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PREFACE

THE papers printed in this volume are a selection from five volumes
of the Clarke MSS. in the library of Worcester College. Of
those five volumes, iwo consist principally of newsletters, with a
few other letters and documents interspersed amongst them
(vols. xxxi., xxxil., 4t0); two others comsist chiefly of letters
exchanged between General Monck and the civil government or
commanders of the army in England (vols. li,, lii., folio); while
the fifth volume drawn upon is the Order-book of General Monck
during 1659-60 (vol. xlix., folio).

A limited number of papers have been added from other sources.
As has been pointed out in previous prefaces (ii.) the great collec-
tion of papers got together by William Clarke was broken up after
his death, and while the most important part of it is in Worcester
College Library, some parts are now in other hands, and a portion
of it has perished altogether. A considerable number of Clarke’s
papers are now in the possession of Mr. F. W. Leyborne-Popham,
of Littlecote, Wilts, and a few of these were printed by his per-
mission in the second volume of this series of Clarke Papers (ii. 211,
224-239). Since that time Mr. Leyborne-Popham’s papers have
been admirably calendared by Mrs. S. C. Lomas for the Historical
Manuscripts Commission, and her Report was published in 1899.
It was, therefore, unnecessary to print any of those papers in this
volume, but it is necessary to point out that the documents calen-
dared in that Report supplement those printed here, and that
they arve especially valuable for the history of the early part of
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the year 1660, at which date the Worcester College documents
suddenly become very scanty. The nnmerous references given in
the footnotes will suffice to draw attention to the relation which
exists between these two parts of the original collection. A certain
number of documents, which formerly made part of the Littlecote
collection, were purchased in 1884 for the British Museum, and
now form volumes 2618-2621 of the Egerton MSS. One letter
drawn from this source is printed on p. 268, and a letter from
Richard Cromwell to General Monck, dated April 18, 1660, would
have been added had it not been previously printed in the ¢ English
Historical Review,” 1887, p. 150.

Another portion of William Clarke’s papers unexpectedly came
to light in 1898 at the sale of some of the MSS. of Sir Thomas
Phillips (Phillips MS. No. 1013). It is now in the Advocates’
Library in Edinburgh, and twenty-one docaments extracted from
it, relating to events occurring in Scotland during November and
December 1659, are printed in the present volume.

In the Appendix to this volume a few letters are added from the
Tanner, Carte, and Rawlinson MSS. in the Bodleian Library,
which illustrate the events recorded in the documents printed in
the body of the volume. It was thought that they would be
more useful to students if printed here side by side with other
papers relating to the same time than if they were relegated to
some future Camden Miscellany.

The period covered by the papers contained in this volume is
about a year, extending from the fall of Richard Cromwell to the
restoration of Charles II. The fall of Richard practically dates
from the dissolution of Parliament forced upon him by the leaders
of the Army on April 22, 1659 ; but for three weeks after that
event there was a kind of interregnum, during which the future
government of the country was undetermined. During this inter-
regnum power was in the hands of the General Council of Officers,
whose vindication of their conduct in enforcing the late dissolu-
tion is printed on p. 4. Some of the resolutions of the General
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Council are printed on p. 1, but no record exists of their debates
on the burning question whether England should be a Protector-
ate or a Republic. The ‘grandees’ of the Army, we are told by
an anonymous writer who was in the secrets of their councils,
wished to maintain a Protector, limiting his powers ‘in the nature
of a Duke of Venice;’ but the inferior officers, who ‘kept their
council apart at St. James’s’ and were backed by the Indepen-
dent churches in general, opposed the design of the officers and
demanded the restoration of a republic. As in 1653, there was
talk of ‘the setting up of a government in nature of an oligarchy
of seventy wise good men’ (p. 21); but the popular voice was
against such an experiment. ¢ The government,’ says a newsletter
dated May 8, ‘ seems now to be naturally falling into a Common-
wealth and free state, and the generall cry of the people is for the
Longe Parliament to take possession againe, and this appeares to
be the sence of the officers of the army now continuing, and all
others out of the army that have bin of the Longe Parliament
partie’ (p. 3).

Accordingly, about May 2, conferences began between repre-
sentatives of the officers and representatives of the Long Parlia-
ment, ending on May 7 with the restoration of that assembly to its
old authority (pp. 8, 6, 8). About fifty members met on the day
of their return to Westminster, and it was calculated that about
eighty more were qualified to take their places again in the House.
Summonses were issued to all absent members, bidding them to
attend, and it is calculated by Professor Masson that about 120 in
all put in an appearance, though the highest number present at
a sitting was never more than 76. Specimens of the answers
returned to the Speaker’s letter of summons are given in the
Appendix (pp. 277-279).

The new Government was accepted without opposition. Richard
Cromwell signed a formal submission, which was presented to
Parliament on May 25. He asked only for the discharge of the
debts contracted by himself and his father in the public service,
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which amounted to about 30,000l., and then payment was promised
but never performed. Nearly a year later, on April 18, 1660, he
wrote to Monck, complaining that he had for some time been
necessitated ‘ to retire into hiding-places to avoid arrests for debts
contracted upon the public account,” and asked the General in
vain to appeal to Parliament on his behalf (* English Historical
Review,’ 1887, p. 152). Few regretted the fall of the House of
Cromwell, but amongst those few was Edward Montagu, the future
Earl of Sandwich. At the time he was absent in command of the
fleet which had been despatched to the Sound to mediate between
the Kings of Denmark and Sweden. The sudden return of the
fleet in September 1659 caused some suspicion amongst the
Republicans, and the letters exchanged between the Admiral and
the late Protector show Montagu’s personal fidelity to the fallen
ruler (pp. 29, 50, 296).

Henry Cromwell acquiesced in the setting aside of his brother,
though he made some attempt to negotiate with the leaders of the
Republicans, and though it was feared he would attempt armed
resistance. Monck’s nephew, Cornet Henry Monck, who held some
post in Ireland, is said to have been despatched to Scotland by
the Lord-Lieutenant in order to sound the general on the disposi-
tion of the troops in that country. All that these papers contain,
however, is two brief letters from the Cornet informing Monck of
Henry Cromwell’s despatch of agents to England and of his sub-
sequent resignation of his office (pp. 11, 23). There is equally
little evidence that Monck thought of resisting the action of the
English army, though the design of doing so is attributed to him
by several contemporary authors (Baker’s ¢ Chronicle,” ed. Phillips,
1670, p. 662 ; cf. Gumble, ¢ Life of Monck,’ p. 97). Itis probable
that if Richard had declined to dissolve Parliament at the demand
of Fleetwood and his associates, and had called upon Monck
to support the civil power against the violence of the.army in
England, Monck would have supported him, or at least would have
attempted to do so. But no such appeal was made, and all that
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is clear is that Monck maintained a waiting attitude during this
interregnum, and did not publicly declare his acceptance of the
revolution till he was officially informed of the restoration of the
Long Parliament. His answers to the earlier communications of
the Council of Officers are not extant, but by an address dated
May 12 he and the army under his command assured Fleetwood of
their co-operation in supporting the new Government, and it
was accompanied by a similar declaration directed to the Speaker.
In a private letter from Monck to the Committee of Safety he
congratulated himself that the security of the three nations was
committed ¢ to persons of so eminent worth and integrity,” adding,
¢ Blessed be God, the army heere is very unanimous, and in as
good a temper as I have knowne them’ (p. 10).

In the same letter Monck mentioned that ‘ some emissaries of
Charles Stuart’s’ had ‘arrived in Scotland,” and ere long it was
generally known that a new Royalist insurrection was about to
take place (p. 15). Monck prepured to meet it in Scotland by
imposing upon a certain number of noblemen and gentlemen, who
had ¢ given bond for their peaceable living,’ the additional obliga~
tion of signing an engagement ‘ not to act or contrive anything for
or in the behalf of Charles Stuart,” or to the disturbance of the
peace of the Commonwealth. Those who refused this engagement—
amongst whom were Lieutenant-General David Leslie, the Earl of
Loudoun, Lord Lorne, and many other officers and noblemen—
were imprisoned till the danger was past (pp. 25, 41, 56).
Thanks to these precautions, no rising took place in Scotland, but
in England there were, about the end of July and the fiist few
days of August, many local movements, of which one developed into
a serions insurrection. In Kent, Surrey, and Hertfordshire the
preliminary gatherings of the Royalists were promptly dispersed
and many arrests were made (pp. 29, 81, 286, 290).

In Gloucestershire, where Major-General Massey was designed
to head the movement, the vigilance of the local authorities
frustrated a plot for the capture of Gloucester; and Massey was
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arrested, though he succeeded in escaping from his captors
(pp. 33-37, 285),

In Cheshire and Lancashire, where the Presbyterian ministers
preached zealously against the Government, Sir George Booth got
together several thousand men, and published a vague declaration
designed to unite all parties. But the Royalist section of his
supporters insisted on proclaiming Charles II., and many who
sympathised with the attempt to overthrow the rump of the Long
Parliament drew back and refused to take up arms for the King.
Booth himself was said to have declared that this proclamation
would be their ruin (pp. 32, 33, 38, 40, 287, 289).

Little risings took place in Leicestershire, Derbyshire, and
Nottinghamshire, but were suppressed as soon as they came to a
head (pp. 44, 45.)

In some places, as at Plymouth, the local authorities showed
great reluctance to publish the proclamation issued by Parliament
against Booth and his adherents (p. 290). Nevertheless the general
movement hung fire, and the numbers of Booth’s forces did not
increase as fast as had ab first seemed probable. According to the
estimate of his opponents, he had not more than 2,000 under his
command when he was defeated by Major-General Lambert at
Northwich on August 19, 1659. Chester surrendered immediately
after the battle, and Chirk Castle, the only other place garrisoned
by the Royalists, on August 24 (pp. 46, 293, 204).

Sir George Booth himself, disgnised as a woman, was taken in
an inn at Newport Pagnell. A newsletter gives an amusing
description of the manner in which the suspicions of the innkeeper
were aroused by ¢ Mrs. Dorothy’ and her companions (p. 47).

Very little light is thrown by these papers on the legislative
proceedings of the restored Parliament. Many Bills were intro-
duced, but their progress was slow, because much of the time of
the House was occupied with purely political aud administrative
business, and because of the delay caused by the insurrection.
One important measure taken in hand was the re-enactment of the
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union with Scotland, for it was held that the incorporating union
effected by the Protector’s ordinances and by the Instrument of
Government was invalid. A Bill for the purpose was introduced
on July 27, read a second time on July 80, and considered for
many sittings in committee of the whole House. Its progress was
delayed by a dispute about the question whether the Independent
congregations, recently established in Scotland, and other dis-
senters from the Established Church of that country, were to be
guaranteed toleration in the proposed Act of Union or not. The
proviso suggested for the purpose met with bitter opposition (pp. 24,
87, 43, 49, 50).

Another matter which consumed a large part of the time of the
House was the remodelling of the army. Parliament was deter-
mined to keep the control of the military forces of the nation in
its hands; and though Fleetwood was confirmed in the post of
commander-in-chief, he was deprived of the power of appointing
his officers, which Fairfax and Cromwell had enjoyed. The
appointment of officers was entrusted to a committee of seven, of
whom Fleetwood was one, and their nominations required the
approval of Parliament. Moreover, each commission was signed by
the Speaker instead of the commander-in-chief, and, when possible,
solemnly delivered to the officer named, by the Speaker in the
presence of the House. A number of officers had been deprived
of their commissions in May 1659, in consequence of the support
they had given to the Protector Richard and their disobedience to
the orders of Fleetwood (pp. 1, 2). Lord Fauconberg’s regiment
of horse was given to Lambert, Richard Cromwell’s to Colonel
Saunders, that of Ingoldsby to Colonel Rich, and that of Bridge
to Colonel Okey. Several other officers suspected of too much
attachment to the House of Cromwell were also dismissed and
replaced by staunch Republicans. Later still, that is, during the
months of June, July, August, and September, the seven com-
missioners went through the army list and purged it completely of
all officers whose political principles or characters seemed to render
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them unfit to serve the new power. New commissions were issued
to those officers who were retained in the service and to those who
were substituted for the officers expelled. The newsletters written
from London to the headquarters of the army in Scotland give a
full account of this process, with lists of the appointments made
in the various regiments considered by the commissioners.

As the papers relating to the subject in the ¢Calendar of
Domestic State Papers’ and the * Journals of the House of
Commons’ contain & tolerably complete account of this revision,
and supply lists of the officers commissioned, most of the news-
letters dealing with the question are omitted here. There are,
however, incidental notices of the changes made in several of the
letters printed (pp. 16, 19, 25, 29, 33, 39). As the officers removed
were ‘ put out of their commands without hearing, without charge,
and without trial,’ great discontent was the result (pp. 21, 62).
Monck petitioned that no changes might be made in the regiments
of the army in Scotland, and if that were refused he begged that
at least his own two regiments and that of Colonel Talbot might
be left as they were. The House took the request extremely
ill, and sent him a very rude answer, while the Commissioners
proceeded to put out two captains and four other officers in hisg
regiment of horse, and to make similar changes in the other regi-
ments in Scotland (pp. 16, 18, 39). Monck answered the Parlia-
ment very calmly. ¢Obedience,” he wrote, ‘ is my greate principle,
and I have alwaise, and ever shall, reverence the Parliament’s
resolutions in civill things as infallible and sacred.” At the same
time he defended his conduct in making these requests. ‘Knowing
you proceed by information, I tooke myself concerned to represent
what was most for your service, as being best acquainted with
men’s courage and affections’ (p. 22).

Privately Monck was so much annoved and troubled by the
displacement of his officers, and by the refusal of the House to listen
to his petition, that he seriously thought of resigning. According
to Phillips he wrote a letter of resignation, dated September 3,
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which was actually delivered to the Speaker; but Clarges, the
Geeneral’s brother-in-law, prevented it from being read in the House,
and finally succeeded in persuading him to withdraw it (Baker’s
¢ Chronicle,” ed. 1670, p. 676). This story is to some extent con-
firmed by Monck’s own letters, in one of which he speaks of him-
self as importuning both the deceased Protector and the Parliament
to permit him to retire (pp. 90, 152).

Meanwhile discontent was rapidly increasing in the army. A
number of officers representing the various regiments which had
served under Lambert in the suppression of Sir George Booth's
rising met together at Derby, and drew up a petition to Parliament,
setting forth their grievances and their demands. They sent a copy
of this petition to Monck, asking him to join in it, but he refused
to do so, and prohibited his officers from subscribing it. ‘It hath
been alwaies against my way,’ said he, to sign any petitions at all,
either to the Parliament or General, from the forces here, and 1
am still of the same judgment’ (p. 58). Parliament sent him at
once a hearty letter of thanks, and his action emboldened it in its
resistance to the army in England (October 7). The House had
ordered the Derby petition to be suppressed (September 23), but a
new petition, somewhat similar in character, was presented to it
from the army upon October 6. While this was under considera-
tion it learnt that, in spite of prohibitions, the council of officers in
London was sending circular letters to the rest of the army in the
three nations, soliciting their co-operation and their signatures.
On this, the House deprived Lambert and eight other officers im-
plicated of their commissions, and voted that they should hence-
forth be incapable of any military employment. At the same time
it cancelled Fleetwood's commission as commander-in-chief, and
vested the command of the army in seven commissioners, viz.
Fleetwood, Monck, Ludlow, Overton, Sir Arthur Hesilrige, Golonel
Morley, and Colonel Walton (p. 60).

One of Monck’s correspondents asserts that the real cause of
this breach was not so much the petition and the proceedings
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upon it as the previous conduct of the Parliament towards the
army, especially ¢ the grand dissatisfaction that was taken by dis-
placeing of officers without heareing of them or laying anything
to theire charge’ (p. 62). In a letter from Fleetwood to Monck,
written on October 25, Fleetwood set forth what he termed ©a right
state of the case’ (pp. 63, 71), and about October 15 an official
letter, signed by Fleetwood and seven other officers of the English
army, had been sent to Monck (p. 69, note).

The news of the revolution of October 13 reached Monck,
according to Phillips in his continuation of Baker’s ¢ Chronicle,” on
October 17 (p. 685). The evidence of this continnation is of great
value, because it is based on the papers and the recollections of
Thomas Clarges, Monck’s brother-in-law. A contemporary letter,
however, states that the first notice was received by the General on
Tuesday, October 18, and this date is probably correct (Mackinnon,
¢Coldstream Guards,’ i. 73). For the letters and commissions
extracted from Monck’s Order-Book and printed on pp. 64-66,
and dated October 19, are the first references to the event con-
tained in that collection. Monck’s resolution to support the
Parliament against the army was announced by the military
measures taken on October 19, and by three letters addressed to
Fleetwood, Lambert, and the Speaker, dated October 20. These
were accompanied by two public declarations issued in the name of
the officers under his command (p. 67, note).

No one who had carefully observed Monck’s earlier career could
have doubted that his sympathies would be with the civil power
rather than with an attempt to establish military rule. His early
life had been spent in the service of the Dutch republic. He speaks
of himself as having had his education ‘in a commonwealth where
soldiers received and observed commands, but gave none’ (p. 22).
From 1647 to 1649, when the political agitation in the army was at
its highest, he had been employed in Ireland, and the example of his
comrades in England exerted very little influence over him. With the
exception of his brief command at sea and a few montbs spent in
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nursing his broken health, he had been continuously employed, at
first in the conquest of Scotland, and afterwards in its government.
No man amongst the higher officers of the army had seen so much
active service or enjoyed so little leisure for politics. From the first
moment;, therefore, he condemned the act of violence committed by
Lambert and Fleetwood, and urged the restoration of the Parliament.

The dangers of military rule, to the army itself as well as to
the nation, were always present to his mind. ‘It is much upon
my spiritt, he wrote to Lambert, ¢ that this poore Commonwealth
can never bee happy if the army make itselfe at divided interest
from the nation, which must bring us into such a slavery as will
not bee long indured’ (p. 87). ¢ What can be the issue of this
contempt of authority,” he wrote to a minister, ‘ but an arbitrary
government by the sword, to enslave the contiences, lawes, and
estates of the people of these nations to the lust of a few ambitious
persons ?’ (p. 90). ‘I am ingaged in conscience and honnour,” he
declared to Dr. Owen, ‘to see my country freed (as much as in
mee lies) from that intollerable slavery of a sword government, and
I know England cannot, nay, will not, indure it; and if this army
heere had concurred with them in England, wee had all bin
exposed to the fury of the three nations, which they would some
time or other have execated’ (p. 153).

This reasoned hostility to military rule was the fundamental
principle on which Monck’s policy was based, and he was faithful
to it throughout. On the question of the nature of the civil
authority to which the obedience of the army must be given, his
views gradually altered. At first he demanded simply the restora~
tion of the Rump Parliament sitting from May to October 1659.
After he entered England he gradually came to the belief that it
was necessary to readmit the members expelled by Pride’s Purge,
and to restore the Long Parliament as it was in 1648. Finally he
adopted the conclusion that it was necessary to call & new Parlia-
ment. But this process of development appears to have been due
to the pressure of English public opinion, and not the result of any
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design formed when he first decided to declare against Lambert’
and Fleetwood.

Monck’s correspondence during the period from October 1659
to January 1660 forms the most important portion of this volume.
A certain number of his letters were published at the time in
pamphlet form, and these have therefore been omitted here, but
references to the collections in which they are to be found are
given in the foot-notes. A small collection of these letters was
published in 1660 by a republican whose object was to show
Monck’s treachery by putting on record his protestations of fidelity
to the republic (Sept. 29, 1660). In 1714 this was reprinted with
additions by John Toland, under the title of ¢ A Collection of Letters
written by his Excellency General George Monk, afterwards Duke
of Albemarle, relating to the Restoration of the Royal Family.
With an introduction, proving by incontestable evidence that
Monk had projected that Restoration in Scotland ; against the
cavils of those who would rob him of the merit of this action.’
London, 1714, 8vo.!

Most of these letters and some others are reprinted also
in the Parliamentary or Constitutional history of England, in
twenty-four volumes published in instalments between 1751 and
1761. This is referred to in the notes as the ¢ Old Parliamentary
History * (cf. vol. xxii. p. 4). Another pamphlet collection of
letters, declarations of the army, and similar documents, which has
been of great use, is ‘A True Narrative of the Proceedings in
Parliament, Council of State, General Council of the Army and
Committes of Safety, from the 22nd of September until this
present time,” London 1659, 4to, published by John Redmayne.

The correspondence of Monck printed here gives a full account
of the attempted treaty between Monck and the English officers.

! Letter xxix. in Toland’s pamphlet is an obvious forgery. It was originally
printed in 1660 as ‘ A Letter from General Monck to King Chailes, son of the late
King Charles of England ; together with King Charles’s answer thereunto.’ It is
reprinted in the Somers Tracts, vi. 557, ed. Scott.
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It is evident that Monck was justified in the complaint that his
commissioners went beyond their instructions in the agreement
which they concluded on November 15, 1659 (pp. 97, 109, 116,
119, 126, 133, 144). Many other attempts, official and unofficial,
were made to heal the breach between the two sections of the
army. Monck and his officers published, about the end of October,
a ‘ Declaration to the Churches of Christ in the Three Naticns,
which gave the ministers of the most important Independent
congregations in London an opportunity for trying the effect
of their intercession. They sent a special mission to Scotland
for the purpose, consisting of two ministers and two laymen
(pp. 67, 82). Several letters were exchanged between Monck and
‘the Ministers of the Congregated Churches’ (pp. 81, 89, 184,
212). More interesting, however, are the two which passed between
Monck and Dr. John Owen. Owen was vehemently opposed
to the reinstatement of the Rump. I am satisfied with these
two things: first, that without their restauration a free state or
commonwealth may be setled, the common enemy defeated, the
ministry preserved, reformation carryed on, and all the ends of our
ingagements satisfied, if your Lordshipp and those with you
concurre in the worke; and secondly, that their reinvestiture
cannott be effected without the blood of them whose ruine I am
perswaded you seeke not, . . . as also the enslaveing of these
nations forever to the will of the major part of that small number’
(p. 128). ‘I cannot act against my conscience and commission,’
answered Monck, ‘neither can I see any legall foundation for a
free state unles this Parliament sitts downe againe, or some other
legally called’ (p. 153). The Council of Officers at London pro-
posed to call a new Parliament in the place of that expelled by
Lambert, but Monck could not regard this expedient as satisfac-
tory (pp. 212,218). ¢ They have no power to summon one,’ said he,
¢or if they had, it cannot bee expected the members thereof should
be permitted either to assemble or sit in freedome ’ (p. 236).

As the views of the two parties to the quarrel were so

VOL. 1v. a
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_diametrically opposed, Owen’s mediation or any other attempt at

reconciliation was bound to be fruitless. Each, moreover, dis-
trusted the other. A week after Monck’s commissioners had
concluded the treaty of November 15, a letter was delivered to the
Lord Mayor of London from Monek, urging the city to support
him with all its strength in the work of restoring the Parliament,
which Fleetwood and the officers regarded as a breach of the truce,
or as a sign that the treaty was not seriously intended (pp. 184,
140, 151).) Monck answered that the letter was not inconsistent
with the attempt to come to an agreement, and that Lambert and
the army were enlisting men and reorganising the militia during
the negotiations (pp. 141, 142, 174). As soon as it had been
agreed to resume the negotiations and to hold a second treaty at
Newcastle, a sudden change in the pesition of affairs in England
caused them to be again interrupted. At the beginning of
December Portsmouth garrison declared for the Parliament, and
three of the seven Commissioners in whom Parliament had vested
the control of the army before Lambert expelled it, placed them-
selves at the head of the movement (pp. 165, 166, 169, 186, 210,
216). On receiving this news Monck and his officers declared
that they could not conclude a treaty without the concurrence of
these Commissioners, and as Lambert refused to allow Monek’s
messenger to the Commissioners to pass, negotiations were again
broken off (pp. 183, 193, 208, 209, 214, 218, 234).

! Monck seems to have sent similar letters o other parts of England, urging
in still more explicit terms a rising in arms. *We have apprehended a person
that had two letters from General Monck sewed in his doublet ; they were directed
1o nobody, but the messenger said he was to carry them to , where directions
were to meet him to whom they should be delivered. The substance of them was
to invite them to an insurrection in the West, and to seize upon Exeter as a place
to make head in; and tells them that when the greatest part of the army was
drawn to oppose him, then London would rise and destroy the rest ; so that you
may see, here is the second part of Sir George Booth. The letter was.written by
William Clark, and signed by Monck’s own hand : I saw it.’ Letter from Colonel
John Pearson, dated ¢ Northallerton, November 1,’ quoted in Mackinnon’s History of
the Coldstream Guards, i, 77.
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To add to the difficulties of Fleetwood and his party, a serious
riot took place in London between the apprentices and the soldiers,
and the feeling of the city, always hostile to the army, grew more
and more embittered every day. A rising in London seemed
imminent. ¢ Many officers,” said a newsletter, ‘ when they goe into
the Citty dare not weare their swords for feare of affronts. . . . The
generallity of the Citty expects daily to bee in eares with the
souldjery ’ (pp. 166, 168, 169, 187). On December 13 Admiral
Lawson and the fleet in the Downs declared for the restoration of
the Parliament (pp. 211, 217, 274). Almost simultaneously came
the defection of the Irish army, which had at first declined to
support Monck’s action and taken the side of their comrades in
England (p. 95). On December 13 a party of officers seized
Dublin Castle and made prisoners the three Commissioners for the
Government of Ireland, to whom the responsibility of this anti-
parliamentary policy was attributed. Within the fortnight follow-
ing this surprise the whole of Ireland was secured for the service
of the Parliament, with the exception of Duncannon Fort (p. 208,
note ; ¢f. Ludlow’s  Memoirs,” ii. 193-201, ed. 1894). Sir Charles
Coote, Lord Broghill, and Sir Hardress Waller, the leaders of this
movement, entered into communication with Monck, and promised
him support in his intended march into England (pp. 202, 225,
241). These repeated blows obliged the leaders of the English
army to give way, and on December 24 the troops in London sub-
mitted to the inevitable, and declared their submission to the
Parliament (pp. 219, 220). Two days later the House began to sit
again at Westminster (pp. 222, 232, 237). Meanwhile Monck was
preparing everything for a march into England. He had esta-
blished bis headquarters at Coldstream on December 8 (pp. 179,
274). He had completed the reorganisation of his army, and had
thoroughly purged it of all disaffected officers. Attempts to stir up
opposition amongst his soldiers on the part of their old comrades
serving under Lambert had not been wanting, but they generally
remained ineffective (pp. 96, 105, 108; 154, 161, 174, 179). The
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vigid censorship which Monck exercised over the post and the
press enabled him to detect any schemes to propagate sedition in
the ranks of his army and to nip them in the bud (pp. 111, 229,
281). At the same time he had entered into communication with
the friends of the Parliament in Northumberland and the Border
counties, and secured from them some small addition te his forces
and some promises of support (pp. 79, 83, 119, 189, 221).

The question which weighed most upon his mind was how to
provide for the tranquillity of Scotland during his absence in Eng-
land. It was necessary to trust the Scots to a certain extent, but
impossible to trust them far. Monck began by writing to the
different shires and burghs in Scotland, asking them to send
representatives to meet him at Edinburgh om November 15,
¢ because his lordshippe hath speciall occasion to speake with them
about some affaires that concerne the countries at that time.” This
summons was sent out on October 27 (pp. 78, 113). They met at
the appointed date, the representatives of the shires under the
presidency of the Harl of Glencairn, those of the burghs under
Sir James Stuart. Monck informed them that he had ¢ a call from
God and his people’ to march into England, and requested them
in his absence to maintain the peace of their districts and suppress
all tumults, In return he promised to obtain an abatement of
their taxes from the Parliament. They replied by expressing
their willingness to keep the peace, but professed themselves
incapable of suppressing tumults. They therefore asked him *to
propose such expedients as his Lordshipp shall think most fitt
to enable them for that end,” and wound up by requesting him to
appoint guards in the shires towards the Highlands and Borders,
in order to, prevent robbery (pp. 113-116, 143).

Monck thanked them, and asked them to meet him again on
December 12. ¢I shall then thincke,’ said he, ‘of the best way to
enable yow to secure the peace of the country.” At the same time
he promised to give commissions to persons recommended by them
to command guards for the security of the Borders and Highlands
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(p- 121). The meeting took place at Berwick on December 13,
and an agreement was arrived at by which certain shires were per-
mitted to raise guards and a certain number of noblemen and
gentlemen were authorised to wear arms and to be attended by a
limited number of armed servants. Monck demanded, however,
that the noblemen and gentlemen granted this privilege, and those
whom he authorised to put in foree his orders for securing the
peace of their respective shires, should subseribe an engagement
‘to act nothing to the prejudice of the Commonwealth of England,
or in favour of Charles Stuart’s interests’ (p. 191, cf. p. 143).
The imposition of this engagement is carefully suppressed in the
version of the agreement printed by Phillips in his continuation of
Baker’s ¢ Chronicle’ (p. 696), no doubt because it militates against
the theory that Monclk designed from the first to restore the King.
Gumble in his Life of Monck also suppresses the fact (p. 12.1).
The Scots asked to be authorised to place themselves in a
posture of defence if the treaty with Lambert failed, and proposed
that Monck should furnish them with arms. He refused to grant
these requests, answering evasively that he would furnish them
with fit means for their defence whenever he apprehended their
peace and safety to be in danger (pp. 190, 191). He also wrote
to the governor of Stirling (and probably to other governors of
garrisons), desiring him to assist the gentlemen of the district in
maintaining the peace of the country, but on no account to fur-
nish them with arms (p. 194). The proposal to permit the Scots
to arm had been discussed in his council, but almost unanimously
rejected as too dangerous (p. 276 ; cf. Baker, ¢ Chronicle,’ p. 696).
Monck attempted to persuade the Scots to provide him with
horses for the baggage of his army (p. 79) and for mounting
some of his newly raised cavalry, but apparently without much
success (Baker, pp 696, 697). As he was in great want of money
to pay his forces, he called on the shires and burghs to pay in
the arrears of their assessments (p 115). But the story that the
representatives of the shires and burghs raised a special assess-



xxil THE CLARKE PAPERS

ment for him is a misrepresentation (Baker, p. 689). Monck also
obtained some recruits, whose numbers were much swollen by
rumour (p. 162). He could not enlist many, for fear of disaffect-
ing his own soldiers, but he filled up the vacancies in his ranks
caused by desertion (p. 276; cf Baker, pp. 696, 697 ; Price, ed.
Maseres, p. 740). It was reported in England that he had put
Dumbarton and other important castles into the hands of the Scots;
but the truth was that he merely drew out the troops stationed in
some of the smaller posts, taking security from the gentlemen to
whom the houses belonged for their restoration when they should be
demanded (pp. 140, 148). Leith, Ayr, and the other Cromwellian
fortresses were sedulously guarded and provisioned for any emer-
gency (pp. 160, 201).

Thanks to these measures, and to the goodwill rather than the
active assistance of the Scots, Monck was able to pursue his design
without interruption. There were occasional reports of suspicious
meetings amongst the Scottish royalists (pp. 200, 206), and there
was also some discontent expressed by supporters of the English
Government at the confidence Monck was reposing, or seemed to
be reposing, in ‘ malignants’ (pp. 205, 223).! But no disturbance
took place.

The force under Monck’s command in October 1659 con-
sisted of ten regiments of foot, three of horse, and four companies
of dragoons. Of these he took with him into England six
regiments of foot and all the horse, having converted his four
companies of dragoons into a fourth regiment of horse under
Major-General Morgan (p. 238). After entering England he sent
Morgan, with his own regiment of horse and a regiment of foot,
back to Scotland, and he left another regiment of foot to garrison
York (p. 248). When he reached London he brought with him
three regiments of horse and four of foot (p. 247). The van of

! Sir Andrew Bruce’s letters (pp. 205, 223) are specially noticeable. . Monck
had recommended him to the Protector on November 23, 1654, to be appointed a
judge in liew of Sir James Hope. ‘ Hee is,’ said Monck, ‘a gentleman fit for that

imployment and one as really affected to the inteiest of your Highnesse in this
nation as any Scotchmen I know.” Scotland and the Protactorate, p. 214.
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Monck’s army entered England on January 1, and he followed
with the rest of the army on January 2 (p. 238).!

There was no opposition to Monck’s advance. The forces
under Lambert broke up (pp. 237, 289). The brigade of the
Irish army which was under Lambert’s command declared for the
Parliament (pp. 228, 251), and helped Lord Fairfax to secure
York (pp. 239, 251). The conduct of Overton, the Governor of
Hull, caused some anxiety, but he speedily declared his adhesion
to the Parliament and his willingness to co-operate with Monck
(pp. 243-247). On his march Monck continued the work of
reorganising the army, dismissing officers who had been unfaithful
to the Parliament, and replacing them by men he could trust
(pp- 248, 252-255, 258). This he did by virtue of a commission
as Commander-in-Chief which had been sent him by the late
Couneil of State, dated November 24, 1659, and approved by
Parliament on January 26 (pp. 187, 2566). On his way to London
Monck received numerous addresses from the gentlemen of the
counties through which he passed, and his answer to the Devonshire
declaration attracted considerable attention, because of its uncom-
promising opposition to the restoration of monarchy. It was ac-
companied, however, by two private letters, which, while demanding
from the promoters of the declaration ‘ acquiescence in this Parlia-
ment’s proceedings,” held out hopes of a satisfactory settlement,
and might be construed more favourably. In words, however, they
promised nothing but a Conservative republic (pp. 258, 260).

On Monck’s proceedings after his arrival in London these
papers throw very little light. Two letters written to the Council
of State, after that body had sent him to disarm the city, give his

! The following table of Monck’s marches is compiled from notes in vol. xlix.
of the Clarke MSS. The headquarters were at Wooller on Jan. 2nd ; Whitting-
ham, Jan. 3; Morpeth, Jan. 4; Newcastle, Jan. 5; Durbam, Jan. 6; Darlington,
Jan. 7; Northallerton, Jan. 9; Topecliffe, Jan. 10; York, Jan. 11; Ferrybridge,
Jan. 15 ; Langold, Jan. 17 ; Mansfield, Jan. 18 ; Nottingham, Jan. 19; Leicester,
Jan. 23 : Harborough, Jan. 24 ; Northampton, Jan. 25; Stony Stratford, Jan. 26;
Dunstable, Jan. 27; St. Albans, Jan. 28. Monck remained several days at St.
Albans, moving to Barnet on Feb. 2, and entering London on Friday, Feb. 3
(Price, ed. Maseres, p. 757 ; cf. Baker, p. 704).
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reasons for refusing to return to Whitehall at their summons

(pp. 261, 263). Another elucidates his negotiations for the re-
admission of the secluded members (p. 264). Several relate to
his endeavours to suppress seditious movements amongst the
soldiers (pp. 265-268). But for the months which elapsed between
Monck’s arrival in London and the return of Charles II. the
portion of Clarke’s papers in the possession of Mr. Leyborne-
Popham is more valuable than that in Worcester College Library.

A few miscellaneous papers of biographical interest deserve
special notice. The hostility with which Johnston of Warriston
was pursued after the Restoration is in part explained by the
active share he took in supporting the cause of the army against
the Parliament (pp. 80, 100), while the escape of Sir Arthur
Hesilrige was due to the assistance he gave Monck in 1659 and
1660, and to an express promise that his life and estates should be
safe (pp. 260, 264, 268, 802). Monck’s certificate on behalf of
Speaker Lenthall is also of interest (p. 272). A paper presented
to the King after his restoration throws some light on the manner
in which the treachery of Sir Richard Willis was discovered, and
on the services of Sir Samuel Moreland to the royal cause (p. 804).

In conclusion, it must be pointed out that most of the papers
printed in this, as in the previous volumes of the series, are printed
from dranghts or copies, and that these copies contain many errors
both of omission and commission. Mere slips on the part of the
original transcriber have been corrected, and words left out have
been inserted between brackets, but in some cases the text was too
corrupt for correction. This is especially the case in the lists of
proper names, which contain frequent errors due to the transcriber’s
misreading of the original signatures (pp. 82, 84, 146, 178). In
some few instances, where the error was obvious and the right read-
ing certain, these errors were corrected. In mostinstances, however,
it was impossible to do so. T desire to thank Miss D. K. Broster

for her assistance in compiling the index to volumes iii. and iv.

C. H. FIRTH.
October 23, 1901,
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Resolutions of the General Council of Officers!

1. That itt bee proposed to the Generall Councill of Officers, as
necessarie for the preservacion of the peace of these natious, and
[the] good old Cause, that the army bee putt forthwith into a con-
dicion of unity and discipline.

2. That in order therunto itt bee proposed, that such as have
indeavoured to devide the army, and engage itt in severall parties
in opposicion to the orders of the Commander in Cheif, shall bee
discharged from their respective commands.

3. That a Court-Martiall bee appointed for the hearing and
adjudging the thinges and matters aforemencioned,

4. That itt bee proposed in order to the supplying of such
vacancies as are or shall happen, that they bee supphed by the
Lord Fleetwood, being Commander in Cheif, till farther orders, and
that none bee admitted to commands butt such as are of godly
and honest principles, and alwayes faithfull to the good interest in
which wee have bin soe longe engaged, and that such faithfull
officers as have bin laid aside without just cause may bee first
provided for,

5. That one feild officer of each regiment in and about London

¥ Clarke MSS. xxxi, 102.
VOL. 1V, B
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with such others as shall bee appointed, may from time to time
attend uppon the Commander in Cheif, to advise uppon such
matters as shall bee judged necessary uppon this great emergencie.

6. That every officer bee required to bee diligent in endeavour-
ing to prevent all divisions and disturbances within their respective
charges. And in case any shall attempt the same, that they doe
forthwith give notice therof to the Commander in Cheif.

7. That some officers bee appointed to signifie by letters or
otherwise to the officers of the armies in England, Scotland, and
Ireland the late proceedinges of the forces heere, and to invite
them to union and concord amongst themselves, and with their
brethren of the army heere, in maintenance of the Good old Cause
and interest in which wee have joynctlie engaged.

8. That letters bee prepared to bee sent to the officers of the
militia forces in the respective citties and counties of England and
Wales.

These particulers were resolved on by a Generall Councill of
Officers, April 28, 1659.}

Newsletters

May 2.—Thursday last? the Councill of officers ordered that
love and union bee preserved in the army ; that such as have
disobeyed the Lord Fleetwood’s orders be tryed by a Court Martiall
and disbanded ; that such as have been displac’t by the late Lord

! An account of what occurred in the meetings of the officers between the
dissolution of Apuil 22 and the Council whose votes are recorded above, is given
by Phillips (Baker’s Chronicle, p. 660, ed. 1670). See also Bourne’s letter in
Clarke Papers, iii. 213; Thurloe, vii. 666. The Domestic State Papers contain
no information of any value on the period between the dissolution of Richard’s
Parliament and the restoration of the Long Parliament. Bordeaux’s letters fo
Mazarin, dated May 5 and May 12 (new style), supply more rumours than facts as
to transactions in the army. But he 13 doubiless right in saying that by the
beginning of May the recall of the Long Parliament had been determined upon.
From that date it was merely o question whether it should be recalied upon terms
or unconditionally (Guizot, Richard Cromuwell, i. 379).

2 April 28.
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Protector be restored as opportunity serves; that the Lord Fleet-
wood shall have power to restore to places till further order;' thut
letters bee written to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, Generall
Monck, and all the militia forces for a fair corresponding. Yester-
day Major Babington was secured for refusing to appeare upon
the summons of a Court Martiall? This day some eminent
Members of the Long Parliament were consulted with by severall
officers (according to order) concerning the calling of the Long
Parliament.® A letter was agreed upon, and ordered to be sent to
every regiment to give them satisfaction in their proceedings.
G. M.

May 3.—The governement seemes now to bee naturally falling
into a Commonwealth and free State, and the generall cry of the
people is for the Longe Parliament to take possession againe, and
this appeares to bee the sence of the officers of the army now
continuing, and all others out of the army that have bin of the
Longe Parliament partie, and I conceive that may bee the result
att last, though as yett nothing is brought forth. Westminster
Hall is filled with papers to this purpose; every day new sheetes
come out, If those in Scotland and Ireland approve and acquiesce
in this turne there will bee noe great feare of danger from the
common enemy, though difficulties seemes to bee very great.

‘ T. M.

' For & summary of the changes see Bakex's Chironicle, continued by Phillips,
ed. 1670, p. 659 ; Ludlow’s Memours, i1. 71, ed. 1894.

2 Major of Colonel Ingoldsby’s regiment ; cf. Ludlow’s Memairs, i1. 62.

3 An account of these interviews is given by Ludlow, ii. 74. In assigning to
the first of them, in the margin of my edition of Ludlow, the date of April 29, 1
believe I was in error. It is probable that this interview of May 2 was the first

i A letter from Monck to Thurloe, dated May 3, is printed in the Thurloce
Papers, vii. 667. It is an answer to one from Thurloe of April 26, informing him
of the dissolution. Monck says simply, ‘I am very glad that, after so great an
alteration, you continue 1 peace.” He does not appear to have realised as yet
that the dissolution meant the fall of the Protectorate.

B 2

xsxi. f. 103,
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Letter from the officers in England to General
Monck and the officers in Scotland'!

Wee shall nott neede att present to enumerate the various
dispensations of the providences of God towards us in the manage-
ment of that great interest of his which hee hath soe signallie
owned and carried on through all difficulties and against all
opposition in these three nations, and how hee hath made bare
his mighty arme and led us on by signes and wonders, affording
to us the visible tokens of his presence above our faith, and
beyond our hope, imprinting the stampe of his owne presence
uppon these transaccions, when wee have beene at the greatest
stand, that wee may with admiration and astonishment say,
¢this hath God wrought’: soe that wee may set upp stones of
rememberance, and write uppon them, hitherto the Lord hath
helped.’

And haveing been deepely sensible of the greate danger the
good old Cause, and interest of the people of God was in, in these
three nations, not onely for our old common enimy, who were
growne to soe great a height of insolency and confidence that they
were ready to tryumph, and were in conjunctions in their councills
in severall parts in the nation, and especially in and about London,
but alsoe from many of those who should have beene the asserters
and maintainers of the Cause and interest which is soe deare unto
us, who insteade of taking an effectuall course for the greate and
pressing necessitye of the army, or comeing to any consistency
among themselves for the setling of the nations, nourished
jealousies of us, and gave greate advantages of encouragement to
our former mentioned enimies, wherby our feares were increased,
and our danger made more visible.

Uppon consideration whereof wee thought it a duty incumbent

' A letter to Monck from Lieut.-Colonels Mason and Sawrey, dated May 3, is
amongst the papers of Mr. Leyborne-Popham. They assure him that ‘ the army
here in England is very unanimous in this late action.’ Report, p. 116.
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uppon us (being in some measure sensible of the greate decayings
of that good Spiritt in us, and the backsliding frame of our owne
harts), after serious searching of heart and solemne addresses to
the Lord, to meet together and advise what was our duty in such
a day as to the security of the Cause ; and being convinced that it
was our duty to appeare for the preservation thereof, wee met in
generall councill, which produced a petition and representation to
his Highnes, a coppie whereof wee have heere inclosed ; which
said petition and representation being presented by his Highnes
to the Parliament,! produced effects much contrary to the hopes
and expectacions of the army, for insteade of considering of waies
and meanes for applieing remedies to our just desires, it brought
forth a vote for a dissolution of our meetings and disperceing
of our officers (though nothing was done effectually for the break-
ing of the councills of the comon enimies by sending away
the Cavaleers out of Towne), as alsoe another vote requiring an
engagement from us, as though wee were not to bee trusted as
friends.

The consideration whereof produced a stable and fixed resolu-~
cion in us once againe to put our lives into our hands, and to trust
this greate undertaking in the hands of our good God, who wee
have formerly trusted, and in whose hands alone are all the issues
of councills and actions, wee well knowing these greate concerne-
ments of his cause, interest, and people to bee farr dearer to him,
then any of ours can bee to us. It was thought fit to randezvouse
that part of the army in and neere the citty, whereuppon the
Parliament was dissolved.

And in farther prosecution of our duty, wee resolved uppon
some heads (att a generall councill of officers), in order to the better
setling of the discipline and continuing the union of the army
(which wee have likewise heere inclosed sent to you), which were

! «The humble Representation and Petition of the General Council of the
Officers of the Armies,” forwarded by Richard to Parlinment on April 8, 1659.
Old Parliamentary History, xx1. 339.
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* unanimously agreed on, wee thinke itt our farther duty earnestly
to presse you, that these thinges may bee seriously laid uppon
your hearts, and that you will nott bee startled or divided from us
by any misrepresentacions that may bee brought unto you, butt
that the good old Cause and interest may bee deare unto you, and
-that both you and wee lie lowe in the sence of our great provoca-
cions, and earnestlie implore the Throne of Grace, that the former
presence may returne to you and us, and that as our resolutions
are to act in the promoting of the same Cause, soe wee may doe itt
with the same spiritt of faith and prayer, which in these our dayes
and former ages hath bin soe sunccessefull, and wherin alone cur
strength lies, our consciences witnessing unto us that wee have
noe designe in our hearts, butt the reviving and prosperity of that
Good Cause in all itt's essentialls, wherin the inteiest, liberties,

[2)

peace and settlement of these 8 nations is naturally founded,
wee are
Your affeccionate freinds and
fellow souldiers

Wirriam DANIELL. CuarLEs FLEETWOOD.
HEe: Havyxzs. JAMES BERRY.

J. Biscok. Joux OKEY.

JouaN MILLER. Ro. Sawry.

Fraxcrs HACKER. JOHEN DABERON.
Hexry PriTrir. Jo : PEARSON.
WiLLiaM GouGH. JER : CAMFEILD.
RICHARD ASHFEILD. Jo: Mason.

Tro : KELSEY.
Wallingford House,
3 May 1659.

Newsletters

xxal. £, 108, Muy 5.—Yesterday severall officers of the councill att
Wallingford House mett with Sir Henry Vane, Mr. Scott, Major
Salway, and Sir Arthur Haslerigge, and treated with them con-~
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cerning severall particulars agreed upon by their councell.! This
day a Generall Councell mett att Wallingford House, and debated
severall particulars agreed upon by the councell of officers to be
offered to the consideration of the Longe Parliament when con-
vened, for ascertaineing the religious and civill rights of the
people ; the settleing upon his Highness 10,000l/i. per annum
dureing his life ; 10,000%. per annum more upon him and his heires
for ever; 8000l. per annum uppon her Highness Dowager;
Somerset House for his and her habitation, and a title to be
conferr’d upon him ; liberty of conscience to be provided for; an
act of indempnitie to passe; maintainance for a pious ministry
and schooles of learning ; the law to be regulated ; the tyme of
sitting of the Parliament to be ascertained; a Commonwealth
government to be established; and severall of these things are
this day agreed upon, and the Generall Councell meet againe
to morrow to debate the rest. The Parliament, tis said, will meet
the next weeke. G. M.

May 5.—There are very many godly men, both ministers and
others, who doe account the dissolucion of the Parliament a
mercifull as well as an extraordinarie providence of God at the
time it was done.? The Councell of officers have written letters to
Ireland and Scotland, as also to the absent regiments in England,
of the grounds and reasons of it, with motives for union against

) For an account of these conferences see Ludlow, i1. 74. According to
Phillips the officers had debated ‘ the election of a Council which shonld have a
negative upon the remnant Parliament, when it should be restored. But after
much debate that was thought fitter for the debate of the Parhament than them.’
This proposed senate was, according to Ludlow, une of the chief ponts of difference
between the representatives of the officers and those of the Parliament. Ludlow
summarises the demands of the army, and they were subsequently embodied in
the address presented to ths House on May 13, winch 1s dated May 12. It 1s
reprinted in the Old Parliamentary History, xx1. 400.

2 See, for instance, * An Invitation to the Lord’s People throughout the Three
Nations, to provoke them t6 a holy Rejoicing for His late Salvation begun,’ printed
in the Public Intelligencer for May, pp. 9-16.

xxxi, {. 104,
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false representations, their ends being onely for reviveing the
prosperity of that good Cause so long contended for, in all its
essentialls, wherein the liberty, peace, and settlement of these
3 nations is naturally founded. Also they have prepared a
declaration both of their principles as to God, and desire of good
thinges to be done in the Commonwealth They have likewise
propounded a noble provision for his Highnesse, all which will be
in print shortly. It’s not doubted but they will give all (except
blinded men) satisfaction. In the accomplishment of which wee
shall enjoy the worke and effect of righteousnesse, which is peace,
quietnes, and assurance for ever. R. HfATTER].

May 5.—Through mercy wee are all in peace (after this great
change) and the army very unanimous, having as oue man resolved
uppon a Commonwealth constitucion, and have appointed 8 persens,
vizte. Liord Fleetwood, Lord Lambert, Generall Disbrowe, Colonel
Sydenbam, Sir Henry Vane, Sir Arthur Heslerigge, Lieutenant-
General Ludlowe, and Major Salway, to agree uppon a modell,
which is to bee debated by the feild officers of the army. E. R.

May 7.—This day, after the inclosed Declaration ! came out,
my Lord Lambert and the feild officers of the army went to the
Painted Chamber, where wee found betweene 50 and 60 Members
of the old Parliament,? and attended the old Speaker and them to
the Parliament House, where they being satt awhile resolved
1o draw uppe a Declaration, and chose their officers, and retired
into the Speaker’s Chamber, where they had a dinner brought
to them, intending afterwards to spend the rest of the day in
preparing their worke for the next weeke. There is a very good
understanding betweene these Parliament men and the army, they

! ¢ The Declaration of the Officers of the Army of May 6, 1659." Old Perlia-
mentary History, xxi. 367 ; Baker, p. 661, )

? ¢« Their numbers were 50, about 80 more are capable of sitting,’ says a news-
letter dated May 10. For a list see the Old Parliamentary History, xxi. 372,
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siming both att one and the same thinges, and those that are
freinds to the Good old Cause are generally satisfied both in citty
and country that the late Parliament was dissolved, and the old
Parliament restored to sitt againe. Divers Members of the Longe
Parliament that are out of Towne are sent for, and will bee heere
speedily, soe that heere is great hopes of a good settlement both
for religious and civill liberties, and [to see] trading revived againe
which is exceedingly decayed. T. F.

The Committee of Safety to General Monck®

My Lord,

Wee being appointed a Committes for Safety by aucthority
of Parliament,? bave thought fitt to signifie the same to you, and
to send you the inclosed Declaration, wherby you will perceive
the Parliament’s intentions to apply themselves to the discharge
of their trust for the settlement of these nations, and although wee
doe nott doubt of your care and vigilance in the management
of affaires there, soe as may bee for the peace, security, and advan-
tage of the Commonwealth, yett wee held itt our duty to the
Parliament to recommend the same unto you, who may bee well
assured as of our care for the supply of the affaires there under
your command, soe of all due respecte unto your self, remayning

Your very loving freinds,

CHARLES FLEETWOOD.

LAMBERT.
H. VaxE.
Wallingford House, Jo: JOxEs.
10 May 1659. RicHARD SALWEY.

For the right Honorable
the Lord Generall Monck.

' Also in Clarke MSS. 1i. 676.
7 The Committee of Safety was appointed May 7, 1659,

xxxi. f. 100.
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General Monck to the Committee of Safety !

Right Honorable,

I am bound to acknowledge with great thankfulnesse the
respectes you have bin pleased to vouchsafe mee soe largely
manifested in your late lettre : and as I doe exceedingly rejoice
that the management of soe weighty an affaire as the safety of
the 8 nations is committed to persons of soe eminent worth and
integrity, soe itt shall bee my greatest care and vigilancie to give
you all due satisfaccion in the faithfull and diligent discharge
of my trust heere. Blessed bee God, the army heere is very
unanimous, and in as good a temper as I have knowne them, as
their late application both to the Parliament and the Councill
of officers att London doth, I hope, sufficiently manifest, and I trust
alsoe the inhabitants of this nation will bee kept in good order,
though I have already received intelligence that some emissaries of
Charles Stuart’s are arrived among them. I shall nott bee negligent
to my duty to my country in this day of itt’s greatest concernement.
And I hope the forces heere, together with all the rest committed
to your care, will reape great advantage by the seasonable pro-
vision you shall make for their supply, wherby they may bee
incouraged in their duty, and the publique interest secured, and
that this interest may prosper under your faithfull conduct shall
bee the prayer of

Your very humble servant,
Dalkeith, G, M2
17 May 1659.
For the right Honorable the Committee
for Safety.

! Also in Clarke MSS. 1i. 68a.

z The army under Monck’s command had already signified its adherence to
the new Government by two addresses. One, which is directed to the Speaker, is
to be found in the Old Parliamentary History (xxi. 414), in Whitelocke's
Memorials (iv. 346), and mn the Public Intelligencer for May 16-23. It was
read in Parliament on May 18, and gave great satisfaction (Commons Journals,
vi, 658). The other, which was directed to Fleetwood and the General Council
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Cornet Monck to General Monck

Sir William Bury, Doctor dones, and Colonel Lawrence are xxxi. f.182b.
going for England with some proposalls from my Lord Lieutenant
and Councill. H. M!

Dublin,
29 May 1659.

Reasons for not taking the Oath

May 30, 1659.
Tho. St. Nicholas, (lerk.  xxxi. f. 188,
My Lord President,

Seing I am call’d on by the Councill to give my oath as a
Councellour that in this place and station whereunto I am called

of the Army, is printed in Thurloe (vii. 669). According to Phillips, Monck at
first thought of resistance; but when he convened some of his officers at Edin-
burgh to ‘sound their temper, he perceived they had been wrought upon; and
therefore he judged 1t most prudent to seem to appiove of what had been done.
And to that purpose he writ a letter, signed by himself and his oflicers, to the
officers in London, which gave them asgurance of hus adherence to them (but if
Richard had not dissolved his Parhament, Monck bad then marched into England
in favour of it).’ (Baker, p. 662.) According to Bordeaux, Monck in his first
answer ‘had demanded to be {old what the good old cause was, before he
explained his intentions; but he has since sent a declaration by express that he
would not desert the interest of the army.’ (Guizot, Rewchard Cromuwell, i, 381.)
Monck’s earlier letters on the subject are missing.

' Cornet Henry Monck to his relative the General. According to Phillips,
Henry Cromwell at first thought of resistance to the combination which had over-
thrown his brother, and endeavoured to come to an understanding with Monck.
* He despatched Cornet Monck to Scotland to General Monck (who came thither
not till 15 days after the alteration of Government) to inform himself how he and
his army stood affected to it, who returned no other answer than a copy of the
letters the officers of his army had obliged him to send to Parliament.” (Baker,
p. 670.) Richard neglected to keep his brother informed; on April 26 he knew
nothing of the dissolution of the Parliament (Thurloe, vii. 665). It seems that he
was first officially informed of the late revolution by a letter from Lambert and
other officers dated May 10. His answer is missing, but its general sense may be
gathered from the letters to Richard Cromwell and Fleetwood on May 23 and 24
relative to the mission of the three persons mentioned above (1brd. vii. 674).
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by the Parliament,! I shall through the grace of God endeavour to
mainteyne the Commonwealth as it is now declared by Parliament,
and bee faithfull to the trust committed to mee, I desire to knowe
if I bee any of those with whome others of the Councill are dis-
satesfyed, for in that case I would rather withdrawe, for it was not
a place I did either desire, intend, seeke nor expect; and being
satisfied in that I desire next to knowe the meaning of the oath,
and I shall ingeniously tell you my apprehensions annent it. I
doe conceive that government is the ordinance of God, and that hee
hath left all formes of it as lawfull and free unto the people their
choyce of auy particular forme, which he calls s7ioes avbpwmrov?
ordinance of man, and bids us submitt to every ordinance of man ;
and whether formes of goverment be imposed by a strong hand
of Providence or be chosen by the people and their rulers or
presentatives, as Hushai said, I have freedome to live and act
under them, and for the publique interest, till they continue such
as are subservient to or consistent with the maine ends of gover-
ment ; and when either that some divine hand of providence or
the people’s choice makes a change, tho’ I have not hitherto had
freedome to have a hand and to act in the fieri of a change,
yet I have freedome to act and serve the same publique interest
of God and his people in the facto esse, or under the new forme
after the chainge, and if I had not that freedome I would not have
come hither but sent my excuse.

Next, I wish the oath were spared, or at least explained, because
1 feare the prejudice and the preparative of it, seing sundry godly
men scruple at promissarie oathes in reference to civill goverment,
and are troubled with the multitude of bygone oatbes of that kynd,
and thinkes they see no precept or example in the word of such as
these untill the time of Israel’s captivity, though there be mencion
of a covenant or agreement between the King and the people; and

! Johnston of Warriston was elected by the Parliament a Member of the
Couneil of State, May 16, 1659. This speech is probably by him.
2 1 Peter, ii. 13.
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experience hath taught us that it is the best men that scruples,
and the worst men that swallowes them downe, and that there
is more reall security to the State in the principles and interests
of good men then in all the ingagements and oathes of others.
And if this preparative should descend in refference to all other
imployments and trusts, it will close a doore upon many good men
and open a doore wide to many bad, as in 1652 the Tender required
of men in Scotland did. And that it will seeme incongruous to
presse strictly engagements or oathes to the mainteynance of any
civill forme which God hath left lawfull, indifferent, and free to his
people in such a time as this is, wherein because of different judg-
ments in matters of religion, there is such a lattitude of freedome
from being constrayned or restrained unto any divine formes.
And further, becanse some hath a scruple that the fettering any
forme of government, and bynding it on the earth with such iron
bands, is a lymitting and provoking of the most High to exercise
his absolute dominion in putting up and casting downe, and giveing
the kingdomes of the earth to whome hee will. Like as some
scruples all such oathes, because any forme of government is but a
subordinate meane unto the ends of government, and soe is quallified
according to one subservencie unto the ends thereof and is mutable
when it is inconsistent or destructive thereunto, or when the over-
powering hand of our Soveraigne Lord changes the same at his
arbitrament, and soe the obligacion to mainteyne any forme should
be thus subordinat, quallified, and condicioned, secundum materiam
subjectam et naturam rei juratee. And that in these nations most
part of their oathes use to have the first part thereof in referrence
to religion which quallified the other clauses. And some of them
did expresse their mainteynance of one goverment to be quallified
with this, ‘in the defence and preservacion of religion.” And seing
government is not a bare notion in abstract, but hath its efficacie
and requires its mainteynance in concretum with the Governours,
who may pervert the forme to the effects contrary to the ends of
government, and that this goverment is said to be such for the
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preservacion of the good old Cause (the essentialls whereof I thinke
to consist in the being for God and godlynesse and godly men
according to the word, and in being against Satan and wickednesse
and wicked men according to the word, tho’ it gits various and
particular shapes and denominacions from the parties engaged for
or against it, or from the helpes or hinderances of it) soe they
thinke all obligacion to mainteyne this government should be with
subordinacion to this good old Cause, and with this condicion and
quallificacion, to endure till the government is not destructive
to the ends thereof, and it is not changed either by God’s strong
hand on the people and the rulers also.

And that any absolute oath to mainteyne any forme of govern-
ment in another sence is to turne what is subordinate to be
the maine, and what is the meane to be the end, what is con-
dicionall to be absolute, and what is mutable to be immutable, and
50 to change the nature of things, whereas wee should be absolute
for God, and but condicionall under him for any, in soe farr as they
are for God, and under him, and not against him, and soe in all
relacions, to marry in the Lord, to obey parents in the Lord, to
mainteyne Governors in the Lord—now which of these two is
the sence of this your oath I desire to knowe, and whether you
take it in an absolute or a quallified sence, for I have freedome to
take it in the one sence, and not in the other. And I request you
not to make any person’s respect or affection to this or that forme
of government, wherein good men may have different judgments,
but their respect and affection to the maine cause of being for
God, godlynesse, and good men, the characteristick marke of those
you will intrust and imploy ; and remember your security lyes more
in the quallificacions of persons then in formes, and that the-way
of the ruine of the Cause by unquallified instruments shewes what
must be the way of your remedy under God. Contraria contrariis.
And godlynesse hes such a heed of purging in itt that ungodly
men thinkes their standing depend upon the suppressing of it.
And wee finde the counsells of the flesh and spirit with in our
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bosome cannot agree, as little will the spirit in the one and the
flesh in the other agree, being in counsells without us; wee would
be sure of them we would trust our life to, much more would we
be sure of these wee should trust God’s cause unto. Pardon my
troubling you thus long; I doe it for cleering others and myselfe,
seing I conceive from the practises of this! nation in these many
late changes, that youn doe not intend to obleige your selfe to
mainteyne this forme or any other longer then it is consistent
with the Cause, and continued by the legislative power of the
nation, and by the hand of God’s sovereigne dominion and
providence, in which sence I am willing to take it, in submission
to every ordinance of man, and subjeccion to every ordinance of
God, and in subservience to the true good old Cause before
expressed, and in refference to the present station and place where-
unto I am called by the Parliament.

And soe after the President and the Counsell did declare it,
that they tocke in the same sence and required it in noe other
sence from mee, and told sundrie changes of goverment made by
God’s overruling hand recorded in Scripture, then I did take it.

- The Council of State to General Monck
ir,

The Councell haveing received information from severall hands,
that divers dangerous persons of Charles Stuart’s party are con-
triveing to rayse mew warres within this Commonwealth, and to
that end have of late bought great quantities of armes, and dis-
posed them into such hands as may best serve those ends, and
baveing had the same under consideration, it is held fit to put the
forces of this Commonwealth into such a posture as may hest
oppose all designes of that kind, and in prosecution thereof have
appointed the Lord Ileetwood to order one regiment of foot to
march into the north parts of England with all possible speed,?

! Seems to show that the author was not an Englishman.
* Monck sent Ashfield’s regiment of foot into England in reply.

1i. {. 68b.
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wherewith wee thought fit to acquaint you, and likewise to desire
you to use all possible care to watch the carriage and motions of
Malignants in Scotland, concludeing that at this juncture a corre-
spondence is had betwixt them for effecting their designes. The
Lord Fleetwood has acquainted us with the present good posture
of the forces in Scotland, and likewise of their satisfaccion in the
late dispensation of providence in reference to the Parliament’s
returne to the discharge of their trust, in which wee cannot but
take notice of your and their good affections, and shall assure you
that all possible care shall be taken for the supply of your present

necessities.
Signed in the name and by order of the

Councell of State appointed by authority of Parliament,

JAaMES HARRINGTON, President.
Whitehall,
May 1659.

For his Excellencie Generall George Monck, Commander-in-Cheife
of the forces in Scotland.

General Monck to the Speaker!

Right Honorable,

Understanding the Parliament are now setling the officers in
England, Scotland, and Ireland, I make bold to offer this my
humble request to the Honorable House of Parliament (which I
shall intreate you to acquaint the House withall), that they will
bee pleased nott to alter any of the officers heere, being they were
soe free and forward for the returning of this Parliament to their
former station, and for the setling of the governement of this
Commonwealth without a single person or House of Lords. I doe
nott know one commission officer of these forces butt was very
free to itt, and I am soe confident of their faithfulnesse to the pre-
sent governement that 1 shall engage for their fidelity to itt
against all opposers ; butt in case the House shall nott thinke fitt
to grant my request for all the regimentes heere, I shall make itt

! From Tanner MS. L. 72, inserted to complete the correspondence.
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my earnest desire that for my owne two regimentes and Col.
Talbott’s, being the regimentes that have layne neerest mee, and
the officers more particulerly knowne to mee then the rest, that
there may bee noe change in these three regimentes, which favour
if the Honorable House please to grant mee they shall ever oblige
mee to bee their faithfull servant whilest I live: soe desiring the
Almighty God to direct you in all your councills, and to bee with
you in all your undertakings, which shall bee the daily prayer of
him who is,
Right Honorable,
Your Honour’s most humble and faithfull servant,

GEORGE MONCK.
[Dallkeith 2° June,
1659.

Read June 9, 1659.

Newsletters

June 9.—Yesterday Colonel Hacker’s regiment accepted of the
Commissions from the Parliament.! In the evening of Tuesday
severall, att a Councell of feild officers att Majour-Generall Dis-
browe’s house, declared their dissatisfactions in receiving commis-
sions from them, so as many feares and jealousies arose theirupon ;
and the rather because the Lord Fleetwood went not yesterday to
the House to receive his commission, though sent for by them to
that purpose, his Lordshipp desireing to be excused in that it was
a day sett a part by himselfe and others to seeke the Lord. But,
to cleare up all, his Lordshipp went this day to the Parliament, and
accepted of his commission from them, so did Lieutenant-Generall
Ludlow, and most of his officers, and it’s hop’t the rest of the
officers will doe so likwise. Vice-Admirall Lawson yesterday re-
ceived his commission from the House also, and some Captains of

! Bee Ludlow, Memoirs, ii. 90. The form of the commission given to colonels
is printed in Commons’ Journals, vii. 674.

VOL. 1V. C

xxxt. {. 140b.






