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CROMWELL DAY 1993 

OLIVER CROMWELL.AN!) ENGLISH _CALVINISM 
- '- ' • j I ~~·~ \. ·., ' ._' ~ ·.~: / .. ·., 

by William Lamont 
. l ' • ,, 

~ ·-· 

Calvinists were wary about funeral sermons. Scottish 
~esbyterians wouldn't preach them: They offered the temptation of 
1mmo~erately prais~n~ the virtues _of the departed, and thus of 
forgettmg the vde ongms of all of us!But there were Calvinists and 
there were Calvinists - the theme, if you like, of this address - and 
particularly there were English and Scottish Calvinists. English 
Calvinists were less inhibited than their Scottish colleagues about 
funeral sermons. They took to the genre as .a vehicle of education 
~d (as Professor Collinson has shown us) these, in their tum, fed 
mto such remarkable collections as Samuel Clarke's Lives of Puritan 
Saints. [l] 

. Even so, a Calvinist awareness' of what worins we are got in 
th~ way of fulsomeness. Cromwell's famed reputed desire to be 
pamted, warts and all, strikes the right Calvinist note: a recognition 
of the unknowability of God arid of the ·creatures He had created. 
What we are ~eft with, at la~t, is images, not suostance. A lively 
recent collection of essays is called just that: Images of Oliver 
Cromwell.[2] lmagefdon't tell us:wnatwe~most need to know ·-but 
they.tell u~ something. In one case - 'Irish-Images.of Crom~ell' 
- the_ ~ssay1st c.orrec~s a ~~er~~type wh!ch ,.,most o.( us had accepted 
uncntically. Insh demomsation-.of'CtomweJl dates rf()t from 1650 
but from .1865, ,with _aniris,t bftrris,t~: calJeq J ~ Pre~der~as,t .• if we 
are to beheve a weU-documented-art1cle: Enghsh demomsat1ons of 
Cromwell in the nineteenth century were not unknown. In Flora 
Thompson's classic,. Lark Rise to Candleford, she recalls at the end 
of the century in her Oxfordshire village diat' ;'/ :•,j ' -~ · . . -:~J 

i 

some of tlie'older·mothers and grandmothers.still threatened 
naughty children-with the name of Cromwell: "If youaren;t 
a good gal, Old Oliver Cromwell 'll have 'ee", they would 
say, or "Here Comes Old Cromwell".[3] 

• T 4 j 

: ! ' ~...,. ..., 

. Images tend to polarise. It would also be from the nineteenth 
century we would get a ·very different view of Cromwell, this time 
from the self-educated working man. At Watlington, Berkshire, in 
February 1852 in what an enthusiastic secretary reported as "the 
most important debate" that had ever come before them and after 
listening to speakers on either side "of great research, power and 
eloquence" the young men of the Mutual Improvement Society, on a 
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ballot vote, decided that, notwithstanding certain errors and abuses, 
"a better Christian, a more noble-minded spirit, a greater warrior, u 
more constant man" than Oliver Cromwell had hardly ever appeared 
on God's earth.[4] Perhaps the Calvinist in Cromwell would have 
preferred Rora Thompson to the Watlington Mutual Improvement 
Society: better a demon than a prig? . 

Images can comfort, as well as polarise. The image of 
Cromwell was most evocative when it was most needed. In May 
1940, when Tory backbencher LS Amery wants to express the 
nation's disgust with the Chamberlain Administration, whom does 
he tum to but to Oliver - "You have sat too long here for any good 
you have been doing. Depart, I say, and let us have done with you. 
In the name of God, go". Less known, but no less remarkable, is 
the instruction from the Army Officers' Manual of 1941 of the 
importance of having men that "know what they fight for and love 
what they know". No direct reference.to Cromwell, no mention of 
plain russet-coated captains, but the phrase comes wrapped in 
quotations, with the reference there for all clearly to pick up. This is 
even more noteworthy since, as Paul Fussell showed in his excellent 
account of World War Two morale and propaganda, Wartime, there 
was little sympathy with World War One-type high-flown rhetoric. 
His tenth chapter is actually called 'The Ideological Vacuum' [5], 
but clearly there were some around at the time who thought that the 
image of Oliver could fill it. 

Can we go beyond images? The descendant of the funeral 
sermon, as the purveyor of images, is the newspaper obituary. 
Unsatisfactory as it is, it is often supplemented by verbal snapshots 
from people who knew the subject perhaps only fleetingly. And 
sometimes it is these snapshots which are more revealing than the 
official account. 

I have three snapshots to offer: three Puritans, whom I have 
studied, grappled in various ways with Cromwell. What can we 
learn from their encounters? The first one, 'William Prynne, was an 
uncompromising enemy. To him, Cromwell was Richard the Third 
revived; not to be forgiven for the regicide, or Pride's Purge. And to 
these sins was compounded his readiness to readmit the Jews into 
England. Prynne's anti-semitic spleen knew no bounds. In repeated 
pamphlets he would quote Cromwell's old schoolmaster, Thomas 
Beard, and the martyrologist John Foxe - against Cromwell, and 
against Jews. He brought up that hoary old anti-semitic chestnut, 
The Blood Accusation - how the Jews rid themselves of their 
atrocious smell by drinking the blood of the Christian boy martyr: 
one to be revived with telling effect by Julius Streicher in the 1930s. 

My second witness is Richard Baxter, only marginally less 
hostile to Cromwell than Prynne at first sight. Baxter, like Prynnc, 
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kla_med :Cromwell for t~e ·~~gicide:an9 declinep the EJtgagementJ_o 
~he _,,_Common~~aHh Jn,: J65Q;_Jrbhis,Jnemoi_rs __ (published 
postli~n;iouslr \D ~~;x'X he was mote ~estr~ined than Prynne but still 
notably lu~ewann. ·.Never 1man was highher e~tolled and never. man 
\\'.as ;baseh.erreported of a_nd vilified than this·.man" .. Btit .this is t~ 
give a f~lse _gloss_ on Baxter's '~j.¢\\is: on ·cromwelL .. His '.private 
pape[s_:~nd C?rrespon~ence tel! woifferent·story. TheyJell how, 
t~rougb the 1ptermed1ary of this person,al friend and Cromwell's 
ch~plain J?hn Howe, fa~ was won\over to a positive view of the 
Protector; md~e~ d~s~fibing him fo Howe in one letter as "a man of 
a Cat~?h~e s~m t, desirous. ~f the _ _uni~y a~d Pe~e of aU .the _servants 
of Chnst . This was the spmt wh.ich IOSpired his 16,59 Cromwellian 
tract, A Holy ·Co~monweal th, .whi~h he had publicly to repudiate 
after t~e Restoration to save his .skin. In other words, the public 
distancing from Cromwell should not be taken at its face value. ··. . , .·, 

. . ~y thi_rd Puritan, Lodowicke Muggleton, co-founded a sect 
which pnded.it~elCon having little to do w~th the civil magistracy, 
:i::he_i~ec~ .begtin m 1652,. was supposed to have become extinct some 
.tnne m the nmeteenth century; but.in fa9t the last Muggletonian died 
~lat~ as 1979. In l?<Jl· Muggleton-bad published'a tract;· A Divine . 
L<:>okmg Glass, which .set out clearly the sect's non-involvement 
with_ lay powers. But the. original text of· 1656, written with his. 
c~msm John Reeve (who died two yea_rs Jater), wa.s dramatfcally 
di_fferent. Here Cromwell was the subject of a senes of fulsome 
tnbutes, sue~ as_: ".Most Heroi<;k Crpmwell; ,who art e;xalted Into 
Temporall Digmty befo~e· t~y f?r~¥Tiowle.dge oJ.Man or Angels". 
They made as gooci readmg m the tJme of a Stuart Restoration as A 
Holy Commortwealth:did,:and 'hq9 s_irnilafly,_t9Jx: excis~d-. Which 
t~o~g?, _was the authentic ·te~t? -!his',c_~mtiqued to worry th~ 
d1mm1.shu~g band_ of ~uggletomans m the eighteenth <md. nineteenth 
centunes; mdeed1t d1vide,d,Jhe_few merpbers left aslate.as 1933. 
· · · _ . -'»:1hat ·then ·~re,: we· to 'm~~e ,of)·~ese, glancing,encounters?: 
I'\'~0Ah1ogs ~L-wQutd.is.ugge_sc FirsJ,. we. should.beware ·(as.in -the 
Q<!~es of Baxter:and. Mug~~eton} 9f ~.aking .~h~t was said publicly 
a.t>?ut.,Croinwelkafter t})e ... .R.es.torat10n as an mdex·_ofwhat was 
pnyaJelyc.J~J~. Second,· we should.note a·sen.se'.oflet-"downin our. 
th_rJ:~~.alv~ntsts.(and·per~·-d\e.re·is·no private/pu_blic,dich_otomy).in 
w~atCromwelJaccomphshed as a Christian ntagistrate, .Cromwdl 
sho_ulo have done .~ore: this is the gist :of· .what B<!xter.-and 
Mug_gleton felt. I_n Prynne's case, the pasitionjs muddied by his 
consiste~t ix:rception that Cromwell wasn't the right maiHn.the jop. 
But the JOb itself ·was anot~er matt~r. More th9ro'ughly_ than "even• 
Bax.te~ or M~ggleton. envisaged 1t,, Prynne sa~' the.;Qffice· of 
Chnstian magistrate as ?1.1e of totalitarian vindictiveness:·pinishing 
adulterers to death, sm1ting the,.ungoctly; keepihg._tbe_Jew.s O]Jl of 
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Englam;l. Ir was a vision shared with Baxter and Muggleton. Baxter·, 
fo~ instance, 1Jeginning with his political reservations ·about 
Cromwell in 1650, ends the decade frustrated that Oliver and son w·c 
not doing more. And in the 1656 text of A Divine Looking Ql~ss, 
Cromwell's providential .role is seen as being that of cutting off his 
Cavalier enemies as "spiritual rebels". 

Cromwell was enough of a Calvinist to share some of these 
aspirations throughout his career (particularly in 1653). But he 
resisted them by and farge: he did not found a spiritual police 
force.[6] I concur with my predecessor, Professor Woolrych, in his 
1991 Cromwell Day address, in seeing Cromwell's refusal to take 
on that mantle as ·the most distinctively praiseworthy quality in 
twentieth century eyes. Cromwell's claim at the end of his life to 
have been "the good constable, set to keep the peace of the parish" is 
not what Prynne; Baxter and ·Muggleton: wanted. to hear from a 
Christian magistrate, but is none the worse for that. . 

, The fallacy would be to see this element ~n Cromwell as 
some deviancy from a Calvinist norm. We come back to the point: 
there are Calvinists and there are Calvinists. There are Calvinists like 
Prynne who lust for the magistrate who can stand in for God (the 
acci~enfof his being persecuted by bishops in the 1630s gives him a 
spunous status as a freedom fighter). But there.are other Calvinists 
- and Cromwell is one - who are held back from the instant 
judgment by awareness of the unknowability of God. This is what 
inspires the Calvinist Roger Williams, in his remarkable plea for 
liberty of cot:iscience (Ihe Bloudy Tenent of Persecution of 1643), 
to insist that.the civil magistrate must content himself with keeping 
the peace (hke Cro.mwell's constable). It was the Calvinist John 
Cotton, who argued against fellow Calvinist Richard Mather, that.it 
was better that hypocrites be admitted to the Sacraments than that 
one worthy person should be excluded. It was the caJ.vinist Increase 
Mather, Richard's son, who said that it was better that ten witches 
escape than that one innocent person went to the stake. It was the 
Calvinist Cromwell who said "I had rather that Mahometanism were 
permitted amongst us than that one of god's children should be 
persecuted". And it was to his fellow Scottish Calvinists that 
Cromwell delivered his 1nost famous rebuke: "I beseech you, in the 
bowels of Christ, think it possible you may be mistaken". 
· The "good constable" role was thus the fulfilment, not the 

negation, of one Calvinist ideal. When Baxter chafed that Oliver did 
not do more, Coleridge told him he was wrong: it was rather "one 
among a thousand proofs of Cromwell's attachment to the best 
interests of human nature".[7] We can side with Coleridge, not 
Baxter on this; there can be no better reason for us today to honour 
the life and achievements of Oliver Cromwell. 



1 Patrick Collinson, "'A Magazine of Religious Patterns': An Erasmian Topic 
Transposed in English Protestantism", Godly People (London, 1983), pp. 
499-525. 

2 RC Richardson (eel), Images of Oliver Cromwell: Essays for and by Roger 
Howell. Jnr (Manchester, 1993): see especially Toby Barnard, 'Irish Images 
of Cromwell'. pp. 180-206. 

3 Hora Thompson, Lark Rise to Candleford (London, 1973). p. 215. 
4 Raphael Samuel, "New Histories for Old", History. The Nation and the 

Schools (History Workshop Journal, Working Papers. Ruskin College •. 
Oxford, June 1989), p. 5. I owe the subsequent Army Officers' Manual 
reference also to the kindness of Raphael Samuel. 

5 Paul Fussell, Wartime (Oxford, 1989), pp. 129-143. 
6 At least these once-favoured comparisons of Cromwell and Hitler no longer 

carry conviction. Perry Anderson in a recent article in London Review of 
Books (24 September 1992) called Ernest Barker "impeccably liberal". I 
suggested in a seven-line letter (22 October) that "pec.cably" would be better, 
in the light of his notorious 1936 Hamburg comparison of Cromwell with 
Hitler. ''Toucbe", replied Anderson (5th November), though a forty-four-line 
answer tried to put Barker's lecture in context. What is of interest is our 
common ground - the fatuity of the comparison - even if we di verged about 
Barker's culpability in making it. 

7 John Morrow, Coleridge's Political Thought (New York, 1990), p. 151. 
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THE ASSEMBLY'S ANNOTATIONS 

by Dean G Lampros 

"I profess I could never yet see a Bible well translated in 
English; b\lt I think that, of all. that of Geneva is the worst". [1] So 
declared King James I of England at the famous Hampton Court 
Conference of 1604, when it was suggested by John Reynolds of 
the Puritan delegation that the Bishop's Bible (1568) be revised and 
a new translation of the Holy Scriptures be put forth. Indeed, these 
were arrogant words from a proud monarch whose head was filled 
with notions of divine kingship and whose heart was full of 
contempt for the Puritans, who, incidentally, looked upon the 
Geneva Bible with much affection. The Geneva Bible, in fact, had 
become "the favourite Bible for several generations of Puritans" [2], 
and it was without a doubt "the cherished volume in all covenanting 
and Puritan households".[3] · 

The inescapable irony was that in the end the Bible 
commissioned by the king to displace the Geneva Bible struggled 
for well over a quarter of a century to win popular acceptance. The 
Puritans as well as other Englishmen held it at arm's length. One 
historian has noted that it was received 

at first by attitudes ranging from cool indifference to 
lukewarm acceptance to hot rejection. The Puritans ... at first 
held aloof from it with suspicion. After all, it was "new" and 
they had their own beloved Geneva version. And besides, 
this King James translation smacked too much of the king, 
the bishops. and the Church of England to suit them.[4] 

For some thirty years after the emergence of the Authorized Version 
in 1611, the old Geneva Bible continued to hold sway as the 
preferred household Bible. King James, in fact, had died long 
before the Bible which bore his name was able to win its way into 
the hearts of the English people. Undoubtedly, the harsh words he 
had spoken against the Geneva Bible came back to haunt him on his 
deathbed. "Pride goeth before destruction", it is said, "and a 
haughty spirit before a fall".[5] 

Just as James made no secret of his intense dislike of the 
Geneva Bible, neither did he attempt to hide the rationale behind his 
feelings. The translators of the Geneva Bible had seen fit to affix to 
the text a brief, marginal commentary "upon all the hard places". 
The king, it seemed, objected to the marginal notes on the grounds 
that they were. he felt, radical and at times seditious. His orders for 
the Authorized Version, given at the Hampton Court Conference, 
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are quite telling: 

Marry, withal), he gave this caveat... that no marginal notes 
should be added, having found in them which are annexed to 
the Geneva translation (which he·saw in a Bible given him 
by an English lady) some notes very. partial, untrue, 
seditious and savoring too much of dangerous and traiterous 
conceits. [ 6] · .. - . 

James rightly perceived in the Geneva notes a challenge to the divine 
kingship he claimed to exercise and he feared the powerful influence 
they exerted over the masses. The Geneva Bible was, after all, 
produced during a period of bloodshed and exile by zealous English 
Protestants who bore little love for their queen. Moreover, 

the margins of its Old Testament were studded with 
observations on the duties of kings and the fate of royal 
sinners. Similarly, the Genevans undermined the classic 
New Testament justification of obedience, Romans XIII (let 
every soul be subject unto the higher powers) by noting that 
it applied merely to the "private man", leaving the 
problematic case of the lesser magistrates discreetly 
veiled ... Cromwell's scriptural citations show [the Geneva 
Bible] was a formative influence on him. Generations of 
readers were thus educated in a very li~ited form of 
monarchy. [7] 

It is not difficult to see why James, with his emphasis on divine 
kingship~ viewed the Geneva notes with suspicion and hostility and 
sought to counter their influence. The sixth of his fifteen rules "to be 
observed in the translation of the Bible" mandated the following: 
"No marginal notes at all to be affixed, but only for the explanation 
of the Hebrew and Greek words". Consequently, the Authorized 
Version contained no commentary. . 

Ironically, the very thing hated by the king was loved by his 
people. John Eadie summarized popular opinion nicely when he 
wrote: "Though King James scornfully depreciated the Genevan 
notes at the Hampton Court Conference, the people relished them 
greatly". [8] The notes, according to Eadie, were "lucid, dogmatic 
and practical, presenting such aspects of truth and duty as were then 
all but universally prized".[9] We can, quite reasonably, attribute the 
enormous appeal of the Geneva Bible largely to its marginal 
commentary, with its brevity, clarity and Calvinistic tenor. The 
English historian Brooke Westcott wrote: 
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It was not therefore surprising that from the time of its find 
appearance, the Geneva Bible became the household Bible of 
the English-speaking nations, and it continued to be so for 
about three-quarters of a century; it was never sanctioned for 
public use in Churches; but the convenience of its form and 
the simple clearness of its notes gained it a wide popularity 
with the mass of the people.[10] 

As one historian has said, "the single most important feature of the 
Geneva Bible, to both the laity and the clergy, consisted in the 
marginal notes" .[11] Clearly, the importance of the Geneva Bible's 
marginal commentary is inestimable, and James, who was often 
referred to as "the wisest fool in Christendom", was foolish indeed 
to have believed that a Bible without notes could ever displace the 
beloved Genevan version. 

Ultimately, the king's stubborn refusal to allow exegetical 
notes in the margin of his translation only prolonged the life of the 
Geneva Bible. His intransigence and shortsightedness, moreover, 
doomed the Authorized Version to play the role of second-best. It 
simply lacked what the people regarded as an essential study aid. As 
a result, it "did not immediately eclipse the popularity of the Geneva 
Bible" [12], nor would it do so during James's lifetime. More than 
sixty editions of the Geneva Bible appeared after 1611 alone.[13] In 
fact, that very year the Geneva Bible was issued in folio by the 
king's printer. Many preachers and authors certainly continued to 
use it after 1611. [14] In England successive editions were 
introduced almost yearly until 1616, when its printing was 
prohibited. From then on it was printed in Amsterdam, but under 
Laudian influence its importation was forbidden. One historian tells 
us, however, that of the numerous editions printed in Amsterdam up 
to 1644, all were imported and issued with a title page bearing the 
date 1599. [15] 

What is clear and undeniable is that during the reign of King 
James and for most of his son's reign, the Geneva Bible held its 
own against what was a newer and, arguably, a better translation. 
"It did not", in the words of historian John Eadie, "die under 
episcopal frown" .[16] Long after its printing was banned in 1616, it 
remained the Bible used in most English-speaking households. 
This, according to most historians, was the case for roughly another 
quarter-century. One historian has estimated that the Geneva Bible 
retained its status as the mos_t popular text until well into the civil 
war.[17] Another historian has claimed that it was used privately for 
some forty years after the emergence of the Authorized Version.[ 181 
Still another has said, "it had an immense vogue ... The Authorized 
Version did not supersede it as a book for the home till the middle of 
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the seventeenth century". [19] The consensus is that the Geneva 
Bible, with a fierce tenacity amidst extreme adversity, hung on as 
the people's choice over the Authorized Version for some thirty 
years, with only a slight diminution of its pre-eminence. [20] As 
John Eadie has written, "the vitality of the Geneva Bible was 
wonderful".[21] Certainly, it is significant that Cromwell's 
Soldiers' Pocket Bible took its 122 Scripture passages almost 
exclusively from the Geneva Bible [22], showing that as late as 
1643, the Geneva Bible continued to exert a powerful influence over 
English Protestantism. 

What on the surface may appear- to have been simply a 
struggle for dominance between two translations was, in fact, at a 
much deeper level a debate between the devoutly Protestant segment 
of English society and the established civil and ecclesiastical 
authorities over the role of Scriptural aids and exegetical tools. 
While they had virtually no say as to which Bible was used in the 
pew or pulpit, English Protestants time and again chose for 
themselves and their households a "Reformed" Bible equipped with 
a Calyinistic commentary to guide them through the Scriptures. The 
authorities, on the other hand, for reasons of their own, refused to 
permit this kind of exegetical aid in the translations they sanctioned. 

In the midst of this debate, the political tide in England 
seemed suddenly to turn, and the forces of limited monarchy and 
personal liberty began gradually to take back the reins of power 
from the forces of tyranny and repression. The impeachment of 
William Laud early in 1641 brought about the collapse of press 
censorship.[23] For the first time in twenty-five years, English 
printers were free to issue new copies of the Geneva Bible. Oddly 
enough they did not. Presumably copies were still being imported 
from the Continent, but even in Amsterdam after 1644, the Geneva 
Bible was no longer printed~ Furthermore, within ten years of 
Laud's demise, on the eve of the Commonwealth, the Geneva Bible 
had become virtually extinct.[24] 

During the Laudian years when numerous obstacles were 
placed in the way of procuring a new copy of the Geneva Bible, its 
P?Pularity quite naturally began to wane ever so slightly. Its 
di~ppearance and the subsequent rise of the Authorized Version by 
mid-century, however, present the historian with something of an 
enigma. T~e Geneva Bible was a translation that had for a quarter
century withstood the most unfavourable conditions, only to die 
when those conditions finally abated. Under the auspices of a free 
press, one would expect such a popular text to have experienced 
something of a revival. Moreover; it was far more in tune with the 
pre_vailing revolutionary zeitgeist than was the King James Bible, 
which smacked of divine kingship.and episcopacy. The Authorized 
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Version, too, had been all but crammed down the throats of' tho 
English people by the king and his enforcers. More importanl still, 
the margins of the King James Bible, as we have seen, contained no 
annotations. How and why did the Authorized Version finally 
displace the Genevan translation as the common household Bible, 
when in fact conditions were ripe for the latter's resurgence? 

The Geneva Bible was of course no stranger to revision. 
During the early 1640s it could easily have been revised and 
reissued. The fact that by mid-century worn-out Geneva Bibles had 
been replaced with King James Bibles could lead to the false 
conclusion that somehow English Protestants no longer cared about 
having a commentary to assist them. That they would adopt a 
translation lacking marginal notes seems to indicate such a trend in 
English Protestantism. No such trend occurred. Their demand for a 
commentary did not abate; rather, it was sated by the emergence of a 
completely new set of annotations designed to take the place of the 
old Geneva notes. In 1645 England witnessed the premier 
appearance of a commentary, too lengthy to fit the margins of the 
Authorized Version for which it was originally intended and so 
instead it was published separately as a companion volume to the 
King James Bible. The Annotations upon All the Books of the Old 
and New Testament...by the Joint Labor of Certain Learned Divines 
thereunto appointed. or the Assembly's Annotations as the binding 
stated, appeared first in 1645 as one volume. Successive editions 
were enlarged to make up two volumes, published in 1654 and 
again in 1657. In other words, what began in the 1640s simply as a 
project to revise the Geneva notes in order that they might match the 
text of the Authorized Version ended up as a commentary so large 
and detailed that it could no longer be confined to the margins of the 
text. 

We have seen that despite the public's unfavourable reaction 
to the King James Bible, it had for more than thirty years resisted 
the imposition of a commentary upon its margins. Finally, when the 
country was in the midst of civil war, the presses had been freed 
from the pressure of Laudianism, and Charles I was in no position 
to regulate their output, 

hence were diverse of the stationers and printers of London 
induced to petition the Committee of the Honourable House 
of Commons, for license to print the Geneva notes upon the 
Bible, or that some notes might be fitted to the new 
translation: which was accordingly granted, with an order 
for r.eview and correction of those of the Geneva edition, by 
leavi~g out such of them as there was cause to dislike, by 
cleanng those that were doubtful, and by [revising] those us 
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were defective ... For which purpose letters were directed to 
some of us from the Chair of the Committee for Religion, 
and personal invitations to others, to undertake and divide 
the task. [25] 

It is abundantly clear in the preface that the primary purpose 
behind the new annotations was to alter the King James Bible to suit 
popular demand. If in fact this was to be the Bible of the English 
-speaking people, it needed a parallel commentary, for no Bible 
would be truly effective without one. In a very astute assessment of 
popular opinion, the labouring divines explain in their preface what 
they perceived to have been the main objection to the Authorized 
Version. The people, they claimed, decried the absence of a parallel 
commentary: 

The people complained that they could not see into the sense 
of Scripture, so well as formerly they did by the Geneva 
Bibles, because their spectacles of Annotations were not 
fitted to the understanding of the new text, nor any other 
supplied in their stead.[26] 

. I 

I 

Those responsible for initiating the work had thus identified within 
' ! 

English Protestantism a strong potential market for some sort of 1 

commentary to acccimpany the King James Bible. After all, the main 
accusation that English Protestants had brought against the King 
James Bible was simply that there was no commentary to go with it. 
In most other respects it was regarded as the work of good, 
qualified scholars, some of whom, such as Lawrence Chaderton and 
John Reynolds, were good Puritans as well. It was in this potential 
market that both the London printers and the labouring divines saw 
the justification for their undertaking. There remained, however, for 
the divines the issue of how best to go about the task set before 
them. 

Since the notes were originally intended as a mere revision 
of the Geneva notes to be contained within the margins of the 
Authorized Version, they were, as a result, to be quite brief. In the 
end this was deemed by the labouring divines to be a burdensome 
and unnecessary requirement, and it was decided that the 
annotations should be not only more substantial than the Geneva 
notes, but also large enough to make up an entire volume by 
themselves. As the divines explained in the preface: 

Though we hold the Geneva annotations to be in the main 
points of religion, sound and orthodox in doctrine, and 
guilty of no error, ... we conceive for ourselves, that we shall 
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better discharge the trust reposed in us, and· do: r more 
answerably to the intention of those who set us on w.<)rk\ 
and better satisfy the expectation of such others us set 
observant eyes upon our assiduous and sociable pursuance 
of the service imposed on us, if (being as repairers of 
buildings to rip into an old house) we rather took it quite 
down, and built a new one, [rather] than patched it up, with 
here and there a new piece of our own putting in, which 
would not be decently suitable to the other parts, nor any 
way answerable, either in measure or manner of structure, to 
such a model...some apprehensive men have already 
prefigured to our petformance.[27] 

The preface to the third edition (1657) reveals more still: 

These Annotations were at first intended, as those before in 
the Geneva Version, for marginal notes only affixed to the 
text. To which purpose, in the directions then delivered unto 
us, it was required that they should be much of the same size 
with them ... Our endeavor was to be as brief and concise as 
we well might, and we were therefore constrained ... to let 
pass many things not unworthy otherwise of due 
observation and large discussion, that our notes, having only 
a narrow by-place assigned them on the outside of the leaf, 
might not in undue and undecent manner so enlarge their 
quarter, as to encroach beyond just proportion upon the 
spaces that were to be reserved for the text Hence came it to 
pass, when the work came abroad, that diverse notes seemed 
not so full nor so clear, ... while "endeavor of brevity bred", 
as usual, "some obscurity"; and much was missed by many, 
... which well might, and would have been the greatest part 
of it inserted, had the lists and limits prescribed us afforded 
room with any fitness to receive it... 

Afterwards upon some second thoughts and further 
consideration, it seemed good unto those, who had put us 
upon this work, to alter their course at first propounded and 
to publish the Annotations apart by themselves.[28] 

' ' 

The resulting notes were far more comprehensive than ·even 
those attached to later editions of the Geneva Bible. Since it was: not 
confined to the margin, the new commentary was naturally able to 
cover more of the Scriptures. More detailed, however; could also 
mean more cumbersome, and the authors hoped that the new notes 
would ultimately claim as wide a circulation as the more;concise 
Geneva notes had in their day. They were, in other words, designed 
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i •. 

;to edify ooth the ordinary layperson and the more educated clergy 
.alike, as the authors explained: . _ · .. _ . _ _ _ 

'•, -

-First, as we had no thoughts of such a service, until by 
. Authority we were called unto it, so since we have accepted 
of it, we have thought of nothing so much, as how we might 
discharge it, with best advantage.to the glory of God, and 
the iristruction of his people, and therefore we have put 
ourselv.es to. much more pains (for many mont~s) in 
consultmg with many more authors, in several languages, 
then at first we thought of, that... we ·might bring in such 
observations, as might not only serve to edify th_e ordinary 
reader, but might likewise gratify our brethren of the 
ministry, at least such among them, as have,not the means to 
purchase, or leisure to peruse so many books as (by order of 
the Committee) we were furnished withal!, for the finishing 
of the work committed to our hands. [29] · 

~ ' - .. -· . ' 

. -.. ' ... As they -~~nt about. their task of shedding light upon the 
Scriptures~ the d1vmes considered both what the people wanted as 
;well as what was.:good ._for the.people at large. The task with which 
'.they h~ bee~ ~ntrustaj, .we must remember, was not simply to cater 
to puphc opmion, .but to offer at the .. same time a truly edifying 
.exegetical companion .to the Scriptures. Ultimately their task was 
·simplified because that is ·exactly what the people had demanded . 
·from the beginning. Thus, the only way to fulfil their commission 
.and satisfy popular demand was to provide a commentary that was 
at its .core faithful to the great truths of ContinentalProtestantism. 

The Assembly's Annotations arose under the auspices of the 
~ng Parliament (1640-~660), which later authoriied the compos
ition o~ such ~asterp1eces as the Westminster Assembly's 
Confession of Faith, and Larger and Shorter Cateehisms. In fact, of 
the learned divines who laboured to produce the notes, at least six -
William Gouge, Thomas Gataker, John Ley, Francis Taylor, Daniel 
Featly and one Mr. Reading [30] - later served on the Westminster 
Assembly. The annotations, as a result, were the product of some of· 
the best Reformed minds in England, as their contentwell attests. 
The following quotations off er but a brief survey of the notes and 
th_e Calvinistic spirit which permeates them. f.ach Scripture verse 
wdl be followed by the corresponding riote. 

" • • ' • ·-··. -~J ., •• ( 

"Jesus answered and said.unto him, Veri'Jy, :verily, I say 
unto thee, except.a man be.born again~ he cannot see the· 
kingdom of God.:''. (Johri III:_ iii) . 11 v,3_ born again] 
Regenerated by the Holy Spirit}.[31] ·.. · · · 
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. "That which is born of the flesh is flesh; and that which is 
born of _the Spirit is spirit. 11 (John III: vi) "v.6 born of the 
flesh] The corrupted nature of man; opposite to 
regeneration." [32] _ · . 

11All that the Father giveth me shall come to me; and him that 
cometh to me I will in no wise cast out." (John VI: xxxvii) 
"v.37 All that the Father giveth me] All whom [God] elected 
shall believe in Christ and obey the Gospel. 11 [33] 

• 
11 No man can come to me, except the father which hath sent 

. me draw him." (John VI: xliv) "v.44 No man can come to 
me] That is, understand and believe these things, except God 
teach, .enlighten, and give him faith." [34] -· 

"For w_hom he did foreknow, he also did predestinate to be 
conformed to the image of his Son, that he might be the 
firstborn among many brethren," (Romans VIII: xxix) "v.29 
he did foreknow] For his own, as the word is taken, John 
_10.14.27, Psalm 1.6, Jer 1.5, Matt 7.23. Those whom 
[God] marked out as it were out of all other men in the 
world, and set his affection upon." [35] 

· ·"Therefore hath [God] mercy on whom he will have mercy, 
. and whom he will he hardeneth." (Romans IX: xviii) "v .18 
he hardeneth] By God's withholding his grace and not 
mollifying their rebellious hearts. Moreover, it is to be noted 
that as the text saith that God hardened Pharaoh's heart, so it 
is said, Exod 8.15.32, that Pharaoh hardened his own heart, 

_,go thathe could have no excuse." [36] 

"Even so then at this present time also there is a remnant 
according to the election of grace." (Romans XI: v) 11 v.5 the 
election of grace] Not whereby men chose grace, but 
whereby God chooseth us of his grace and goodness." [37] 

."But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of 
God: for they are foolishness_ unto him: neither can he know 
them, because they are spiritually discerned." (I Cor II: xiv) 
"v.4 spiritually discerned]. That is, -to be taken and 
understood in a spiritual and heavenly sense, to which his 

- carnal reason cannot reach; or, they that are spiritually 
disce_rned,.thatis, by the virtue of the Holy Ghost, with an 
eye annointed with the eye-salve of the Spirit." [38] 
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"And you hath [God] qui~kened,. ~ho w~re dead in 
trespasses and sins." (~phesians II: ~) ~ead m ~respasses 
and sins] Not dead to sms, but dead m sins: He IS dead to 
sin in whom sin hath little or no power (Romans 6.2.11). 
He.is dead in sin, who hath no life of grace in him; all that 
are unregenerate are dead in this sense." [39] 

"For by grace are ye saved thr?ugh f ai.th; and ~~~t 
11
not ~f 

yourselves: it is the gift of God. (Ep~e~ians II: vm). Chnst 
is the meritorious, grace the efficient and . faith the 
instrumental cause of our justification and salvat10n: grace 
and faith stand one with another, to which two these are 
[both] contrary to [being] s~ved by ours~lv~s or our works. 
And because it might be objected that f wth IS our work, and 
consequently that if we are justified by faith we are justifie? 
by works, the Apostle immediately B:ddeth that though this 
faith be in us, yet it is not of us; that is, not from the power 
of nature, but that it is merely the gift of God." [40] 

"For we are his. workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto 
good works which God hath before ordain~ that we shm~ld 
walk in them." (Ephesians II: x) "v.10 his workmanship] 
We are God's workmanship, both in respect to our first 
creation and in respect of our regeneration, which is a 
second creation: of which these words are to be understood, 
for he speaketh not of us as we are by nature, but as new 
creatures in Christ by grace." [41] 

"Elect according to the foreknowledge of God the Father, 
through sanctification of the Spir~t, unto obedience and 
sprinkling of the blood of Jesus Chns_t_: <!race unto you, ~d 
peace, be multiplied." (I Peter I: u) v.2 elect] that is 
sequestered and separated from the world. Se~ John 15.19, 
Rev 17.14, in which place, elect, called, and faithful, are put 
for the same; so that we are here to understand by elect those 
who were effectually called, or who had obeyed the Gospel. 
foreknowledge] or preordination, or foreappointment; that 
is, as God had before decreed. See verse 20." [42] 

The notes are filled with Calvinistic jargon and such terms as 
regeneration, effectual calling and predestinate. Moreover, they_ set 
forth as did the Geneva notes before them, the reformed doctnnes 
of h~man depravity and free grace. In some instances, in fact, the 
authors chose to quote Lawrence Tomson's New Testament [43] 
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verbatim. 
' ~ ' 

"For [God] saith to Moses, I will have _mercy on whom. I 
will have mercy, and I will have compass10n on whom I will 
have compassion." (Romans IX: xv) "God is m?st free, and 
cannot be taxed with injustice, though he cast bnghter beams 
of his favor upon one than another; for although he chose 
and predestined to salvation. them that are .not yet born, 
without any respect of worthmess; yet he brmgeth not t~e 
chosen to their appointed end, but by the i:nea!ls of his 
mercy, which is a cause next under predestmation: Now 
mercy presupposeth misery, ~nd misery~ sin, an~ a 
voluntary corruption of mankmd, and this corrupt10n 
presupposeth a pure and perfect creation. ~oreover, ~ercy 
is shown by degrees, to wit, by callmg by faith to 
justification and sanctification, s? that at. the _length w~ come 
to glorification. Now all these things ordmanly followmg the 
purpose of God, do clearly prove, that he can by no means 
seem unjust in loving and saving his." [44] 

"God hath not cast away his people which he foreknew." 
(Romans XI: ii) "v.2 which he foreknew] Which he loved 
and chose from everlasting, and decreed to save before the 
foundations of the world were laid." [ 45] 

"According as [God] hath chosen us in him befo~e the 
foundation of the world, that we should be holy and without 
blame before him in love." (Ephesians I: iv) "v.4 chosen] 
According as God by his election framed a new body out of 
mankind in opposition to the first, whose ~ead w~ Adam, 
in whom they all did sin and die, and ordamed Chnst to be 
their head, that in him, all might be gathered and made 
partakers of him_by his grace, li_fe_an~ glory_; so al~o hath ~e 
accomplished this counsel of his m time, d1spensmg all his 
graces unto his chosen by Chris_t in his sa~red comi:nunion. 
See chap.3.11, 2Tim.1.9. Election ~r c~01ce her~ is tak~n 
for the eternal decree of election, which is of certam men m 
time drawn out of the common lump of corrupt mankind. 
See John 15.16, Rom.8.29, lThess.2.13, lPeter 1.2. 1rj •• 

God did not choose us because we were, r ·or 
otherwise would have been holy; but to the end that1;we 
should be holy, being clothed with Christ's righteousness 
through faith." [ 46] . i · 

It is clear that the Assembly's Annotations were in many 
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ways reminiscent of the old Geneva notes in both their content and, 
at times, their wording. It is not surprising that they were received 
with enthusiasm as soon as they appeared. Neither is it surprising 
that shortly after the appearance of this brand new set of 
annotations, fitted to a translation regarded as both more recent and 
in many ways linguistically superior to the Geneva Bible, the latter, 
having done its job, slipped quietly into obscurity. Meanwhile the 
new and improved commentary began to take the field, carrying 
along the Authorized Version with it. 

Actual references to the notes are sparse; there is, however, 
one contemporary account only a few decades removed from the 
notes themselves. It can be found in the preface to Matthew Poole's 
Annotations on the Holy Bible (1685). In it the writer offers a brief 
description of the notes and an assessment of their popularity: 

-About the year 1640 some deliberations were taken for the 
composing and printing other English notes (the old Geneva 
notes not so well fitting our new and more correct translation 
of the Bible). These were at first intended to be so short, that 
they might be printed together with our Bibles in folio or 
quarto. But those divines who were engaged in it found this 
would not answer their end; it being not possible by so short 
notes to give people any tolerable light into the whole text; 
yet they so contracted their work, that it was all despatched 
in one volume; which though it were at first greedily bought 

·up, yet we cannot say it gave so general a satisfaction (by 
reason of the shortness of it) as was desired and expected. 
So as upon the second edition it came forth quite a new 
thing, making two just volumes. This was so acceptable to 
the world, that within sixteen [47] years it was readY. for a 
third edition, with some further enlargements.(48] 

Several things are revealed here. First of all, we are told that 
the masses readily accepted th~ n~w notes despite the fact that they 
were not attached to the margm of the text as had been the 
enormously popular Geneva notes. In fact, it would be safe to say 
that the notes were readily accepted because they were not confined 
to the margin. Apparently, the labouring divines had been correct in 
their assumption, for English Protestants, it seems, were looking for 
both a more detailed and a more comprehensive exegesis of the 
Scriptures. They were, it seems, not at all bothered by the prospect 
of having to purchase an extra volume, for we are told that the notes 
sold rather quickly. Within less than a decade, moreover, the 
English people were ready for an expanded version of the 1645 
edition which was issued as two volumes in 1654. Three years later 
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it was once again updated and expanded. The expanded ver11io11H, 
like the 1645 original, met with widespread acceptance. 

The next reference comes just over one hundred and fifty· 
two years later in the preface to Adam Clarke's The Holy Bible. 
with a Commentary and Critical Notes (1837). Although brief, it 
affirms .the popularity of the commentary, voluminous as it was. 

The notes of the Assembly of Divines, in 2 volumes folio, 
1654, have been long in considerable estimation. They 
contain many valuable elucidations of the sacred text.[49] 

The Assembly's Annotations arose primarily because there existed 
an obvious market for them, and like the Geneva annotations before 
them, they quickly gained widespread circulation. Within twelve 
years of their first appearance, two more editions, both expanded, 
were issued for public consumption. For the first time there existed 
a commentary, both detailed and Reformed, to accompany the King 
James Bible. Its popularity enormous, the impact it made upon 
English society is unequivocal: .by mid-century the venerable, old 
Geneva Bible had faded away, and the Authorized Version, once 
rejected and ignored, had become the common household Bible. 

Throughout this discourse I have argued that it was 
ultimately the Assembly's Annotations that popularized the 
Authorized Version. The annotations, however, are significant for 
another reasons as well. They represent the earliest attempt at a 
substantial revision of the King James Bible. While a few minor 
alterations had occurred prior to 1645, a commentary affixed to the 
margin would have constituted a major adaptation of the original 
text. The revision was officially commissioned by the House of 
Commons, and had it not been unanimously decided that the 
margins were too constricting, the work would have proceeded as 
intended, producing a very different Bible from the one which 
appeared in 1611. In the end, the annotations were issued as a 
separate volume; thus, in their final form they technically would not 
qualify as an official revision. This, however, is something for 
future historians to debate. 

Irrespective of the manner in which they were issued, we 
can, with far greater certainty, attach considerable importance to the 
fact that the Assembly's Annotations became the King James 
translation's very first commentary. Never before had a commentary 
been issued for the Authorized Version, although many more would 
follow the path that the Assembly's Annotations had boldly forged. 

More significant still is the .third and last edition of the 
Assembly's Annotations (1657). Neither the Geneva notes nor the 
first two editions of .the new notes were comprehensive enough lo 
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be termed a complete commentary covering the whole of the 
Scriptures. The third edition, however, con,tained, according to the 
assembly who laboured to produce i,t, "an entire Commentary on the 
Sacred Scripture: The like never before published in English" .(50] 
Discussing the differences between the third edition and the 
preceding editions, the divines wrote in their preface: 

So that the work as now it is, (the premises well weighed) 
may not unduly be deemed An Entire Commentary upon the 
whole Body of the Bible~ and that such (it ll\ay with good 
warrant be averred) as hath not at any time appeared in our 
Language before.(51] 

The final edition of the annotations thus became the very first 
comprehensive Bible commentary to be compiled in the English 
language. While other commentaries hac:l preceded it, they had been 
mostly translated from other languages or else, like the Geneva 
notes, were too short to be .deemed truly comprehensive. Not until. 
1957 was there~ indigenous work covering the entire Scriptures. It 
would, of course, be. another twenty-eight years before Matthew 
Poole~s. &motations would. appear on the market. . 

, · Paradoxically, the Assembly's Annotations, while rendering 
the old ·Geneva notes obsolete, simultaneously vindicated them. 
While :the controversial notes had won the unanimous support of 
Engli,sh-s~~ng Protestants, they h~d made the .<?eneva Bible face 
intolerance and scorn from the estabhshed authont1es, who from the 
start ofthe sev~Qteenth century .tried to suppress it, first by refusing 
it the honour of becoming the offa:ial translation ()f the Church and 
later by banning outright its printing and importation .. <?none side 
were the authorities, who maintained that an annotated Bible was no: 
Bible at all, and on the other side stood the people, who claimed that 
a parallel commentary was essential to a proper understanding of the. 
Scriptures. As a result, the King James Bible, designed to displ~ce 
the Geneva Bible once and for all, possessed no commentary, while. 
the Geneva Bible, whose Calvinistic marginal commentary was 
arguably its most important and most beloved feature, remained the. 
popular favourite. . 

When at long last the Geneva Bible sank into disuse, it gave 
way not to the King James Bible as James I had authorized it in 
1611, but as the Puritans of the Long Parliament had "Reforrned" it 
in 1645. While it is beyond the scope of this discourse to determine 
whether or not their work constitutes an actual revision of the King 
James text, it is safe to say that even though the text itself may have 
remained unchanged, the King James Bible thathad by the middle 
of the seventeenth century replaced the Geneva Bible as the 
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household Bible was not the same as it had been forty years CUJ'licr 
in 1611. The new annotations made the Authorized Version of 1611 
far more palatable than it had ever been. For the first time English 
-speaking Protestants felt that th~y coul~ look ~nto the text. with t11c, 
same understanding they had enjoyed with their Geneva Bibles, fot 
they had finally been given a detailed and Reformed commentary as 
a companion to the King James Bi.hie. . 

Thus, it was not the Enghsh-speaking Protestants who ~ad 
changed by surrendering their hope for a commentary and ac~eptmg 
what was regarded as an inferior transl~tion of an unresP?nsive and 
unenlightened monarch. Rather, the Bible. adapte~ to smt them. It 
was only after their demand was satisfactonly met by th~ 
Assembly's Annotations that English Protes~ts fmall.Y put the.ir 
Geneva Bibles to rest and adopted the Authonzed Version. In this 
sense the Puritans too had been vindicated. They had remained 
steadfast in their demand for a commentary, and their resolve 
ultimately outlived the forces that had tried so hard to repress it. 
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OLIVER CROMWELL AND THE ENGLISH 
EXPERIENCE OF MANCEUVRE WARFARE 1645-1651 

Part 2 

by Jonathan R Moore 

The Preston Campaign 1648: 
the Strategic Defensive and the Rise of Operational Art 

In contrast to the first Civil War, the campaign of 1648 saw the 
close interaction of strategic aims, political objectives and military 
action. The price at stake was the political survival of the 
Independent group in parliament and the army in the face of a loose 
but powerful coalition of English Royalist rebels aided by strong 
merchant interests in the City of London. These were supported by 
a threat of military intervention from Scotland by a moderate 
Presbyterian faction, the "Engagers", led by the Duke of Hamilton, 
who sought to restore the King to his former powers in.return for a 
limited period of Presbyterian church government in England. 
Politically and strategically, the cµmy and the Independents were on 
the defensive; success lay with the ability to maintain cohesion in 
the face oftwo distinct threats. 

· The first threat was internal, to suppress the re.hellions. 
which broke out in Kent and South· Wales in mid~1648. The 
insurrection in Kent was quickly crushed by Fairfax, but the 
campaign then became· bogged down in a prolonged siege at 
Colchester, requiring some 8,700 invaluable troops. In Wales, the 
Royalists had retreated into Pembroke after being defeated by local 
forces at St Fagans. Cromwell, who had b~en ordered by the 
Commons to suppress the revolt, was involved in a difficult siege 
against a strong town, in a countryside poverty-stricken by war. By 
the middle of the year, the fate of the English Royalists in their 
beleaguered fortresses depended entirely on the ability of 
Hamilton's slowly forming army to defeat the New Model in the 
field. Unless the towns were relieved then the Royalist cause in 
England was doomed. This illustrates the dependence of fortresses 
on an adequate field force for their long term security. By July 
Hamilton felt ready to make his move into England, presenting the 
second, and by then the most significant threat. . 

The first phase of the Preston campaign occurred during 
July and August, when after slowly building up his ann:y, Hamilton 
crossed the border, initially with some 10,500 men. He advanced to 
Carlisle to relieve Sir Marmaduke Langdale, who, with 3,000 

· English Royalists, was blockaded in the city by John Lambert, the 
commander of parliament's northern forces, with some 4,000 men. 
Uniting with Langdale, Hamilton tarried whilst waiting for further 
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reinforcement, in particular 2,700 veterans from Ireland under 
General Monro and his artillery train. Outnumbered by some 3: 1 
Lambert had no option ~ut to fall back, and in a key decision for the 
course of the campaign decided not to block the direct route south 
through the defile into Lancashire (the obvious course), but to retire 
across the trans-Pennine passes and carry out a defence on interior 
lines, threatening the flank of any Scottish advance south, whilst 
covering the eastern route into England [rom Berwick (occupied by 
a small Royalist-Scottish force) and his base in Yorkshire. 

· The threat this movement posed to his flank forced Hamilton 
to react, committing his forces to a series of operations to secure the 
Pennine passes before moving south. This placed the tempo of 
operations in the hands of Lambert for a critical period; the time 
absorbed by these activities meant that when Hamilton renewed his 
advance, Pembroke had surrendered (11 July) and Cromwell, force
marching north, made a rendezvous with Lambert at Otley, bringing 
their combined forces to some 8,600, a mixture of local forces and 
New Model troops. Lambert, by carrying out an active defence on 
interior lines, had stopped the Scots from developing tempo. His 
force was intact'and had won for Cromwell the time necessary to 
deal with the Welsh rebels and concentrate a field force capable of 
confronting Hamilton. The speed of Cromwell's advance, reaching 
Yorkshire from Pembroke in 26 days, by marching some 15-20 
miles a day, ensured a decisive degree of surprise. Cromwell had 
simultaneously achieved an economy of force., by u.niting all his 
troops under a single command. In contrast, reacting to Lambert's 
activity, and with some confusion in Hamilton's mind about the 
location of the English forces, the Scottish army moved in separate 
detachments with Langdale in the van. This presented Cromwell, 
who by 16 August had reached Hodder bridge; with several clear 
opportunities for action. . . . , , , .'· .. 
, • The operational situation was increasingly favourable for 
Cromwell, and would compensate for the fact that he was clearly 
outnumbered by Hamilton,·whose total forces now amounted to 
some 22-24,000 men: The English army was directly placed on the 
flank of the Scottish adv.ance. Langdale had been told to act as a 
flank guard against what were believed to be no more than 
Lancashire militia loeated at Whalley. Langdale stated that he had 
kept Hamilton appraised of the situation, but thaJ for some reason, 
the Royalist commanders chose to ignore the threat. Much of the 
praise for this position must go to Lambert, for if he had chosen to 
block the· direct route south and then been pushed into Lancashire 
by superior numbers; Cromwell would have had to move to join 
him, placing their combined forces in the path of the Scots und 
forcing a :COnv~ntional pitched battle. Exploiting this opportunity, 
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Cromwell could now choose to cross the river and advance to 
engage the Scots south of Preston - the safest co~rse, ~ut this 
would give Hamilton time to react and place the Englt~h a~amst the 
bulk of the Scottish force. He could also parallel Hamtlton s march, 
seeking to block their advance south at W~ng~~n or Manchester; 
again this would increase the chances of m~ecis1ve encounte~. In 
typical fashion Cromwell seized the opportu!11ty to engage J:-I~tlton 
by successive fractions and separate the mam body from his hne of 
communication to the north and Monro's force around Lancaster. 
This enabled a favourable correlation of forces to be generated at the 
tactical level. By making use of these opportunities created b>' 
movement Cromwell was maximising the fighting power of his 
units at th; decisive point. The tempo of operations was clearly in 
favour of the English. What is surprising is ~amilton's lack. of 
reaction to the clear indication that his army was m danger of bemg 
attacked and defeated in detail, once Langdale's force had· been 
engaged. At this point, it would be best to look at the battle from 
day to day. 

Day one saw a series of actions .in which Cr~mwell broke 
Hamilton's by now isolated elements, fITst by defeat~ng Lan.g~ale 
who had placed his 3,500 men in strong defensive position. 
Cromwell attacked his ·position in two columns of foot and horse, 
supported by a strong reserve of hor.se. H.e plann~ to "out~in~" or 
envelop the Royalist to the north, usmg his numencal supenonty to 
full effect, whilst fixing him by a powerful attack on the centre and 
left. Such a move would stop Langdale retreating ·north towards 
Monro and push him against the river Ribble where he would be 
destroyed. Cromwell had turned an i_n-thea~re force ~ati~ of some 
2.5: 1 in favour of Hamilton, to a tactical rat10 of 2.5 m his favour. 
The enveloping move was slowed by weather and terrain, and 
Langdale's forces broke, after stubborn resistance,. again~t the 
"fixing force" before it could take effect. Cromwell immediately 
unleashed his reserve horse who pursued Langdale's beaten troops 
to Preston and the bridges over the Ribble· and Darwen. The only 
aid Hamilton gave Langdale was to keep two brigades of Scottish 
foot in Preston, around 4,000 men strong, and these were 
outnumbered 2: 1 by the English; after a short fight they were in tum 
dispersed by Cromwell's now tired but victorious troops. By 
nightfall the New Model had established a bridgehead o~er the 
Darwen whilst Hamilton merely sowed further confusion by 
attempting a night march to break off the fight, whi~h onl.Y 
succeeded in splitting his horse from the foot and losmg his 
ammunition train which fell into Cromwell's hands. 

Day two saw the battle, which ha~ up to then ~n on~ of 
successive fractions, develop into a vigorous pursmt action. 
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Cromwell was forced to leave behind a force of some 3,0<X> men to 
cover his rear against Monro and guard 4,000 prisoners, but he 
pushed on immediately with about 5,500 men. Although Hamilton 
still had some 7-8,000 foot and 4,000 horse, these were 
increasingly dispirited and disorganised. A series of running fights 
ensued. A strong body of Scottish foot some 3,000 strong, 
disordered by their own cavalry, was broken at Wigan Moor. By 
nightfall the remaining foot surrendered at Winwick north of 
Warrington, whilst their leaders escaped with 3,000 horse, which 
were in turn dispersed over the following week, Hamilton and his 
subordinates being captured. 

The single campaign was decisive. Some 19,000 Scots 
prisoners were taken, and the threat to the Independents and their 
allies was removed. The English Royalists, with no chance of 
relief, surrendered Colchester on 28 August. Monro retreated to 
Scotland, and the Scottish Assembly sought a peace treaty with the 
Independents. The strategic objectives had been achieved and t~e 
political aims of the campaign secured. The defeat was catastrophic 
for Charles's cause. It was decided to bring him personally to trial 
and establish a new republican form of government. What then of 
the military lessons? 

A successful mobile defence based on interior lines had 
provided suitable conditions for a completely successful counter
offensive. Lambert's manreuvres had forestalled the Scots from 
seizing tempo and provided vital time in which reinforcements could 
be gathered. He had maintained the cohesion of the English defence 
at the strategic, operational and tactical levels, and provided an 
opportunity for a decisive counter-stroke. 

Cromwell's counter-moves sought to restore the strategic 
position not by blocking the Scottish advance; as long as they 
remained intact the threat of resurgent Royalism would remain. His 
purpose was, quite simply, to break Hamilton's strengths - that is, 
his main force - and this could only be achieved by decisive battle. 
The essential factor was to fight that battle in the most favourable 
conditions which could be obtained. The movement to join 
Lambert, the location of forces and the actions of Hamilton's 
formations all enabled Cromwell to manipulate those conditions to 
achieve that end. 

Unlike Naseby, operational success is not to be found at the 
tactical level, in the action of units on the battlefield, but in the 
movement and positioning of the army. Tactical success was a 
product not just of superior fighting power, but more significantly 
of the change in correlation of forces and achievement of surprise 
due to the manreuvring of the army as a whole in relation lo 
Hamilton's. This provided Cromwell with the opportunities which 
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could then be exploited at the battlefield level. In th!s sense 
operational art becomes distinct fro~ ~e tactical and ~~teg1c levels, 
and takes up a clearly defined pos1t1?n ".l8 a transm1ss1on belt .for 
altering tactical conditions and strate~1c circumstances. Th~ ~~tlcal 
conditions the army faced were the direct result of the acllv1t1es of 
the whole army in a specific theatre; they belong nowhere else. 

The keys to success in manreuvre ~peration.s rest o~ the 
ability to generate and exploit options for action; that is, the seizure 
of tempo. At the same time, this increas~ chances o~ success as ~he 
enemy CNS is placed under stres~ by be1.ng for~ed mto a react1~e 
position where the chances of making a mistake mcrease., From t_h1s 
it is possible to readily generate ~nd. develop surpnse which 
magnifies the impact of one's own f1ghtmg power and creat~ r~al 
economy of force. Consequen~I~, it is ~ier to create a supenonty 
in fighting power at the dec1s1ve pomt. In the case of Prest?n, 
Cromwell saw the opportunity to defeat the enemy b.Y su?ce_ss1ve 
fractions, changing the correlation of forces from an mfenonty at 
the operational level into tactical superiority. 

Preston secured the Independent group within Parliament 
from the Royalist thr~t, by the ~option. within a. strategic defensive 
of tactical and operational offensive action to seize the tempo. Our 
final example, the Dunbar campaign, shows the new Common
wealth of England on the strategic offensive to protect the new 
political order. 

Dunbar 1650: The Strategic Offensive and Manoreuvre War 
The strategic offensive is the complete expressi?n of the rnanreuvre 
fonn of warfare; and is the only means by which ~rrn~d fore~ can 
effect a profound change in the political, econon'uc, mtern~tlonal 
and military circumstances. In other words, t~e transfonnat1~n of 
military success into political objectives, the achievement of national 
aims, ambitions and policy. 

It should be noted that these political objectives can in some 
cases be perceived as "defensive", in that they seek, for example! to 
protect a state from the military power of a ~eighbour. The adoption 
of the strategic offensive does not necessa~ly have to~ preceded 
by the initiation of hos~ilities. T_he offensive can consist of pre
emptive action or the wish to stnke before an oppone~t, who has 
made his aggressive intentioi:is clear, ~as an opport~mty t? fully 
develop his strength. It is this strategic problem w~th which the 
fledgling Commonwealth of England was ~nfronted m 1650. . 

Without allies in Europe and facmg a host of foreign 
enemies, the constant possibility of Royalis~ subversion at hoi:iie 
and a war-weary population, the new Repu~hc was presented with 
an increasingly antagonistic and bellicose Kirk-led Scotland, eager 
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to challenge the regicide "sectaries" to the south. In June. !~SO 
Prince Charles arrived in Scotland and the Scots began mob1hs111H 
forces under David Leslie, the commander who provided such vi tnl 
succour for the Parliamentary cause during the First Civil War. The 
clear threat to restore the Stuarts by force and impose a Presbylciitm 
church on England could not be ignored. The Council of State, the 
executive authority of the republic, recalled Cromwell from ~rel~d, 
and after Fairfax had declined to take command of an offensive mto 
Scotland, he was appointed Lord General or Commander-in-C~ief. 

English policy was quite simply to preserve t~e ~ecunty of 
the new political order by a pre-emptive st~ke. A rapid victory wao; 
essential to reduce the expense of the confhc~ and ren:i<;>ve the S_t~rt 
threat as expeditiously as possible. That requ~red a m1h~ dec1s1_on 
which could only be obtained by an offensive o~rat1on, to. s.e1ze 
and retain a favourable tempo. In effect, both pohtical and m1htary 
objectives were in concordance, allowing close integration of 
military means with poli~cal ends. . . 

Offensive operations would make 1t possible f?r Cromwell 
to manipulate time and space to his advantage, and t~1s coul~ only 
be achieved by choosing when and where to estabhsh a porn~ of 
decision. By advancing north, directly against the enemy c~p1tal, 
and "by seizing that which your opponent .holds. dear''. [1], it was 
calculated that Leslie would be forced to fight, ID which case the 
superior flexibility and fighting power of the English ari:iiy ~ould 
enable a tactical manreuvre to be used to defeat the Scots ID a s1Dgle 
action. The English would rely on the fleet to supply the logistical 
means to sustain the campaign; the "rear area" of England was 
secured by a reorganised militia ·and a capable military/political 
executive body. 

Cromwell advanced as soon as his forces, comprising some 
4,200 horse, 10,800 foot and 1,000 dragoons, were ready. On 22 
July 1650 they crossed the border and marched directly to 
Edinburgh, only briefly halting to secure the port of Dunbar as _an 
advanced supply base. However, as they moved north, the Enghsh 
found no opposition in a deserted countryside. A strong 
reconnaissance, led by Major-General Lambert, found no enemy 
until Musselburgh had been seized, and Leslie's army of around 
22,000 men were discovered manning an ent~enched line betw~en 
Edinburgh and its port of Leith, both of which had been heavily 
fortified. · 

Leslie, a capable, if somewhat cautious professional soldier, 
was determined not to fight Cromwell in the open, where he 
recognised the superior fighting power an~ m~reuvre ~pability nf' 
the English could be brought to bear agamst his raw, 1f numerous 
army. He was to rely for victory on a methodical positirn111I 
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approach. By occupying a series of strorig positions with his 
communications to Stirling secure, he could cause steady attrition of 
the English strength, forcing them either to attack him on his own 
terms or withdraw. Logistical "stretch", bad weather and reliance on 
a "scorched earth" policy would achieve his purpose at minimum 
risk. This demonstrates that manreuvre war is not necessarily a 
panacea, and can be inappropriate or impossible to apply if 
conditions are unsuitable. Positional concepts of war clearly have 
their strengths if they can be used correctly, which Leslie showed 
all evidence of doing. 

Cromwell's answer to this problem was to alter those 
conditions, attempting to manreuvre Leslie out of his defences by 
threatening his lines of communication with Stirling. The English 
marched south after garrisoning Musselburgh, then west through 
the Pentland hills. Leslie, recognising the threat, paralleled 
Cromwell's march; and was able to meet the English in a strong 
position with his flanks secured by bogs outside the village of 
Gogar. Clearly for Cromwell, to attack would be foolish; his forces 
had no room to deploy effectively let alone manreuvre. As a 
consequence Cromwell and his tired army, shadowed by the Scots, 
fell back to Musselburgh. 

Leslie had made good use of an interior position to match 
Cromwell. However, it should be noted that this was not what 
could be termed a manreuvre defence on interior lines. Leslie was 
'not seeking to fight Cromwell and maximise his fighting power by 
movement, but by moving from position to position to block 
Cromwell, whilst maintaining the cohesion of his own forces. In 
·each'successive position he hoped Cromwell would be forced to 
retreat or attack on unfavourable terms. Operationally he did not 
.have to fight to win: attrition through sickness, the weather and hard 
marching was achieving success. Victory, we have indicated, 
depends on being able to seize tempo, and Cromwell was unable in 
the first stage of the Scottish campaign to achieve this. Conversely, 
Leslie was able to maintain favourable conditions for the 
prosecution of the form of warfare which suited the character, 
nature and limitations of his army. 

When Cromwell fell back on Dunbar to rest his exhausted 
army, now reduced to some 12,ooo+ men, Leslie's policy seemed 
to be paying handsome dividends. Yet, at this point Leslie 
committed what was to prove to be a fatal error. He left the security 
of his trenches and followed in the English. footsteps. If, as 
Napoleon suggests, luck is the exploitation of "accidents" (in fact 
this and their creation through superior tempo), then,Leslie was to 
present Cromwell with an accident which he was to exploit 
ruthlessly. 
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The Scottish army moved south-east, engaging in scvcrul 
clashes with English rearguards; then through the Lammennuir hillN 
(to cut the road south to England at Cockbumspath), and occup.icu 
Doon hill overlooking the English fortified camp outside Dunbar. 
This was a sound position in which to observe the English, but 
from which Leslie could not hope to fight them, so he compounded 
his initia1 error by moving down from the hill to line the Bronxbum, 
a shallow but deep gullied stream at the foot of the hill. Leslie, it 
seems, believed the English were evacuating the port, a1though they 
had no intention of doing so. The removal of the sick to the fleet 
may have fostered this belief. The Scots were clearly hoping to pre
empt any such a move and also to shelter their troops, exposed on 
the hill slopes, from inclement weather. 

Tactically, this provided Cromwell with the opportunity to 
manreuvre against the Scottish army, which although deployed 
behind the stream was constricted by the steep slopes upon which 
they had to form. This made re-deployment ·Of forces along the 
Scottish line difficult in the extreme, both to.the rear and the front 
across the bum. The only exception to this was east towards the 
coast, where the road south crossed the stream just above the sea 
and where the gradient w~ favourable. Here Leslie seems to have 
deployed the bulk of his horse. Such conditions could be readily 
exploited by an aggressive enemy attempting to envelop the Scottish 
army by its right wing. It was these conditions Cromwell seized. 

The English adopted an "oblique" order, an assault/ 
enveloping force concentrated in echelon at the decisive point on the 
English left as follows: 

Manreuvre force: 
First echelon-(Lambert, Harrison) 
6 regiments of horse 

· 3 + regiments off oot 

Second echelon-(Cromwell) 
Col Pride's Brigade (3 regiments of foot) 
Col Bright's Brigade (3 regiments of foot) 
1 regiment of horse 

Fixing force (Monck):. 
I Brigade of foot (possibly 3 regiments) 
Dragoons 
Artillery 

The fixing force covered the strea~ against the centre and left of the 
Scottish forces. It was tasked with pinning the bulk of Leslie's 
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f?r~es, so making rein~orcement of the Scottish right even more 
difficult. These preparations were carried out at night so as to enable 
a ~a~n a~tack to be .made, 1:-ambert supervising the deployment. 
This rs evidence of hrgh quahty staff work and training of the New 
Model. All told, Cromwell could muster some 12,000 rnen against 
aroun.d 22,000 .Scots, a ratio of 1: 1.8. At the decisive point, by 
adopting an obhque order of attack, the English could amass some 
2,800 horse and 6,750 foot [2] against some 3,500-4,000 Scottish 
horse, a ratio of 2.4: 1 in Cromwell's favour. 

Although taken by surprise by the New Model's dawn attack 
on their right wing, the Scottish horse initially put up stubborn 
resistance against the initial shock of the English first echelon. 
Cromwell, personally commanding the second echelon, reinforced 
Lambert and _Fleetwood, his control of this echelon being essential 
for the commitment of those forces which would ensure retention of 
the t<:mpo and ultimate success. The English renewed the assault 
and simultaneously began to envelop the Scottish horse. After brief 
resistance t~e Scottish cavalry broke, allowing the English, who 
were kept firmly under hand by their commanders, to envelop and 
roll up the Scottish line from right to left, as at Naseby. Unable to 
redeploy effectively and falling into increased disorder Leslie's 
army disintegrated. After barely half an hour's fighting th~ Host of 
the Covenant ~as in flight. Immediately reorganising his forces, 
Cromwell earned out a controlled pursuit to Edinburgh. Some 
3,500+ Scots were killed and over 10,000 prisoners taken for the 
loss of a few dozen English. 

In the next few days the English were able to overrun the 
whole of the lowlands south of Stirling, where Leslie was able to 
block the route north using the castle and field entrenchments 
covering ~he bridge, with a scratch force. The English were only 
able to pnse the Scots out of this formidable position the following 
year afte~ a bold ~eaborn~ d~scent into Fife severing Leslie's troops 
from their supphes. Thrs fmally led to the forlorn advance into 
England and to the battle of Worcester, the denouement for that 
curious hybrid creature, the Scottish Presbyterian and English 
Royalist alliance. 

The Dunbar campaign is instructive. Despite a determined 
str~tegic offensive .at the operational level, when faced by conditions 
which favoured his opponent, Cromwell was unable to seize the 
adv~~tage. An~ d~sp_ite his .manceu~~es, he was unable to develop 
sufficient supenonty m relative mob1hty to wrest the tempo from his 
opponent, who had skilfully retained attritional tempo (that is a 
favourabl~ rate of exc~ange of ~orces). Cromwell's ability to see 
and exploit an opportumty when it appeared ultimately confirms his 
personal reputation as a great captain and the strength of character of 
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English troops. By exploiting a tactical opportunity for tlw 
application of envelopment, Cromwell was able to transform un 
unfavourable force ratio to a superiority in fighting power ut the 
decisive point. . 

We can see that Cromwell, by combining surprise und 
economy of force at the tactical level of decision, was able to change 
the operational character of the war and with it the strategic 
situation. Thus, as at Naseby, the operational situation was 
transformed at the tactical level. At last the Commonwealth was 
secure from external threats, the Scots being placed on the 
defensive, not by choice as at the start of the campaign, but by the 
stark imperatives of defeat. By 3 September 1651, Cromwell and 
the New Model army had achieved in fourteen months what no 
English government or army had accomplished in 500 years of 
endemic warfare, the complete subjugation of Scotland, now 
broken militarily, politically and morally. It was during those dawn 
hours on 3 September 1650, with the clash of two opposing 
military cultures, forms and concepts of 'war, the triumph of 
manceuvre to exploit "an opportunity and advantage to attempt upon 
the enemy" [3], transformed the future relationship between 
England and Scotland and the history of the British Isles. 

Conclusion 
In conclusion, we are seeing a dynamic in which a very 
conventional military organism underwent a profound change in its 
approach to war. This was based on the perception of a number of 
key commanders that the existing methods of using fighting power 
on the battlefield and on campaign were unable to provide rapid and 
decisive victory in a conflict which was becoming interminable. By 
recognising that movement in relation to an enemy's combat 
cohesion multiplies one's own fighting power and ability to inflict 
overwhelming levels of stress on the opponent, these commanders 
were able to break out from the straitjacket which the traditional 
attritional/positional means of waging war imposed. The implement
ation of manceuvre concepts in turn required more from the 
organism in terms of manpower quality, leadership and training. 
These in tum increased the combat cohesion and fighting power of 
tactical units and the whole army. It was not some vain boast when 
Cromwell could say of his troops that "Truly they were never 
beaten at all".[4] 

T~ dynamics of a mobile war demanded a new approach tn 
command and control on the battlefield. We see the rediscovery· of' 
generalship, the means of influencing the course of battle, not us in 
the past by supervising the formation of the line of battle and then 
acting as some knightly cheerleader, but in transforming the use ol' 
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fighting power throughout the whole of the engagement. This 
"revolution" manifested itself in two ways: . 

(a) The creation of more effective means of command - ~y 
devolving the level of decision-making forward to those eleme~ts m 
contact with the enemy. For example, at Naseby where Fairfax 
~llowed the key decisions to be made by subordinates such as 
~kippon and Cromwell, that is" by those off~cers most_ capable of 
seeing what was necessary for victory and actmg accordingly. . 

(b) Creation of reserves and echelons on the battlefield 
which enabled the Commander-in-Chief to decisively influence the 
course of the battle as a whole. Thus he no longer remained, as had 
(,)Ccurred previously, after the initial commands had been issued, 
merely the most well-accoutred individual on the battlefield. Effort 
could-now be concentrated, by use of reserves at the decisive point, 
~o achieve advantage and exploit any success obtained. 

For a mobile form or concept of war to be successfully 
applied, a careful balance must be obtained between command 
(devolved to the lowest level in contact with the enemy) to exploit 
the achievement of tempo and control (the capability to influence the 
whole battle once the command to initiate an.action has been taken, 
and thus exploit opportunities which only the Commanding General 
would perceive). The success of the New Model army essentially 
lay in the achievement of this balance. The CNS of that army 
enabled mobile warfare to be realised, and in tum become a decisive 
force multiplier, when encountering positional military forms. 

Perhaps at this point it should be stressed that the difference 
which.exists between any form of war rests on a differing approach 
to thought, in turn a product of the mobile military culture. That is 
how th.e commander and his subordinates perceive the opportunities 
and options which are available in the solution of battlefield 
problems. As so often in human affairs, it is not so much a question 
of knowing what to do, but seeing what can be achieved. This said, 
manceuvre war is not a panacea. Its successful application rests on 
what is possible, and a clear insight into the availability of the 
1.1ecessary resources. Are conditions f~vm~rable an_d can the~ _be 
manipulated to anyone's advantage? At its simplest, 1s the requisite 
force-space relationship available and can it be created? Likewise, 
the action and concepts of war employed by the enemy are central. 
War is a clash of independent wills, as Cromwell discm1ered in 
1650. Leslie was not prepared to fight in conditions of the New 
Model Army's choos~ng; a manceuvre concept could only be applied 
\vhen an opportunity was created, perceived and exploited. It is this 
ability to see what potential exists, develop the correct response and 
act with the utmost energy in the pursuit of that objective, that is the 
·key tq su~cess. A~mil.itary thinkers fro,n Sun Tzu J~ .. ClausewH.z. 
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have stressed, energy is paramount in military activity, ycl uclivity 
without direction is not enough and will be dangerous in lite 
extreme, leading to the dissipation of fighting power. It is energy 
directed by insight, the ability to direct the energy and consequent 
activity at the decisive point, against those conditions in time and 
space, which will undermine the enemy concept of operations and 
fighting power, cause a collapse in enemy cohesion and the ability 
and will to fight. 

As with all human activities, this capability for insight and 
understanding is not uniform in its creation or application, and is 
contingent on vagaries of character, intellect and organisation. 
Therefore this approach to problem solving can rarely be applied 
continuously, nor with a consistent degree of success. What is true, 
is that once this approach to thought is applied, then the possibilities 
for success are increased, by multiplying the opportunities available 
for the effective application of fighting power. What is also true, is 
that if this approach is emphasised and becomes part of the character 
of the organism, then the likelihood of achieving success increases 
dramatically. The strength of the mobile forms of war lies not so 
much in the application (the examples given above show that mobile 
concepts are not a panacea) but in that they widen vision and 
encourage the perception that each event, each action or potential 
action is peculiar, the product of particular conditions which cannot 
be recreated; and that the means to success[ ully overcome this is not 
to force events to conform to an artificially structured "plan" or 
prejudged appreciation, but to widen the options which can be 
exploited and applied. The mobile approach to war does not eschew 
the "plan", but sees it as a means of creating options: it points to the 
end, but the route will vary according to the opportunities created 
and encountered. Such an approach creates for the enemy the 
problem of countering a wide number of possibilities many of 
which he will not recognise before it is too late. The success of 
mobile war lies in maximising one's own potential for decision
making whilst minimising that of the opposition. The application of 
this may not always demand the use of a mobile concept of war; 
positional action may be the most valid at that particular instant. 
However, the key to success lies in recognising that the road to 
victory, although rocky, lies in creating for oneself as many 
changes and opportunities as possible, and that warfare is a 
demanding, and often painful choice, between "an option of 
difficulties". 
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1 Sun Tzu. The Art of War, translated by L Giles (Singapore.1988), p.121. 
2 Calculations of force numbers in the seventeenth century are ne>toriously 

difficult to make with any degree of reliability. We have accllrate 
information on the number of English regiments and brigades present at 
Dunbar, but these formations after several months campaigning in often 
appalling weather were undermanned. As a result we make the assumption 
that average strengths were as follows (establishment in brackets): 

Regiment of Horse: 
Regiment of Foot: 
Dragoons: 

400 
750 
700+ 

(600) 
(1.200) 
(1,000) 

3 Thomas Carlyle {ed), Letters and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell (revised edn, 
London, 1907), III, 43. 

4 Ibid, I, 147. 

This is the second part of a two part article, originally published in 
the journal British Anny Review nos. 99 (December 1991) and 102 
(December 1992). It is being republished in Cromwelliana in similar 
form, save only that the illustrations - and textual references to them 
- in the original are here omitted. The editor of Cromwelliana is 
grateful to the Ministry of Defence for permitting the reproduction of 
this article. 
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WORK IN PROGRESS I. 
THE WEALTH OF OLIVER CROMWELL 

by Stephen Roberts 

The aim of this new feature in Cromwelliana is to off er a 
forum in which contributors can share findings and ideas about 
topics of common interest. Historical research is usually a solitary 
and individualistic activity, but there is no reason why items of 
information, informed speculation and opinion on avenues of 
research should not be presented in these pages. Readers are invited 
to contribute shorter or longer pieces to develop the role of this 
journal as a clearing-house of historical knowledge. 

To set the ball rolling, I off er below some preliminary 
comments on the topic of Cromwell's wealth. Given the number of 
biographies and essays on the Lord Protector, it is interesting that 
Ii ttle work seems to have been done on his personal finances. It 
could be that in the scale of issues arising in any study of Oliver 
Cromwell, the mundane, not to say grubby, topic of how much 
money Cromwell made during the 1640s and 1650s has not seemed 
to weigh very much with biographers. It is nevertheless a matter of 
legitimate enquiry. Historians have been successful in recovering a 
sense of the scale of Cromwell's personal resources during his 
obscure first forty years in East Anglia. This has mattered because 
we need a sense of how meteoric Oliver's rise really was. Our 
judgment on whether the Interregnum was a social revolution 
depends significantly on how we assess the status of its principal 
public figure. During the later years of Cromwell's pre-eminence, 
his critics consistently accused him of "ambition", and some implied 
that financial acquisitiveness formed part of this. There is the issue, 
too, of what happened to Cromwell's wealth after his death, and the 
extent to which the restored Charles II was able to profit from any 
resources the Lord Protector had built up. 

Even for contemporaries critical of the Protectorate, it was 
Oliver's associates and clients who seem to have attracted the 
opprobrium rather than the head of state. The two best-known 
polemical sources for the alleged salaries and perquisites of those 
dependent on the regime of the Protectorate are probably the tracts A 
Narrative of the Late Parliament (1657) and A Second Narrative of 
the Late Parliament (1658). These are catalogues of place-men, 
army officers, MPs and household officials of the Protector who 
allegedly supported attempts to proffer Cromwell the crown during 
the second Protectorate Parliament. They were written from u 
committed republican standpoint, and represent partly a revived 
culture of anti-"court" or "country" feeling against a regime ccntrin~ 
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on a single person. They also rel?resent the full~st. and best
docurnented statements of the distinction between pllbl1c mterest and 
private gain made during th~ 1650s. From our perspective ~hat is 
interesting is that Cromwell is not numbered among the profiteers. 
We might have expected to find him named ac; the role-model for 
this litany of self-intere~t, b~t the anonymou~ author or authors are 
content rather to list his clients and to desist from an attack on 
Oliver's personal corruption. It seems unlikely. that this. 'Yas a 
charge they could not have made stick. Perhaps, hke the cntics of 
the early Stuart monarchy, they found it easier to develop a langu~ge 
of hostility towards the dependents of t~e head of stat~ than to nsk 
the retribution of the government agamst a more d!fect assault. 
Donald Wing attributes one of these pamphlets to ~rd Wharton, a 
critic of the Protectorate but a man sympathetic to Cromwell 
personally, and so perhaps the tone may be accounted for by t.he 
personal position of the author, but .the heavy .overtones of rep~bhc
anism for me make Wharton an unhkely candidate for authorship. 

The emphasis in these attacks on the entourage and not the 
man may also arise from the difficulty in distinguishing personal 
weal th from the resources of the state. The expenses of the 
household of the monarch or of the Protector may be identified, but 
it is not so easy to make any distinction on the revenue side. Where 
the lands and rents belonging to Oliver the individual, and those 
which should properly be regarded as belonging to the state,. began 
and ended may be the most intractable problem of all in our 
investigation. 

What, as we have said, is clear is that Cromwelrs income 
before he launched comparatively late into his ~eer i.n national 
politics was unspectacular. The latest research on this topic, by John 
Morrill shows Oliver to have inherited an estate worth only around 
£90 p~r annum in 1617. The family fortunes deteriorated 
subsequently before they recovered in the mid-1630s, when they 
became dependent upon an income from Ely cathedral dean and 
chapter leases of around £~00 a y~ar_. Cromwell's wealth was 
heavily dependent on lay impropnat10ns of church property, 
principally tithes. . . 

Did Cromwell's family contmue to enjoy these leases after 
the abolition of bishops and the sales of dean and chapter lands? 
Perhaps a reader may know the answer to. this question. In his 
edition of the Writings and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell, W C 
Abbott surmises that Cromwell would have hung on to these leases 
to 1657, and that a survey was made of Ely dean and chapter lands 
in 1649. Has this survived? 

We should probably assume some continuity between 
Cromwell's income in the Fens and his subseque11t sources of 
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wealth once he appears in national public life, but i.t is his status mJ 11 

parliamentary hero after Naseby that secured him a sudden und 
spectacular increase in wealth. As lieu.tenant-general from 1644 he 
received £4 per day as a salary, but m 1.646 he was. awarded un 
additional £2,500 a year by a grateful Parhament, and m May 1647 
lands which had belonged to the royalist Marquis of Worcester were 
ordered to be valued and then bestowed upon him. These estates 
were in Monmouthshire, Glamorgan, Hampshire and Gloucester 
-shire, and included the seigniory of Gower, much land in and 
around Chepstow and four Hampshire manors. The ad~owsons (the 
rights to present ministers to the church livings) of Tidenham and 
Woolaston in Gloucestershire were included. The source for these 
points is in the first instance Abbott once more. 

These grants made Cromwell a very important landowner. 
He himself estimated his lands to be worth around £1,600 a year, 
and may have been justified in this, since there were delays in 
getting in income from the grants; only from 1651 was he able to 
collect rents from Chepstow, for example. A hostile comm~ntator, 
Clement Walker, whose History of Independency detailed the 
building up of what he thought were sinister networks of power and 
wealth by sectaries, put Cromwell's income fror_n these la.n~s at 
between five and six thousand pounds. In the marnage negotiations 
between the Cromwell family and the Maijor family of Merdon 
manor near Winchester (Oliver's eldest surviving son Richard 
married Dorothy Maijor), Oliver was able to settle £3,000 in lands 
both in Hampshire and East Anglia. He seems at that time t~ have 
distinguished between his own estates and those granted him by 
Parliament. 

In 1647 and 1648 Cromwell seems to have been able to 
command the admiration of wide strands of opinion within 
Parliament. In October 1648 he was nearly awarded a jewel worth 
£800, although the order was laid aside. And yet there were delays 
and problems in his receiving those salaries and rents he had already 
been granted. His experience was in this sense that of. all 
officeholders and soldiers in the employ of the state at that time. 
Cromwell had to make sure his money kept rolling in. In April 
1648, perhaps because Parliament wanted to make sure or its most 
reliable soldier, it gaye him £84 as 28 d~ys' pay .as heutena~t 
-general. The Irish campaign. was .another mtle~tone m Cro~well s 
advancement. While he remamed m England his salary rose to £10 
per day as lord lieutenant of Irel~d, and one~ in the fie.Id he enjoyed 
£2,000 a quarter. The most dihgent compiler of evidence about 
Cromwell's sources of wealth, WC Abbott, reckons that by 1649 
Oliver's annual income was about £13,000 a year. 

Readers will I hope want to fill in the gaps in the information 
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presented here. I have said nothing about further grants by the 
Rump Parliament to Cromwell after the Scottish and Worcester 
campaigns. Before concluding with a brief discussion of what 
happened after Oliver's death and the collapse of the Protectorate, I 
would wish to make two brief comments on the patterns these 
accumulations of wealth reveal. One is that Cromwell was able to 
build up a network of patronage through alienations of these lands, 
by granting leases of them and by appointing stewards to husband 
these resources. This was one of the ways in which the "household" 
of the Protector developed during the 1650s. Secondly, it is once 
Cromwell becomes Protector that the distinction between his own 
wealth and that of the state seems to get very blurred. The later 
administration of the lands recorded in Commons' and Lords' 
Journals (Abbott's main source for this topic) as awarded to Oliver 
in the 1640s is in any case not easy to trace. 

As a postscript to this article, it should be noted that this 
blurring may account for the rather obscure history of the 
dismemberment of Cromwell's property after 1660. Each of the 
regicides and their assignees forfeited their estates to the Crown 
under the terms of the Act of Indemnity and Oblivion. In the Public 
Record Office Class El78 (Special Commissions of the Exchequer) 
there are surveys which were made of the property of the regicides, 
but none survives for the estate of Oliver Cromwell. The nearest 
thing I have so far found to a survey is in another class, LR2, .in 
which there is a list of all regicides' estates, the counties where they 
were to be found and their value. Many of these properties went to 
James, Duke of York. Some of the values recorded in this summary 
list are very high. Sir John Danvers, for example, had £6,000 of 
lands in Wiltshire; Sir Arthur Haselrige had £1,500 in 
Leicestershire. John Jones of Maesygarnedd, Merionethshire, had 
estate in Wales of over £4,000. But for Oliver Cromwell, only lands 
worth £135 12s. Sd. in Cambridgeshire and Ely are noted. Some 
other lands in "Emneth and Outwell", Norfolk, were surveyed as 
having been owned either by Oliver or by a syndicate of himself, 
Valentine Walton, Edward Whalley and William Goffe: all his 
relatives and all fellow army officers (all in Cromwell's regiment?). 
These lands were petitioned for by the King's coachman. What I 
have yet to discoyer is any full survey of the Janded wealth of Oliver 
CromweU's heirs at the Restoration. It may be that none was made, 
since lands once deemed crown and church lands automatically 
reverted to their pre-Interregnum owners, and much of Cromwell's 
wealth would have derived from special grants by Parliament which 
became void in 1660. Nevertheless, the apparent absence of any 
formal documentation about Cromwell's attainder is another 
tantalising problem in this research in progress. 

40 

CROMWELL'S FOREIGN POLICY AND THE 
"WESTERN DESIGN" 

by Timothy Venning 

. The "Western Design", Cromwell's expedition to the 
Caribbean to at!'1ck ~panish colonies in 1655, is central to any 
assessment of his pohcies towards France and Spain. These two 
great Catholic monarchies, the "Two Crowns", were the most 
po~erful states in Western Europe at the time, its nearest threatening 
neig~bol:""s, and the states most likely to aid Charles II in attempts to 
regam his throne after 1651. Luckily they had been embroiled in a 
co~tly and e~hausting.war since 1635, an extension of the European 
Thirty Years War which had not been included in the general peace 
of 1648 and was further exacerbated by Spain's involvement with 
French rebels against the regency government of Anne of Austria 
and Cardinal Mazarin. Thus it was a great advantage to English 
governments after 1651 to keep the Franco-Spanish war alive if 
po~sible, and .Cromwell's Secretary of State John Thurloe chose to 
claim that this was the cornerstone of his foreign policy An the 
summary of foreign affairs which he wrote for his new masters in 
1661-2 (albeit with the benefit of hindsight). He wrote that France 
was the more dangerous to the Commonwealth as it was stronger 
than Spain, had close family links with the Stuarts and was not as 
unpopular with Charles II's potential allies in England as Spain. 
Thus c.romwel.l had an active policy to encourage Charles II to rely 
on Spain by tymg France to England with a close alliance with the 
result that in 1656-8 Spain proved singularly unable to finance or 
equip an invasion of England on Charles's behalf.[1] 

· The situation in which Cromwell found himself when he 
assumed full power in 1653 required the maintenance of large armed 
forces, both so~diers an~ shipping. Besides the security problem 
posed by Royalists and disaffected Scots and Irish the Government 
did not rely upon th~ usual sanction of tradition. The expulsion of 
the Rump on 20 Apnl 1653 removed the last part of the traditional 
reg~me of King, L?rds, an~ Commons, an act of open force for 
which ma!1y committed Pa_rhamentarians never forgave Cromwell. 
An expem:nent of a Nommated Parliament of "godly" MPs was 
followed m December 1653 by Great Britain's first written 
con.stitution, the Instrument of Government, and the civilianization 
of t~e regime ~nder the Lor? Protector was further enhanced by 
semi-~onarchical ~eforms m 1657.[2] J:lowever, the military 
estabhshment r~mamed a large dram on fmances throughout the 
Protectorate, besi~es alienating local opinion and political opponents 
through such action as the experimental rule by Major-Generals in 
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1655-6.[3] The cost of some 15 cavalry regiments, l& regiments of 
foot 35 ships and 5000 seamen was estimated in December 1654 at 
sorn~ £2,626,S37 per annum out of a total Government expenditure 
of £2,~77 ,079; the annual revenue was approximately £ 1,586, 175, 
leaving a deficit equivalent to one year's taxes. [4] Th~ armed .forces 
could not be substantially reduced after peace was signed with the 
Dutch, and more men had to be raised to deal with Penruddock's 
Rebellion. [5] Parliament proposed an overall annual grant of 
£1210000 in autumn 1654 for the military establishment and 
£200 oOO for the civil one [6], and Cromwell's poor relations with 
his MPs prevented much improvement. In sum1!1er 16.58 his. regi~e, 
at the height of its reputation abroad, was m senous frnancial 
trouble.[7] 
. · The result of these problems was a constraint on foreign 
policy, to which was added ~he ~emo~ of the politi~al trouble when 
soldiers or sailors had been 1dle m gamsons or port m 1647-9. Most 
,"Leveller" malcontents had been weeded out, but there was to be 
more trouble in the Navy (ironically, centred on criticism of 
Cromwell's war against supposedly unpopular Spain) in 1656. 
There was also a substantial feeling of bitterness against France 
within the armed forces, that country being regarded as primarily 
responsible for Charles's invasion i~ 1651. The. extent of Prot~stant 
·fervour against the European Catholic monarchie~ as th~ e~emtes of 
the "new Israel" is more debatable.[8] The rebelhons withm France 
in the early 1650s provided an opportunity to act, particularly as 
Protestants (Huguenots), who had been deserted by Charles I and 
Buckingham during their previous revolt, and republicans (~h1e "Ormee" faction at Bordeaux) were among Cardmal Mazann s 
enemies. Their appeals for help were carefully studied by Cromwell 
and his predecessors in the Rump in 1651-3.[9] Thus in April 1653 
·cromwell continued to consider aid to the rebels in south-west 
France ·'to weaken the French government, receiving envoys, 
studying maps; and sending out his own agents - Joachim Hane and 
Jean-Baptiste Stouppe - to assess his chances. of success if he 
listened to the appeals of the rebel Prince of Conde and his Spanish 
backers.[10] The view was long held by historians that Cromwell, 
obsessed with the "Black Legend" of Spain's Popish cruelties and 
the glories of 1588, was determined ~:m war with Spain. In .fact, ~e 
maintained· the good relations with that country wluch his 
predecessors had established ~ith !hem throughout 1654, lis~eni~g 
with every appearance of smcenty to the attempts to wm his 
friendship by their resident ambassador Don Alonso de Cardenas. 

_Cardenas, resident in London since 1640, had long kept up good 
relations with the Parliamentary enemies of Charles I, that ruler's 
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him than the anti-monarchical ideology of a few Parliament· 
arians.[11] Thus Cromwell, as commander-in-chief, had tukcn purl 
in the Commonwealth's double negotiations with the French and 
Spanish rivals since 1651 and continued to do so in 1654. Spain 
offered England the return of Calais if it would assist a Spanish 
offensive in Flanders; France, at a disadvantage from its Royalist 
links and slowness to recognise the new regime, offered Dunkirk 
(taken by Spain in 1652).[12] 

A further reason for an even-handed English approach to the 
rival offers of France and Spain in 1654 was that the Council of 
State was divided its attitudes. Under the Instrument of Government 
Cromwell was required to seek their "advice and consent" on 
foreign policy, though there were no sanctions to force this. They 
were mostly friends and relations or close military/political allies, 
but they were far from being the band of "yes-men" which they 
were accused of being by disenchanted contemporaries.[13] Until 
recently their importance in decision-making has been 
underestimated.[14] A report by Ellis Leighton unearthed by S G 
Gardiner suggests a specific division of opinion on the subject of 
alliance with France or Spain in the spring of 1654. One faction, led 
by Cromwell's talented young protege General John Lambert (who 
was currently regarded as the second most important man in 
England), urged alliance with Spain against Charles II's French 
allies; one, led by Sir Gilbert Pickering, urged the reverse; and a 
third, led by Secretary Thurloe, held that peace with all potential 
enemies was essential for the new, fragile Government but that the 
Franco-Spanish war had to be kept alive. They also believed that 
Cromwell should be "caput et ducem foederis Protestantis", a 
militant role entailing hostility towards any Catholic state believed to 
be oppressing Protestants. This role seemingly fitted France in 1654-
5, given first the Huguenot revolt and in April. 1655 French 
involvement in the much condemned Vaudois Massacre in Savoy. 
Contemporary obse.rvers believed that Cromwell desired "peace with 
all the world" until he had consolidated his position.[15] 

The result was a continuation of negotiations with both 
powers in 1654, more or less on the basis of an auction of military 
assistance to the highest bidder. Cardenas acted for Spain, assisted 
by Conde's emissary Barriere, while the new French ambassador 
Antoine de Bordeaux was assisted by the hot-headed young Philippe 
de Castelmore, Baron de Baas. Baas, the brother of the original of 
Dumas's D'Artagnan, was Mazarin's nephew's fencing-tutor, a hot~ 
headed young officer who started asking awkward questions about 
the strength of opposition in England'in retaliation for Cromwell's 
open meetings with.French rebels. Cromwell confronted him after 
his meetings coincided with the Royalist Gerard Plot in June 1654 
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and expelled him, being highly indignant that Mazarin promoted him 
instead of punishing him.[16] Spain, assisted by the bitterness of 
some high-ranking officers against France and by Baas's mistakes, 
was hampered - perhaps fatally - by her inability to raise the money 
which Cromwell demanded she provide for any English expedition 
to Handers, her hard-pressed finances being severely damaged by 
the war in Handers.[17] Complaints from English mercenaries 
already in Spanish service to the Protector reinforced his 
caution. [18] In any case, no money could be raised in England until 
Parliament met 

In these circumstances, the end of rebellion in France 
coincided with increasing evidence of Spain's inability to fund an 
alliance. Agreement with France was no more likely, given the 
prolonged nature of discussions with Bordeaux over commercial 
disputes, compensation for seized shipping, and other matters - talks 
which frequently drove him to despair and Mazarin to put pressure 
on Cromwell (and satisfy domestic critics) by nearly recalling him. 
Accordingly an expedition to Handers or to assist the Huguenots 
became unlikely, and a target outside Europe came under 
consideration. Financial difficulties required that a lucrative target be 
chosen as no ally could fund the expedition, which seemed to point 
to the Spanish empire in America. (Other reasons for this will be 
considered later.) Some time in mid-April 1654 the Council held a 
debate on the matter, considering whether it was wise to "render 
itself agreeable to all the world". The choice of policy lay between 
attac~ng France, attacking Spain, and peace with both "supposing 
we might have good sums of money from both so to do". Attacking 
France was reckoned "difficult and unprofitable" after the failure of 
the rebellions, and "latterly France was not so bitter against the 
Protestants". On the contrary, Spanish attacks on English positions 
in the West Indies seemed to invite retaliation, though in reality the 
control exercised by Madrid over the sprawling Viceroyalties in 
Central an~ South America made the incidents of the past decades 
hardly a direct outcome of planned aggression. Past seizures of 
treasl!re-loaded gall~ons of th~ Span~sh Plate Heet, bringing gold 
and silver from Spam's Amencan mmes to Europe to finance the 
Spanish government and army, made an attack on them seem "the 
most profitable in all the world" .[19] Cromwell himself, according 
·to Thurloe's later recollections, was "for war, at least in the West 
Indies, unless assurances were given and things well settled for the 
future".[20] The ability of the Spanish government to control the 
~ctions of its local authorities, customs-officials, and captains was 
ignor~~ to that extent.latent prejl!dice against the "Black Legend" of 
Spanish cruelty and simster Popish aggression played its part. It is 
significant that the Inquisition, centrepiece of anti-Spanish 
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propaganda, was mentioned during the discussions. The strulcgy of' 
the _attack concerned whether to "make a partial work of it this ycm", 
which would be cheaper and less risky in committing resourcc11 
n~ed at home, and ex~rts on the state of Spanish defences in ·the 
C~b~ (such as Captams Hatsell and Limbery) were called in. ]t 
was decided that a large-scale expedition wo1:1ld be too expensive, 
and_ that a colony should be set up on a Spamsh-held island in the 
Canbbean to which 8-10,000 troublesome Royalists a year could be 
transplanted from Scotland. 

The us~ o~ the Cari~~ as a dumping-ground for potential 
rebels from withm the Bnttsh Isles had previously been seen at 
Barbados, to which Scots prisoners were removed after 1651, and a 
new, larger colony would prove very useful. It would also cut the 
costs of maintaining a military presence in Scotland. According to 
the. somewhat stylised account we have of the debate which 
p~obab~y summarises points made during a rather l~ss neat 
di_scuss10!1, Pickeri_ng's fa~tion pressed Cromwell for an open war 
with Spam and ~hance ~1th ~ranee, arguing that this would keep 
the .~ran~o-Spanish. war m bemg, "discountenance our rebels and 
fugitives , a~d assist an alliance with France's North German 
Protestant alhes. In reply, Lambert's faction argued that Spain 
would ~ut off her trade with England (Lambert's home county of 
Yorkshire was the centre of the wool trade which would be 
affected), close the Straits of Gibraltar, and ruin English shipping. 
Cromw~ll would not ac~ept the. arguments of either for an open 
~ecl~a~ion of war, showmg a mixture of pragmatism and genuine 
mde~ision (t~e latter to be ended only when the events of 1655 
see~mgl~ pointed _to a Spanish war as God's will). He desired to 
restn~t mihtary action to "beyond the Line" in the Americas where 
Spanish breaches of terms of the treaties of 1604 and 1630 could 
excuse some ~ocal retaliation. His reply to Lambert shows that he 
was not convu~ced by the t~reat to trade - Spain would not dare to 
close the Hem~sh ports, which relied on such trade (they did defy 
orders t<;> close m 165~, and other countries would make up the loss 
of Spanish ports. He si!lgled out F~ce's Marseilles and the ports 
of Portugal, curr_ently m revo~t agamst Spain.[21] A peace-treaty 
was current!y bemg agreed with Portugal, despite the fact that its 
ambassadors brother had been ~ested ~or killing an Englishman 
~d wou~d _shortly be executed ma pubhc affront to all claims of 
diplomatic immunity. . 

Preparations for the Caribbean expedition accordingly 
beg_an, and the orders for new dispositions for the fleet in June 
desi~nated fo~rteen shi~s f?r it.[22] It is a comment on the state of 
Eng~ish _secunty that withm weeks the Royalists knew about tho 
destination (23], and that in July Thurloe's spy in Madrid wnH 
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reporting that "it is not unknown to the Spanish ambassador who is 
mad at it and has acquainted his master with it".[24] Th.e Spanish 
Council of State duly discussed it, decided that "the English have 
some hankering after the island of Santo Domingo", and resolved to 
send orders there to prepare defence.[25] The Spanish thus knew 

·what was afoot, but due to their war with France they could not 
afford to withdraw Cardenas before a rumoured attack became a fact 
as Cromwell wmdd then ally openly with France. This was the 
crucial factor which enabled Cromwell to proceed with his colonial 
expedition and continue talks with France .and Spain without fear 
that his plans would cause Cardenas to leave London. 

There was a further debate on policy on 20/30 July, of 
which we possess a stylised but still useful summary drawn up by 
one of the Council, Colonel Edward Montague (later the admiral 
who played a crucial role in the Rest?ration ~d created Earl. of 
Sandwich). The Protector quoted Spam's obstmacy over refusmg 
toleration for English merchants' Protestant services - something 
which the more hard-pressed Portugal had conceded. The other 
important demand was for official acceptance that English ships 
could trade with Spanish America, an illegal practice which had led 
to sporadic seizures of .offenders by Spanish officials. In fact the 
decline of the Spanish mercantile marine meant that the illegal visits 
of English and (mainly) Dutch ships had to be tacitly accepted by the. 
local authorities in order to obtain enough imports. [26] The official 
acceptance of this would only occur when Spain was desperate, in 
1713, and would be seen as humiliating; it was not strictly necessary 
to obtain this to benefit merchants. Cardenas referred to the demands 
for trade and toleration as "his master's two eyes", showing their 
importance and prestige. However, some face-saving clause 
allowing services in private had been granted in the treaties of 1604 
and 1630. The former was more contentious, and showed 
Cromwell's lack of appreciations of practical realities in the area; it 
reflected his desire to prevent any further harassment 

The Protector gave the following reasons for war: 
(i) "Providence seemed to lead us hither, having 160 ships 

swimming, ... we think it our best consideration to keep up 
this reputation" to impress enemies. . 

(ii) "While considering the two Crowns, and the particular 
arguments' weight, we found opportunities point this way". 

(iii) "It was told us that the Design would cost little more than 
laying by the ships, and that with great profit ... S~x nimble 
frigates shall range up and down the Bay of Mexico to get 
prey". This fleet proved too small. 

(iv) "To stay from attempting it of superfluity is to put it off for 
ever, our expenses being such as will in all probability admit 
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that". 
(v) · "The good of the Design both to the Protestants' cause und to 

the undertakers". 
In reply, the arguments against it (attributed to Lambert) 

centred on the practical .difficulties. It was "too far off, having 
greater concernments at home"; it was not likely to gain riches or 
"vent for tr~ublesome people in England, Scotland, and Ireland" (by 
transplantation •. as r~ntly to Barbados). It would be subject to the 
hazards of tropical diseases, and local colonists would not join in 
"unl~s yo~ be well settled" (as in fact happened, to Cromwell's 
surpnse). The case at first wrong stated. The charge not well 
considered. The regulation of law ... not well taken care of... What 
account shall we give to Parliament for it?" if it failed.[27] 

Other evidence shows Cromwell's attitude to this. The local 
Sp~ish authorities had breached past treaties, as a merchants' 
pet1t1on shows. [28] Legal justification was explained to the co
commander, Robert Venables, in a "heads I win, tails you lose" 
manner: 

Either there was peace with the Spaniard in the West Indies 
or there was not. If peace they had violated it, and to seek 
reparation was just. If we had not peace, there was nothing 
acted against articles. [29] 

Cromwell's own accounts to Parliament in 1656 and 1658 show that 
he P!efei:rect .le? indulge ii:t ~long .~unt of his spiritual odyssey and 
the mev1tab1hty of a D1vmely-msplfed war with the Papists to a 
careful summary of policy. [30] 

. It should be emphasised that the Design, preparations for 
which went ahead through the autumn of 1654, did not imply war in 
E:urope. Negotiation~ with French ambassador Bordeaux for peace 
did not conclude until November 1655, and there was no offensive 
alliance until Spain was feared to be likely to sign peace with 
France. Thurloe's later summary states that: · 

Cromwell intended not to meddle with anything in Europe 
until the Spaniards should begin, unless the Plate Fleet 
should be met with, which was looked on as a lawful 
prize.[31] 

~romwelfsent Adm~ral Blake.orders to intercept Spanish shipping 
m Euro~n water~ m ~·1ay-June.1655 [32], but even at this poinl 
observers m Madnd did not believe that weakened Spain would 
decla~e war unless the "Design" attacked ports and fortresses i11 
Amenca.[33] Don Luis de Haro, Philip IV's chief minister, found It 
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convenient to send a second envoy (the Marquis de Le<la) to London 
in May 1655, albeit with no new offers. Concurr~ntly, F~ench 
troops' involvement in the mas~acres of Pro~stant y1llagers m the 
Vaudois valleys of Savoy, theIT close ally, m Ap~l led to a new 
outburst of Francophobia in England. This was ~1cularly marked 
among radical preachers and the armed forces, whde Crom~ell held 
up the French negotiations until a settlement was reach.ed .m Savoy 
and sent indignant letters and envoys (one ~f them the mfamous 
George Downing) to France and Savoy. Irorucally, Ca~denas ev~n 
formed an alliance with preachers - the supposed enemies of Spam 
and its Inquisition - to press for war with France. [34) 

It should be remembered that the sending of a State 
expedition to the Americas was a ne~ departure in ~nglish foreig.n 
policy, Cromwell's p~edecesS<?rs havmg been conspicuous for theIT 
lack of involvement m colorual matters. The haphazard nature of 
English colonies, set up and largely controlled by wea~thy 
individuals or trading-companies, reflected the ~ack of a con~cious 
colonial policy until 1654, and indeed State mterference m the 
Caribbean was not welcomed by the local settlers who it was 
designed to help. The Design seiz~ D.utch ships which had been 
trading there in defiance of the Navigation ~cts, ~n~ware that such 
trade was essential due to the lack of English shippmg, as well as 
ships trading with Spanish America. (It is noti~ble th.at Cr~mwell 
had ordered his expedition to destroy all ships tradmg with the 
"enemy" although England and Spain were technically at. peace and 
the action would infuriate both Dutch and French, two alhes who he 
would need in a year or two). Government ship~ had o~y been sent 
to the Americas during the Elizabetha~. war with Spat~, and then 
largely through privately-funded expeditions; the State did n?t have 
resources or interest. The civil war had caused greater State mterest 
for security reasons, and in 1651 an expedition. had been sent ~o 
drive Prince Rupert's Royalist fleet from the Canbbean and regam 
Barbados. Now, however, a force was being sent to escalate minor 
incidents with a "friendly" Power. 

The change in English policy partly reflects Cromwell's 
sense of duty to his citizens, whose appeals he was morally bou~d 
to answer. As he wrote in regard to the Hays case in Hamburg m 

· 1656, he "conceived it a chief part of our duty not to suffer a1_1y 
countryman of ours in vain t? desire our pat~ona~e and succour ~n 
distress". [35) This has been hnked by some histonans to the way m 
which enthusiastic Parliamentarian preachers and pamphleteers had 
compared the victories of the New Model Army, God's ~hosen 
instrument with those of ancient Israel and looked on war with any 
Catholic p~wer as being a crusade. (One, the Fenland dr~r;ier Sir 
Cornelius Vermuyden, wanted England and the Dutch to d1v1de the 
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I. Spanish empire between them.) "Godly" concern for one's fellow· 
citizens apart, a Catholic target for the armed forces was populur us 
well as hopefully remunerative. In 1653-4 this could have been 
directed against France or Spain, and Cromwell. seem~ to. have 
preferred to keep his options open (not leas.t to .avoid factt~n m the 
Council) while being inclined to acts of repnsal m the Amencas. An 
important factor in his assumptions about the situation ~as 
undoubtedly the basic prejudice agains.t Spain and i~ ~ggress1~c, 
cruel, imperialistic Counter-Reformattonary Cathohc1sm which 
existed in contemporary England. This phenomenon h~ been best 
dealt with in William Maltby's work The Black Legend m England: 
the development of anti-Spanish sentiment. 1558-1660.[36] There 
was plenty of contemporary "evidence.", sue~ as Las Casas's Tears 
of the Indians which was to be reprmted m 1656. It should be 
remembered that there had been a notable outbreak of anti-Spanish 
fear as a result of the outbreak of the Thirty Years' War and the 
expulsion of Frederick a~d Eli~abeth of Bo~emia in 1620, as 
reflected in the many calls m Parhament (the v01ce of t~e educated 
classes) for intervention. This had been in the formative ye~s of 
Cromwell and many of his advisers, and some o~ the Counctl had 
travelled in Europe during the wars; Colonel Ski ppon had fought 
against Spain. Interestingly, ma~:y MPs had p~eferred a cheap 
colonial war to an expensive expedit10n to the Contment.[37] 

Cromwell's plans may have harked back to the debates of 
the 1620s, but they also acted as an extension of mo~e recent p~vate 
initiatives. Some form of State action to assert Enghsh power m the 
Caribbean (e.g. a West Indies Company) ha~ been considered by 
prominent figures in the 1620s and 1630s, without Royal suppart; 
the career of Sir Thomas Roe is instructive. Cromwell had lmks 
with a number of important figures who set. up the Provi~ence 
Island Company in the 1630s to fou~d a pnv.ate colon:y m the 
Caribbean as a base for attacks on Spanish shtppmg. They mcluded 
his cousin Oliver St. John, his friend Lord Saye and Sele (to whose 
colony, Sayebrook, he is supposed to have considered moving) and 
the father of Councillor Nathaniel Fiennes, Pym, and the future 
Parliamentary admiral Warwick. The Com~any Secretary was 
William Jessop, later Thurloe's deputy. The1_r 1de.as p~ov1ded .a 
blueprint for him to follow on a larger s~ale with Hispan~ola (as 1t 
turned out, Jamaica), though the "Instructions" for the Design make 
it clear that Cromwell kept his choice of target vague enoug~ to 
enable hiS"commanders to set up a colony on the South Amcncun 
mainland if they so desired.[38] The Company's captains, rn~)Sl 
notably William Jackson, provided eyidenc~ of the la~k of ~pamsh 
defences in the region by the ease with which they raided 1t 111 the 
early 1640s - . evidence which persuaded Cromwell that u smnll 
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expedition could be successful.[39] He appears to bave taken 
particular notice of a renegade Dominican priest, Thomas Gage, 
who had long travelled in the poorest-defended areas of central 
America and who lobbied the Council early in 1654. The author of 
the vitriolic polemic The English-American His Travails by Land 
and Sea which expatiated on Spanish cruelty and military weakness, 
Gage presented Some Brief and True Observations concerning the 
West Indies to the Council, proposing a pre-emptive strike before 
Spain attacked other English colonies and arguing for use of 
disaffected Negroes, Indians, and Creoles. Interestingly for future 
anti-colonialist writing, Gage argued that the Spaniard had no more 
right to lands because he had discovered them than would an Indian 
who landed in Spain. The just title belonged to the natives, who 
could legally ci:>nf er it on their liberators. 

Cromwell took too much notice of the over-confident Gage, 
most of whose information was of limited value and twenty years 
out of date. He took less notice of an alternative proposal by the 
Royalist Barbadian planter Colonel .Modyford, who believed that a 
landing on a weakly-held part of Venezuela would be easier as there 
would be towns and fields ready to be used. He predicted that a 
small, unsettled island would not attract colonists and would be 
difficult to plant, causing the English troops to desert, which is what 
happened on Jamaica.[40] In the event, the expedition was made up 
of a mixture of troops from different regiments - men who could be 
spared from the more essential tasks at home - under two indifferent 
commanders, Admiral William Penn (father of the founder of 
Pennsylvania) and Robert Venables. Thanks to underestimation of 
the tasks facing them, they were repulsed at their landing on 
Hispaniola and had to make do with Jamaica. Modyford wrote that 
he "heartily wished that it might have been their first attempt, that it 
might have seemed choice rather than necessity".[41] It is arguable 
that it was this unprecedented reverse for the New Model Army 
which emboldened Spain to expel the English merchants in that 
autumn of 1655 and precipitate war with the enraged Cromwell, 
leading to the Spanish alliance with Charles II "in April 1656. 
However, Thurloe's estimation of Spanish weakness held true, 
making the Spanish aid to the Royalists small, reluctant, and 

· insufficient seriously to threaten Cromwell's rule. 

1 Thomas Birch (ed), Thurloe State Papers (7 vols, London, 1742), I, 759-63. 
2 ~ H Woolrych, Commonwealth to Protectorate (Oxford U.P., 1982) is the 
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see Woolrycb, "The Cromwellian Protectorate: a military dictatorship?" in 
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RICHARD CROMWELL 

by R C Richardson 

[An address given in Hursley Parish Church on 9 October 1993 ut u 
service held to dedicate a commemorative tablet to the second 
Protector.] 

Richard Cromwell is usually presented as little more than an 
anti-clim~ - the ~ntral but. ineffectual figure in the brief epilogue to 
the repubhcan regime of his much more famous and feared father. 
Richard succeeded Oliver Cromwell in September 1658 and by the 
middle of 1659 his political career was over. He had a very long life 
- from 1626 to 1712 - but an exceedingly short period of power. (It 
is a sobering thought that Richard's death occurred only two years 
before that of Queen Anne.) His career is reasonably well 
documented in contemporary sources like. the Clarke Papers but 
relatively few historians have judged it worthwhile to write about 
him at length. Gilbert Burnet dismissed him in a paragraph. The 
bibliography specifically devoted to Richard is not extensive. Mark 
Noble had much to say about him in a publication of 1 m. Francois 
Guizot gave him the two-volume treatment in 1856 .. C H Firth 
supplied a~ account of Richard Cromwell for the Dictionary of 
National Biography. R W Ramsey and E M Hause produced studies 
of his life and times in 1935 and 1972 respectively. Neither of these 
publications, however, offered a full-scale biography of Richard. 
Ramsey's book is a straightforward, undemanding account of 
Richard's period. Hause's study, though considerably longer and 
more scholarly, is again chiefly a study of an age, focussing on 
what he sees as a "vital year" in the seventeenth century. 

The purpose behind today's gathering is not to inflate 
Richard's significance but to commemorate him. What can be said 
abou.t him? Ho~ should his career be approached and judged? 
Clearly the pubhc and private dimensions of his life need to be 
separated. 

His pu~Jic career conc~ms us first. Although nominated only 
~t the last poss1bl~ moment Richard succeeded his father peaceably 
m ~~58 and received many warm expressions of loyalty. He was 
pos1~1vely welcomed by some supporters who approved of his being 
untamted by any close identification with a particular faction. And 
he was welcomed by many MPs as someone who might change the 
character of the Protectorate by making it Jess military. Richard 
Cromwell, by virtue of his background, could not perpetuate his 
father's link with the army and he was less likely to be reliant on i I. 
Richard was his own man not simply his father's son, and us 11 
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politician he had a number of impressive qualities. He had courage 
he was fair-minded, and was a good speaker. ' 
. . But the odds were heavily stacked against him. His. 
1~hentance was truly an unenviable one in three principal respects. · 
First, he was encumbered with a massive debt of £2m. Arrears of 
pay .for the Army stood at£890,000. Second, the long-running 
tensions between Army and Parliament continued and Richard 
CromweU fou~d it impossible to maintain the balancing act 
performed by h1sfather. He could neither control the ambitions and 
radic~l interests ·of the Army which generals like Lambert 
represe~ted n~r could he manage the fillibustering of Haselrig and 
others m Parliament. It was the rivalries and collisions between 
Army and Parliament which brought him down. Third, Richard was 
~rea~fully ine~perienced. Though he had joined the Privy Council 
m hi~· fathers second Protectorate and had acquired some 
expene~ce of committees, this ill equipped him for political 
leadership. He may not have been quite so lazy and disorganised as 
the legend of "~umbledo.wn Dick" would suggest but he was quite 
cle<:1r.ly out of h1s depth m the world of seventeenth-century high 
poht1cs. None.mourn~d his fall from power in 1659 and, for that 
matter, there 1s relatively little evidence either that he himself 
regretted its passing. His exit from Whitehall was an undignified 
non-event and was complicated by his debts and the need to dodge 
his creditors. He was never deposed or arrested. · 
, ~chard's.private life as a country gentleman was, of course, 
clearly hnked with Hursley.-After complex marriage negotiations 
conducted by the two fathers and an intermediary (Colonel Richard 
Norton), in which godliness and hard-headed business instincts 
struggled for precedence, Richard was married to Dorothy the 
dau~hter of.Richard Maijor, inHursley church on 1May1649.'The 
MruJ?r family had no long standing link with the area, having only 
a~qmre? the H~rsley property i.n 1638. But Hursley became 
Richards ~ome. m the 1650s and 1t was here that he indulged an 
und~m~ndmg lifestyle as a country squire, hunting, riding, and 
gettmg mto debt. There was also grief. Five children of the couple 
di~ in t~eir infancy in Hursl~y. Richard returned to Hursley for a 

. bnef peno~ after the fall of his Protectorate. Dorothy, his wife, re 
..:settled here and died in Hursley in 1676. . 
. · ·~chard's wanderings after 1660 were more complex. He 
Judged 1t prudent to stay away from politics and from his creditors 
and tq keep the lowest possible profile. He assumed a number of 
different names - the most lasting of which was that of John Clarke. 
Richard Jived for a time in Paris and then in Geneva. His wife died 
i~ his absence. Not until 1680 did he return to England and went to 
hve at Cheshunt, Hertfordshire, the home ofa friend. He returned 
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to Hursl~y only f?r short visits to the old family home on a numbc1' 
of occasions, as m 1684, 1701 and 1707. He died at Cheshunt on 
12 ~uly 1712 and his body was then brought back to Hurslcy for 
~nal. -

, Ni.net~nth-century church re-building at Hursley under John 
Keble s direction between 1846 and 1848 - much of it at his own 
expense - removed the gravestone in the chancel which marked 
Ri~hard's tomb. (C~riously one of the most recent biographies of 
Miiton - by AN Wiison - has Richard Cromwell buried in London 
at Bunhill Fields, alongside Goodwin, Owen, Bunyan and other 
Nonconformists). The last of Richard's daughters died and was 
buried in Hursley in 1731. His direct line died out. 
· Richard Cromwell's epitaph is best provided in the words of 
a con!emporary .and also by himself.1:-ucy ~utchinson was certainly 
no fr:iend of Ohver Cromwell and his family, but on Richard her 
verdict was more generous. He was, she said, "gentle and virtuous 
but became not greatness". Richard himself at the time of his 
ou.sting from power i~ 1659 said "I will not have one drop of blood 
spilt for the preservation of my greatness which is burden to me". 
And in 1690 under the alias of John Clarke he confessed "I have 
been alone thirty years banished and under silence and my strength 
and .safety .is to be retir~d, quiet and silent". Richard Cromwell long 
outlived his brother, his wife, and even his own son, and in death 
as in his later life, he found a decent obscurity. This was in fact the 
kind of niche he probably preferred. The English political scene in 
the 1650~ had not offered him a role that he was qualified to fill. 

Bibliomphical Note 
The chief eighteenth and nineteenth century studies of Richard Cromwell were 
Mark Noble, Memoirs of the Protectoral House of Cromwell (1787) and 
Francois Guizot, Histoire du Protectorat de Richard Cromwell et du 
Retablissement des Stuart {1658-1660) (Paris, 1856). The chief twentieth
century studies are R W Ramsey, Richard Cromwell (1935) and EM Hause, 
Tumbledown Dick ( 1972). See also I Roots, ''The short and· troublesome reign 
of Richard IV", History Today. 30 (March 1980), pp.11-15, and R Hutton, The 
British Republic 1649~1660 (1990) and The Restoration (1985). -
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HISTORIANS OF THE ENGLISH CIVIL WAR: 
A CHRONOLOGICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY 

by J LAtkins 

Introduction 
It is always interesting to meet people with the same hobby 

as yourself, but how much more inte~estir.ig to meet such a person 
from a different time! Who were the histonans of days gone by who 
had the same interests as us? Who were the Cavalier or Roundhead 
supporters in the days of Nelson, Byron, Wor~sworth, Kiplin_g or 
Kitchener? In this article, I have attempted to hst such enthusiasts 
and to give some brief details of their lives. One noticeable fact. that 
has emerged about these writers is that so many of them were either 
lawyers or divines. . . . 
· · · Their names are listed in approximate chronological order 
and showing the title of the most noteworthy book whi~h they wrote 
dealing with the English civil war period. Al.I t~e entnes are ~ased 
on· infqrmation from the 20 volume Dictionary of Nat10nal 
Biography. 

Joshua Sprigge (1618-84). Anglia Rediviva . 
A preacher from Banbury, Ox on. Prior to the civil wars he was a preacher m 
London and then became Chaplain to Fairfax. In religious views he was an 
extreme Independent. After the Restoration he was m<><:ferately wealthy and retired 
to Grayford, married, then moved to Highgate where he died in 1684. 

J Ricraft. The Ci vii W arres of England. 
Born in London the·son of a sailor, he became a London merchant and religious 
writer. A supporter of Parliament in the civil wars, he discreetly corresponded 
with Royalists. He wrote several books on civil war affairs and was in 1679 a 

magistrate in Middlesex. 

V Gookin0616-59). The Great Case of Transplantation in Ireland. 
Surveyor-General for Ireland, the family was from Gloucester but after the death 
of his father emigrated to Ireland where be took a genuine interest in its people 

· and affairs. A strong supporter of Cromwell and his policies, he became 
Surveyor-General in 1655 under Henry Cromwell. 

J Harrington (1611-77). The Commonwealth of Oceana. 
Political .theorist from Upton, Northants. He imbibed republican principles 
while travelling on the Continent and at the outbreak of the civil wars sided with 
Parliament, though he personally liked the King. After the Restoration he was 
confined to the Tower and then Plymouth. 
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Sir W Sanderson (1586-1676). A Complete History of the Life Jllld HsbU.l lJ( 
King Charles from Cradle to Grave. 
Probably born in Ireland, he became secretary to the Earl of Hollru11.I. Suit! to 
"have suffered in the cause of King Charles". After the Restoration he wus Mivcu 
property in Windsor. Died aged 90 and buried in Westminster Abbey. 

R Hecknoe. The Idea of his late Highness the Lord Protector. 
Born at Oxford, he became a poet and playwright but was noted for his bad verse 
and was known as "Macflecknoe". Died about 1678. 

C Walker. The Complete History of lndgx;ndency. 
Author of numerous civil war publications, he was from Dorset. At the outbreak 
of the wars he sided with Parliament but despised the Puritans and became a 
bitter enemy of Nathaniel Fiennes. Later arrested and fined £600; from then 
onwards he was viewed with suspicion. Rearrested in 1649, he remained in 
prison until his death two years later. 

J Davies (1627-93). The Civil Wars of Great Britain and Ireland. 
Translator from Kidwelly, Cannarthenshire. During the civil wars he was in 
France, but later settled in London and earned a good living as a translator. He · 
was described as a "genial, harmless, Quiet man". 

T Fuller (1608-61). England's Worthies. 
Divine and antiquary from Northants, he eventually became chaplain to Charles 
II. His book is about the counties of England and their notable men. Coleridge 
described him as "incomparable". 

G Thomason. ''The Thomason Tracts".· 
Collector of the remarkable "Thomason Tracts", he was a bookseller at the 
"Rose & Crown", St Pauls Churchyard, London. A staunch Royalist, he was 
implicated in a plot in 1651 but allowed free on £1,000 bail. His tracts took 
twenty years to collect and by 1662 he had amassed 23,000 of them, eventually 
arranged in 1,983 volumes. Fearful of discovery, he moved his collection to 
several ve.µues, thereby escaping the Great Fire. Eventually it was purchased by 
George III and presented to the British Museum. He died in Holborn, "a poore 
man", about 1666. 

Sir W Clarke (1623~66). ''The Clarke Manuscripts". 
Born in London, he studied law and when qualified beCame General Monck's 
secretary. After the Restoration he was knighted and was with Monck during his 
Dutch campaigns of 1666. He died, aged 43, after being hit in the leg by u 
cannon-ball during a sea battle with the Dutch. Buried in Harwich church, he left 
a valuable collection of papers on the civil wars. 
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J Thurloe (1616-68). "State Papers". 
Born in Essex, he trained for the law but during the ci vii wars became Secretary 
of the Council and a totally reliable Cromwellian, controlling his intelligence 
department with great skill. He became moderately wealthy. but at the 
Restoration was arrested then released on condition that he put his expertise at 
the disposal of the new Secretary of State. He then retired. His state papers are a 
major source for the history of the period. Many of them were published in the 
mid eighteenth century in a seven volume.collection. See T Birch ( q. v .). 

Sir J Turner (1615-86). History of his own Life and Times. 1632-70. 
A soldier and author from Scotland. Ai ways determined to be a soldier, he joined 
Gustav Adolphus's army on the Continent and soon became distinguished by his 
many exploits. When the civil wars started he offered his services to the King 
and then served in Ireland and England. Captured in 1648, he was imprisoned in 
Hull but released by Fairfax. He then went abroad but was at Charles H's side at 
the battle of Worcester, after which he fled to France. At the Restoration he was 
knighted and resumed his miltary career. Retired in 1668. 

Edward Hyde, Earl of Clarendon ( 1608-74). History of the Great Rebellion and 
· Civil War in England. 

Statesman and historian from Dinton, Wilts, he became an influencial advisor to 
Charles I and Lord Chancellor under Charles 11, but was falsely accused of 
treason and banished in 1667. In France he wrote his History which is best 
known for its perceptive and tolerant character sketches of the leading people of 
the times. He was the grandfather of two Queens of England. Buried in 
Westminster Abbey. 

L Hutchinson (1620-76). Memoirs of Colonel Hutchinson. 
Biographerfrom Nottingham, her life of her husband reveals a delightful picture 

·of a distinguished Roundhead family during the civil wars. 

Sir T Herbert. Memoirs of the Last Two Years of the Reign of King Charles the 
First. 
Travel writer and.historian from Yorkshire. Originally a Roundhead supporter, he 
changed sides and became very close to the"!Gng and latterly his only attendant 
and was with him on the scaffold. 

T Hobbes (1588-1679). History of the Civil War in England. 
Philosopher from Malmesbury, Wilts, he spent most of his life as. tutor to the 
Cavendish family and a number of years on the Continent. He was an ardent 
Royalist and defended secular monarchy, but his anticlericalism made his 
position difficultin post-Retoration England. 

G Bate (1608-69). History and Progress of the Late Troubles in England. 
Physician from Buckinghamshire. When the civil wars forced the King to 
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Oxford, he accompanied him as his physician but during the lntcrrcgmuu Willi 
employed by Cromwell. After the Restoration he was again servi11g tile 1·oytll 
family, _working for Charles II. Died at Kingston-upon-Thames. 

S Bethel (1617-97). The World's Mistake in Oliver Cromwell. 
Born in Knaresborough, Yorks, he became a fierce Republican but did not 
sympathise with Cromwell and went to live in Germany. Following the 
Restoration be returned to live in London but became involved in controversial 
local politics. He was regarded as an austere but determined man. 

E Ludlow (1617-92). Memoirs of Edmund Ludlow. 
Politician and soldier from Wilts. During the civil wars he was a fearless 
Roundhead leader. Captured in 1644, he was exchanged only to lead an ill-fated 
regiment of horse. Played a leading role in "Pride's Purge". Was second in 
command to Cromwell in Ireland but fell out with him and was closely watched 
for the rest of his career. Was again in Ireland after Richard Cromwell's fall. 
Involved in plots, he escaped to France and then live<J at Vevey ~here be died in 
1692. For unconquerable will, he had few rivals. · 

D Holles (1599-1680). Memoirs of Denzil Holles. 
Soldier and politician, he was the son of an Earl. Became an M.P. but was 
banished for eight years after assaulting the Speaker. During the civil wars he 
was an active Roundhead officer but disliked Cromwell and the New Model 
Army. During the Commonwealth he was briefly imprisoned. Pardoned at the 
Restoration, he then served Charles II as ambassador in France but later again 
lost favour. 

Sir P Warwick (1609-83). Memoirs of the Reign of King Charles I. 
Politician and historian from London. Travelled on the Continent then became . 
secretary to the Lord Treasurer. Was with Charles I at Oxfoid during the wars, 
having fought at Edgehill. Attended the King as his secretary when prisoner of 
the New Model Army. After the Restoration he was again secretary to the Lord 
Treasurer. J-Iis memoirs are remarkable for tlleir moderate and unbiased tone. 

B Whitelocke (1605-75). Memorials of the English Affairs from the Beginning 
of the Reign of Charles I to the Happy Restoration. 
Lawyer and politician from London, son of a judge. He became a successful 
lawyer and sided with the Parliament at the outbreak of the civil wars, 
championing their cause with his pen; he eventually became Cromwell's 
ambassador to Sweden. After the Restoration he was allowed to retire to 
Wiltshire. His best known work concerning the wars is, however, regarded as 
unreliable. 

Sir E Wal,~er (1612-77). Historical Discourses upon Several Occasions. 
Sol.di~r<!_-!ld \,;ri,ter froni ·Spp1erset.):?ntered the King's service in 163J and 
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accompanied him throughout the civil wars, acting as his secretary-at-war. After 
the fall of Oxford he fled to France, where he assisted the future Charles IL At 
the Restoration he obtained high executive office. Died at Stratford-on-Avon and 
buried in the church. 

J Rushworth (1612-90)~ Historical Collections 1618-48. 
Historian from Northumberland. Trained as a lawyer. he became secretary to Lord 
Fairfax during which time he amassed considerable material on the civil wars and 
as Fairfax's most able assitant became a person of political importance. After 
Fairfax's resignation he was temporarily Cromwell's secretary. At the 
Restoration he presented his collection to Charles II and continued to flourish 
but spent the last six years of his life in Southwark where he died, apparently of 
alcoholism. Buried in St. George the Martyr Church,_Soutbwark. 

M Cavendish, Duchess of Newcastle (1624-74). Life of William Cavendish. 
English noblewoman and one of the outstanding female writers of the 
seventeenth century, she was known for her eccentricity of dress and behaviour. 
She wrote prolifically, producing thirteen books. 

Sir W Petty (1623-87). History of the Cromwellian Survey of Ireland. 1655-56. 
Political economist, he studied at Caen, Utrecht, Amsterdam, Leyden, Paris and 
Oxford. During the civil wfil.s he supported Cromwell and was responsible for 
the "Down Survey" of forfeited land in Ireland. Invented the first copying
machine and double-keeled seaboat. 

Sir R Bulstrode (1610-1711). Memoirs and Reflections upon the Rei~ and 
Government of Charles I and II. 
Soldier, diplomat and author, during the civil wars' he served in Lord Wilmot's 
regiment. .After the Restoration, to avoid creditors, he fled to Bruges but later 
became an envoy under James II. Died at St. Germain, aged 101. 

I Kimber (1692-1755). Life of Oliver Cromwell. 
Minister, biographer and journalist from Wantage, Berks. He was a rather dull 
preacher and unsuccessful. but started a periodical which ran from 1728-32. He 
then took up school teaching and then writing for booksellers. Died of apoplexy. 

T Skinner (1629-79). Life of General Moock. 
Histori~n. he was educated at Cambridge and studied medicine which he then 
practised at Colchester. Became physician to Moock when he was Duke of 
Albemarle. Died at Colchester. Scholars regard his work as of little value. 

T Rawlinson. ''1be Rawlinson Manuscripts". 
Bibliophile from London. Studied law and then travelled on the Continent 
collecting numerous manuscripts. On the death of his father, he inherited some 
wealth which he spent on collecting more manuscripts. He live<! in Grays Inn 
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but his rooms were so packed with books that he had to sleep in the JJUNHll!JC. 1 lu 
married his maidservant. His enormous collection is now in the Bodlcl1111 
Library. Buried at St. Botolph's Church, Aldersgate. 

T Carte (1686-1754). Life of the Duke of Ormonde. A Collection of Lcllcrn 11wl 
Papers concerning the Affairs of England A History of England to 1654. 
Historian from Warwickshire, he was educated at Oxford and at Cambridge. Took 
orders but resigned his benefice in true republican tradition when he was required 
to take the oath of allegiance to George I. Partially involved in a conspiracy, he 
escaped to France where he lived in exile until 1728. 

J Banks (1709-51). A Short Review of the Life of Oliver Cromwell. 
Writer from Sonning, Berks. He started as a bookseller but then tried poetry at 
which he was moderately successful. His book on Cromwell was one of the first 
ever to show Cromwell in a favourable light. He was known as a cheerful and 
good-natured man. 

G Wishart (1599-1671). Memoirs of Montrose. 
Scottish preacher from East Lothian. Ordained in 1625 at St. Andrews 
University, he became friendly with Montrose. In 1642 he was dismissed from 
his preferment for "being a frequenter of taverns". In 1644 while in Newcastle he 
was captured by the Roundheads and imprisoned. Montrose released him 
following bis victory in 1645 and Wishart became his chaplain and comrade 
from then on. Following the Restoration, he again worked at Newcastle and in 
1662 became Bishop of Edinburgh. Died in 1671 and is buried in Holyrood 
House. 

Sir E Peyton (1588-1657). Divine Catastrophe: The Fall of the House of Stuart. 
Roundhead officer from Cambridgeshire. Early in his career as an M.P., he was 
dismissed for his violent temper and extreme Puritanism and from that time 
onwards was an avowed enemy of the Royalists. During the civil wars he fought 
at Edgehill, Newbury. and Naseby but his son, Thomas, fought for the King. 

H L'strange (1616-1704). The Rei@ of King Charles. 
Journalist and Royalist pamphleteer. He was employed by Hyde in the service of 
the future Charles II but on his return to England in 1653 was pardoned by 
Cromwell. After the Restoration he became Surveyor of Printing Presses. 

Sir J Temple (1600-77). Thelrish Rebellion and Bloody Massacres. 
Born in Ireland, he entered the service of the King but when the civil wars s1m·1cd 
sympathisoo with the Roundhead cause. Consequently he was imprisoned und 
then exchanged. He gained high office with the Roundheads, specialising in hi11h 
affairs. Pardoned at the Restoration, he became Master of the Rolls. 1'icd i11 
1677 and buried beside his father in Trinity College, Dublin. 
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T Birch (1705-66). A Collection of the State Papers of John Thurloe (7 vols). 
Historian and biographer from London. Brought up as a Quaker, be worked in 
several religious preferments in England and Wales. Many of his numerous 
works concern the seventeenth century, but he was regarded as having a dullness 
of style. 

J Nickolls ( 1710-45). Letters and Papers Addressed to Oliver Cromwell. 
Antiquarian from Ware, Herts. Became a partner in his Quaker father's firm and 
formed an excellent library specialising in collecting letters of officers of the 
civil wars. Died at a young age of fever and is bured in Bunhill Fields cemetary. 

W Harris (1720-70). Life of Oliver Cromwell. 
Biographer from Salisbury, he was educated for the ministry at Taunton and lived 
most of his life at nearby Luppitt. Wrote biographies of the Stuarts, Cromwell, 
and Hugh Peter and had an informative but unattractive style. 

M Noble (1754-1827). Memoirs of the Protectoral House of Cromwell. 
Biographer from Birmingham. On the death of his father he inherited a modest 
fortune (from slave-trading) and became a lawyer but abandoned that career to 
devote his time to history and literature. Was ordained in 1781 and lived and 
worked at Knowle, Warwicks, on a farm. Became rector of Banning, Kent, in 
1786 and lived there for 42 years. Died at Barming and buried in the church, 
where there is a monument to him. His numerous writings, however, are 
regarded by scholars as rather amateurish, with bad grammar. 

Sir J Prestwich (dl795). Respublica. 
Antiquary from Lancashire. He claimed the title of baronet but officially it was 
not recog¢sed. Most of his work concerned heraldry and his Respublica deals 
with the banners, flags, mottoes, coats-of-arms, etc. of the Cromwellians. Died 
in Dublin in 1795. 

J Caulfield (1764-:1826). Cromwelliana. 
Author and printer from London, at an early age he opened a bookshop in the 
Strand, where Dr Johnson was a regular customer. He became very successful 
and opened up several other premises in London. His success, however, seems to 
have declined after 1820 and with advancing old age he took to drink but still 
worked hard. After an accident to his leg he died in St. Barts hospital. 

R Vaughan (1795-1868). The Protectorship of Oliver Cromwell. 
Historian and theologian in the west of England. He became a minister in 
Worcester and then London, where he was also Professor of History at 
University College. Died in Torquay. 
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F von Raumer ( 1781-1873). Political History of England from !he SiX!i't·u!IL lq 
the Eighteenth Century. 
German scholar and traveller. He became Professor of History at Brcslau in IHI I 
and published many works on historical and legal themes. In 1848 he WUN 

German ambassador in Paris. 

T Croker (1798-1854). Narrative of the Contests in Ireland. 1641-60. 
Irish antiquary from Cork, he was the son of an army major. From 1812-15 he 
rambled about Ireland collecting songs and stories. From 1820-50 he was a clerk 
at the Admiralty in London. He became a well-known author and helped to found 
several historical/antiquary societies in London. Lived in Fulham and entertained 
many literary celebrities. He was described as "small, keen-eyed and with an easy 
manner". 

T Cromwell ( 1792-1870). Oliver Cromwell and his Times. 
Dissenting minister (who presumably claimed ancestry), he originally worked in 
the publishing business. Became minister at Stoke Newington, where he 
remained for 20 years and after worked at Canterbury until his death. He was 
regarded as a respected antiquary and a man of much literary information. 

N Napier (1798-1879). Life and Times of Montrose. 
Edinburgh historian, he became a lawyer and then Sheriff of Dumfries and 
Galloway. Published various "memoirs", some of which were very controversial. 
Wrote from a strong Cavalier bias. Despite his aggresi ve style he was said to be 
"a genial, polished gentleman". 

T Carlyle (1795-1881). Letters and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell. 
Scottish-born historian and writer best known for his explosive attacks on 
hypocracy, materialism, democracy and the mob. He had highly romantic beliefs 
in the power of the individual and especially strong heroic leaders such as 
Cromwell. His Letters and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell was highly successful 
and entirely altered the public estimate of Cromwell's character. 

R Bell (1800-67). The Fairfax Correspondence. 
Translator and writer from Cork, Ireland. In 1828 he settled in London and 
!Jecame the successful editor of a weekly journal and numerous other 
publications. His death in 1867 was much regretted and he was buried near his 
friend Thackeray in Kensal Green Cemetary. 

E Warburton (1810-52). Memoirs of Prince Rupert and the Cavaliers. 
Historian from Tullamore, King County, Ireland. He led a roving life, travelled 
in the East and then wrote of his experiences. When exploring the istJmms of 
Darien (off South America) he was killed when his ship caught fire. 
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F Guizot (1787-1874). History of Oliver Cromwell and the English 
Commonwealth. ·· · 
French historian and statesm~ from Nimes. Was Professor ~f History at the 
Sorbonne and later French ambassador in London. He became French Prime 
Minister but fled to England after the 1848 revolution (for which he was partly 
responsible) and then went to live, presumably incognito, in Normandy. Clearly 
he tried to apply Cromwellian ideas to France - but they did not work. 

~ Cattermole (1795~1858). The Great Civil War at the Times of Charles I and 
Cromwell. 
Miscellaneous writer, he was secretary of the Royal Society of Literature for 
~early thirty years, then became a vicar in Buckinghamshire. 

J L Sanford (1824-77). Studies and Illustrations of the Great Rebellioa 
Historian from London, he studied law but never practised. His main interest was 
the study and writing of history for which he gained a great reputation. His 
eyesight failed in 1875 and he moved to Evesham, where he died two years later. 

Sir C Markham (1830-1916). A Life of the Great Lord Fairfax. 
Traveller and historian from Yorkshire. Joined the Royal Navy in 1844 and 
served mostly in South America In 1853 he was working in the Civil Service 
in England (at the India Office) and then South America, India and Greenland. 
Chose the ill-fated Capt. Scott to head his expeditiop to the So1,1th Pole. His 
many biographies, though hasty, are eminently readable. . , 

L von Ranke (1795-1886). Histoi:y of England in the.Seventeenth Centui:y. 
German scholar from Wiehe, he studied at Leipzig University, his speciality 
being sixteenth and seventeenth century history and became the outstanding 
German historian.of the day. Hi~ eyesight failed in the 1870s but he continued to 
~~tate hi~ work. Di¢ in Berlin. . , 

JR Phillips ( 1844-87). Meniofrs -of the Civil War in-Wales and the Marches. 
Lawyer from Cilgerran, Pembs. Trained (or the law and worked in London but 
spent most of his spare-time researching Welsh history in the J3ritish Museum 
and elsewpere. BecaI!J.e a magistrate in West Ham just prior to the "Jack the 
Ripper" ~riod. Diaj, aged only 43., in Sout)l H~psteacl. Buried iQ Brampton 
Cemetary. ,. · · . 

. ' , 
SR Gardiner(1829-1902). History of the Great Civil War. 
Historian from Ropley, Hampshire, he was a descendent qf both the Cromwell 
and Iret()n falnilies ·and, c1etermined to.write the cl~sic account of the civil wars. 
Ffom J871-85 he~ W<,lS Professor of Hist_pry.: at .Kj.ngs College, London. 
Indefatigable ii;i research, ~ewas accurate and.unbiased. Also wrote a history of 
the Commonwealth and early years of the Protectorate, pl11s a biography of 
Cromwell. 
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' J H Jesse (1815-74). Memoirs of the Court of England during the Rejgn of !he 
Stuarts. 
Historical writer from Yorkshire. After a misspent youth, he then worked foi· 
most _of his ~ife as a c~erk at the Admiralty and must have known T Croker (q.v.) 
but his passion was history and he published several memoirs. Tall, amiable, he 
eould also be very persuasive. . 

D Murphy (1833-96). Cromwell in Ireland. . 
Born near Newmarket, Co. Cork, during his religious training he resided in 
France, Spain and Germany. He worked as a priest and professor in the Limerick 
and Dublin areas. He was known as an entertaining companion with wit and a 
tender heart . · 

CH Firth (1857-1936). Cromwell's Army. . • 
Probably the most prolific writer ever on the civil war period, he wrote and 
edited numerous books on the subject, including an account of the later years of 
the Protectorate and a biography of Cromwell. Born in Sheffield, he was a 
Professor of History at various Oxford Colleges from 1883 onwards. 

TBaldock (1854-1937). Cromwell as a Soldier. 
Soldier/historian from Hampshire. Served in the Royal Artillery in Malta and 
So~th Africa and in World War One, i.n which he was wounded. Retired (as a. 
Major-General) in 1916 and went to live in St. Tudy, Cornwall. 

Sir R Tangye (1833-1906). The Two Protectors. 
Businessman from Birmingham. Founded an international engineering company 
and became very wealthy, though a, Quaker. It may have been his Quaker beliefs 
t~at l~ to his gre~t interest in Cromwell and he amassed one of the largest 
hbranes ever on him. Founded the Birmingham Art Gallery and financed it. 
Buried in Putney Vale Cemetary. . 

CS Terry (1_864-1936)~ Life and Canmaieiis of Alexander Leslie. 
Hi~tori~ from Newport Pagnell, Bucks. Was a Professor of History at various 
umversilles and produced many historical books from 1899-1933. Lived most 
of his life in Aberdeenshire .. 

.,:; 
Sir R D Palgrave (1829-1904). The Lord Protector .. ,; . . 
B~rn.in Westminst~r, he became a solicitor but spent most of his time writing, 
painllng and sculpllng. Became Assistant Clerk to the House of Commons in 
1853 and Clerk in 1886. He was exact and thorough in his work and assisted S 
R Gardiner in a lot of bis research. After retiring, he lived in Salisbury 'and 
returned to his hobbies. He was popular and .a great talker but his book on 
Cromwell shows th~.Lord Protector in an unfavourable light. 
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. ·· CROMWEL~IANrBRITAIN-VII- ·' T 

,, i· · . • BARTHOMLEY ·CHURCH, CHESHIRE 

·• ,.-." ·, .:_:<'The .. village ·of Barthomley lies near ,the south-eastern 
boundary of Cheshire, close to the border with Staffordshire. 

·Although it is less than a mile from junction 16 of the M6 and is by
passed by the busy A.500, it remains a small, peaceful,-rural village. 
Agriculture has long dominated the life· of the village and 
Barthomley is encircled by farms which work the now enclosed 
heath and. mossland of the area. The Wulvam Brook, running 
through the settlement, is named in memory of the last wolf in 
England, supposedly killed in Barthomley W~. The village itself, 
with its seventeenth century black and white half timbered cottages 
·as well as more modem houses, clusters around the junction of two 
·country-lanes. At this junction stands The White Lion Inn, dating 
1from 1614 and formerly the home of the parish clerk. But by far the 
'largest building in Barthomley, overshadowing and dominating the 
village, is St Bertoline's Church. 

The church, with its very rare dedication to an eighth century 
.saint who performed a miracle here, stands on an ancient barrow 
mound. There may well have been a- church here in the Saxon 
period, but the present church apparently contains nothing older 
than the late eleventh century. A Norman doorway, with its 
distinctively patterned round arch, survives from the-rebuilding of 
c1090;·now·blocked, 'it is set into the north wall. Most of the present 
·church·dates from the fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries. Built of 
·local red; sandstone, it comprises a heavy western tower, nave, 
southern and northern aisles and a chanceL Slight variations in the 
design of windows and pier capitals suggest that, although 
everything is essentially Perpendicular in style, the church was not 
of one build; but was extended and added"to over several decades or 
generations. •;St ·Ber~oline's was restored, sympathetically and 
iwithout the ·drastic· alterations to the existing fabric, in the mid 
nineteenth century. In the 1920s the chancel and chancel-arch were 
largely rebuilt, but otherwise the main structure remains in essence 

. as it would have been in the Tudor and.Stuart period, complete with 
.the carved oak ceilingabpv_e the nave. However,,with the exception 
·of the .carved Elizabethan altar, most of the fitting·s .-. font, pews, 
·pulpit and·coloured glass - are fairly modem. · '- · ' ·; - 1 • · 

1 -_ • The church retains·several important links with the early and 
mid seventeenth century, many·of.them connected wifh,the Crewes. 
In the seventeenth centurythe parishwas·dominated by a branch of 
the powerful Crewe family, whose seat of Crewe Hall lies less than 
three miles to _the north-west. Sir Ranulphe Crewe (bl558), who 
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' ' built the present Hall in the opening decades of the seventeenth 
century, was a serjeant-at-law under James I, served as Speaker of 
th~ Hous~ of Commons in the brief parliament of 1614 and was 
knighted m the same year, and was created Lord Chief Justice of the 
King's Bench in 1625, just before James I's death. However he 
was one of a n~ber of senio~judges who questioned the legality of 
forced loans dunng the operung year of Charles l's reign and was 
dis~issed ~y the ~n.g in Novem~r .1626. The aged Crewe took no 
active part m th~ c1vtl war. He died m London in January 1646 but 
chose to f?e bun~ at B~homley church, in the new chapel which 
he had bullt for his f amdy ?n the south side. of the chancel, abutting 
the e~t end of the south aisle. Although Sir Ranulphe himself has 
no v1s1ble funereal monument, the Crewe chapel contains mural 
m~nl;lments to ~everal of his descendents, as well as fine recumbent 
e~f1g1~s of earher and later figures. At the north end of the north 
aisle .is a second Crewe enclosure, a late Elizabethan oak screen 
carrymg carved inscriptions, which formerly surrounded the family 
pew. It now encloses the nineteenth century organ. . '· 

Affixed to the wall by the door of the Crewe chapel are four 
brass plaqu~s, dating from the seventeenth century and 
com~emoratmg memb~rs of the Malb<?n family of Bradley Hall, 
Haslmgton; the Hall, which no longer exists, stood about four miles 
to the D?rth-west. A stone tablet now affixed to the south wall of the · 
south aisle recor~s an?ther Malbon, Thomas, sometime attorney at 
Chester, who died m 1658. Born in 1578 Thomas Malbon 
practis~ law in both Nantwich and Chester, and rebuilt Bradley in 
the opemng decades of the seventeenth century. Like Sir Ranulphe 
Crewe, he was t°'? old to fight in the civil war, but Malbon clearly 
s_upported. t~e ~hamentarry cause, playing a minor role in the war
time admirustration of the area. In 1651 after the war was over he· 

"Ab ' & ' ' wrote ree, ~ . true R~lacon of all suche passages & things as 
happened & ~eire donne m and aboute Namptwich in the Countie 
of Chester.~ m other pla~[~s] of the same Countie". A lively and 
colourful h1st~ry of the c1v.1l war.1642-48, focussing on the area 
ar.ound ~antw1ch, but e~c<?mpassmg most of Cheshire, Malbon's 
a~co~nt 1s one.of the prmc1pal sources for the history of the civil 
war. m. Cheshire. It was almost immediately paraphrased and 
plagiansed by Edward Burghall, vicar of Acton in the 1650s who 
c:_obbled ~ogether his own manuscript account of the w~r in 
C~eshire, "Providence Improved". In 1889, both accounts were 
~chted by.J~es f:Iall and published by the Lancashire and Cheshire 
Record Society. .: ,; ~ . _ , .. , 
• ·:' ~··:We know a little about Barthomly's incumbents at this time. 
Fo~ ~part .. of. the· 'Yar y~ars, t.he living was held by George 
Mamwanng, member of another old Cheshire family with tentacles 
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in many parts of the county; the Crewes had married into a branch 
of this family in the sixteenth century. From 1649 until 1684 the 
incumbent was Zachary Cawdrey. In 1647, while a fellow of St 
John's College, Oxford, he had been in trouble with parliament for 
"using the Prayerbook against Protestant orders and praying to the 
King". But Cawdrey retained the parish throughout the 1650s and 
the Restoration period. A silver chalice and paten which he gave to 
the church are still in use. The author of a number of minor religious 
works published during the 1670s and early 1680s, Cawdrey died 
in 1684. A brass plaque, now affixed to south chancel wall, records 
not only his own death but also that of his wife, three years earlier. 

Barthomley church has a much stronger and darker claim to 
fame and has an infamous niche in the history of the civil war, for it 
was here that one of the most notorious massacres of the war took 
place. The basic facts are clear enough. Bolstered by newly arrived 
reinforcements from Ireland, in the closing days of 1643 the Chester 
royalists sent out parties to harry the parliamentarians, who 
controlled much of the county. On 23 December royalist troops 
entered Barthomley. Malbon ·gives a graphic account of what 
followed: 

The Kinges p[ar]tie comynge to Barthomley Churche, did 
sett upon the same; wherein about xxtie Neighbours where 
gonne for theire saufegarde. But maior Connaught, maior to 
Colonell Sneyde, ... w[i]th his forces by wyelcome entred the 
Churche. The people w[i]thin gatt up into the Steeple; But 
the Enymy burnynge formes, pewes, Rushes & the lyke, 
did smother theim in the Steeple that they weire Enforced to 
call for quarter, & yelde theim selves; w[hi]ch was graunted 
them by the said Connaught; But when bee had theim in his 
power, hee caused theim all to be stripped starke Naked; 
And moste barbarouslie & contr[ar]y to the Lawes of 
Armes, murthered, stabbed and cutt the Throates of xii of 
theim; ... & wounded all the reste, leavinge many of theim for 
Qead. And on Christmas daye, and Ste Stevens Daye, the[y] 
Contynued plu[n]dringe & destroyinge all Barthomley, 
Crewe, Haslington, & the places adiacent. .. 

Of the twenty "neighbours" who had been smoked out of the 
steeple, twelve (all males, named in Malbon's account) were killed 
on the spot and many of the remaining eight badly wounded. They 
seem to have been cut down at the base of the tower, and thus 
witJiin the church itself. By 26 December Lord Byron, royalist 
commander in Chester, was crowing to the Marquis of Newcastle: 
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' \ 
the Rebels had possessed themselves of a Church ut 
Bartumley, but wee presently beat them forth of it, and put 
them all to. the sword~ which I finde to be the best way to 
proceed with these kmd of people, for mercy to them is 
cruelty. 

Malbon's account, largely followed by Burghall, portrays 
t~e event as a completely unprovoked and unlawful attack upon 
villagers who had surrendered at Connaught's promise of quarter. 
Other accounts, however, suggest that the sequence of events may 
have been rather different. In a letter of 9 January, John Byron 
claimed that the royalists had initially issued a summons to the men 
insid~ the church but that it had been refused. Only then did th~ 
royalists attack and capture the church, possibly having to fight their 
way in. Although in the civil war quarter was usually then given at 
that point, there was no legal obligation to spare defenders who had 
spumed a formal summons and had pushed the issue to violence 
and bloodshed. Although very unusual, the capture of Barthomley 
church was not the only occasion during the civil wars when, in 
such circumstances, the attacking force proceeded to put the 
def ending force to the sword. Some historians have suggested an 
alternative sequence of events to explain the bloodletting - that 
having initially agreed to surrender on offer of quarter, one of the 
villagers wounded or killed a royalist soldier, thus negating the 
agreement and provoking what followed. 

Whatever the exact sequence of events at Barthomley church 
on 23 December 1643, the killings became notorious. Eleven years 
later, at the Chester assizes of October 1654, vengeance was 
exacted. John Connaught, formerly a royalist major, was tried for 
his life. Although he was charged with murdering "several persons" 
in the church, the trial focussed on the death of just one of them, 
John Fowler. The jury heard that Connaught, with a battleaxe 
(valued at 6d) in his right hand, had caught hold of Fowler and 
struck him on the left side of his head, inflicting a wound which, 
thou~h only one inch long and one inch deep, was instantly fatal. 
The Jurors found the case proved, Connaught offered nothing in 
mitigation and John Bradshaw, who five years before had presided 
over the King's trial, passed sentence of death. Connaught was 
hanged at Boughton, on the outskirts of Chester, on the afternoon 
of Tuesday 17 October 1654. According to the diarist, Henry 
Newcome, he went to the scaffold protesting his innocence: 

The matters he died for were clearly proved, and yet he 
seemed to take a great glory in his innocency, and would 
freely tell of his other sins, as gaming, drinking, nay 
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conjuring, which were some of them not known, and yet 
would stand in the denial of a thing that was proved. 

It is now hard to believe that this attractive church in its quiet 
rural setting once witnessed such horrors as those of Christmas-time 
1643. St Bertoline's is still in regular use for services. It is in good 
condition and is well kept. It stands amidst an equally interesting 
churchyard, and an unusual number of well preserved early 
eighteenth century gravestones - a handful date from the latter half 
of the seventeenth century - are now laid to form a path around the 
outside walls of the church. St Bertoline's itself is generally 
unlocked and open to visitors during the day. Sadly, because of the 
threat of vandalism, the Crewe chapel is normally locked, though a 
notice directs visitors to the adjoining modem rectory, where the 
key may be soughi:. 

CROMWELL, THE ENGLISH REVOLUTION AND THE 
CIVIL WAR • A FEW NOTES ON FRENCH AND 

- SWEDISH LITERATURE 

' . by Berti! Haggman 

. 1. French Literature. 
- -In· January 1993 Presses Universitaire de France (PUF) in 

the excel!enf paperback series gue sais-je? published a short 
introduction to the history of the English Civil War (Cromwell. Ia 
revolution d'Angleterre et la guerre civile, 124 p.) by the French 
historian Jean-Pierre Pousson. . 
· . ' aut a Cromwell biography had been published in 1992 by 

Fayard (B Cot~rel, Cromwell). Two other French biographies of 
Cromwell exist. In 1970 Hachette was responsible for the 
publication of Jean Matrat's Oliver Cromwell. In 1989 Y Kerlan's 
Cromwell: la morale des seigneurs was made available to the public 
by Perrin. 

On the English revolution· the French can consult R Marx's 
L'Angleterre des Revolutions (con "U 2", A Colin, 1971). 

. The Civil War has been treated in an essay by V Barrie and 
Cuvien "Laguerre civile anglaise: interpretations et re".isions", _p.9-
34) in the collection Guerre et pouvoir en Europe au XVII s1ecle 
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.(Henri Veyrier, Paris, 1991). 
Of older literature on the subject there is Francois Guizot, 

Histoire de la Revolution d'Angleterre (several volumes between 
1860-63). -

On the Levellers can be mentioned the book of 0 Lutand, 
Cromwell. les Niveleurs et la Republigue (Aubier-Montaigne,1978) 
and his Les deux revolutions d'Angleterre {published the same year 
by Aubier-Montaigne). 

Cromwell's foreign policy is treated in Les iles Britannigues. 
les Provinces-Unies. la guerre et Ia paix au XVIIe siecle (Economica 
1991). 
_ For texts of the Cromwellian era there is G Walter; La 

revolution anglaise 1641-1660 (coll "Memorial des-Siecles'!, A 
Mi_chel, 1963). _ . · - · ·. ~ - ._, 

' ' . '_\--..;' 
2. Swedish Literature. 

Swedish literature on the Cromwellian era is unfortunately 
meagre when it should be rich because of the close relationship 
between the Commonwealth, the Protectorate and the Swedish 
kingdom in the 1650s. There is however one shining exception: 
historian Ludwig Stavenow's Den stora engelska revolution i det 
sjuttonde arhundradets midt (The great English revolution in the 
middle of the seventeenth century), 1895. 

One has to go all the way back to the eighteenth century for 
the first Cromwell biography, Oliver Cromwell. protector i England 
(ed. G Christiemsson, 4 vols, 1769-70). Two more biographies 
exist: C Kastman, Oliver Cromwell. bans lefnad berattad for 
svenska folket, 1908 (Oliver Cromwell, his life told for the Swedish 
people) and S Wikberg, Oliver Cromwell (1943). 

The latest book on the Cromwell era is Lars Ake 
Aug1Jstsson's De heligas uppror, 1983 (The revolt of the holy). It is 
a.·· collection of essays, one of which, "Bitter segraie - Oliver 
Cromwell, forsynen och puritanismens politik" (Bitter victor -
Oliver Cromwel!, providence and the politics of puritanism) is on 
Cromwell. Augustsson, a leftist, travelled to Englan~ in 'preparing 
the book and visited a number of historic places with, puritan 
·connections: Huntingdon, Sidney Sussex College in Cambridge and 
Burford. But being a Marxist he also went to G~orge's Hill in 
Surrey to-ponder Gerard Winstanley and his fate. -.. · - .· 

Around the turn of the century a number of academic 
dissertatrens and books appeared on Swedish.-English relations 
during the Protectorate. One of them is Sverige och England 1655-
augusti 1657 (Sweden and England 1655-August 1657) by J Levin 
Carl born (19()9). -
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BOOK REViEWS 

"We Three Kings": 
James I. Charles I and Oliver Cromwell. 

Within the past twelve months, there have appeared new 
studies of the three rulers who dominated not only England but also 
the whole of Britain for over half a century, from 1603 until 1658. 
Two are designed primarily for students - good sixth formers as well 
as undergraduates - though with appeal to a wider readership, while 
the contents and price of the third indicate that it is aimed at a more 
advanced market. Two are primarily syntheses of existing works, 
though with a good deal of fresh research by the authors, the third a 
collection of already-published and newly-written articles, some the 
result of substantial fresh work on primary source material. Like their 
subjects, these three studies constitute a rather mixed bag. 

The well-established series of 'Lancaster Pamphlets', which 
aims to "provide a concise and up-to-date analysis of major historical 
topics", has got round to the first Stuart to sit on the English throne. 
Time and again, Christopher Durston's James I (Routledge, 1993, 
£4.99) shows how James's stock has been rising in recent years. 
Generations of bleak historical assessments based upon the sour 
writings of a disappointed courtier - Weldon's "poisonous piece of 
literary revenge" - as well as upon prudish morality and a long-term 
view of constitutional crisis leading to civil war in which James's reign 
was often portrayed as the beginning of a messy decline, have been 
stripped away over the past thirty years by so-called "revisionist" 
historians. Instead, some have gone as far as to paint James's reign as 
a sort of golden age, a period of wise moderation when dogs were left 
to sleep peacefully, until prodded needlessly and foolishly awake by 
James's incompetent son. 

In a series of thematic chapters, looking at the man, his court, 
favourites and patronage, finance, parliaments, foreign policy and the 
church, Durston summarises recent research and publications, as well as 
throwing in fresh assessments of his own. He goes a long way down the 
revisionist path, but at times he expresses his own reservations and 
scepticism, as well as noting the very recent work of "post-revisionists", 
especially in the area of James's relations with parliaments. On the whole, 
Durston's James escapes, if not with a clean bill of health, at least without 
major or terminal ailments. He made mistakes, there were shortcomings in 
his personality and his policies - much is made of his financial 
extravagance - but in many key areas, especially religion but also, despite 
its unpopularity at the time, his pacific foreign policy, he got it more or 
less right. For Durston, he proved "a shrewd, capable, and moderately 
successful ruler". The pamphlet begins with a useful three-side 
chronology of the reign and ends with a two-side select bibliography. 
There is no index. 

Throughout his work, Durston draws a sharp contrast between 
James and his son, and stresses that 1625 was a turning point. As he puts 
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it colourfully on the last page, Charles, the "real culprit" responsib.le for 
the civil war, "has avoided full censure ... for so long because the sms of 
the son were visited upon the father by historians who found a drunken, 
homosexual spendthrift a more appropriate scapegoat than a refined 
and dignified paragon of traditional family life". Brian Quintrell's 
assessment in Charles I 1625-1640 (Longman, 1993, £5.25) does 
little to contradict this interpretation. Produced as. part of another wel~
established series, 'Seminar Studies in History', at 131 pages it is 
almost twice the length of Durston's 'Lancaster Pamphlet', and it 
includes a glossary, detailed bibliography and index, as well as partial 
or full transcripts of a selection of thirty contemporary documents. 
· The main text is divided into four sections. Firstly, Quintrell 

sketches in the Jacobean background - his assessments are perfectly 
consistent with those of Durston - and Charles's early life. The second 
section, which is chronologically based, looks at the years 1625-29, 
focussing very much upon parliament, foreign policy, state finance 
and the influence of Buckingham~ there is surprisingly little here on 
Charles;s religiolis policies. Right from the start of the reign, Quintrell 
nnds abundant evidence .of Charles's .9efects, his surreptitious and 
semi-fraudulent behaviour, his elevation of authority and order above 
all else,- his assumption that what he wanted should be done, regardless 
of convention and. the feelings of those affected, his unwillingness to 
engage in public speaking or to make himself visible, his intense 
privacy and his refusal to explain or to compromise. Section three, 
surveying the Personal Rule of 1629-40, is thematic in structure, with 
cnaptei:s exploring government and order, finance, foreign policy and 
the navy, and religion. Many of the defects already identified i.n the 
opening years of the reign emerged again during the 1630s - . his 
desire for authority, not affection, his privacy and remoteness from 
even his elite_ subjects and so. f ()rtb. Quintrell is -sceptical of 
interpretations which see a revitalised Privy Council as a key el_ement 
of g()vernment during the 1630s, though be does concur m the 
tra4iti01ial vie.w that, even though the cash raised by Ship Money was 
largety used to. build _up the navy and did not form part of the 
ogl.inary revenue, thi~ levy proved extremely divisive and fuelled 
~rouble for the future. On religion, Quintrell concedes that far more 
wor,k needs to t?e done on opinion at the local level, but he suspects 
that inconsistency, fudge and compromise were common. The tone of 
the fourth and final section, which serves as a brief conclusion, is 
revealed by its title - "The Trouble With Charles I". Despite a not 
alfqg~ther .happy inheritance in 1625, Charles contrived to make 
thJ.ngs much worse, .his own personality, policies and defects causing a 
growing and. unnecessary crisis. Quintrell breaks off in 1640 - indeed 
h,e mentionsJh~ trouble with Scotlan9 in 1637-40 only briefly. This 
t~nds to be very_ mµch an English view of the ,man and the reign; 
there is Jittle cm ScoHand. aqd Ireland, perhaps_ justifiable bearing in 
mihd that between 1625 and 1640 Charles visited Scotland only once 
and Ireland neveroThis,is a valuable and elegant contribution to our 
understanding ?f the man arid- his reign pre-1640 and serves a& an 
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important corrective to Kevin Sharpe's exhaustive but suspiciously 
favourable interpretations of the Personal Rule. 
·· The third work, on Cromwell, is rather different, a substantial 
hardback tome containing articles by a variety of different historians. 
It is published in honour of the late Roger Howell, Jr, an American 
-based historian who was for many years a member of The Cromwell 
Association. Although never, perhaps, quite in the "premier league" of 
Cromwellian and Civil war historians, Howell produced a steady 
stream of books and articles on the period, including a biography of 
Cromwell and a study of Newcastle upon Tyne in the mid seventeenth 
century as well as several contributions to Cromwelliana - his 
penultimate paper appeared in the 1987-88 edition of our journal. 
Howell had long been working upon a full-length study of the 
historiography of Cromwell, showing how from his death to the 
present day interpretations of Cromwell have shifted and flowed. Alas, 
Howell's untimely death terminated the project a long way short of 
completion. However, under the editorship ·of Pro~essor R C 
Richardson, something of this project has been salvaged m Images of 
Oliver Cromwell (Manche.ster UP, 1993, £35). Richardson has 
collected together several papers on this theme which Howell 
originally published in the late 1970s and 1980s, as well as from such 
unpublished writings as he had completed by his death. Seven of the 
twelve chapters are by Howell. The remaining ''gaps" have been filled_ 
with newly-written articles by other historians. . · · 

· The end product is, inevitably perhaps in the circumstances, 
something of a patchwork, but it does give a reasonable covera~e o~ the 
various interpretations of Cromwell. Howell's own contnbut10ns 
~. providing an overview, looking at views of ~romwell in the late 
seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, and exploring 
Cromwell's personality, his relationship with his parliaments and 
Cromwell and liberty - are always very elegant and; although rarely 
particularly deep or original, they provide pleasant and readable accounts. 
Professors Speck, Roots and Richardson have respectively contributed 
studies of Cromwell's image during and after the Glorious Revolution, of 
Carlyle's Cromwell and of Cromwell portrayed· in the mould of the 
twentieth century inter-war dictators. Professor Karsten reviews 
Cromwell's image in America. · 
~· · But by some way the· most interesting contribution is Dr Toby 
Barnard's mould-breaking study of 'Irish images of Cromwell'. Barnard 
reassesses Cromwell's campaign in Ireland, stressing its limited 
geographical and temporal span and, despite opinions at the time, its 
rather mixed military fortunes. More importantly, he argues that 
Cromwell's image was invoked and employed remarkably little in the two 
centuries following that campaign. Late seventeenth and eighteenth 
century In-Sh Protestants rarely looked to Cromwell as their saviour, and 
Irish Catholics just as rarely condemned him as a monster. Instead, the 
rebellion of 1641, the cessations of 1643 and 1646,and the settlements at 
the Restoration and after William tll's campaigns were looked upon as the 
key turning points, for good and ill. Instead, the image of Cromwell as a 
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decisive figure in Irish history seems to have emerged, Barnard argues, 
only in the mid nineteenth century, the catalyst perhaps being the 
Cromwellian Settlement of Ireland, written by a "peppery Irish 
barrister", J P Prendergast, and published in 1865. Predergast's work 
not only contributed to the bitter struggle between nationalists and 
unionists, a struggle in which differing pictures of Cromwell were 
used by both sides, but also in the process began a new era in Irish 
history in which the image of Cromwell the butcher was - and often 
still remains - the pervasive one. 

Barnard's contribution enlivens what is otherwise a very 
pleasant and worthy but somewhat unexciting collection. As a 
contribution to Cromwellian studies and, indeed, the only work 
devoted to Cromwell to have appeared during the past year, members 
of the Association will doubtless wish to add it to their shelves. But 
many will balk at paying £35 for this dauntingly expensive hardback. 
For the same price, it would be possible to buy a whole handful of 
paperbacks about Cromwell currently in print - works written or 
edited by Barry Coward, John Morrill, David Smith, Christopher Hill 
and Ivan Roots spring to mind - and still have change left over. 

Peter Gaunt 

Of the various publications on the civil war which have appeared 
duririg the past year, one of the largest and widest readerships is likely to 
be achieved by the 'Pitkin Guide', The Civil War 1642-51, by Michael St 
John Parker (Pitkin, 1993, £1.99). In thirty pages, this colourful and 
richly-illustrated booklet sets out to paint a picture of the causes, nature, 
impact and consequences of the civil wars. Although some of the material, 
particularly on the background and causes, has been arranged in a broadly 
chronological fashion, the author has eschewed a narrative approach. 
Thus no attempt is made to give a potted history of the whole nine year 
period encompassed by the title, nor to trace the course of the first civil 
war of 1642-46 in any detail, though a map on the inside front cover does 
show (somewhat selectively) the names, locations and years of significant 
battles and sieges 1642-51. The map should be used with caution. 
Newark, Chester, St Fagans and other key locations are nowhere to be 
seen, Worcester appears some way south of Powick Bridge, both 
Edgehill and Copredy [sic] Bridge have ended up north-east of Oxford 
and Brentford, bored with its traditional site, has relocated in Kent. 

· However, it must be said that these cartographical errors, plus a 
few factual slips in the main text, are the exception rather than the rule. 
The booklet succeeds in providing a clear, sensible and attractive outline 
guide to the civil war. Although modern historians are generally not 
identified by name, the author is clearly aware of much of the current 
research - the complexities of multiple kingdoms and the contribution of 
Scottish and Irish troubles to the causes of the so-called "English" civil 
war, as emphasised by Professor Russell and others, find a place in the 
brief discussion of the background to, and causes of, the war, just as 
Professor Carlton's recent work on the impact of the war ancl on deaths in 

war has clearly provided the basis for summaries of these apects. Much of 
the text is given over to thematic assessments of aspects of the war 
- "Raising the Armies"," Arms and F.quipment", "On the March", "Views 
from the Ranks", "The Reality of Battle", "Women in the War", "The 
Reckoning of War" and "The Expense of War" - many of them including 
extracts drawn from contemporary accounts. All are supported by a 
generous and intelligent selection of illustrations, most of them in colour, 
ranging from contemporary illustrations to modem photographs of sites, 
buildings and re-enactments. There are potted biographies of many of the 
key players. That of Oliver Cromwell is fair, balanced and perfectly 
accurate, though the modem head and shoulders sketch used to illustrate 
the text is crude and not a patch on the Cooper miniature, which appears 
in colour on the front cover. The pamphlet ends with a brief but useful 
listing of sites and buildings with civil war connections open to the public. 
The Civil War 1642-51 is not intended as an academic contribution to the 
field and it does nothing to advance the frontiers of knowledge. But as a 
very brief, attractive and generally sound introduction to the war, intended 
for the general reader, it is admirable and deserves to succeed. 

Peter Gaunt 

Not very much on Cromwell again this year. The most immediate 
is Images of Oliver Cromwell, edited by Roger Richardson, reviewed 
above by Peter Gaunt. There is much relevant in John Morrill's The 
Nature of the English Revolution (Longman, 1993, £14.99 paperback), 
collecting his articles over two decades. It contains 'The Making of Oliver 
Cromwell', which threw fresh light on that "dark night of the soul" of the 
younger man, helping to fuse his religious - in the widest sense 
- perspective of later years. The Introduction offers a lively commentary 
on the whole period from the Tudors to the Restoration, arguing that if 
early modem Britain (made up of three kingdoms and a principality under 
a single ruler) was inherently unstable, England was not. But perhaps 
there were peculiar circumstances in England which made British 
instability a catalyst for actual civil war. Too much can be and has been 
made of consensus in England, by revisionists who cannot find a 
consensus even among themselves. A section on 'England's wars of 
religion' establishes Morrill's claim never to have wavered in giving 
"centrality" to religion, and he is right to do so when religion is taken to 
extend from men's relationship with God and the next world to the way 
they looked at themselves in this. For once a blurb is spot on - this book 
is "necessary reading for all serious students of seventeenth-century 
history" - and for those, too, who are not so professionally engaged. 

Christopher Hill has engaged with the revolution for over fifty 
years. A new book by him is almost an annual event. 1993 saw the 
publication - as an eighty-second birthday ·present, perhaps, to himself 
- of what might be taken as something of a summation of his work. Tbe 
English Bible and the English Revolution (Allen Lane, 1993, £25) offers 
a sharp picture of an age in which friction between change and continuity 
produced in the mid seventeenth century a conflagration, not for Hill "the 
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Puritan Revolution", but one in which religion in the broad sense played a 
partsomewhere near Morrill's centrality. Hill's inen and women looked 
for solutions ~ or at least arguments about - the anxieties they felt in 
contemplating life here and in a world to come, in the Bible, Englished 
apd printe~ for all to read Of' to have read to them, to expound Of have 
interpreted ·in press and pulpit, in parlours and in alehouses. Such 
constant consultation made for "a Biblical culture" in which all manner of 
~ttitudes and aspirations could be tested as a matter of course by recourse 
to the words .of the Word: The result of Hill's investigations is a 
ml1fvellous book, characteristically erudite, inquisitive, imaginative and 
humane. Not surprisingly, the emphasis is on the more radical uses to 
which texts could be - and certainly were - put, and on how these were 
mcxlified over time and developments, and to what effect - ultimately what 
~ be called "the dethroning" of the Book itself - the whole demonstrated 
with c;opious reference to sermons, pamphlets, treatises, poems, plays 
and whatever .. The apt epigraphs to the various chapters alone add up to a 
stimulating commentary. The dedication is to Edward and Dorothy 
Thompson, "who know that history is about pe6ple, not things, and that 
all our work is about the present as well as the past". Many of us will say 
"Amen" to that. 
. ~he ~amity of Love w_as a shadowy religious group, originating 
m the mid sixteenth century m the ·Lowlands, who used their Bibles. 
Tempora fata veritas - loosely Sir Walter Ralegh's optimistic "truth is the 
daughter of time" - is the title of one of their Elizabethan tracts taken to 
have had some impact during the Interregnum upon the ideas and ideals of 
men_ like William Walwyn. They turn out to be worthy of enquiry in the 
detaII of anew·volume of 'The Cambridge Studies in Early Modern 
British History', The Family of Love in English Society. 1550-1630 
(Cambridge. UP, ·1993, £35) by Christopher Marsh. This should go a 
Ion~ way towards dispeHing myths and misunderstandings about them 
which .grew up .amongboth contemporaries and historians, hot for 
certaintj~s. Charged with every variety of subversion and deception by the 
hqstjle and ignorant, though often otherwise well-educated, the paucity of 
Fa~iljsts. belied such fears. Scattered here and. there, they were 
particularly bunched around Ely, C~omwell's heartland, though it may be 
doubted that he ever came into ·contact withany. Socially they were 
surprisingly diverse. There was ~ve.n a knot. among the Yeoman of the 
court of.Elizabeth I. Marsh has found among them a few fairly rich and 
some very poor men, but they were mostly a prosperous, middling sort of 
people.· "Unbroken chains" are found to)ink Robert Seal, Esq., with 
William Gifford. a weaver, revealing a movement that had some degree of 
internal cohesion, though it is, notable that the meaner sort of people do 
not appear to.have been invited to join "their loving friends" at formal 
meetings. Equality in the sight of Gcxl has rarely led to equality in the eyes 
of men. Puritan gentry were "worms" only when they came face to face 
with their Maker. The Faqi.ily was attacked by Jame~ I in Basi likon Doron 
as "that yile sect among the Anabaptists called the Family of Love be.cause 
they think themselves on}y pure ... and all the rest of the wofld to be but 
abhom,ination in the sight of Gcxl", but in re.ality James kne.w nothing 
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about them and was using them merely as a stick to beat "the Puritans". 
One point of interest that might have wider implications is Marsh's 
observation that, in spite of much religious animosity (especially at critical 
times), there were in that society considerable resources of religious 
toleration from which it was possible for people to live peaceably together 
within their communities, notably at village level, without making too 
much of their differences. Familists were not inclined "to judge others too 
:eagerly" and perhaps in return others could feel the same about them, 
:thinking it possible all might be mistaken. Marsh concludes this 
pioneering study with a sketch of what seems to have happened later in 
the century and into the next. Not everyone labelled a Familist actually 
1was one. Walwyn's advocacy in The Power of Love of a radical 
<redistribution of earthly wealth was not shared by the early Fainily, who 
also did not go out of their way to justify disobedience to oppressive 
magistrates. It could be illuminating to explore again, along the lines laid 
'down here, the links between civil war radicals and earlier groups. 1 
· Prominent among the many perennial problems afflicting early 
seventeenth-century administrations, at the centre and in thefocalities,was 
piracy, not so much as practised by English subjects - though, continuing 
from Elizabethan times, there was plenty of that - 'as by diverse 
foreigners, particularly from the Barbary Coast of North Africa and from 
Dunkirk preying on shipping in the narrow seas. There were raids, too, 
upon the· mainland, notably in the south-west. Kidnapping was not 
unknown, giving credence to the story of the Camden Wonder. Expected 
fo do something about it, the crown sought to cope in a. variety of ways 
- by naval force, by diplomacy and by sheer appeasement. David Hebb's 
Piracy and the English Government. 1616-1642 ('Studies in Naval 
History', Scolar Press, 1994, £40) details the making .and implementation 
·of policy in the years which saw the extension of Ship Money from the 
maritime areas to the country at large to provide inter alia for the 
improvement of the Aeet to meet perceived dangers, of which piracy was 
only one. Hebb pushes an interpretation in which Charles l's foreign 
,policy shakes off Gardiner's charge of "a constitutional infirmity of 
purpose" in favour of stressing "a national, self-interest and 
independence", consistent and realistic, responding positively to local 
appeals through local action by institutions and personnel, and calling for 
an overhaul of traditional awkward and dilatory administrative 
approaches. It is an attractive argument, though, like most revisions of the 
:personat rule of Charles I, somehow not entirely convincing. Hebb 
finishes on the brink of the civil war which would bring with it problems 
involving different solutions, out which he suggests fit readily into a long 
,duree of evolutionary change in English naval activity. Prominent here 
would be·an extension of Atlantic and Mediterranean trade during the 
Interregnum. But piracy continued and Cromwell's acquisition of Dunkirk 
was not without relevance to the fight against it. . _ .. · 

Oliver St John came into some prominence as a lawyer in the 
Ship Money case of 1638, and played a significant role in the politics of 
'the Long Parliament during the 1640s. Dr William Palmer believes he has 
not had the attention he deserves froin historians and ·sets out to rescue 



him in a short monograph, The Political Career of Oliver St John. 1637 
-1649 (Delaware UP, 1993, £29.50). Certainly St John was one of !he 
few politicians whose career embraced the whole of that formative 
-destructive decade. Pym was dead by December 1643 and Cromwell not 
really vital until 1645. Others, like Stapleton and Holies, ~d far s~orter ' 
spells of influence. St John was there at the start, very busy m the trial of 
Strafford and becoming Solicitor-General in the Earl of Bed~ord's 

. abortive balancing scheme of 1641. Ironically, St John clung on to the 
office as king and parliament drifted into war, Palmer suggests, "trying 
frenetically to hedge bis bets". Using him as a test-case, Palmer argues 
against those who hold "that religious issues rather than 
constitutional ... were pre-eminent in the minds of MPs between 1640 and 
1642". He is quite right that St John's outlook was legalistic and that his 
religious views were muddled and vague. In that he, of course, was not 
alone. Not every MP was a systematic theologian. Moreove~, people's 
priorities changed over time and circumstances. St John's .certamly did. It 
was - and still is - difficult to know just where he was gomg - or thought 
he was going - at particular times. Palmer calls him an anomaly: in the 
forefront of those who would fight the war hard, directly involved in the 
forming of the New Model Army, but by 1647 very worried about the 
spread of radicalism, civil and military, and backing negotiations with 
Charles. Acceptance of the office of Lord Chief Justice of Common Pleas 
in November 1648 augured a silent move away from active politics. He 
had nothing to do with the trial of the King and, thou~h. nam_ed. to. ~e 
Commonwealth Council of State, he rarely attended. Retairung his Judicial 
post, he refused to go into the Protector's Council or "the other House". 
"A dark lantern", indeed. Back in the restored Rump in 1659 he was (says 
Pepys, a kinsman) "very great for Moock an~ a free p~liament". E~en s?, 
he went into exile in 1666 and died there. Little remams to establish his 
character and personality - no diary, no memoirs, few letters or recorded 
speeches. But more could have been made here of one relationship - that 
with John Thurloe, who gets a single mention, but who was working f <;>r 
him as early as 1637, and remained close for the next twenty years, as 1s 
made clear in Philip Aubrey's Mr Secretary Thurloe, of which Palmer 
seems unaware. Nevertheless, this somewhat truncated biography, slight 
though it is, is welcome. There are far too few "lives" of second-rank 
politicians of this era. . . . . 

:Peter Newman is concerned more with m1htary men - royalists at 
that. He follows a biographical dictionary of royalist officers (1981) with 
a survey, entitled The Old Service (Manchester ,UP. 1993, ;{:35), of 
royalist regimental colonels under a number of headmgs - "the con~ept of 
obligation", social and geographical origins, character and perS?nahty and 
so on. Of particular interest to the ~uthor is "the rom~ catholic presence 
in regimental commands", which was not without conc~rn to 
propagandists on the other side. New!":an ten~ to see all royalists as 
risking their political future, their f am1hes, thetr _estates and, of course, 
their lives in taking on the burden of "the old service" ofloyalty not only 
to Charles I personally but to the whole concept and reality of monarchy 
itself. Of the honour, decency and sacrifice of a good many there can be 
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no question, but the same ca~ be s~~ of thei~ opponents. If royalists ~ere 
"part and parcel of the entire political nation [and] not some curious 
amalgam of unrepresentative elements", so, .too, were . the 
parliamentarians. It is in this sense of a struggl.e of n~ht. versus nght, 
rather than of right versus wrong, that the peculiar tragic mwardness of 
the civil war can be discerned, and it is a pity that the tone of this well 
"researched book should be, as Cromwell might have put it, "somewhat" 
partisan. Newman draws attention to many thought-provokin~ points . 
The Duke of Newcastle said, a propos of his employment of papists, th~t 
"he did not examine their opinions in religion, but looked more upon thetr 
honesty and duty" - an echo of Cromwell here. It is also to be noted that 
Newcastle liked to draw upon men with personal revenues to support 
them in their "public employment". Quoted, too, is Mrs Hutchinson's 
acute remark that "every county had more or less the civil ~ar wit~n 
itself". One might add "and not only every county'.'· Newman s attent~on 
is concentrated on England and Wales. Analysis of Scots and Insh 
royalists seems overdue. . 

A royalist officer of whom Newman has little to say was <;ol. 
Joseph Bampfield (fl 1639-85), who served Charles I well m the field 
during the civil war and in negotiations during the search for a settlement 
between 1646 and the execution. After that he found, like many another 
active royalist, some difficulty in main~aining his loyalties al01.1g wi~h 
himself in a career that lasted into the reign of James II. He published m 
1685 Colonel Joseph Bampfield's Apology "written by himself and 
printed at his desire" in the Netherlands in both D~tch and J?ng.Ii~h 
editions. In the form of a naturally rather self-regardmg memou, it 1s 
pretty accurate so far as the facts given go, and is of real valu~ for t~e 
negotiations of the late 1640s - ten letters from Charles I .are tipped m. 
Bampfield is less forthcoming on what he was l!P !O ?urm~ the 16~s 
- which included something for John Thurloe. His md1gnatlon at ~emg 
thrown over by the king in exile and his inability a~ter the Restoration t.o 
rehabilitate himself come over strongly. Alas, he died too soon to s~ 1f 
his Apology would have any effect on Charles II's successor. The ?nghsh 
version is reprinted for the first time in an elaborate annotated ed1t1~n by 
John Loftis and Paul Hardacre (Bucknell UP, 1993, £38.50), with a 
detailed biographical supplement by the former, whose interest was set off 
by Bampf~eld's relati~m~hip with Anne, Lady Halkett, w~o ~l~o p~nned 
her memous. That his hfe was one of "repeated frustrat10n 1s evident 
both from the Apology and his ample correspondenc~ - many lett.ers ~ave 
survived in manuscript and some are in print in a vanety of pubh~tlons. 
It is certainly useful to have the Apology, but was such an expansive and 
expensive edition really necessary? 

Making the News is an apt title for "An Anthology of the 
Newsbooks of Revolutionary England, 1641-1660", edited by Joad 
Raymond1Windrush Pre~s. 1993, £1~.99 paper~ack, £29.99 hardback). 
These were prolific, buildmg on tentative begmmngs over the last couple 
of decades and spurred on by incessant demand for information and 
comment flung up by war and the search for settlement. Blatantly 
propagandist, much concerned with military matters, but also aware of the 
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appeal of hot news of i political, social, religious and cultural 
developments, they mingled the routine with the sensational. Many w~re 
stylistically pedestrian and boring, but often enough ther~ was a genu~ne 
attempt to give colour and light and shade to presentation. Some, hke 
those edited by Sir John Berkenhead (royalist) and Marchamont Nedham 
(a pen for hire), were intelligent and witty. Their availability in the 
Thomason Tracts and in other collections of the huge paper barrage of the 
war years is a bonus for the historian, offering ii:tsights into th~ complex 
mentalite(s) of seventeenth century England. Besides a substantial general 
Introduction, Raymond provides specific commentaries and light 
annotations to the ten sections into which he has marshalled his 400+ page 
selection of material - most of it very much more than sound-bites - on 
such topics as crime and punishment, women, religious ?issidence ~nd 
persecution, alongside great events like the trial and execution of the King 
and the Restoration. Mercurius Honestus (or Tom Tell-Truth) and 
Mercuri us Public us were still talking of Charles II as King of the Scots as 
late as mid-April 1660. But the latter publication went on to rejoic~ in 
January 1661 at "the public dragging of those odious carcasses of Ohver 
Cromwell, Henry Ireton and John Bradshaw to Tybum ... to be hung up" 
and, when taken down, "their heads cut off and their loathsome trunks 
thrown into a deep hole", with "Oliver never more to be digged up ... and 
there we leave him". The body, yes, perhaps, but the spirit? 

A 350th anniversary is commemorated in The Battle of Winceby 
(Academic Artizan with Partizan Press, 1993, £5) by David Frampton and 
Peter Garnham: This was "a short, sharp and decisive" engagement in 
which Oliver's horse was shot from under him and he had to grab a 
trooper's mount to carry on to a parliamentary victory. The Partizan 
Press's English Civil War Notes & Queries has reached no 48 (£1.75) 
with articles on inter alia scoutmasters and scouting, the capture of 
Shrewsbury in February 1646 and Sir Barnabas Scudamore, the royalist 
governor of Hereford, who was suspected of selling the city to the 
parliamentarians, "though he should sw~ar the ~ontrary on a b<X?k". 
Information is asked for on "the mystenous Major Mole", sometime 
governor of Dudley Castle, taken by parliament in 1644, lodged in the 
Tower, but escaping to serve under Prince Maurice. Escapes were not 
uncommon in these years. . · . 
.. 'Ideas in Context' is the title of a proliferating series of 
interdisciplinary volumes by Cambridge University Press. An addition is 
Political· Discourse in Early Modern England, edited by Nicholas 
Phillipson and Quentin Skinner (1993, £40), in essence a sixteen 
-contributor celebration of the work of J G A Pocock, best known to 
Cromwellians for his work on "the ancient constitution" and on James 
Harrington's Oceana (1656). but also an historian as wide-ranging and 
prolific as he is profound, with "an insatiable curiosity about the mental 
world of Anglo-Saxon politics". Invited by the editor~ to review in a 
concluding essay the rest of the volume, he suggests that m the long years 
between the Tudors and the later eighteenth century, English political 
discourse became British, thereby underlining the significance of 
changing relations among the constituents of the British Isles, in which 
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tlie civil war and Interregnum and the Cromwellian unification played a 
critical role. 
· ·. A loosely cognate collection by a rather smaller team is entitled 
The Roots of Liberty: Magna Carta. the Ancient Constitution and the 
Anglo American Tradition of the Rule of Law (Missouri UP, 1992, 
£40.50), edited by Ellis Sandoz, In it, Paul Christianson contemplates 
"the ancient constitution in the age of Sir Edward Coke and John Selden", 
and John Phillip Reid tackles the legal historiography of the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries. ~oth articles offer clear and well-reas?ned 
discussions.of the constitutional basis (or bases) of a protracted confhct of 
which the. civil war was a major but by no .means the only part. 
Christianson concludes that "-the constitutional debates [of the Stuart era] 
more often pitted rival interpretations ~fthe ancient constitution against 
each other than theories of absolutism agaillSt constitutionalism" - which 
is not to say that there were no debates of the latter sort at alLReid puts up 
a case for giving more attention to the role of lawyers ·in these 
developments, seeing them as; if not a source of_ liberty, at least a 
restraining force upon arbitrary government.. Connne 'Y~ston, who 
discerned significance in the place of the House of Lords dunngthe 1640s 
long before it became fashionable to do so, provides a fruitflil Epilogue, 
arguing that the ancient constitution "that ~ocock introduced t~ the 
scholarly world has a broader range than has hitherto been thought , and 
pointing out that The Roots of Liberty generally adduces evidence for one 
with historical origins running through (with accretions) rrom Edwara the 
Confessor and that the medieval studies of the Tudors and Stuarts came 
at length t~ be a vital "political impulse" in colonial Afuerica. 

But before that consummation, the issues were'patent in post
Restoration England. John Miller asks was there An English Absolutism? 
(Historical Association, 1993, £3). He begins -~ith · ~harles II and 
suggests that the regime of his later years was little different from that of 
the early 1660s. In both there was a Tory reaction fed by bitter memories 
of the Interregnum. During the Exclusion Crisis~the qanger for them was 
not that "the monarchy. might become too strong out 'th~~ it might be too 
weak". Their response was not a move to facilitate' absolutism, but to 
undertake through the crown "an exercise in partisan vengeance" upon the 
Whigs. James ll's reign was sui generis, since whatever his motives and 
methods, he posed "a threat to the very fabric of the .constitution", a 
larger, deeper threat than any that had come from a ·monarch before. ~iller 
concludes that prominent among the many things that 4he ·re vol utton of 
1688-89 may have been was a genuine deliverance frcjm an impending 
peril of absolute government, hence a respectable revolution, eve~ a 
glorious one. Michael Mullett's Lancaster Pamphlet, James II and Enghsh 
Politics 1678-88 (Routledge; 1993, £4.99) covers some of the same 
ground with a clear account of, and a thoughtful commentary on, events 
and personalities. He stresses how so many of the measures that James, 
blatant in his 'popery, initiated or pushed beyond hitherto' aceeptable limits, 
awoke "the fury" of "the landed and social :eHtes,'' ~by 'threatening to 
displace them from their. traditional roles, "proving the rule that no 
seventeenth-century monarch was stronger than those on whose support 
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all government...rested and against whose opposition no throne could 
maintain itself". But it still needed the intervention of William of 
Orange with an army to help them out. James had said in 1685 that 
he had been depicted as "a man for arbitrary power" but that that was 
not the only story to be made of him. By 1688 it was. 

The significance of the Exclusion Crisis in politics and literature 
is explored by Philip Harth in a brilliant study of Dryden's Tory 
propaganda in its contexts under the apt title Pen for a Party (Princetown 
UP, 1993, £27.50). Dryden's contribution, which was dedicated and 
thorough, culminated in Absalom and Achitophel and Albion and 
Albani us, the former rather more read these days, though the latter is of 
considerable interest. It is ironiccil that Dryden, whose earliest poems 
included one in which Cromwell is depicted as "great ere fortune made 
him so", should become so fully committed "to every one of the 
government's successive campaigns aimed at winning public acquiescence 
in its policies". Cromwell himself is not mentioned in a book which 
demonstrates how the record of the Interregnum thickened the atmosphere 
of post-Restoration politics. A chapter on 'The Pulpit' highlights the way 
in which sermons preached on the anniversary of the death of Charles I 
drew on biblical parallels and contrasts of the sort that run through 
Christopher Hill's The English Bible. . · 

Stewart Ross, a prolific writer of "popular" history, much on 
Scottish themes, has written - with J Beer - a comprehensive account of 
the 600 years of the Stewart Dynasty (Thomas & Lochar, 1993, £18.95). 
(Mary Queen of Scots, it seems, Frenchified the name into Stuart). Ninety 
pages are devoted to the rulers of the three kingdoms from James I and VI 
to Anne and the three generations of pretenders. The family emerges as a 
pretty odd lot. Ross remarks how it was characteristic of their reigns that 
they began happily enough but ended unluckily. At the accession of 
Charles I "the joy of the people devoured their mourning" for James I. 
Came the troubled later 1620s and then zephyr breezes during the personal 
rule. After that it was cold winds all the way. Ross's Charles had his 
good qualities, but in the end "left his captors with little alternative". His 
Charles II spent his life "behind a mask of charming inscrutability", and 
the apparent conversion on his death bed was "an appropriately enigmatic 
gesture". Ross has also published his first novel, initiating an historical 
trilogy. One Crowded Hour (Warner Books, 1994, £5.99) is set in the 
closing years of James I, with a law student getting involved in London 
life, court politics and a plot to kill a king who was no stranger to 
assassination scares. It is a romantic tale with all the right ingredients 
- royalty, sex, religion, heroism, intrigue, betrayal, secret codes, priest 
-holes, charred bones, an exploding box, the lot! The historical 
background, as one might expect from this author, has been well 
-researched and there is a welcome lack of gadzookery. Puritans come off 
badly, though - where they are "obsessive", they are "mean and 
cautious". One may pray and pray and be a villain. But the tale rattles 
along to a climax that augurs well for further adventures of Tom Verney, 
which will no doubt take us into the civil war and beyond. 

Ivan Roots 
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********** 

The Cromwell Museum, 
Grammar School Walk, 

Huntingdon. 
Tel (0480) 425830. 

open Tuesday-Friday llam-lpm 2-5pm 
Saturday & Sunday llam-lpm 2-4pm 

Monday closed 

free admission 

********** 

Oliver Cromwell's House, 
29 St Mary's Street, 

Ely. 
Tel (0353) 662062. 

open every day 10am-6pm 
(guided tours at 15 minutes past 

& 15 minutes to the hour) 

admission charge 

********** 

The Commandery, 
Sidbury, 

Worcester. 
Tel (0905) 355071. 

open Monday-Saturday 10am-5pm 
Sunday l.30-5.30pm 

admission charge 
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