provide the information his role 

demanded; and finally, how he coped with the material and financial expectations upon his 

person. Because of the amount of letters a second reading after the transcription was 

necessary. This reading used a colour coordination scheme where different categories were 

assigned different colours to make it easier to identify the different pieces of evidence. This 

also created an opportunity to see the overlapping of information in Gyllenborg’s letters.  

Previous Research 

Throughout the 20th century, the label “diplomatic history” was reserved for the study of 

foreign relations between states. However, this changed in December 1982 at the annual 

meeting of the American Historical Association. In an address, the president, Gordon A. 

Craig, spoke of how the sub-discipline had fought to change the “conservative” label which 

was often put on it. He argued that the labelling was unjust, that it did not take into account 

the actual work within a field which had grown and evolved.  Nonetheless, Craig, in his 15

address was dualistic and non-embracive of this new approach. At the same time as he argued 

that the label of “conservative” was problematic, he disregarded the developments as a kind 

of reductionism, where the agency of the state as an independent actor was removed.  When 16

stating this, he indirectly critiqued the new advances, taken since the 1960s by French and 

British historians adopting the use of culture to understand the domestic realities as well as 

the driving forces behind diplomacy.  This change had been brought about with the new use 17

of cultural history, and Peter Burke was the main actor behind the development. The use of 

 Houssine Alloul, Michael Auwers, “What is (New in) New Diplomatic History?” in Journal of Belgian 15

History (Belgium, 2018) p.112.

 Ibid.16

 Alloul, Auwers, “What is (New in) New Diplomatic History?” p.113.17
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cultural history led to a shift to researching the individuals behind the diplomacy to 

understand the agency they brought to the broader political context. 

 Cultural history, and Burke’s form of it in particular, promotes the importance of the 

historical scholar who turns away from literal-mindedness, who sees a more in-depth 

perspective than the mere written word provides, and, looks instead at the agency behind the 

writing. According to Burke, we must turn away from the idea that what we read in our 18

source material is what the agents in our studies meant when they wrote it. What Burke 

means by this is that each written text is a representation of the author’s agency. Therefore, it 

is important to keep in mind that every action involves thought and an active choice. In the 

last two decades, historians have continued to question the assumption that states are the sole 

movers of international relations. 

 In one sentence, Daniel Riches describes new diplomatic history: “the new diplomatic 

history is grounded in the investigation of foreign relations and diplomatic practice via the 

insights of social, intellectual, and cultural history, as well as engagement with social 

scientific and literary theory.”  He considers that to further our studies, it is necessary to 19

broaden what we define as a diplomat. According to Riches, when analysing diplomatic 

archives, the work must focus on the diverse range of individuals involved in crafting 

diplomatic relations. Diplomatic archives offer a possibility to test these theories, and within 

this framework to understand how the necessity for institutionalised practices formed the life 

of the early modern diplomat. 

 In previous incarnations of diplomatic history, there has been a historiographical 

separation from the intellectual, cultural and religious contexts in which the period is 

embedded.  When we consider the creation of the diplomatic persona, we need all the 20

information we can gauge from the archives. It is when we combine the political, diplomatic 

and personal writings of a single agency that we can understand the way the diplomat created 

their persona and acted on the expectations put upon them. As Riches writes in his 

introduction, “The picture that emerges from such sources is of a diplomatic world of 

immense complexity, of overlapping levels of activity and multiplicity of actors with varied, 

 Burke, What is Cultural History? p.126.18
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sometimes competing, motivations and loyalties.”  When dealing with diplomatic history, 21

we do not deal with all-knowing beings. Instead, we deal with several micro-histories that are 

interconnected within each other. Each new case study brings yet one more piece of the 

puzzle together.  

 The setting of this thesis is the early eighteenth century, which was an era of 

uncertainty. In the previous century, many wars had ravaged Europe, creating fragile 

geopolitical relationships between different states. It is generally accepted that through the 

Peace of Westphalia in 1648, and the Peace of Utrecht in 1713, the modern idea of the 

diplomat emerged. It was through these events that the first modern ideas of the cosmopolitan 

diplomat was formed. Diplomats shared and belonged to a distinctive community, a narrow 

elite. They understood that their offices were bound by codes rooted in social norms and 

rituals created to establish a fragile balancing act of peace. They shared in the intrigues, 

manoeuvres and quarrels which would shape their role as diplomats in the new century.  22

 There is a need to delve deeper into how the diplomats represented themselves and 

their roles in the courts they were visiting, as well as in their home-courts. Without these 

personal agendas, a significant part of the agency behind the communication of the early 

modern diplomatic corps is lost. It is within this realm that the real difficulty of new 

diplomatic history lies. There is a fickleness in the people we aim to study, and, therefore, 

there will always be exceptions to the rules. Consequently, it is not only essential to heed 

Richie’s words when it comes to the archives themselves but also to the tools and categories 

we decide to use when we study them. In Heidrun Kugeler’s Le Parfait Ambassadeur. The 

Theory and Practice of Diplomacy in the Century following the Peace of Westphalia The 

Diplomatic Apparatus, she analyses the theory of diplomacy in the formation phase of the 

European states following the Peace of Westphalia. Based on the emerging works of 

diplomatic theorists during the late 17th and early 18th century, she creates a comprehensive 

overview of the perfect ambassador. Her central figures, like Abraham de Wicquefort and 

François de Callières, have been viewed as the founders of modern international thought. 

Kugeler takes a different approach to her source material and endeavours to analyse the 

theoretical literature in its historical context. She bases her work on new diplomatic history to 
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be able to understand the cultural history of the encompassing ideas, discourses, perceptions 

and “codes”.  

 Several treatises on the topic of diplomats were published in the early eighteenth 

century. Amongst these, The Embassador and his Functions, written by Abraham de 

Wicquefort, is regarded as a classic of diplomatic theory. However, it serves not only as 

historical source material but also as a document for modern negotiation theory.  Abraham 23

de Wicquefort, along with among others François de Callières and Hugo Grotius, served as 

the basis of the new emerging diplomatic corps, and the new formation of diplomatic rituals 

and practices. Diplomatic theory emerged as a foundation for working with the newly created 

state system. These treatises on the ideal ambassador played a role in broadening the 

discourse of the norms and customs of diplomacy. They were part of a transnational 

formation of a new incarnation of diplomatic corps. Therefore, diplomatic theory can be 

considered as a collection of broadly European customs of diplomatic interactions which 

developed from the abutting state systems.   24

 According to diplomatic theory, the model embassy after the mid-seventeenth century 

considered three areas which exemplified how it moulded and adjusted diplomatic practice to 

the state system. Heidrun Kugeler describes these three adjustments: first, the creation of 

resident embassies, which also consisted of a differentiated hierarchy of diplomatic ranks; 

second, the changing role of the diplomat’s presence at court and the expectations of the 

diplomatic work; and, finally, the differentiation of the central administrative apparatus.  25

After the treaty of the Peace of Westphalia was signed in 1648, the world of diplomacy 

changed. The treaty established a precedent for peace established by diplomatic congress. It 

would, therefore, ultimately change the way the diplomat was viewed. During the late 

seventeenth century, the diplomat and his context were slowly embedded in the newly 

emerging state system. By the time of Gyllenborg, the establishment of resident diplomacy 

had spread across Europe and had developed into its primary function of international 

discussion.  Through this new development, there was a necessity to observe the changing 26

 Heidrun R. I. Kugeler, Le Parfait Ambassadeur, (University of Oxford, Oxford, 2006) pp.1–2.23
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 Kugeler, Le Parfait Ambassadeur, p.101.25
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nature of the ever more powerful and complex role of the diplomat. With the more extended 

residences abroad and with the emergence of a corps diplomatique, an international hierarchy 

emerged.   27

 What Kugeler achieves in her D.Phil. thesis is a comprehensive understanding of the 

formation of the earliest incarnations of modern diplomacy. Through her use of diplomatic 

theory, she creates a detailed account of the ideal ambassador during the decades after the 

Peace of Westphalia. What becomes evident within the scope of the thesis is that there are 

two distinct areas of change after the Peace of Westphalia: first, how the diplomatic corps 

was formatted and aligned with a common European political framework through the 

customs of international law, diplomatic ceremonies and negotiation theories; second, how 

diplomats formed their own societal expectations with their own cosmopolitan and 

aristocratic notions of language, practices and, in a sense, a united global homogenous 

group.  28

 Kugeler depicts a time when diplomatic practices were still in their formative years, 

and where issues of diplomatic immunities and privileges were subject to intense scrutiny and 

disputes in the global political context. International relations were transformed into a 

European–wide framework. Kugeler, therefore, brings the perfect background to discuss an 

active diplomat of the early 18th century. By using Le Parfait Ambassadeur as a starting 

point, this thesis will attempt to compare the practices to the ideals.  

 To be able to understand the practices, in relation to the ideals, this thesis will use the 

diplomatic correspondence of Gyllenborg to Sparre. Interest in diplomatic archives has 

increased in the last couple of decades. It is not only Richie who promotes the use of 

diplomatic archives. Mary Lindemann is also a strong advocate. She presents herself not as a 

diplomatic historian but as a promoter of diplomatic archives. She firmly believes that 

diplomatic historians need to learn from their colleagues in social and cultural history.  Her 29

article “The Discreet Charm of the Diplomatic Archive” is therefore not only addressed to 

historians who work primarily within diplomatic history. In her article, she aims to show the 

broader mass of historians the nuances and charms of the diplomatic archive for scholars of 
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other historical areas. “Succinctly put, I urge early modern historians to regard diplomatic 

sources as a routine part of their archival foci and as an essential resource for early modern 

history.”  According to Lindemann, the diplomatic archive is a perfect supplement to other 30

archival material to gauge the spread and impact of cases. At the same time, we can also 

measure the way different states used moments of importance to press diplomatic 

initiatives.  31

 Diplomatic knowledge was produced and reproduced and put into circulation to 

supply the public demand for information about the affairs of state. András Kiséry, therefore, 

stresses the necessity to alter our view of the “civic- or polemically-minded public” to one 

“consisting of self-interested subjects jockeying for attention and social success”.  He is also 32

of the opinion that the interest in diplomacy and political discussion in the public sphere was 

not only driven by political motives but also by cultural and social motives. There is, 

according to Kiséry, an element of social and cultural agency that affected political and 

diplomatic news creation. “The politic skills, the analytic competencies, and the knowledge 

of the operations of interstate diplomacy were socially desirable—and they were, of course, 

put to political, polemical use in situations that exercised the public imagination.”  New 33

diplomatic history is still a new school of thought within the broader historiography. Unlike 

its older incarnations, there is no all-knowing study on how diplomatic practices were used 

and created in early modern Europe. Kugeler’s work shows the development of the ideals, but 

not the practices. 

  Most new diplomatic history exists as a collection of case studies that describe 

individual puzzle pieces which are not yet fully connected to a universal study. This lack of 

connectivity is a cause for both concern and excitement. There is a need to elevate cases 

beyond just being fascinating for scholars within that specific field. We need to interconnect 

them, and we should create a broader narrative framework in which we can place the cases. 

No such framework exists today. Indeed, new diplomatic history mainly consists of separate 
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cases that are studied through separate theories. They are not elevated to the point where we 

can align them in a broader narrative. To summarise, limited material is still available to 

explain the theoretical base for how to study the diplomatic persona. The task of attempting 

to understand the social practices of a long-gone era is tedious and challenging.  With no 34

way to truly see the people we study, we rely on communications still preserved in the written 

word. As Burke said, we should attempt to steer away from literal mindedness and look 

between the writings to gauge the information which lies within.  

 Early modern diplomats were collecting intelligence, following the instructions from 

their commanders and entertaining the foreign courts in the hope of gaining their trust. Many 

of them, as Kugeler shows, had been trained to do this throughout their lives, and were often 

from diplomatic families were several of the members were actively placed as representatives 

in different states. The lives of diplomats were cosmopolitan. Still, not only was the 

diplomat’s geographical situation fluid but, as with most appointed offices, the nature of the 

diplomats’ lives could not be separated into professional and personal. The two aspects of the 

diplomat’s life were intertwined in a delicate web rather than being separate and divided. 

Since our modern idea of professional and personal cannot be applied to the early modern 

period, we need to understand how this web worked. 

 This delicate balance is the reason why there is need for discussion on the methods 

which can be used to get a broader sense of the people of the early modern diplomatic corps 

and the community in which they acted. There is a delicate aspect to all historical writing. 

We, as historians, need to read between the lines of handsome penmanship to be able to 

understand the nuances of the exciting and complex lives of the diplomatic corps and their 

families in the early modern context. 

Anglo-Swedish Diplomatic Relations and the Swedish Plot 

When writing diplomatic history, the demarcations of a broader context is always a 

capricious problem—most diplomatic events relate to each other, and they are preceded by 

 By this, I do not mean limited in the sense of the amount and production of material but rather the variation of 34
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several significant points of diplomatic history. Although this thesis is not focused on the 

actualities of the Swedish Plot, there is a need to understand both the broader context of the 

geopolitical event, and the more local context of the Swedish Plot to understand the 

correspondence sent from Gyllenborg to Sparre. For an understanding of the context of the 

diplomatic situation that led to the Swedish Plot, the best starting point is the Glorious 

Revolution of 1688. When James II converted to Catholicism, British aristocracy, led by the 

Earl of Monmouth and the Earl of Argyll led a rebellion to dethrone him. The dethroning of 

James II resulted in the political leaders of Great Britain inviting William of Orange, together 

with his wife Mary, who was the daughter of James II to ascend the throne and keep the royal 

family Protestant. After the ascension to the throne of William of Orange and the banishment 

to France of James II, a rift had been caused in British society. The Stuart dynasty, of which 

James II was part, had ruled Scotland since 1371, Stuarts had been monarchs of the United 

Kingdom since 1603. The removal of the Stuarts from the throne caused unrest in the 

country, and many held the belief that James II and his son James III were the true heirs to 

the British throne, a movement which became known as Jacobitism. William of Orange and 

Mary were succeeded by Queen Anne, Mary’s sister, who died childless and, under the Act of 

Settlement of 1701, was succeeded by her second cousin, the prince-elector of Hanover, 

George I.   35

 According to Theodor Westrin, the first contacts between the Jacobites and Sweden 

can be traced to the Peace of Utrecht in 1713.  One of the peace treaty stipulations was that 36

Louis XIV of France was not to aid the so-called Pretender in any way. To ensure the safety 

of the Protestant royal line of Queen Anne and her heir apparent, Captain Jefferies was 

ordered to ensure that King Charles XII of Sweden would not give James Francis Edward 

Stuart any protection or right of passage through his domains.  King Charles XII let the 37
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British government know that he would follow their demands; it seemed unlikely that this 

would ever have to be enforced.  38

 Three significant events in the first decades of the eighteenth century stand out as 

affecting Anglo-Swedish relations: first, the Skirmish at Bender which happened on the 1st of 

February 1713 and resulted in the end of Charles XII’s activities in the Ottoman Empire;  39

second, also in 1713 on the 6th of May, at Tönnigen, Field Marshal Magnus Stenbock and his 

army capitulated. This event occurred when the young Duke Charles Fredrik of Holstein-

Gottorp offered him shelter, resulting in the siege by the joint armies of Denmark, Russia and 

Saxony. This transpired in anticipation of the intervening of the maritime powers of Britain 

and the Dutch Republic, as in the first siege of Tönningen in 1700. When the lack of response 

led to the depletion of resources, sickness spread to more than 2,800 Swedish soldiers. 

Ultimately, this led to Stenbock’s capitulation.  Finally, the death of Queen Anne, who had a 40

personal friendship with Sweden, was the last straw in the events which led to the precarious 

nature of the Anglo-Swedish relationship. The animosity between the British and the Swedish 

governments only increased with the ascent of the heir apparent, George I.  The new king 41

had his sights set on reconquering the now Swedish provinces of Verden and Bremen, which 

caused unease in England, especially in the opposing Tories and anger in King Charles XII.  42

 In an economic and maritime sense, Swedish and British relations in the late 

seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries can at best be described as volatile. The Swedish 

conquests during the lase decades of the seventeenth century gave Sweden control over the 

Baltic, creating a dilemma for the British. Ruling the Baltic gave Sweden a monopoly on 

several valuable resources coming from the Baltic ports.  There are several accounts of how 43
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the British ministers and state reacted to this. A clear example is a hostile complaint from 

Henry St John, Lord Bolingbrook’s secretary of state to Queen Anne, about the 

“unaccountable… and intolerable” Swedish navy.  The British merchants and the Royal 44

Navy could not operate without the Baltic naval ports.  To add to this predicament, the 45

dependence on the rapidly increasing Swedish exports to the British Isles during the second 

part of the seventeenth century made Sweden a priority.  Norwegian wood from Denmark, 46

was also a vital part of British imports. However, in economic terms, Swedish iron trumped 

Danish wood.  Although on the surface, the empires of Sweden and Britain appeared 47

friendly, there was a rivalry concerning power over the Baltic and the North Sea.  Not only 48

did it go against British maritime interests that Sweden at the time encompassed most of the 

Baltic region but there was evident antagonism between the two states.  Therefore, there is 49

no doubt that when Gyllenborg’s promotion to be the new ambassador to England went 

through that he entered a lion’s den of political and personal unsteadiness. 

 It was within the above-mentioned context that one Jacobite section of the Tory party 

turned to the Swedish legation in London and began negotiations to seek military aid from 

Sweden. In several attempts in 1715 and 1716, this section of Tory party members 

encouraged Gyllenborg to engage Charles XII and persuade him to attack Hannover to show 

his friendship with James Edward Stuart. In exchange, the Swedish king would receive 

desperately needed monetary compensation.  The question here is how this plot developed 50

and culminated with Gyllenborg’s arrest.  

 In the autumn of 1710, two significant events occurred: first, the promotion of Carl 

Gustaf Gyllenborg as the ambassador of Sweden in England; and second, a significant 
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political shift occurred when the Tory party came into power. This shift incited hope in 

Gyllenborg that the British State would be better disposed towards Swedish interests. Also, in 

1710, his personal relationships moved Gyllenborg in the direction of British and Jacobite 

plotting. His marriage to the wealthy widow Sarah de Rit, who was famous for her lively 

political interests and Jacobitism, introduced Gyllenborg to the radical section of the Tory 

party who actively worked to ensure that the Stuart line would once again sit on the throne of 

Scotland and England.  51

 Rumours of the return of the House of Stuart were ripe during the early years of the 

1710s.  The unrest in Great Britain was tangible. During the years leading up to the Jacobite 

rising of 1715, several important men within the British court spread rumours about the aid of 

other states, for example, Russia, France and, most importantly for this story, Sweden.  With 52

the death of Queen Anne, as mentioned above, the interests were changed. Gyllenborg, like 

many of his contemporaries on the continent, believed that George I held autonomous power 

over his dominions. However, Britain and its ministers had different goals than those of their 

new king. Britain’s interests were far more significant than those of Hanover.  The British 53

statesmen and ministers were in an intense phase of colonial expansion at the expense of the 

other colonial powers. Meanwhile, Hanover, and George I sought to retake Bremen-Verden.   54

 Where then did these two interests meet? The Baltic trade was essential for the British 

trade, and therefore there was a need to monitor the needs of the people with power over the 

ports.  Gyllenborg had proposed the ceding of Bremen-Verden to Hanover in exchange for 55

British support against Tsar Peter the Great.  Two of the most influential people in the 56

British ministry, Northern Secretary Viscount Townshend and Lord Lieutenant of Ireland Earl 
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Sunderland, were however of the opinion that Carl XII was a supporter of the Jacobite 

cause.  57

 As mentioned above, Gyllenborg moved in these Jacobite circles and was certainly 

active. He knew that Sweden was in desperate need of monetary resources to be able to pay 

for its armies. He was in constant contact with Heinrich von Görtz who at the time was Chief 

Responsible for the Swedish finances. Görtz knew there was a need to gather monetary 

resources to appease the extremely uneasy situation with Hanover. This quest for loans began 

on the continent, specifically in the Netherlands, where Görtz arrived on 10th of July 1716. 

This mission ultimately failed, and there was still a desperate need for almost 100,000 crowns 

to finance the naval schemes of Carl XII.  At this time, the idea of support from the Jacobites 58

began to take form. Görtz instructed Gyllenborg to continue his relations with the crypto-

Jacobite MPs in London, and he instructed Sparre to aid and engage with the Jacobite 

refugees at the French court.  On the 25th of September, Gyllenborg wrote to Görtz about 59

the unfruitful meeting with his contacts within the Jacobites, who had asked for 10,000 men. 

The response from Görtz was that more details were needed before he could present the plan 

to Charles XII. The issue of money arose quickly, and the Duke of Ormond, a Jacobite who at 

the time resided in France, claimed that £60,000 would be provided in December 1716 in 

exchange for a promise of aid. Still, no money was received, and negotiations were still 

ongoing in January 1717. Gyllenborg, Sparre, and Görtz were all treading lightly, and they 

were unwilling to rush things.  This broader context will hopefully provide a general concept 60

of what position Gyllenborg was in when corresponding with Sparre. 

The Letters Sent 
  

The main focus of this thesis is the individual actors and their relationships. Therefore, we 

need to understand who were the essential players in the Swedish Plot. In total, there are 
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three men who we need to know for the purposes of this thesis. The first is Carl Gyllenborg, 

the author of the letters. The second is Erik Sparre, the recipient of the letters sent by 

Gyllenborg. Finally, Heinrich von Görtz was instrumental in approving and instigating the 

plot between Sweden and the Jacobites. The most central figure is Gyllenborg, whose letters 

we follow, and it will be through him that we establish the practices of the diplomat. 

Nonetheless, all correspondence is between two or more people. Therefore it is essential to 

understand who the recipients of Gyllenborg’s letters were. As the communication that is 

used as source material for this thesis is official diplomatic correspondence, it is interesting to 

see what kind of relationship Gyllenborg and Sparre had. To further understand the official 

practices of the diplomat, it is also essential to understand Görtz’s position and situation. All 

three men were more than likely connected before the Swedish Plot was instigated. Their role 

within the Swedish diplomatic system needs to be understood before we can understand the 

practices, rituals, and expectations put upon Gyllenborg. 

 In the time of Gyllenborg, Sparre and Görtz the important function of diplomacy was 

partly to keep the peace, but also to ensure that reputation, monetary funds and allegiances 

were all in favour of their sovereign. As mentioned above the diplomat had become an 

increasingly important tool in the early modern state system. The diplomat acted as a mirror 

image of their sovereign and represented the state in an effort to ensure that a steady flow of 

information could be provided, at a time when the reliance on the mail-system was futile. 

These diplomats needed to have an intensive education, and a knack for keeping their head 

cool and their information fresh. Who then were the actors who played a big part in the 

Swedish Plot? 

 As previously mentioned, the central figure for this thesis is Carl Gyllenborg. Carl 

Gyllenborg was the son of Jacob Gyllenborg, an apothecary who had risen through the ranks 

in Sweden, becoming both a leading force of the Secret Committee, an early form of 

Parliamentary committee in the Riksdag, and the governor of both Stockholm and Uppsala 

County.  He was ennobled in 1680 and had a vital role in the Great Reduction of 1680. His 61

mother was Baroness Anna Catharina Thegner, daughter to Baron Olof Thegner. Gyllenborg 

was born in 1679 and was sent to Uppsala University in 1686. In 1688 to 1689 he was 

granted the honorary title of Rector Illustris, a title given to noble students with a studious 
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temperament. At Uppsala University, his focus was on jurisprudence, Latin and history. In 

1701, he began a military career, but since he lacked any education within the military, he 

was appointed to serve as a secretary. After two appointments, he was sent by his employer 

Lewenhaupt, to the headquarters of Charles XII which at the time were in Toruń, in the 

middle of Poland.  62

 When he arrived, Carl Gyllenborg was nominated as the secretary to the Swedish 

delegation in England. He arrived in England at the end of July 1704. He was known to be a 

knowledge-hungry young man, and he asked for permission to travel and learn about the 

economic, political and cultural life of England. He was granted this, and he spent the first 

few years travelling. He became proficient in English after some time he was granted the 

approval of Charles XII to travel to France to develop his knowledge of the language and the 

culture. He was nominated as the successor to the precious envoy after his untimely death in 

1710. His time as chief of the delegation in England (1710–1717) cannot be counted as 

successful. He entered the position at a dangerous time. In 1709, Sweden had entered a new 

regime of military policy. In the fall of 1710, Russia had conquered the eastern provinces in 

the Baltic Sea and had therefore seized all of the naval ports. Sweden was desperate for 

British help and had sent a plea in 1709 on the initiative of chancellor Arvid Horn. The plea 

pointed out the hardships that would befall England if Sweden was left to her destiny. The 

plea was a request to England to send a fleet to the Baltic and to increase the monetary value 

of the loan promised to Sweden.  63

 This was the policy Gyllenborg had to implement. In 1710, after a significant shift of 

power in British politics from Whigs to Tories, Gyllenborg hoped for improved 

communications. Because of his marriage to the wealthy widow, Sarah de Rit, he had 

personally aligned himself with the section of the Tory party determined to restore the Stuarts 

to the throne. He surrounded himself with politicians, industrialists, scientists and authors 

creating a very varied salon around which his social life was centred.  64

 The recipient of Gyllenborg’s letters was Erik Sparre. Erik Sparre was the son of 

Baron Axel Carlsson Sparre and Baroness Beata Stenbock. He was born in 1665 and had an 
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illustrious career in the military which he entered in 1683. He was a member of the Royal 

Suédois regiment and became the colonel of the regiment in 1695. In 1703, Charles XII, who 

at that time was living in Poland, sent him to France on a secret mission to Louis XIV. He 

took part in the siege of Toruń, where his service was suspended because of an injury. It is 

highly possible that Gyllenborg and Sparre met at the siege of Toruń. However, no 

indications that this happened can be found in the source materials apart from the warm tone 

of Gyllenborg’s first letter to Sparre. In 1712, after his promotion to lieutenant general and 

colonel of one of Närkes and Värmland infantry regiments, he was sent to France to seek 

monetary aid. After a brief diplomatic deployment to Berlin to act as a peacemonger he was 

sent to France in 1715 to become the extraordinary ambassador until 1717 when the Swedish 

Plot was revealed, and he was sent back home. In 1717, he was made general of the infantry 

and, in 1718, he was nominated to the national council and the chancellor council.  65

 The final actor within our historical context was Heinrich Von Görtz, who was central 

to the development of the Swedish Plot. Heinrich von Görtz was a German baron born in 

1668. Little is known of his youth, but he seems to have received a good upbringing which 

finished with a couple of years of university studies. He was known for his knowledge of 

philosophy and language, as well as his very prominent rhetorical force. This led to Görtz 

being known in the diplomatic community as a man with a knowledge of the game and 

someone to be treated with caution. He began his career in 1698 when he became a 

chamberlain to Count Fredrik IV of Holstein-Gottorp. This meant that he was in early contact 

with Sweden. He was a member of the party which followed Fredrik IV to Sweden to 

celebrate Fredrik’s marriage with Hedvig Sofia, the sister of Charles XII. After his sovereign, 

Count Fredrik IV, was killed in battle in 1702, Görtzmade haste to bring his remains back to 

Holstein-Gottorp. After the body of the Count was safe, he hurried to Stockholm to try and 

achieve a higher position within the court. He managed to gain Hedvig Sofia’s trust, which 

led to his promotion to privy chancellor of Holstein-Gottorp.  As previously mentioned, 66

Görtz often engaged in subterfuge. One of his plots was uncovered at the siege of Tönningen, 

in Holstein-Gottorp. Holstein-Gottorp was abandoned by Prussia and Görtz was expelled 

from Berlin. Görtz’s only hope was now Karl XII, who welcomed him although he was still 
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officially an ambassador from Holstein-Gottorp. In 1715, he was in charge of a large part of 

the Swedish financial politics. In 1716, he was sent to the Netherlands on a mission to 

acquire monetary aid, where he was stationed up to his arrest in 1717.  67

 The correspondence between Carl Gyllenborg and Erik Sparre began in the first days 

of 1715. Gyllenborg had been living in England for 12 years, and he was the  appointed head 

of the delegation for five of those years. Sparre had just been nominated as the new 

ambassador to France, which was the reason for the start of the correspondence. Although the 

two were almost ten years apart in age, they both moved in the same circles. They had both 

been at the siege of Thorn, and it is likely, considering the importance of their roles, that they 

had some kind of contact with each other during this time.  68

 The first letter was sent by Sparre, and Gyllenborg replied on the 27th of January 

1715. The manner in which Gyllenborg wrote to Sparre reveals that they viewed each other 

as colleagues, and that all correspondence Gyllenborg was sending was passed through the 

French office. It also seems that the honorary title of ambassador is ambiguous in each of 

their cases. This is especially evident when it comes to how Sparre should be addressed in 

Gyllenborg’s letters. The letter is not addressed to Ambassador Sparre, and Gyllenborg wrote 

that he did not know if Sparre would like to be known as such.  Gyllenborg proclaims that 69

he will indeed send copies of his correspondence with the king to both Sparre and a Monsieur 

Palmquist, most likely Johan Palmquist who at the time was the court chancellor.  70

Navigating the Expectations 

When functioning as a diplomat in an early modern court, there were certain institutional 

necessities that had to be addressed to enable the execution of the expectations put upon the 

diplomat. Therefore, in early modern Europe, a structure was being formed through natural 

law which affected not only the emergence of the diplomatic corps but also the formation of 

 Sven Grauers, “Georg Heinrich von Goertz” i Svenskt biografiskt lexikon, band 17 (Oxford, 1967–Naval 67

Institute Press, Annapolis, 1969), p.168.

 Sven Grauers, “Carl Gyllenborg” i Svenskt biografiskt lexikon (Oxford, 1967–Naval Institute Press, 68

Annapolis, 1969) p.529 and Hans Gillingstam, “Släkten Sparre” i Svenskt biografiskt lexikon, volume 32 
(Stockholm, 2003–2006) p.697.

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 27 Januari 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 69

collection, F.168. 

 Gustaf Jonasson, “Johan Palmquist” i Svenskt biografiskt lexikon, volume 28 (Stockholm, 1992–1994), p.661.70



 28

the early modern European state system. At a time when the positive law of Christianity was 

waning in power, a new form of influence had to take its place. The modern idea of 

international law was still centuries in the future. Therefore, the idea that princes and their 

subjects were bound by rules in their relationships to one another was completely influenced 

by natural law.  Natural law is what formed the diplomatic tendencies of early modern 71

Europe. It is what gave the diplomats their right to execute their work and their role within 

the geopolitical sphere.  This section will give deeper consideration to how these 72

institutional laws and functions were practised in Gyllenborg’s working environment, and 

how they affected his work as a diplomat. 

 There are essentially three different factors that determined how Gyllenborg navigated 

the expectations put upon him. First, the expectations placed on Gyllenborg as a 

representation of his sovereign will be thoroughly investigated. The representation of the 

diplomat at court is one of the ideals previously mentioned in this thesis under the concept of 

a mirror image. How then did Gyllenborg “mirror” his sovereign and what form did this 

representation take? Second, what institutionalised necessities were needed for someone to 

function as an ambassador, and how did these affect Gyllenborg’s role? In the life of the 

diplomat, there were certain rules and ceremonies that needed to be observed. This section 

aims to answer how these were applied to Gyllenborg. Third, the expectations put upon him 

by his social context and Gyllenborg’ expectations for the context. The question here is how 

did Gyllenborg navigate the social expectations and the agency of individuals within the 

diplomatic situation? In what way did the individual historical actor affect global politics? 

Through micro-historic accounts, there is a way to describe how historical actors affected the 

broader scheme of state-building in the early modern period. 

 New diplomatic history strives to look at the cultural influences on what was 

previously the historiography of meta-forces. Therefore, it is necessary to look at humane 

particularities. What then does this thesis mean by humane particularities? They constitute a 

fundamental part of history which can be described in a broader sense as the agency of the 

individual. The only way to achieve this is to produce historical research within a micro-

historic perspective. There is a need to narrow the content to be able to grasp how these 
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individuals affected and were affected by the agency of each other. One of the main 

ambitions of this thesis is to show that it is not only the big narrative or the meta-forces that 

drove the earliest incarnation of modern diplomacy, but rather the willpower of separate 

individuals. This human force is already evident in the first letter, sent on the 27th of January 

1715, in which Gyllenborg discusses Lord Marlborough, an important military man who had 

risen within the court by gaining the trust of the British monarch.  

The king has lost the best opportunity in the world to be impartial, he now is blindly 
ruled by the Whigs but most of all by Marlborough. You no longer recognise the wise 
and careful prince royal of Hanover. Marlborough’s greed and ambition confuses him 
daily as well as the other ministers it should be his (Marlborough) ruin but we have 
nothing good to expect as long as he is advisory.   73

Gyllenborg illustrates his view of the structure of the British court. In his eyes it is Lord 

Marlborough’s ambitions and advice that currently drive the court and the Whigs’ interests, 

which according to him is a threat to Swedish interests.  The work of diplomats and 74

ministers at the time was a balancing act between personal interests and loyalty towards their 

prince and state. Several layers of influence could be expected from these individuals. First, 

there was the influence imposed on the diplomat by natural law which demanded loyalty and 

devotion to their liege. In early modern Europe, there was an idea that diplomats were the 

“mirror of princes”.  This is indicative of the trust and the expectations put upon the 75

diplomat when sent to a court. This is obvious in the correspondence between Gyllenborg and 

Sparre, in which Gyllenborg often discusses how he reacted to statements made by the 

courtiers in England. It seems that he struggled daily to represent the Swedish state in a 

correct manner, but because of a lack of information, his answers were often of limited 

value.  Nevertheless, from the way he described his interactions, it appears that his reactions 76

were very eloquently phrased. Since he lacked the proper information, which in the ideal 
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world would be in the correspondence sent to him on an almost weekly basis, the answers 

when scrutinised are eloquent in a diplomatic sense.  

 Second, there was the influence of family. Diplomats of the early modern era were 

often descended from statesmen, or they were from diplomatic families. According to the 

evidence in the secondary literature and the correspondence between Gyllenborg and Sparre, 

in a historiographical sense, the diplomatic corps could be described as a non-legislated guild. 

Several members of one family could be stationed across Europe, linking the different courts 

through blood bonds. This induced trust, but also a degree of personal influence which 

blurred the lines between appropriate and inappropriate correspondence. In the case of Carl 

Gyllenborg, he was one of several members of the Gyllenborg family who served Charles XII 

abroad. His youngest brother, Gustav Gyllenborg, was stationed at The Hague as the 

secretary to Heinrich von Görtz. It also appears that the younger brother had been in contact 

with Sparre, because Gyllenborg thanked Sparre for the kindness bestowed upon his 

brother.  77

 Finally, there was the evident influence of the culture surrounding the diplomat in 

their respective court. George Simmel wrote about the stranger who comes today and stays 

tomorrow, which in itself can represent the diplomatic corps. The position of the diplomat, in 

itself, was to be a stranger in a court, which Simmel would describe as the “native group”. 

The diplomat would participate in and entertain this group, yet remain distant. All three of 

these influences created the emulsion of the diplomats’ acting agency. Condren considered 

the persona to be a manifestation of office. Similarly, for the diplomat, being a mirror of his 

prince meant that he received his agency from his political role as a representation of the 

prince. In Gyllenborg’s case, he experienced his role as a stranger on two levels, both in the 

sense that he indeed was a foreigner trying to insert himself into a culture that was foreign to 

him, but also because within this group he lacked the essential introductory factor, meaning 

the letter of credence.  78

 Gyllenborg’s letters reveal annoyance at the lack of information provided in dealing 

with Bremen-Verden, one of the main issues in Anglo-Swedish diplomacy in the early 18th 
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century.  Both the British and Hanoverian courtiers denounced the validity of the rumours 79

that the British monarch had set his sights on retaking his old provinces. However, they did 

not give any assurances on their non-validity.  There is a tangible frustration in the first 80

letter, sent on the 27th of January 1715. It is evident in this letter that Gyllenborg’s position at 

court is that of what was described above as a stranger, whose allegiances go against those of 

his public and personal spheres. He is stuck in a situation of uncertainty where every 

interaction needs to be closely calculated. The court revolves around either parliament or 

social gatherings. After the demise of Queen Anne, the Whigs and the Tories were battling for 

dominance in the political sphere. Still, it is evident that, according to Gyllenborg, the Whigs 

would be dangerous if they came to power.  This feared eventuality would ultimately come 81

to fruition. In the next parliamentarian election, the Whigs came to power. 

The parliamentarian election is continuing to be in favour of the Whigs, who now in 
time assure that a previous minister shall be blamed, and they will make themselves 
heard in front of the (Russian) imperial court in great effort as a satisfaction for the eye-
worthy in which the honourable minister, Emperor and his ministry have handled.  82

 The manifestation of the office is central to the understanding of how the diplomatic 

corps acted and how they saw the world, and thus affected it. Although many historians refer 

to diplomats as being cosmopolitan, there are several layers within cosmopolitanism.  83

Diplomats belong to a cosmopolitan network, which can relate to the idea of the family-based 

work opportunities of diplomatic families. However, at the same time, they are considered 

strangers on a more local level. This dualistic living creates a unique way of life. The 

diplomat belongs to an international framework and a multicultural society with a mutual 
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structure of rituals, practices and behaviours which were formed during the late seventeenth 

and early eighteenth century.  84

 There is a clear pattern in Gyllenborg’s correspondence which showcases the 

integration between his family life and his life at court. However, at the same time, there is a 

visible separation of them. Several different aspects which created Gyllenborg’s expectations 

have been examined in this thesis. These merged into a web where the different aspects 

moulded and affected each other. Gyllenborg’s personal relations with his family and his 

official relations at court affected his practices. When looking at the diplomatic archives, 

there are several pieces of evidence that Gyllenborg’s friendships and familial relations 

affected his work, and that this personal involvement with the official correspondence of the 

legation often resulted in an agency within the unique perspective of a previously overlooked 

aspect of diplomatic archives. At the same time, there is a clear importance put upon the 

restrictions of the official letters. Gyllenborg only mentions his family in about four letters. 

One of these is the first one sent to Sparre in which he thanks Sparre for taking care of his 

younger brother. This, however, was only as a small post scriptum.  85

 Gyllenborg mentions his family in some of his letters, but never in an unofficial 

context. He refers to this family when they are in service of the state. An example would be 

his wife financially supporting him before he received his letter of credence. On another 

occasion, he questions Sparre about his (Gyllenborg’s) brother’s work as a diplomatic 

secretary to the legation in The Hague led by Heinrich von Görtz. Gyllenborg’s wife’s 

connections in British society helped him in his intelligence network, establishing a link to 

the local community. This created some leeway in his status as a stranger.  86

 The expectations were tangible in the early modern diplomats’ work. In the 

correspondence between Gyllenborg and Sparre, there is always an underlying feeling of 

stress spurring them on. They are both acutely aware of their task of representing their 

sovereign’s rank and dignity, which in itself is a very prominent aspect of this era. Through 
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the refinement and formalisation of courtly society, the sojourn of a diplomat in one place 

was a reflection of the hierarchy of the “société des princes”.  Their direct actions at their 87

respective courts reflected back on Charles XII. Nonetheless, there is a dualistic aspect to his 

relationship of representation, in which he both felt a need and an expectations to perform 

and excel within his official role.  

 The interactions of the diplomats with their hosting court were based on the status of 

the diplomat, and their rank affected every aspect of the honours paid in diplomatic 

ceremonial matters. Each gesture was a precise evaluation of the status of the diplomat.  88

What becomes increasingly interesting when reading Gyllenborg’s letters is that it was not 

only the rank and status of the diplomats themselves that affected this rigid ceremonial 

procession but also the relationship of the heads of state. This letter of credence was the 

single most important institutional prerequisite for Gyllenborg to be able to proceed as a 

diplomat. A letter of credence is simply a letter sent with or to the diplomat from his liege as 

a credential of his status as ambassador at the receiving court. This was to be presented to the 

state head personally by the ambassador to mark the beginning of his ambassadorship. The 

ambassador could not proceed with his official role until the letter of credence was accepted. 

Therefore, the ambassador’s precedence within the diplomatic corps only began when the 

letter of credence was accepted. In today’s historiography there is a distinct lack of academic 

research on how the letter of credence affected the lives of the early modern diplomat. 

Gyllenborg mentions it on a regular basis, and therefore it becomes evident that it was of the 

outmost importance to him. There is a clear lack of historical research on the early modern 

version of the letters of credence, and therefore this thesis has had to rely on more modern 

research on the topic.  89

 Because the sovereign, in this case, Charles XII, could be trusted, the ambassador 

could act without a letter of credence; however, the situation was less than ideal.  In a way, 90

this is a reflection of the order of priority in the relationship between Sweden and England. 
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The priority in the allocation of letters of credence reflects and represents the personal 

grievances of the heads of state. Charles XII clearly did not give priority to the British 

government; Gyllenborg’s promotion as head of the legation happened in 1710; he still 

lacked a letter of credence in January 1715.  He even commented on this lack of interest 91

from his superiors, and the fundamental flaws resulting in his lack of a letter of credence. “I 

believe our liege to be unsatisfied with these people and he does not have any need to be 

otherwise.”  The letter sent on the 27th of January 1715 shows the situation of the newly 92

elected envoy, Gyllenborg. The most pressing matter in Gyllenborg’s early correspondence is 

his lack of a letter of credence. 

 I (Gyllenborg) am still without Letters of Credence from the King, and without orders, 
what makes, that I remain here entirely inactive. I’m waiting for it yet at all times.   93

Without a letter of credence, his ability to traverse the court was practically impossible. His 

value and priority were non-existent in the state where he resided because he lacked the 

proper credentials underpinning his position as a representation. The letter of credence gave 

the diplomat his value and showed the ruler of the host state that the diplomat had the full 

support of his sovereign.  Gyllenborg was to be without any form of letter of credence and 94

proper orders on his actions until the middle of September 1715.  At that point, he had been 95

without that security for almost five years, even though he had been acting as a fully credited 

ambassador, acting as an envoy, from the very start of his promotion. As a result, he had been 

doing his work as a representative of Sweden without the security that was to be expected. In 

turn, this had created a turbulent situation for him at the British court during his years without 

 Grauers, “Carl Gyllenborg” i Svenskt biografiskt lexikon.91

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 27de Januari 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 92

collection, F.168. “Jag tror H:ren lärer vara litet nögd med detta folket han hafwer ey heller stor orsak.”

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 27 Januari 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 93

collection, F.168. “Je suis encore sans Lettres de créance du Roy, et sans ordres, ce qui fait, que je demeure 
entièrement dans l’inaction, J’en attends portant a tous moment”

 Abraham de Wicquefort, The Embassador and his Functions, (Translated, 1716) p.3.94

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 6/17 September 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 95

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168. “I min med senaste posten afgångne skrifvelse till H:r Barn och Ombudz Rådet 
von Müllern berättade iag, huruledes iag just då med allerunderdånigaste vyrdnad hade bekommit Eders Kongl. 
Maj:ts mig allernådigaste tillsände creditif bref så vähl som af d.4/15 sidstledne Julij affärdade befalning 
huruledes jag Eders. Kongl. Majts tanckar i anseende till dhen Engelska Ministern Jefferis memorial här vijd 
Hofvet förklara skulle.”



 35

the necessary credentials. During the spring of 1715, the parliament had shifted in favour of 

the Whigs, who were anti-Swedish in their agenda. Gyllenborg’s desperation culminated in a 

pleading report, forwarded via Sparre to Baron Heinrich von Görtz on the 10th of May 

1715.  Gyllenborg’s agitation over his unacceptable working conditions and the lack of 96

response to him caused him to write about the lack of monetary compensation and of the 

letter of credence, leaving him almost incapable of doing his job.  

…(I) fear that since my (letter of) credence has for so long been absent, it would so 
happen that I no longer would be considered a Minister, and therefore lose the only 
privilege I have which is to not be sued for right or arrested for my indebtedness.   97

What he references here is the Act of Anne. In 1708, Britain granted diplomatic immunity 

against civic arrest and prosecution. The statute concerned the preservation of privileges for 

ambassadors and other public ministers of foreign princes and states.  The reference to the 98

Act of Anne shows the desperation in Gyllenborg’s situation. His writing conveys a real 

feeling that, at this point, he truly believed that he has no alliances at court, he was lacking in 

his diplomatic privileges and could not expect to be granted them without his letter of 

credence.  99

 As previously mentioned, the Act of Anne exempted a diplomat from civil suit and 

arrest. The idea of diplomatic immunity was a contested and well-discussed concept. 

Different legal approaches to the idea of diplomatic immunity were considered by the early 

modern geopolitical players, ranging from canon and Roman law to natural, customary or 

even positivistic law.  These concepts could be used either to support or to contest 100

diplomatic privileges through the idea of the right of a state to self-defence. It was through 
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international treaties that the first diplomatic privileges were established. International law 

was flexible and could be moulded to the irregularities of the state’s own laws. It was not 

static, but fluid, and it was shaped by explicit and implicit consent, in treaties and precedents 

and in customs and practices.  These treaties were based on theory, and can therefore be 101

seen as idealised versions in comparison to actual practices. 

 Somehow, Gyllenborg had to create agency for himself without the letter of credence. 

He found this agency in Hermann von Petkum. Officially, he was the diplomat sent to The 

Hague by Holstein-Gottorp, but he was often active at the British court. Petkum had also 

become a French agent and was in close contact with Jean-Baptiste Colbert, Marquess of 

Torcy, who at the time was the secretary of state for France.  Petkum is often mentioned in 102

the letters from 1715–16 and seems to be a source of information, as well as a protector, for 

Gyllenborg. Evidently, in a letter posted on 31st/11th of June 1716,  Gyllenborg points to 103

Petkum as a source of information and support. 

I need to plead for my (letter of) credence, since I without it cannot engage in any 
official discourse with the people here and have to lean on Monsieur Petkum, on which 
so far his court pressure him of much travel.  104

It seems that Gyllenborg had reached a limit in the middle of June 1715. In a report sent 7th/

18th of June 1715 he explains that he is incapacitated without either orders or a letter of 

credence.  The same complaints had been put forward in the last five reports, and they had 105

yet to be addressed. Gyllenborg was still able to procure information through his allied 

friends and confidants at court, such as the French envoy. Nonetheless, without actual orders 

or a letter of credence, his situation was made much harder. 

 Ibid.101
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In my humble latest (letter) I wrote about the insurance of Milord Townshend on the 
King’s command given to Monsieur Petkum, I have since then talked with our old 
friend who have not mistaken but rather strengthened my suspicion to some extent the 
French envoy have also made these remarks and I therefore do not know how to judge 
without either orders or (letter of) credit I cannot myself discuss this with the British 
ministers (…) if I receive the longed for orders, I shall take care that the worded 
Memorial shall embarrass this nation and at the same time follow this country’s 
constitutions. I however must remind (you) that none of this is possible without a letter 
of credence since the result would be that in a foully case would avoid me and answer 
since (I) in the case would not be credited and as a result would not be received.  106

  

In a copy sent to Erik Sparre, Gyllenborg expresses his gratification on receiving both his 

letter of credence and his orders. Gyllenborg wasted no time in presenting the letter and the 

compliments associated with it. It is clear that according to Gyllenborg he quickly moved to a 

new level of diplomatic work. In his audience with George I, the king initiated an official 

discussion with Gyllenborg on the state of the North. The topic of the discussion, which was 

held between George I, Lord Townshend and Gyllenborg, was the issue of peace treaties and 

the danger the Russian Empire posed to Europe. Then, Gyllenborg continued his day with an 

audience with the Prince and Princess of Wales.  Finally, he had the insurance he needed to 107

execute the expectations placed on him in his role as a diplomat. 

 Two aspects of the expectations placed on Gyllenborg have been discussed. The first 

of these was how Gyllenborg dealt with the responsibility and expectation of being a 

representation, or mirror image, of his sovereign. In this section, in theory it has become clear 

that the agency bestowed on the diplomat in direct balance with the diplomats sovereign’s 

place in the broader geopolitical sphere. However, in practice, Gyllenborg had been neglected 

by Charles XII when it came to bestowing agency. Ultimately he had to rely on other ways of 

gaining access to and agency in the British court. He achieved this through his contacts with 

other diplomats. This lack of agency clearly relates to the second topic of discussion, namely 

the institutional necessities for acting as a diplomat in an early modern court. Rules, rituals 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 7/18 Juni 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 106
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and regulations were the base on which the early modern courts relied. If a historical actor 

was lacking in any regard, his life ultimately became more difficult. Gyllenborg’s lack of a 

letter of credence was at the centre of his problems in the early days of the letters sent to 

Sparre. Without it, he was officially incapacitated. This was a basic aspect of natural law, 

which in itself protects the status of the diplomatic corps. Even though Gyllenborg lacked a 

letter of credence, he somehow managed to create an agency for him and his context that 

seemed to allow him to be accepted by the British court. Although he lacked the ability to 

request an official audience, he still managed to play a part in the geopolitical discussions 

held between the official British ministers and the diplomats sent to or attending the British 

court. Despite the many institutional struggles Gyllenborg faced he managed to thrive within 

his role although many of the proper procedures were displaced and delayed. His 

correspondence show that in spite of the fact that he was lacking the very basic principles of 

diplomatic theory a diplomat, in this case Gyllenborg, could manage despite a lack of 

security. 

 The following section will deal with the social context, more precisely the British 

diplomatic network, in which Gyllenborg was navigating. His connections with other 

diplomats and how these affected his working conditions are ever-present in the source 

material. Each individual brought an agency which affected the broader schematics of the 

geopolitical sphere. This aspect has been discussed briefly in regard to his role as a 

representation at court. However, the humane particularities developed not only the 

representation but also the broader interactions with other diplomats. How then did the social 

interactions affect the expectations for Gyllenborg? 

 “A letter to the French envoy, which he in faith let me see, called the previously 

mentioned my Lord Stairs a trumpet of war rather than a minister of peace.”  It is notable 108

that the letter seems either to have been written in a hurry, or in a very interesting way, where 

the sentence seems to represent the fault which can only be attested to humanity, which in 

this thesis means the faults which can be attributed to human error and fault. In the original 

quote, half of the sentence is written in French, and half in Swedish. This shows the need for 

discretion on the part of the diplomat. However, even within this almost mechanical necessity 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 8 Mars 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 108
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for discretion, a hint of humanity can be detected when the diplomat and scribe forget the 

word for war in French and use the Swedish word instead, which reminds us that these 

historical actors were as prone to mistakes as any of us. As previously mentioned in this 

thesis, several scholars who have studied the Swedish Plot mainly focused on the overlying 

aspects of the political discussions caused by such a turbulent event in the early days of 

diplomacy. Nonetheless, there has been a lack of focus on individual actors. The diplomats 

have been seen as pawns in a game rather than players with their own agendas and social and 

political agency.  

 A critical part of this can be seen in the report sent on the 1st of February 1715 in 

which Gyllenborg’s official position as a mediator between the royal families can be seen.  109

In this aspect of his ambassadorial duties, Gyllenborg represented his king not only on a 

verbal political basis but also on a material basis. At one point in his first report back to the 

king, Gyllenborg explained that he had delivered correspondence from the Swedish dowager 

queen and hereditary princess to the king of England. Gyllenborg paid the usual compliments 

to the king of England and to the Prince and Princess of Wales.  It was at such political 110

meetings that the diplomat had a chance to dwell more in-depth on the attitude of the royal 

family, in Gyllenborg’s case the British, towards his liege and state.  

 In the letter Gyllenborg wrote about a conversation he had had with the princess of 

Wales, in which she assured him of her good intentions towards Sweden. The conversation 

was focused on the Russian and Swedish disputes, of which there were several, during the 

first decades of the 18th century. However, the princess mentioned she could not imagine that 

Saint Petersburg would fall into Swedish hands, and she questioned the operation and the 

certain response of the Tsar. What the two discuss here is the Great Northern War, which took 

place between 1700 and 1721. The participants were Sweden on one end and a coalition 

between Denmark, Russia and Saxony who had joined forces to reclaim land which had been 

won by Sweden in earlier wars.  The Prince and Princess of Wales continued the 111
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conversation with several more questions on the state of the Swedish army. Gyllenborg 

replied that Swedish wellbeing was so reliant on this undertaking that any friends of the 

Swedish king would wish and advise him not to back down, but to attempt a peace treaty 

giving the land Sweden. He reported that the princess did not agree with him on this.  There 112

is a delicate balance of interrogation and conversation at play in these letters. What to admit, 

and how to put the thoughts into words, was carefully considered to bring just enough 

information back to the other state. There was a constant struggle between the information 

that needed to be supplied and its accessibility. This is not only evident in the deliberate 

selection of the information provided in the correspondence but also in the details supplied to 

the other party. 

 The information provided to Gyllenborg by the British court was often convoluted 

and, at best, suspect. In several different letters, he often complained about their 

unwillingness to offer straight answers to his queries about their intentions for the Baltic Sea 

and Bremen-Verden.  It is through his allied diplomats that he was provided with other vital 113

intelligence which often disputed the claims of the British statements. His allies, often 

consisting of the French or Spanish ambassadors, reflecting the geopolitical state of the time, 

provided him with information relating to the actions and reputation of the Swedish kingdom. 

In accordance with Erving Goffman’s dramaturgical theory of front stage and back stage, 

there was constant friction between the information that could be obtained from different 

sources. In a letter sent on the 31st of May 1715, this dualistic nature can be seen when 

Gyllenborg discusses the actions of George I through the letters provided by other diplomats. 

Gyllenborg learned from a letter provided by Monsieur Croissy, the French ambassador to the 

British court, that the Prussian Court had been conspiring with the British. Still, in the same 

breath, they had praised the Swedish king for his qualities, especially his bravery.  114
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 Another aspect of the cosmopolitan influence and agency of an ambassador had can 

be seen in the same letter. The letter reveals the diplomatic practice of making copies of 

letters. This practice was a means of sharing the diplomatic knowledge of different acting 

diplomats with their home-courts and providing them with the news of Europe. In the 

information provided in these copies, it was especially relevant to relay the reputation of the 

different state heads and their position in the “société des princes”.  Gyllenborg shared the 115

letter sent on the 31st of May 1715 with the Spanish ambassador who was especially pleased 

with the information provided in it.  The praise and reputation of the Swedish king were 116

especially interesting to him, and he requested that a copy of the letter be sent to the Spanish 

court. Passing on the high praise to Spain was more than just a show of the friendship 

between the diplomats but also between the two courts. Gyllenborg writes: 

Our friend the Spanish Ambassador Monsieur Monteleone, was very pleased with this 
letter and soon requested a copy of it being sent to his court in the hope, he said, that he 
would because of this make his majesty a favour.  117

The spread of reputation and prestige provided by these interactions were clearly of 

importance to the diplomatic corps. In the case of Monteleone, there seemed to be a great 

deal of friendship between him and Gyllenborg affecting international politics. On several 

occasions, Monteleone provided Gyllenborg with vital information which he would have 

otherwise been unable to send forward. Their friendship was also central to the events after 

Gyllenborg’s arrest when Monteleone was Gyllenborg’s foremost advocate.  They are a 118

perfect example of how personal relations could affect the broader geopolitical scheme. 

 By applying a performative perspective, we can discern an essential aspect of the 

communications between Gyllenborg, Sparre and Monteleone. The interactions between the 

diplomats, which can also be seen in the letters, showcase the necessity for the social 
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exchange of objectives. According to Goffman, every interaction involves two or more 

individuals who enter into an interaction with their own objectives. These individuals are also 

concerned with the motive of the objective that they have set as a goal for the conversation. 

Goffman makes a point regarding the nature of humans and their need to control their 

conversation partners’ conduct and responsive treatment of them.  Goffman’ philosophical 119

point is that every actor has a goal in their social interactions, irrespective of whether they are 

friendly or not. Monteleone’s contact with Gyllenborg was of equal benefit to each of them. 

Goffman describes the motives behind interactions, and, in this situation, there was an 

exchange of favours between the two diplomats. In the local context, the interactions of 

Gyllenborg and Monteleone had a speedy effect; they acted within a set limitation, aiding 

each other in their similar situations, leading to them being considered as enemies by their 

hosting court.  

 The above quotation reveals that Monteleone was doing the Swedish king a favour. 

Nonetheless, by no means was this service expected to go unpaid. In a letter sent on the 11th/

29th of July 1715, Gyllenborg asks that Sparre would start a correspondence of confidence 

with Monteleone, in which Sparre would transfer information to the Spanish ambassador.  120

In the same paragraph, Gyllenborg vouched for Monteleone’s friendship and trust, and 

communicated that the Spanish ambassador had nothing but compliments and respect for 

Sparre. 

Monsieur de Monteleone who honors me for his friendship and his trust, gives you a 
thousand compliments and begs you with great insistence to want to inform him 
through my channel of everything you think essential compared to the views of three 
courses for which he is almost equally interested in, has to know our own and that of 
France.  121

 Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life, p.2.119
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What becomes clear in the interactions provided by Gyllenborg in his letters is that there was 

a fluidity between his professional, which I use here to mean his work at court, and his 

personal life. The establishment of the friendship between Gyllenborg and Monteleone seems 

to have only occurred when they both became diplomats at the British court. However, it is 

evident that the connections built in the court environment stemmed from personal 

interactions outside the courtly sphere. This intimate connection and appreciation between the 

two men developed into a trust arising from their similar circumstances. The complexity of 

diplomatic friendships creates an intriguing new aspect of the practices of diplomats. Trust 

built to establish loyalty resulted in the interactions between Monteleone and Gyllenborg. 

These interactions seemed to show a level of trust on a personal and professional level. Was 

the trust a result of the situation in which both Monteleone and Gyllenborg found themselves 

as two enemies and strangers in the eyes of the British court? Spain and Sweden were 

frequently discussed at the British court. Several instances of debates on the topics of peace 

treaties, breaking off tractates and the state of their armies can be seen in the letters. Was the 

trust between Monteleone and Gyllenborg an evolution of the local context of political 

intrigues, or a result of the global diplomatic interactions between the state systems?  

 There is evidence that it was not only the local context that led to the friendship 

between Gyllenborg and Monteleone. Again, there is evidence of the dualistic nature of 

diplomacy, in which the state affects diplomatic relationships on a local level, and these 

relationships affect the diplomatic affairs of the state. The connectivity between the 

diplomatic corps of the different European courts is clear. The events and discussions of one 

court could easily change the personal relations of another. This is evident in the case of 

Gyllenborg and Monteleone.  

Monsieur de Monteleone thinks what Your Excellency will see from his letters to the 
Ambassador of Spain, who will no doubt strive to have very close links with Your 
Excellency.  122

The direct friendly relationship that Gyllenborg explicitly had with Monteleone seems to 

have been expected to transfer to Sparre and the Spanish ambassador at the French court. 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 11/28 de Juli 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 122
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What this quotation shows is that the relations between ambassadors, at least on an official 

level, were expected to reflect the status of the relations between their sovereigns. 

 Throughout this section, we have seen how Gyllenborg navigated the different 

expectations put upon him by his sovereign, the institutions and significant individuals. The 

result of this is clear. Gyllenborg had to enter a complex structure of social and diplomatic 

intrigue, which not only affected his immediate surroundings but also the geopolitical sphere. 

Although he lacked the necessary credentials during most of his time as ambassador, he 

managed to execute the work which was expected of him. The case of Gyllenborg shows the 

dualistic friction, which pulled and pushed the early modern diplomat. 

 A Network of Information 

When dealing with a diplomatic archive, a historian will always be confronted with the 

preventative measures applied to prevent the information in the correspondence being 

accessed by unwanted persons. Gyllenborg tried to ensure that his correspondence did not fall 

into the wrong hands by using cyphers and different languages. By managing access to the 

information he provided, he was managing who was permitted to be part of his performance. 

Gyllenborg used counter-intelligence to construct his performativity and persona. The 

practice of counter-intelligence was standard at the time of Gyllenborg’s diplomatic 

assignment, and it was a necessity. Eventually, Gyllenborg’s correspondence was intercepted, 

and his letters were deciphered by the very highly skilled British Cabinet Noir. This section 

will discuss how Gyllenborg, like his colleagues, used the cypher provided to him by his 

superiors to prevent the transmission of information. Gyllenborg himself notes the need for 

secrecy in his letters.  123

 The situation is apparent in his first letter sent on the 27th of January 1715 after being 

promoted, although not yet having been received as an ambassador. He writes to Erik Sparre, 

his colleague in France. “Because the people here are nosey I find it best to write in cyphers 

and Swedish, although the beginning and the end of my letters are in French.”  The 124

obedience and discretion of diplomats was nothing new and was expected by sovereigns and 
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governments. A flow of secure information needed to be established for the diplomatic 

apparatus to work. Still, because of the circumstances of the early modern mail-system, 

diplomatic letters were prone to be delayed and intercepted.   125

 Gyllenborg was careful about what could be intercepted by the “nosey people” 

surrounding him. He protected himself and his letters with a two-way cypher in which both 

language and writing co-existed to create an obstacle for the reader. There is an eloquence in 

the cypher, which most likely was a book cypher decided upon by the master of information 

at the Swedish court. The intensified need for the collection and transmission of information 

meant that there was a need to issue regulations for the frequency, format and content of the 

dispatches. The regulations included the form of reports and the use of cyphers and couriers. 

Because of the augmented embassy staff and the establishment of legation archives around 

the turn of the eighteenth century, there was a growing need for information management.   126

 There were several different ways to provide the desired information, ranging from 

observation, “gazettes” and gossip to the exchange of news with other diplomats, to court 

“fêtes”, dinners, presents, corruption and espionage. However, according to Kugeler, 

espionage was often detested by diplomatic theorists. Nonetheless, they openly 

acknowledged the widespread use of espionage and bribery, which led to further 

sophistication of the intelligence networks.  The diplomat was dependent on existing 127

communication networks, careful instructions, information and adequate financial resources. 

Still, within this ideal situation, actual practices played a part, and the diplomat had to 

deliberate between the instructions from home and the changing circumstances abroad.  128

 Modern scholars view the decades after the Peace of Westphalia in 1648 as crucial for 

the emergence of the apparatus of the modern state, as has been mentioned previously in this 

thesis. From the wider formation of the state apparatus, several subordinate systems emerged, 

special departments and secretaries with a focus on different governmental aides. One of 

these special departments focused exclusively on foreign affairs. In Sweden, this occurred 

when Charles XII completely transformed the royal chancery. He established different 
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“expeditions” to focus on different aspects of the government. Through this decree, the 

foreign expedition was established with the role of central administration for the foreign 

affairs of Sweden.  This process was fuelled by the evolving need for constant and 129

universal information, as well as the need to secure the local information flow. Throughout 

the correspondence, Gyllenborg managed the flow of information on the geopolitical 

situation. He seems to have produced this information in three different ways: first through 

the uses of covert actions; second, through his social connections in society and court; and 

finally, through the publication of propaganda.  

 In Gyllenborg’s first official report as an envoy, sent on the 31st of January 1715, the 

biggest concern was the dismissal by the British and Hanoverian ministers of the Bremen-

Verden situation. This first report has evidence of the use of covert actions. The first part of 

the correspondence concerns the Dutch Republic’s alignment within European politics. In 

private, some of the delegates of the Dutch Republic had said that if the king of England did 

not fulfil his part as a guarantee for their barrier tractate of 1700, the Dutch Republic would 

no longer be held accountable for protecting his succession to the British throne.  130

Gyllenborg does not often diverge how he accessed private conversations. Still, one can only 

assume it is through the use of a covert information network. These information networks 

were most likely established through his connections at court and in society. The networks 

were essential for the work diplomats produced, providing the basis for the report sent back. 

Throughout the diplomats’ changing roles, from curators of war to curators of peace, 

information was key.   131

 Even though Gyllenborg did not directly admit to the use of covert information 

networks, or discuss how they were formed, the language of his correspondence alludes to 

the complexity of the structure of these networks. At several points in time, Gyllenborg 

dismissed rumours being spread in the British court and among its ministers. It is often 

unclear how he obtained his information. Most likely, he had the intelligence not only from 
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 William J. Roosen, Age of Louis XIV, (Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman. 1976.) p.9131
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his allies but also from a broader network in which payment for information established a 

connection.  

It is not easy to say if all this is based in guesswork or the truth itself, it is with 
certainty that they are trying to please the Dutch Envoy and I noticed yesterday that 
both secretaries of state and later My Lord Marlborough for a long time and with great 
earnest spoke with him, but from what I could judge of their approach they separated 
without much satisfaction.  132

In the above quotation, he discusses the validity of a rumour showing that he was indeed 

involved with dubious sources. At several points, he writes off rumours because they lacked a 

clear source.  There are several possibilities as to how he obtained the information, through 133

gossip, payment or allegiances. What all these rumours have in common is that Gyllenborg 

chooses not to mention how he obtained information. This in itself could be another point in 

the counter-intelligence scheme together with the two different languages and the cyphers, or 

it could be that he simply did not know the source of the information. Gyllenborg clearly had 

an extensive and intricate supply of informants in the court and in the city of London. The 

secrecy, together with the coded messages, could also be considered as an extra precaution to 

prevent the British Cabinet Noir in their efforts to capture Gyllenborg’s full intelligence 

network. However, eventually, it was the letters which were intercepted by the Cabinet Noir 

that would be Gyllenborg’s downfall. In October and November of 1716, the British 

government intercepted Gyllenborg’s letters and put his correspondence under surveillance to 

acquire enough evidence to arrest him.  134

 Gathering information as an early modern diplomat was a complex social practice 

which revolved around several different levels and types of networking. In previous case 

studies on the practices of intelligence gathering, there has been evidence of the widespread 

use of informants, who, in exchange for either money or power, operated in the world of 
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selling information.  Especially the work of Garrett Mattingly has been noted on showing 135

the importance of the use of information network for the early modern diplomat.  There was 136

a fine line between diplomacy and espionage in the early modern diplomatic sphere. 

Espionage was an occurrence which took place on the margins of legitimacy. It was in 

common use in the early 18th century.   137

 It is evident in Gyllenborg’s letters that the diplomat could go about gathering 

information in several different ways. It is certain that Gyllenborg used his contacts and his 

information suppliers to gather the necessary information to send back to his liege. However, 

these covert ways are not always divulged in the letters. Although diplomatic theory detested 

the use of covert actions, it was such a common practice among the diplomats that 

Gyllenborg had no hesitation in establishing a network to collect and buy necessary 

information. It seems that this was common practice, and that deception was a desirable skill. 

With the arrival of the latest post, Monsieur Croissy’s letter to Monsieur Ilgen has 
arrived, therefore the young Berensdorf of this court said to Monsieur Petkum that 
Monsieur Ilgen’s letter was written in better French than that of Mr. Croissy, Monsieur 
Petkum answered that yes in a way because there was more deception.  138

 It is evident when reading Gyllenborg’s letters that his main supply of information 

was his communications with other diplomats at the court. The nature of what they trusted to 

share with him is central to the understanding of the performative rituals of the early modern 

diplomat. At several different points in time, he told Sparre how he came by information 

through his contacts with ministers and ambassadors.  Those in the court with whom 139

Gyllenborg had a close relationship became evident in the correspondence. He often 

mentioned how the French or Spanish envoy had shared some private information with him, 

 William J. Roosen, Age of Louis XIV, (Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman. 1976.) p.179 135
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or he gave his view of the events at court. Especially the Spanish ambassador, Monteleone, 

was of great importance. Gyllenborg made a point of how vital Monteleone was for his 

information network, and it would be a terrible development if trust were lost between the 

two diplomats. 

He deserves that Your Excellency gratified him there as much in terms of the esteem 
and respect he has for Him, as by his zeal for us and by his discretion, so he does not 
fail to give me all the information that he can catch, and of which I have the honor to 
inform Your Excellency, among those one is that it has been assured that Mylord 
Forbes acted without order in Majorca something that, however, we have difficulty in 
Believe, although it is better to pretend.  140

  On occasions, in correspondence with other diplomats, Gyllenborg received news of the 
Swedish state which he had yet to receive from his superiors. In a report sent on the 15th of 
February 1715, he writes of a meeting with the envoy of Pfalz. In this meeting, the envoy of 
Pfalz shared an interesting letter from the Dutch ambassador in Paris with Gyllenborg.  

…the content divulged that Your Majesty’s minister at this place (Paris) had explained 
against Mister Torcy, that Your Majesty was not heeding any peace negotiations, unless 
in the event of the return of the German provinces and Petersburg,…   141

In answer to this statement, Gyllenborg said that he was not knowledgeable of the situation, 

but that the demands were righteous and easily accommodated. The social practices of 

diplomats were directly affected by their social and cultural resources. Diplomatic knowledge 

was produced and reproduced through the cultural and social relationships between different 

historical actors. To paraphrase András Kiséry, there is a necessity to alter our view of the 

“civic- or polemically-minded public” to one “consisting of self-interested subjects jockeying 

for attention and social success…”  Relating this to the situation described in Gyllenborg’s 142
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letters, there is a consistency in the drive of the individual to elevate himself. Although this is 

of relevance, one point of discussion needs to be raised: does the elevation of the individual 

also affect the status of his state and prince? As the representation of a state amongst several 

such representations, the diplomat’s status directly co-relates to that of his prince. If the status 

of the prince is elevated, the social and cultural value and the personal status of the diplomat 

form a harmonic balance. 

 In Gyllenborg’s report to the king on the 4th of February 1715, the information given 

by the British and Hanoverian ministers on the Bremen-Verden situation was treated 

dismissively. They claimed it was nothing more than a French ploy to divert Swedish 

attention. This led to a conversation with the Prince of Wales in which the Prince asked 

Gyllenborg about the state of the Swedish army, and how this would affect Denmark’s 

situation.  Gyllenborg described the encounter almost as if it were a game between the two 143

actors. It was an elegant dance in which the goal was to entice the other person with as little 

information as possible while trying to extract from the other party new information valid for 

use in further political discussions. Gyllenborg’s description of the situation indicated that he 

had no issues with that aspect of his work. He formulated his answer so that he revealed 

absolutely nothing. The Prince of Wales was not happy with what he understood from 

Gyllenborg’s answer. However, he had not been given any vital information. Gyllenborg’s 

response was: 

In which case I said that I had no knowledge of your majesty’s plans of fortification, 
but that Denmark would avert any form of war, if they returned what they had taken 
from your majesty.  144

The position of a diplomat as a peacemonger was a new aspect in the early years of the 18th 

century.  Previous incarnations of the diplomat were as mongers of war rather than peace.  145

In the early eighteenth century however, the treaties written by Wicquefort and his fellow 

diplomatic theorists had changed the role of the diplomat. The manner in which Gyllenborg 
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gives no actual information on the topic while asserting the Swedish position in the European 

political system shows that he had been well trained for these situations.  

 Because of the lack of information flowing to Gyllenborg, he was often caught in 

situations where he had to deal quickly with the performative role. He was supposed to be the 

reflection of the Swedish state, yet he was often without the necessary information. His lack 

of credentials, which has been treated extensively in the previous section, meant that he often 

lacked official guidelines in his communication. This was a regular part of Gyllenborg’s life, 

which, when compared to the ideals of diplomatic theory, was out of order. One letter which 

alludes to this lack of communication is a letter sent on 18th/29th of April 1716. In the letter, 

Gyllenborg described a very serious assertion of which he had no prior knowledge. 

I shall not forget that I humbly need to tell your excellency that a rumour is being 
spread here, that several of the Scottish rebels have sought refuge in Sweden, and that 
when they ask me of His Royal Highness thoughts on the tractate of 1700, I answer that 
I have no knowledge of what His Royal Highness aims are, but I find it odd that they 
would appeal on a treaty which they obviously already gone against  146

Several Jacobite rebels had sought refuge in Sweden and at the Swedish Court after the first 

and the second Jacobite rebellions.  Sweden was a common place for Scots to settle down  147

during the 17th and 18th century, were they were granted several advantages. In Gothenburg 

the Scots were granted two seats on the city council.  According to the British ministers 148

who talked with Gyllenborg on this matter, the Swedish government had gone against the 

defensive alliance, signed in 1700, between Sweden, the Dutch Republic and Great Britain.  149

The lack of information flow had made it essential for Gyllenborg, as previously mentioned, 

to use his credibility and authority to adapt to the situation. At this point in time, he still 

lacked a letter of credence and clear instructions. However, he managed to navigate the 
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expectations and react to the situation with clarity. Although up to this point, we have seen 

the information network as a single flow to Gyllenborg, this view is too simplistic to explain 

the information networks. They were an intricate flow between different actors who, as 

Goffman explained, wanted to manage the required performances. There was no single 

informational flow, but rather every aspect of the situation affected performativity. 

Gyllenborg was not only acting with his persona as a performer, but also as a public 

representative. Yet, at the same time, he was managing and manipulating the situation to suit 

his motives.  

 This was not always possible. His role as a diplomat involved managing the British 

contacts with Sweden. His responsibility for this involved not only the British court but also 

British society as a whole. He was in constant communication with the British merchants 

who engaged in trade with Sweden. However, this contact was slow-moving and deeply 

affected by other politics. The further we dwell on the different aspects of Gyllenborg’s 

position in British society, the clearer it becomes that his position was extremely fragile. In 

his discussions with the British merchants, he met with strong resistance. 

I have yet to ensure the merchants involved with Swedish trade to give faith to my 
previously mentioned petition, the most important of them are with the Whigs and 
therefore our enemies, the others do not dare to anger the court.  150

However, direct communication within a single public sphere was not the only way 

Gyllenborg affected the general feelings toward Sweden. He was also an avid user of the 

press and published several different pamphlets under a pseudonym to sway the public 

opinion. This becomes especially intriguing since most diplomats of the early modern period 

avoided using the press to leak information.  Nonetheless, when reading Gyllenborg’s 151

letters it is evident that he views the press as a valuable source of manipulation. 

  In total, he published four pamphlets. The first of these, and maybe the most 

important, was in response to a memorial delivered by Robert Jackson in his role as 
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ambassador to Sweden.  In the pamphlet called An English Merchant’s remarks upon a 152

scandalous Jacobite paper published in the Post Boy under the name of A Memorial 

presented to the Chancery of Sweden by the Resident of Great Britain, he critiqued the 

memorial presented by Jackson in the guise of an British merchant. It was a clear and concise 

critique which hit hard against the British State, while at the same time defending the recent 

march into Norway by Charles XII.  The second pamphlet was a manipulative publication 153

in which his aim was to decrease the trade with St. Petersburg and Riga, to discuss the 

enemies of Sweden and to discredit the Hanoverian declaration of war. This pamphlet is only 

briefly mentioned in a letter to von Görtz sent on 12th/23rd of October 1716.  The third 154

pamphlet was called, in short, The northern crisis.  It was written and published to 155

denounce the declaration made by Denmark in October and a recent declaration by the 

Russian Tsar. The final pamphlet was, similarly to the second, only hinted at in a letter to 

Görtz.  For all of these pamphlets, Gyllenborg adopted the pseudonym of an Englishman, 156

and the writings are a pure use of propaganda to sway and manipulate the public. The 

publication of pamphlets, especially under a pseudonym appears to have been a common 

practice. The press had a powerful position within the information network. In one letter sent 

on the 13th/24th of June 1715, Gyllenborg speaks of a pamphlet which had been published in 

favour of Sweden.  
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I send your Excellency a copy of a pamphlet which on Saturday was published in 
favour of our cause. If your Excellency appreciate this I shall exchange the identity of 
the person behind it.  157

 In the evidence presented so far in this thesis, Gyllenborg can be considered an able 

and respected diplomat. However, his letter was intercepted and deciphered by the British 

counter-intelligence. The acquiring of Gyllenborg’s correspondence led to the extraordinary 

event of 29th of January 1717, the arrest of Gyllenborg and the seizing of his papers. As 

previously mentioned in this essay, several diplomats, mainly from Spain and Holstein, 

protested the arrest. The following day, the British envoy in the United Netherlands, William 

Leathes, called for the arrest of Heinrich von Görtz and Carl Gyllenborg’s brother, Gustavus 

Gyllenborg. At the time, the latter worked as a secretary for Görtz.  A significant aspect of 158

the arrest is that, at that time, the Dutch Republic and Britain were allies of Sweden by treaty, 

making the events even more sensational. The primary issue was that the arrest of Gyllenborg 

was a breach of diplomatic immunity. To appease the unrest, Stanhope issued the proof he 

had promised on 4th of March 1717 in the form of a letter to all the diplomatic envoys. 

Stanhope’s defence letter points out that Gyllenborg had lost any rights to be called a 

diplomat. 

… And the said Count having by such Behaviour violated the publick Faith, and 
render’d himself unworthy of the Protection and Privileges due to his Character; which, 
otherwise, by the Law of Nations, he ought to enjoy.  159

There are only a few answers to Stanhope’s letter; they have either disappeared or were 

simply never written. Only two of them survived. The first was sent from the Spanish 

Ambassador, Isidro Casado, Marquise de Monteleone—the second from an unknown hand. 

Two anonymous letters sent to Petkum expressed concern regarding the truthfulness of the 
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publicised letters.  All of the letters relate to the arrest of Gyllenborg, and, especially to the 160

seizure of his papers and the publication of the pamphlets containing the correspondence. 

This concern regarding diplomatic correspondence shows the importance placed on what 

Monteleone calls “The most sacred Repositories of the secrets of his (the diplomats) 

master.”   161

 Throughout this section, we have repeatedly reviewed Gyllenborg’s use of and his 

association with his information network. Up to this point in the dissertation, we have 

revealed a convoluted and complex social structure which relied on intricate relationships 

between different actors and their public. The performances were central to how the 

information was produced. However, at the same time, a fundamental aspect of all 

communication was the restrictions placed on it. There was a power struggle between actors 

over the control of the information flow. They used intelligence gathering and counter-

intelligence to create stability within their information networks. There was a structure to the 

flow of information. Although diplomatic theory discouraged the use of covert information 

gathering, it became a central part of the practicalities of diplomacy. As mentioned in 

Monteleone’s letter, the papers of a diplomat and the information he gathered were 

considered to be almost sacred,. The need for a constant information flow was felt by all 

different actors within the diplomatic corps. However, the ability to create this was affected 

by more than just the availability of information. 

 Financial resources 

The new practice for more extended diplomatic residences abroad came with its own 

demands for the necessary monetary resources. A diplomat had to rely on the finances of their 

home state. The maintenance of diplomats by the host state was limited to extraordinary 

embassies.  Although the ambassadors were meant to get paid, either by their hosting 162
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country or by their own, the payments were irregular and insufficient.  This forced the 163

diplomats to supplement their income by either advancing their own funds or going into debt 

from different civic services. This section shall dwell deeper on how the diplomats were 

affected by their financial situation and how a lack of monetary funds affected the procedures 

and rituals necessary for a diplomat. How was the lack of funds apparent in their social and 

public lives? Gyllenborg often complained about his financial situation in the reports sent to 

Sparre. In a particularly striking letter sent on the 14th of March 1715, he writes of his 

desperation regarding his financial state in his private and his public life. 

I have in a couple of days not written to his Majesty, and therefore not have had to 
communicate with your excellency, that I am still without credit or orders, which has 
resulted in me avoiding to speak too much with the ministers, which can chose to hear 
me or not. The Russian resident is in the same situation which is curious enough after 
so many legations from here. I have lost all hope of a betterment of my character’s lack 
of means until the implementation of the reason, I have asked to only be called a 
minister, let’s see if that will succeed. However, everything is deficient to me so much 
so that I have had to pawn my wife’s jewellery, which would mortify me well if I had a 
wife less reasonable and less unwavering for the service of his majesty.  164

The need for suitable monetary aid was not only necessary to execute the everyday business, 

but also to suit the ideal persona of the diplomat. Diplomats lived by a set of values and 

virtues which were expected of them. One of these was “wealth”.  In their role of 165

representing their country and their prince, they had to present themselves as suitable for the 

role, and that included lavish spending on clothes, houses and other material aspects. They 

personified their respective countries, and, therefore, they were the personification of the 

wealth of their respective heads of state.  It is very clear that the manner in which diplomats 166

presented themselves was significant in relation to their intentions and goals. 
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förbättring på min caractere brist af medel till dess uthforande användas för ordsak, jag hafwer begärt att endast 
kallas Minister få see om iag däri lyckas. Emedlertijd så tryter mig nu alt sedan iag äfwen min hustrus jouveler 
pantsatt, ce qui me mortifieroit bien si jag hade en hustru moins raisonable et moins gelée pour le service de sa 
majesté”

 Kugeler, Le Parfait Ambassadeur, p.116.165

 Ibid.166
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 Like so many of his fellow diplomats in the early stages of modern diplomacy, 

Gyllenborg lacked funds. The expected practices of monetary compensation were often 

limited and, at times, non-existent. However, in the case of Gyllenborg, it seems that it had 

passed an acceptable limit. His appearances at court and the essentials of his work as a 

diplomat were challenged. The financial limitations of Gyllenborg’s situation affected every 

part of his life, both personal and public. At this point, his expenses were financed from his 

personal resources. He had acquired extra funds on his marriage in 1710 to the wealthy 

widow Sara De Rit. He had to prioritise his use of his monetary resources.  167

 The almost blind loyalty that an early modern diplomat felt towards his liege and 

country becomes evident in Gyllenborg’s correspondence. The relationship shows an almost 

dualistic tendency. By dualistic, I mean the heavy burden which was bestowed on the 

diplomat and the head of state. The state was expected to provide the necessary funds, and, in 

Gyllenborg’s case, it failed to do so. The situation reveals the very different approach early 

modern people had towards their superiors. Gyllenborg had every right to expect and demand 

compensation. However, when writing too Erik Sparre, his letters have an almost shameful 

tone. It is evident that rather than being angry about the lack of compensation, he portrays 

himself as mournful and ashamed that he himself could not provide the necessary funds. He 

wrote in the report on the 10th of May 1715:  

I will not mention the shameful changes I have had to make in my household, and as a 
sign of this I will on the kings next birthday, be unable to attend at court because of the 
lack of funds, to make myself a new set of clothes, since I have already had to buy new 
clothes twice within the matter of a few months because of the necessity to do so for 
the coronation and the Prince’s birthday.   168

Because of his lack of funds, Gyllenborg was unable to perform the most basic aspects of his 

position. The diplomatic ideals relied heavily on the diplomat being able to promote 

themselves as a true representation of the state and of the sovereign’s power and reputation. 

The failure to provide finery and monetary funds affected the position of his liege within the 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 14 Mars 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 167

collection, F.168.

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 10 Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 168

collection, F.168. “lag will ey nämna om den nesliga ändringen iag måste giöra i mitt huushållande, ock till ett 
teckn där af framföra huru som iag nästa Konungens födelse dag ey lärer kunna wijsa mig wid hofwet, i mangell 
af medell, till att giöra mig nya kläder, dem iag redan twänne gånger inom några månader nembl:n till 
Chröningen och Printzens födelse dag waret nödsakat att giöra.”
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“société des princes”, and therefore resulted in the failure to perform his assigned and 

entrusted duties. There was a silent agreement that certain social presumptions needed to be 

exchanged for the early modern actors to indulge in the privileges and obligations of their 

diplomatic roles. As previously mentioned, Conal Condren puts forward the concept of 

persona as a manifestation of an office. He sees the persona as a way to understand office, 

rather than a role. The office provides an essence of promotion, defence, and critique. When a 

man accepts an office, an agency is bestowed on him, and trust in his authority is created. 

This is particularly relevant to the case of diplomats, and it is evident in Gyllenborg’s 

correspondence. The above quotation points to the lack of funds to present himself at court 

hindering his material culture and therefore hindering him in his most basic duties as a 

diplomat. However, in Gyllenborg’s case, the lack of monetary resources is extreme. His lack 

of funds to dress himself and his family was an obvious hindrance in his performance of 

social practices. Still, his dilemma went further, and he was unable to fund his publications 

and his correspondence.  169

 Another dilemma that is evident in the above quotation is the need to possess a 

socially accepted material culture and practice. It becomes evident that Gyllenborg lacked the 

necessary monetary funds to be able to keep up with the events and traditions in the British 

court. Without funds, he was unable to create the image that was demanded by his status and 

his work. He lacked the means to affect the way others perceived him. According to 

Goffman’s theories, he had lost his control of the theatrical setting and therefore he had 

compromised his perceived persona. 

 A level of desperation is evident in the quotation. His situation is volatile, which he 

readily admits to Görtz. Because of his lack of a letter of credence, his attempts to form 

alliances at court and affect the overall playing field of the diplomatic envoys has failed 

miserably. These are the reasons given to him when he asks for the reason behind the 

unwillingness to cooperate with the Swedish state. Powers outside of Gyllenborg’s influence 

hindered his diplomatic mission. Of course, this assessment is biased because Gyllenborg’s 

letters are the basis for this thesis. However, several of his accusations can be confirmed in 

the secondary literature. First, his lack of a letter of credence shows the lack of interest from 

the Swedish state in his situation at court. Although in 1710, he was named as successor to 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 10 Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, Gyllenborg’s 169

collection, F.168.
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the previous ambassador, his letter of credence did not arrive until September 1715.  170

Therefore he lacked any security from his own state for almost five years. Second, he was 

lacking an income. He relied on his personal funds which had been depleted when he wrote 

on 29th/10th of May 1715. This situation, combined with the very high rates which were 

being charged for both the outgoing and incoming mail, had put him in a dire situation. 

  His covert operations were being tested by this lack of funds. In the same report, he 

mentions a newly published part of a translation of a Danish letter regarding the prohibitions 

of commerce in the Baltic Sea. He admitted that he was uncertain if he would be able to print 

the second part of the Danish letter because the last publication had cost him 50 riksdaler and 

had put his reputation at risk.  There was a risk associated with publishing propaganda, and 171

there was only one publisher willing take that risk. The Post Boy published all of 

Gyllenborg’s pamphlets. In return, Gyllenborg had to bribe the publisher with funds he did 

not possess.  

The Post Boy is the only one who can serve me in this sense, but he has also grown 
tired in this service, both because I cannot give him any reward in advance, because I 
so seldom have any proper story of what has passed in our realm, when the ministers of 
our enemies even in minute details can give their writers (stories) in hand.  172

The problem with a lack of monetary funds was not only affecting his printing capabilities 

but also his correspondence. According to his report, the price of sending a letter in the post 

was three to four times higher than in other places, which resulted in a diminishing 

correspondence on his part. Gyllenborg writes: “It is not only the ill-mannered persecutions 

of my misery, but I am also forced to withdraw my own correspondence.”  The postal 173

system used by the early modern diplomats was an integrated part of society at the time of 

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 6/17 September 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 170

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168.

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 29/10 April Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 171

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168. “det förra kostade mig 5o Rdl:r delta senare såsom warandes wijd-lyftigare i 
anseende till mitt där till giorde företahl, lärer ännu komma högre”

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 29/10 April Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 172

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168. ”Postboyen är den endaste som mig därutinnan betiänar, men äfvven han blifwer 
däruti trög, både för det att iag ey kan honom någon wedergiälning därföre gifwa, som emedan iag så sällan 
hafwer någon anständig berättelse om hwad hos oss passerat, där dock wåra fienders Ministrer äfwen 
Minutissima kunna gifwa deras legde skrifware wid handen,”

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 29/10 April Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 173

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168 “Detta är ey den endaste elaka efterfölgden af min armodh, iag nödgas och sielf 
indraga mina correspondancer”
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Gyllenborg. It had become evident to the heads of state in Europe that the postal service was 

an essential part of the upholding of an empire.  The early modern postal system worked in 174

two different ways. Regular service was often paid for by the receiver to ensure the delivery 

of the letter or package to its rightful place. Nonetheless, diplomatic correspondence was 

often assumed to be more important, and the letters were often either pre-paid or sent by 

courier.  Monetary funds were the essential building block of running a successful 175

diplomatic legation. Without the possibility to send correspondence, the purest function of the 

legation was lost, and its purpose could not be fulfilled. Without the ability to exchange the 

information obtained and to receive orders, the legation was left in a precarious situation.  

 This precarious situation was not only on a purely monetary level; since the animosity 

between the two courts was becoming more and more volatile, there was no prospect of 

relief. In the letter sent on 29th of April 1715, Gyllenborg describes his situation regarding 

his monetary issues. According to Gyllenborg, he and the Swedish were hated by the Whigs, 

and, in the absence of help from the Swedish government, the Tories would not help. The 

Tories asked why Charles XII chose to deal with a court that does not show him any 

friendship or kindness. Gyllenborg could not approach either side for monetary relief. 

Therefore he asked Charles XII to be more sparing in his use of privateers, because this was 

the biggest thorn in the British side.  The manner in which global politics had an effect on 176

Gyllenborg’s position at the British court shows the correlation between the micro and macro 

perspectives. Without one or the other, the larger schematics are impossible to understand. 

 Funding was a constant intense worry for Gyllenborg. He had needs, not only for 

himself but for his presentation at court in the appropriate material culture. His role was to 

ensure that communication between Sweden and England was smooth and uninterrupted. His 

position had strict requirements, and it is clear that he had to keep up appearances. Although, 

as a diplomat, he had every right to expect monetary compensation, he did not ask for it 

directly. Instead, he pointed out his difficult situation and the problems he faced in his official 

duties. 

 Jay Caplan, Postal Culture in Europe, 1500-1800, Volume 2016:04 (Liverpool University Press, Liverpool, 174

2016) p.43

 Caplan, Postal Culture in Europe, 1500-1800, p.75 and E. Allen, B. John, Post and Courier Service in the 175

Diplomacy of Early Modern Europe, Volume 3 (Martinus Nijhoff: The Hague, 1972). pp.22-23

 Greve Carl Gyllenborg, “Brev till Erik Sparre 29/10 April Maj 1715”, Uppsala University Library, 176

Gyllenborg’s collection, F.168 
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 This section examined the financial burdens which were imposed on the diplomat. 

Although Gyllenborg was supposed to be financially dependent on the Swedish government, 

he was often left without any monetary compensation. He had too heavily rely on his own 

funds to perform the practices expected of him. Gyllenborg’s situation did not grant him 

monetary compensation. He was, however, granted other compensations. Although he lacked 

credentials, in a sense, he was compensated by the privileges granted to him. Gyllenborg 

should not have been able to execute his role as a diplomat without his credentials. Somehow, 

he managed to acquire enough social gravity through his social circle to establish his agency. 

Gyllenborg was troubled by the necessity to keep this agency afloat with the meagre means at 

his disposal. Although the true situation was that he was without any official agency, through 

elaborate ruses, he managed to maintain a facade and a performance.  

Conclusion 

Throughout this essay, the central issue has always been the practices of the early modern 

diplomat. Through three different, yet intertwined, categories, the elusiveness of the 

diplomatic archive, although delimitated by the size of this thesis, has opened up. The 

problems which arose have a complicated relationship with each other. It is clear in 

Gyllenborg’s correspondence that the life he led was a fluid conjunction of his official and his 

social life. Gyllenborg uses his family to gain access to a wider network. Several of the 

members of his family partook in his working life as a diplomat, his brother as a link to the 

legation at the Hague with Heinrich von Görtz as the minister, and his wife as a connection 

eliminating parts of his status as, what Georg Simmel called, a stranger.  

 In a sense, the diplomat is an undeniable representation of the stranger. However, as 

we saw in Gyllenborg’s correspondence the life of an early modern diplomat involved several 

layers of social status. In essence, Gyllenborg was involved with his local context in two 

ways. First, he was disconnected from the cultural structure of his own country. Through his 

marriage to Sarah de Rit, he joined the cultural context of London’s high society. Yet, because 

of his cultural upbringing in Sweden, in London, he was a stranger. Besides, the 

cosmopolitan aspect of the diplomatic corps created a homogenous culture among the 
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diplomats. In this context, he became part of two different cultural structures, and he needed 

to establish agency and respectability in both. Second, in September 1715, when he finally 

received his letter of credence, he achieved official agency. This circumstance created new 

opportunities to represent Sweden and Charles XII in front of every member of the British 

diplomatic society. Throughout his correspondence he showed that in spite of the fact that he 

was lacking several of the institutional necessities he was able to perform his role to an 

adequate level. His and other diplomats performativity is evident throughout the letters. 

 Gyllenborg established agency both through others and through institutions. He was, 

as previously shown, in a constant state of outsider, not only in its purest essence of him 

being a stranger but also in his exclusion from official necessities. He mastered being in the 

preliminary position of a non-credited diplomat. Although in the ideal position, he would not 

have had access to court and diplomatic ceremonies, he still managed to be a part of the 

diplomatic hierarchy within the British court. He did this through the use of personal relations 

which intersected with a larger geopolitical framework. Gyllenborg’s relations mirrored those 

of the state system. During this period, Sweden relied heavily on Spain and Holstein-Gottorp, 

and it was with these already credited ambassadors that Gyllenborg sought refuge while he 

lacked a letter of credence. In a sense, the office of the diplomat is a representation of power. 

The diplomat’s position at a foreign court aims to further the diplomatic interactions between 

two states. Yet, at the same time, the performances preformed and the practices practised 

combined to produce the very practical influence of the state on the diplomat and the 

diplomat on the state.  

 The persona brought a dimension of analysis which can be seen through the social 

interactions described by Gyllenborg, and the institutional problems which affected him. His 

work as a diplomat was in itself a representation of the office which was bestowed upon him. 

The agency he acquired was through the office of a diplomat, and the problems he faced were 

often related to the lack of institutional reliability within this office. Yet, although he did not 

directly use the exact term he was, and aspired to be, the mirror image of his sovereign. The 

importance placed on his representation at the British court, throughout all three chapters, is 

tangible. Through different representative tools, he shows that he is at a disadvantage in 

executing his work compared to other diplomatic representatives at the British court. There is 

a bipolarity in the distribution of what has been described as a mirror image in this thesis. 
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Distribution and connectivity exist between the importance of the individual and of the state. 

When discussing the network of information, this thesis clearly showed the dualism and 

connectivity between the social relationships between individuals and the relations between 

states. The geopolitical situation affected the local context.  

 Although the diplomatic institutions and regulations applied to the emerging state 

system, there was pressure to ensure an even distribution of power. The regulations mimicked 

courtly life. Diplomats and ambassadors were constantly involved in changing of what 

Goffman described as masks. There must have been a considerable amount of multitasking in 

the effort to wear the right mask and role in front of the right person. Throughout this thesis, 

there has been a focus on the dual life of the diplomat, as represented by the human 

particularities discussed earlier. Earlier studies on the subject of the diplomat as an individual 

have lacked the notion that the diplomats in themselves were ever-present and affected by 

their own power and the power of the context in which they resided. This thesis aimed to 

understand the practices of the early modern diplomat. Although one individual’s 

experiences, as described in his correspondence, do not represent a larger group, they 

contribute to furthering the understanding of the diplomat’s social and official practices. An 

examination of actual diplomatic practices, as opposed to the idealised version, has shown 

how social and official practices were tightly intertwined, yet separate.  

 His work as a diplomat involved several layers of social interactions. All these layers 

ultimately resulted in a vast collection of different kinds of information. It is obvious, 

although Gyllenborg never mentions any precise details, that he is using an information 

network. There are never any explicit sources provided on the information he distributes. 

Hints to the sources are there, but as previously mentioned in A Network of Information he 

often spoke of rumours being circulated at the British court. The information network was 

within diplomatic both appreciated and distrusted. The treaties on the topic spoke of it as an 

unnecessary evil. Gyllenborg, however, seemed to greatly rely on the use of information 

networks to develop his tactics and rouses at court since he lacked any sense of an order from 

his native court. Similarly to how Gyllenborg used the information network to form a tactic 

because of the lack of instructions sent to Gyllenborg he was also in a predicament because of 

the outstanding payment which he had yet to receive from the Swedish state. His financial 

situation did not help his predicaments. As a representation Gyllenborg tried his best, and 
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although he did complain in his correspondence to Sparre his problems were never an issue 

on his personal finances, but rather an issue on the way he was expected to represent his 

sovereign, Charles XII. The financial problems, as mentioned above, was also an issue for his 

regular work circulating information. Since he lacked funds he was unable to send the 

necessary amount of communication to provide a good base of information. 

 In conclusion, Heidrun R. Kugeler explored the institutional and theoretical 

frameworks on which the diplomats and heads of state relied to create this first incarnation of 

the modern diplomat. However, as in many similar instances throughout history, the fact that 

frameworks existed does not mean that they were followed. What makes Gyllenborg such an 

intriguing figure as an example of an early modern diplomat is the hardship he faced in his 

official role. In an ideal world, that was not supposed to happen. To begin with, he was 

assigned to a court which turned against Swedish geopolitical interests soon after the 

coronation of George I. Gyllenborg’s problems continued when he did not receive orders or a 

letter of credence. Nonetheless, he was still obliged to produce information and adhere to 

rules which worked against him. He created a space for himself in a context which, as earlier 

research shows, should not have been available to him. He managed expectations and 

problems which far overreached others in his social sphere. In the end, he was involved in 

intrigue and was arrested. What this thesis has brought to the overall historical research on 

the Swedish Plot is a new understanding of Gyllenborg’s role. 

 However, Gyllenborg’s story is only one representation of the early modern 

diplomatic practices. Although the developments in new diplomatic history over the last  

decades has increased academic knowledge on the individuals role within this emerging  

cosmopolitan society we need to extend this further to successfully understand how they 

affected and were affected by the society they lived in. More and more case studies are being 

executed within the early modern diplomatic field, but there are still severe gaps limiting the 

connectivity between these. This thesis has faced informational problems since the diplomatic 

historiography is vast, and often hard to relate. There are several aspect of the early modern 

diplomat’s life which still remain hidden, and need to be investigated to further academic 

research. One of the most relevant aspects which has hindered this thesis because the limited 

work done on the topic was the letter of credence. As previously mentioned there is a severe 

lack in the knowledge produced on how the early modern diplomat used these letters, yet 
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they are extensively mentioned throughout the correspondence, and thus signal the 

importance. 

 Gyllenborg’s story sheds new light on practices of the early modern diplomat which 

were overlooked by earlier research. His story is one of controversy, which affected the broad 

cosmopolitan diplomatic society at large. To understand these practices, we need to 

understand their broader context. This thesis has aimed to provide a new layer of information 

on early modern diplomacy. We can see that there was a constant relationship between the 

official role of a diplomat the diplomat’s personal relations. The early modern diplomat 

established agency in ways other than the classic official letter of credence. Although he had 

the rights of an official diplomat, he still needed to create a social context which granted him 

agency and allies. To understand early modern diplomacy, we need to understand the 

complex social networks which were a part of the diplomat’s everyday life. The structures 

which the diplomats relied upon were a help and a hindrance in their roles, and survival at 

court involved a constant need for protection and alliances. 
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