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Chapter 1
Introduction

ENGLAND revolted against absolute monarchy a cgnand a
half earlier than did France, under conditions \&isgimilar from
those that marked the epoch of the great Frenchol&ewn.
Nevertheless, important resemblances may be ddtéetveen
the nature and the course of the two rebellions.

At the time of the Revolution England was on theolghmore than
one hundred years behind France in general developrand her
social organization differed in essential pointsrirthat of France
in 1789. Yet these differences were not all of shene kind, as
they did not in all cases indicate backward sodmlelopment.
Only a remnant of the old feudal nobility was leftEngland; the
title-deeds of most of the landed aristocrats wereecent date,
and the majority of the estates were already bemagaged on
commercial principles. There was a numerous freasary,

whilst the middle class already represented a densble

economic force. In the latter class guild elemewesre still

strongly represented. Its ways of living were sommatwvcoarse,
and its mental outlook was narrow, at least whempared with

that of Court circles. But intellectual limitatios by no means an
impediment to vigorous action. A single-track miisdoften the

secret of political success. Lastly, the middlesslaand the
bourgeois landowners in seventeenth-century Englavete

confronted with a monarchy that fell far short b tbrilliant

absolutism of the Bourbons under Louis XIV.

Despite the differing social and political condits of the two
countries at the outbreak of their respective navmhs, and
despite the different starting-points of these hatvons, a parallel
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can be traced both in the formal course which the&sumed and
the historical results which they achieved. ThelishdgRrevolution,
as it advanced, resembled the great French Rewoluin
outstripping the aims that were proclaimed at dsmmencement.
During its course the various parties, and theediifit social
classes behind them, came to the front, one aftethar, and
played a leading part in the direction of eventsl after a period
of military dictatorship the English Revolutionkd the French,
came to a temporary conclusion in a restorationichivhagain
resembling the French, proved unable to restoredhditions that
existed before the outbreak. Moreover, its lassph@onsisted in a
weak repetition of the rebellion, viz., the Whig vekition of
1688, which restored the initial political objecisthe first revolt.
Its Girondists were the Presbyterians; its Jacobints Mountain
were the Independents; its Hebertists and Babeuwstre the
Levellers, whilst Cromwell was a combination of Repierre and
Bonaparte, and John Lilburne the Leveller was Marat Hébert
rolled into one.

It goes without saying that these comparisons afg partially
valid. The Levellers, for example, may be compavath the
Hébertists only in so far as they constituted tlaetyp which,
without ever itself being dominant, represented riast extreme
element of the revolutionary movement. It was catlythe height
of its power that the Leveller movement producedeauinely
communistic offshoot in the sect or group of “tiLevellers”. This
sect not only made an experiment in communisti¢-tsdp of
remarkable originality, but left behind it a notetity sketch of
communistic reconstruction which seems to have pestahe
notice of historians of the English Revolution.réligious matters
the majority of Levellers did not differ greatlyomn the mass of
the Independents. Like the latter, they belongedht Puritan
school, but a minority of their leaders undoubtedipfessed a
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rationalistic deism, if not definite atheism. Ifethpersonality
around whom the Leveller movement grouped itsel wmarespect
of erudition and literary power considerably infgrto Marat, yet
“freeborn John” — as John Lilburne often calls hethsn his

pamphlets — may well be regarded in his strong deatic

instincts, his courage, and his championship obgibn interests
as a prototype of the People’s Friend. As toRbee Duchesne
Lilburne’s pamphlets never bore the excessivelgaulkcharacter
of Hébert's outbursts.

Middle-class historians, however, have been in Kabit of
treating Lilburne not a whit better than they teshthe editor of
thePére DuchesneTo Carlyle he was nothing but a noisy
mischief-maker, and even William Godwin, in kstory of the
English Commonwealths frequently unjust to Lilburne.

Nevertheless, Godwin devotes so much attentiomdaoattivities
of Lilburne and the Levellers that their effect thie course of the
political struggle up to the inauguration of the n@oonwealth
may be gathered from his pages. And since Godwiims
historical investigation has been constantly bnggio light fresh
material for this chapter of the Revolution.

Outstanding works dealing with this period are the S.R.
Gardiner'sHistory of the Great Civii Waand C.P.
Gooch’sDemocratic Ideas in the Seventeenth Cent&ipce the
first German edition of the present book appeavrd Berens has
published his study dfhe Digger Movement
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Chapter 11
England up to the Middle of the

Seventeenth Century

I. Economic and Social Development

IN the seventeenth century England was still tey Varge extent
an agricultural country. About the middle of thentey its

population amounted to some 5,000,000, of whicleadt three-
fourths lived on the country-side. With the exceptof London,
already grown very large, none of its towns wasessively
populous. Towards the end of the century Gregongkastimated
that a total population of 5% millions was disttidéd in the
following manner:

Inhabitants
London 530,000
Large and small towns 870,000
Villages and hamlets 4,110,000

Total 5,500,000

A similar proportion between London and the resthef kingdom
is given in Willlam Petty'E€ssays on Political Arithmetic
published in 1687. Petty reckons the populatioharfdon and its
suburbs at 690,000; that of the whole of England ¥rales at
7,000,000. According to him, London had some halken

inhabitants about the middle of the seventeentkucgnand, as he
knew London during the revolutionary period, hisk@ning is
probably not very far out. Next to London, Pettikes Bristol as
the “British emporium”, and gives its population 48,000. In
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fact, Bristol in the seventeenth century was anoirtgnt staple
town. It drove a flourishing trade with Spain andrtegal, and
was the centre of the woollen manufacture in thathsavest of
England. Norwich, the centre of the woollen mantufees in the
Eastern Counties, was Bristol's rival. These wére three most
populous towns in England at that time.

Industry was on the whole in a somewhat backwaade stin

nearly all branches it had lagged behind that ef @ontinent.
Well into the sixteenth century England producesl fihest wool,

but for long was content to work up the coarseesyperself. The
combing of the finer sorts was done abroad, eslheaiaFlanders.

The situation did not change until crowds of Fldmigeavers
were driven to England by the consequences ofdligious wars
in the Netherlands. A result of this immigrationtie second half
of the sixteenth century was the rise of the Ehgh®ol-weaving

trade, which at first flourished chiefly in Norfolend certain
neighbouring counties and later extended to thet,wesere we
find it had assumed considerable dimensions apénie®d we are
investigating.

It was not until the seventeenth century that theenal wealth of
England, with the exception of tin, began to bel@xgd to any
considerable extent, although it did not play apartant part in
economic life at the period we are discussing. Vhlee of coal
for iron furnaces was beginning to be appreciabed,scores of
years were to elapse before England became indeptnd the
Continent as a source of supply for iron. Accordinhg
Macpherson [1], in 1720 England imported two-thiod$ier crude
iron from abroad.

According to Gregory King, there were living in Eagd in 1688:
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Persons
From agriculture 4,265,000
From trades and industries 240,000

From commerce 246,000

In this calculation domestic industry (producticor thousehold
needs), still very important at that time, is raken into account.
Nor is there any indication of the many cases imctviindustrial
and agricultural work was still carried on by trem®e people. It
does not, therefore, give a reliable picture ofdpiagion, although
it reveals to how small an extent industry, evethatend of the
seventeenth century, had broken away from its aléne
connection with domestic and agricultural work.

The population living by agriculture was subdivideto the
classes of the great nobles, the landed gentrysriadl peasants,
the agricultural day labourers, and the great magmupers. The
great nobility, even when of feudal origin, hadeally got rid of
most of their feudal obligations, and managed tlesitates as
seemed good to them. Part they placed under steveard part
they farmed out. The landed gentry consisted of shwller
landowners, the descendants of the purchaserssofanfiscated
feudal and monastic properties, farmers who hadgnach, and
others. The numerous small peasants were parthdiders, who
were exposed to injury through the constant filghof common
lands by the great, and copyholders, tenants §tetdl., who bore
the brunt of the pressure exercised on farmerségdy landlords.
“The rents of the seventeenth century, small ag #ee=m to us,
began with competition rents, which rapidly slitbifiamine rents,
by which | understand rents which leave the cultivea bare
maintenance, without the means of either improwngsaving”,
writes Thorold Rogers. “There was, however”, hesadah some
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parts of England, notably in the Eastern Countreshe west and
north, a by-industry of sufficient importance asriake the tenant-
farmer comparatively indifferent to accretions eft.” [2]

This by-industry would be the wool and linen inaystvhich was
carried on in most of the cottages of whole digridBut in
Yorkshire and Lancashire the woollen industry wast 180
important in the seventeenth century as it was ast EAnglia,
where we should look for a class of small farmen®ygng some
degree of independence.

It may appear surprising that in seventeenth-cgritmgland there
should have been such a host of small peasantsmalil tenants
at will, in spite of the working of the land by ctghstic farmers,

which began at the end of the fifteenth and in@daduring the
sixteenth century, and in spite of the exproprmatad peasants
involved in converting arable into pasture land. t Bihe

agricultural revolution did not pursue an unbrolked unimpeded
course. Under Henry VII and his successors variaus were

passed designed to maintain a considerable pegsantt while

those laws were frequently a dead-letter when tudyded with

the land-hunger of the great nobles, they did prglthe process
here and there. But there is another importantusistance,
mentioned by Karl Marx, which may be regarded as c¢hief

cause of the phenomenon. “England”, writes Marg dti one time
chiefly a cultivator of corn, at another chieflybeeeder of cattle,
in alternate periods, and with these the extentpehsant
cultivation fluctuates.” [3] Thus during the relagis wars in the
Netherlands England ceased to sell her wool tharel the

breeding of sheep stopped. On the other hand, ngas a by-
industry spread over the country, and, as showrmelaverted the
ruin of the small farmers by the rent-raising lamds.
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The agricultural labourers lived under the ban loé famous
Statute of Labourers of Elizabeth, the threefolah aif which is

thus described by Thorold Rogers: “(1) to break e

combinations of labourers; (2) to supply the adésumaachinery
of control; and (3) by limiting the right of apptereship, to make
the peasant labourer the residuum of all otherdgbar, in other
words, to forcibly increase the supply.” [4]

As is well known, the Statute of Labourers presmila seven
years’ apprenticeship to any branch of industryd, afurther,
merchants and masters in certain trades could talg as
apprentices the sons of freeholders of landed pip@é a fixed
value. The wages of agricultural labourers and rjeymen in
different trades were fixed by the Justices ofRlkeace at Easter of
each year, and Thorold Rogers testifies that, ite g threats of
punishment, the wages actually paid were alwaysdnighan
those fixed by the justices. On the other hand, W.Alewins, in
hisEnglish Trade and Finance, Chiefly in the Severiteen
Century adduces certain facts (pp.82-159) pointing to the
conclusion that, upon the whole, “the justices’ amgvere paid”.
W. Cunningham, in his worlk,he Growth of English Industry and
Commercemaintains, in opposition to Rogers, that in tingetof
James | the Statute was so altered that only tyengaf less
wages than those fixed by the Justices of the Peasemade
penal, and not the paying of higher wages. If ke, effect on
wages would scarcely have been unfavourable, saddhe law
was observed at all. It is true that the Statutkadfourers of 1604
only refers to penalties for those who pay lowegagsthan are
fixed. But the preamble to the law gives no indmatthat this
new wording was intended to express a new principhee sole
aim of the Act is declared to be the extension he# taw of
Elizabeth to the clothmakers and others and thexadibn of the
rules of procedure in the fixing of wages.
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According to Cunningham, the wage of the agricaltiabourer of
the time we are now considering was 6d. a day imnser and 4d.
in winter, in addition to three meals, includingtten, milk,

cheese, and eggs or bacon. Having regard to diffesein the
purchasing power of money and the general stanofalife, the

agricultural labourer was probably better off thag posterity of
three hundred years later.

Another fact mentioned by Thorold Rogers, of spaairest for
our subject, is that during the period of the Comwealth, the
legally fixed wages were higher than they were unte
monarchy that preceded or the monarchy that fokbwiee
republic. In 1651 they were only 4%.d. below the asm@ctually
paid; in 1655 only 2¥4d.; but no sooner is the momarestored
than the justices are up to their old tricks agaid fix the wages
at 3s. less than those actually paid. “The Puritaase perhaps
stern men, but they had some sense of duty. Thal@es/ were
perhaps polished, but appear to have had no vexgept what
they called loyalty. | think if | had been an agitaral labourer in
the seventeenth century | should have preferred the
Puritan.” [5] So long as the republic lasted, theeseof the English
people of all grades rose from the degradationwith they had
sunk under the Tudors.” [6] That the justices weatgddenly
affected by the sense of duty of the Puritans, biciv Rogers
speaks, may be ascribed to the greater influenaoghvihe struggle
between King and Parliament had given to the workiasses.

The general conditions of agricultural life prewsht the
development of a sharp class antagonism betweenstiiel
peasant and the agricultural labourer. These dasssembled
each other too closely in ways of life and laboifirnfe except
those agricultural labourers who had been reduced t
“vagabonds”) for any serious conflicts to arise. r@al class
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antagonism, in some phases sharply accentuateste@xonly
between small peasants, small farmers, and thecudimiial
labourers joining them, on the one hand, and tlkeatgandlords,
particularly as the latter were mostly of recengior, on the other
hand.

The same considerations apply to handicrafts imtand country.
The wages question being so completely settled dyall
determination, there was scope only for minor il

adjustments. While conflict was not entirely abset employee
thought for a moment of questioning the right oiseence of the
master as an established class or felt any sdldavith the

employees of another trade. Moreover, owing to theg

apprenticeship to the chief industries, the nunddgourneymen
was very limited, a point to which we shall retlater.

A stronger antagonism, however, existed betweenleesrof the
handicraft industries, now developing into stapiduistries and
manufactures, and the merchants who dealt in fireduce. As
early as 1555 the weavers complained that “the ainth wealthy
clothiers do many ways oppress them” by puttingppnanticed
men to work on their own looms, by letting out lc®on hire, and
“some also by giving much less wages and hire Herweaving
and workmanship of clothes than in times past thidy. Thus the
preamble of the “Act touching weavers” passed utigeiCatholic
Mary, a law which, admitting the justice of the qaaint just
quoted, limits the number of looms to be owned bg person to
two in the towns and one in the country, and fatifte hiring of
looms. This law seems to have operated as a drag tipe
development of manufacture, but eventually so@atds proved
too strong, and the vexatious law was in every eagded, as is
proved by the frequent and increasing complaintthef masters
against the merchants. What we have to remember, thi®
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purposes of our investigation, is that a sharpgamesm existed
between the weavers and the merchants. And sidiilargencies
existed in other trades in which merchants had rpoted
themselves between producers and consumers. Gretdity was
further evoked by the monopolies which governmewisen in
financial difficulties, sold or farmed out to theershant trading
companies. This last point brings us to the pdliticonditions
which existed at the beginning of the reign of Gdst.

2. Political and Religious Conditions. Ket’s
Insurrection

Parliament in the time of Henry VII, and still mone that of
Henry VI, had become a tool in the hands of thengK
Benevolences and duties belonging to feudal timesevexacted
on an immense scale; loans made to the King wexie agpd again
declared forfeit; decrees of the King had the foo€daws; new
crimes of high treason were created, and a sp&mnalrt was
constituted for troublesome State criminals (ther &hamber), to
which was added, in the reign of Elizabeth, an pttoeal Court,
declared permanent in 1583 (the Court of High Caossin),
intended to deal with persons who denied the supcgnof the
monarch for the time being over ecclesiastical ifaThis
proclamation of the supremacy of the King over @taurch was
the culminating point of Henry VIII's “Reformation’lts objects
were: (1) to put an end to the interference ofRpe in English
affairs; (2) and, which is of far greater importanas the Pope’s
influence in England had generally been very snaltonvert the
clergy into a tool of monarchical absolutism. Ar®) @fter the
declaration of the supremacy came the dissolutidnthe
monasteries and the confiscation of their enornveesith, which
the spendthrift King made haste to squander. Thesinods of
reformation, it will be apprehended, did not meeithwthe
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enthusiastic approval even of those who, otherwisee hostile to
the Romish Church, especially as Henry retainedt nebsthe

dogmas and rites of that Church. Catholics andesmBeformers
alike were dissatisfied. There were frequent rayait which the
country population took an active part, and whiclerev
successfully suppressed under Henry VIII and his Balward VI,

but when the latter died in 1553 a victorious rkbeloverthrew
the Reformation leaders and established the Catidry on the
throne.

The revolt which has a special interest for us oeclin the reign
of Edward VI, who succeeded his father in 1547 whikt a

minor, and whose Government was at first carriethyhis uncle,

the Duke of Somerset, the Protector. In June 1bd9easants of
Devonshire rebelled and demanded the restoratidheofincient
faith. They forced the priests to read the Mass atin, and

besieged Exeter for a week. The revolt was therlegudy an

army, composed mainly of mercenaries, led by LonkdselIl.

While this insurrection was of a religious charactbe revolt of

the agricultural population of Norfolk, under Robé&et, which

followed in the same month, wore a distinct paditiand social
character, and was directed against the feudaberay.

Ket's rebellion was not an isolated phenomenon. r&heas

universal unrest among the agricultural populatang the flames
burst forth now in one place and now in anotheready as 1537
there was a popular revolt in Yorkshire on behélthe Catholic
faith (The Pilgrimage of Grace), whilst in Walsirggh (Norfolk)

an insurrection against the “gentlemen” was preneftu
discovered and its leaders executed. A woman, ligthaWood of
Aylsham (Norfolk), was reported to the Council dat® to have
said: “It was pitie that these Walsingham men wiasaVered, for
we shall never have good worlde till we fall togithoy the earys:
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And with clubbes and clowted sh
Shall the dede be done,

for we had never good world since this Kynge rayhed

She is, says the report, a stiff-necked “ongraciowmman. Much
stronger and more ominous sound the words repoftede John
Walker from Griston: “If three or four good fellowsold ryde in
the night with every man a belle, and cry in eviemwyn that they
pass through: To Swaffham, to Swaffham! by the nmgrrther
would be ten thousand assemblyd at the lest; agnl dme bold
fellowe to stand forth and sey: Syres, now we e lassemblyd,
you now how all the gentylmen in names be gonéhfahd you
now how little favour they bere to us pore men:uUsttherefore
nowe go home to ther howsys, and ther shall we Ihaveesse,
substance and vytayle. And as many as will nottorms, let us
kyll them, ye, evyn ther chyldren in the cradell&s, yt were a
good thinge if there were so many gentylmen in blérgs they
by whyt bulles.” [7]

The great land thieves ignored these warnings. Takgd upon
Henry’'s Draconian edicts against all kinds of rébe| and
continued expelling peasants, raising rents, acmguimonastic
property at ludicrous prices, and enclosing comntemds or
taking them for grazing lands.

Whatever his faults, Somerset, the guardian of EdW4, seems
to have sympathized with the poorer classes, foonsafter his
assumption of the Protectorate, the harsh lawsagtie Lollards
were repealed and a Bill to prevent the enclosihgand was
introduced in Parliament. Neither House, howeveld support
it, and Somerset’'s initiative was ascribed to mpopularity-
hunting. Later, Somerset was accused of havinggkex the Ket
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insurrection by his clemency towards the countrggbe.
Alexander Nevil, or Nevylle, the classic historiaf the Ket
rebellion, refers to these accusations in his wbhe Commotion
in Norfolk “The Lord Protector had at that time lost himselthe
love of the vulgar, by his severe proceeding agédirs brother;
and in order to regain their love he caused a pmation to be
published in the beginning of May that all persamto had
inclosed any lands that used to be common showylthlm open
again, before a fixed day, on a certain penaltyniorr doing so:
this so much encouraged the commons in many phtteaealm
that (not staying the time limited in the proclaima} they
gathered together in tumultuous manner, pullechetles, flung
down the banks, filled up the ditches, laying altts new enclosed
lands open as they were before.” [8] That the commeople
were troubled about the fate of Somerset’'s amlstibwother,
Seymour, may well be doubted. Somerset had indaehged in
1548 for the appointment of a Commission to exarttiedegality
of all enclosures that had been made since a gia¢®, and to
order the fences to be taken down in cases of @duegality. But
as soon as they heard of the concession, the geiatitrtook the
matter into their own hands, and began to “examitieg
enclosures in their own way. Somerset is said, @y M549, to
have openly declared “he liked well the doingsta people, the
covetousness of the gentlemen gave occasion to ttem
rise”. [9]The authorities made but feeble effoispuut down the
disturbances, while the Commission turned out ta bead-letter.
So in the summer of 1549 the peasants held numeseaet
meetings, at which all kinds of diatribes were naeteagainst the
ruling class. Nevylle imparts a somewhat rhetor@ialto these
speeches, but they probably bore a close resengbtartus report.
Here is a specimen of these speeches: “We canryoioager
endure injuries so great and cruel, nor can we owithbeing
moved by it, behold the insolence of the nobilihdayentry: we
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will sooner betake ourselves to arms, and mix heavel earth in
confusion, than submit to such atrocities. SincéuNahas made
the same provision for us as for them, and hashgingealso a soul
and a body, we should like to know whether thislisve are to
expect at her hands. Look at them and look at axge lve not all
the same form. Are we not all born in the same wWa§f, then,

should their mode of life, why should their lot, Ise vastly

different from ours? We see plainly that matters emme to an
extremity, and extremities we are determined toWs will throw

down hedges, fill up ditches, lay open the commans|, level to
the ground whatever enclosures they have put up,less

shamefully than meanly.” Before this it had beerd sa. they

have sucked the very blood out of our veins, ardntiarrow out
of our bones. The Commons, which were left by auefathers
for the relief of ourselves and families, are takesm us: the
lands which within the remembrance of our fatheesenopen, are
now surrounded with hedges and ditches; and th&auneasare
enclosed, so that no one can go upon them”. [10]

Open insurrection flared out at the beginning dy 1549 Robert
Ket, an able and energetic man, of undoubted hprégiurpose,
aided by his brother William, endeavoured to transfthe rabble
into an army capable of resistance and of attadck.hidld his
Council and his Court of Justice under a great adkich he
named the “Reform Oak”. On Household Hill, near Wich, he
pitched his camp, which soon numbered over tenstodi men,
and grew day by day. He decreed that enclosuresldshue
annulled, issued summonses and made requisitionghéi King’s
name”. Moreover, he drew up a petition to the Gorent
enumerating the complaints and the demands of deasgnts,
which the Mayor of Norwich and his predecessorseweevailed
upon to sign along with Ket.
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These demands are, on the whole, very moderatec@mdin no
communistic tendencies. In addition to the enclpsof the
common land, the abuses singled out for attackherelovecotes
of the great, “those nests of robbers”, a numberfeafdal
exactions, and the raising of farm rents to thenésg level. The
rebels demanded that farm rents should be legatlyaed to the
level at which they stood in the first year of tleegn of Henry
VII. Very notable is the demand thiae priests shall be forbidden
to buy land because it refutes the charge made at the tiatghh
rising had been instigated by the priests.

This charge is supported by the Catholic historlangard, who

contends that the insurrection — like that in Deslore — was
aimed at the restoration of the old Catholic Chuitls true that
the rapacity of the new landlords was unfavourabiynpared with
the comparatively indulgent methods of the monaserbut

otherwise Lollard and Anabaptist teachings were hmuaeore

evident in the insurrection than sympathy with RgpeSir

William Paget, Councillor of State, writes to Sosetron July 7th:
“Look well whether youe have either lawe or religiat home, and
| feare youe shall find neither. The use of the odtgion is

forbydden by a lawe, and the use of the newe yyetgprunted in
the stomackes of the eleven of twelve partes inrda¢m, what
countenance soever men make outwardly to please ithevhom

they see the power restethe.” Paget, one of theé nmatsrious

gorgers of Church property, urged a rapid marchthenrebels,
pointing to the German Peasant War as an examplesééms, on
the whole, to have let religion remain a privatetara He looked
after the clergymen who conducted divine servickigncamp, but
others, besides them, were allowed to preach vdgue of which

Matthew Parker, afterwards Archbishop of Canterburgde use.
In the same way, all kinds of people, foes as a®lfriends of the
rising, were allowed to address the people fronRéform Oak.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 20

The friends included various respectable citizérisarwich, most
of whom certainly turned out to be doubtful or evalse friends
at a later date. This was the case with T. Aldriche of the
signatories to Ket's petition. On the other hande tsmall
handicraftsmen and workers of Norwich were whollynpathetic
to the rising. They frustrated various measuresptdb by the
citizens against the rebels, and rendered ther latiduable
assistance in the collisions that occurred. Submgtythe citizens
excused their temporary compliance with the rebel$he ground
of the compulsion forced on them by the poorersdasof the
town. [11]

We cannot here recount the details of the fightthg, defeat and
overthrow of the first army sent against the rebafsler the Earl
of Northampton. The first herald from the Protectufered,

provided the rebels submitted, an inquiry into toenplaints and
the King's pardon for their offence against thehauty of the

law. Ket sent him back with the declaration thatats the habit of
the King to pardon evildoers, not innocent and teghis people.
The peasants and their leaders had merited no tpuarg. Ket

refused to lay down arms until definite concesswase made, for
he well knew what little reliance was to be plaaad general
promises. But even if Somerset had been willingaiasent to this,
the great men beside and behind him would not jalded, and
clamoured for an energetic suppression of the tewdlich was
effected on August 28th by an army of German mexnces under
John Dudley, Earl of Warwick. At the last momenttiseems to
have shown himself a coward, but he may be forgfeerleeing

when he saw the battle was lost.

As “the people’s judge” Ket had shown a humanitpaekable for
his days. All prisoners and hostages taken by hgse names
are known, returned unharmed. But Ket and his leroWilliam
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were hanged for high treason. On December 7th,tlghafter
Somerset had fallen from power and been cast mtoTower,
Ket, who had been brought from London, where hés lrad taken
place, to Norwich some days earlier, was hangea fite top of
the church tower of that town.

Warwick remained in Norwich a fortnight after thectsive battle
and held a court of justice on the peasants takesorers. But
severe as he was, the landlords clamoured for rlm@dshed.
Their thirst for vengeance demanded more and margms,
“whose entrails were torn from their bodies andnbilnefore their
dying eyes”, until at least Warwick said that ifistrslaughter
continued, none would be left to plough the landd &o this
argument the landlords yielded.

Somerset was beheaded on January 22, 1552. Warwiug,
succeeded him as Lord Protector, and made himseke Dof
Northumberland in the following year, also died the scaffold,
after the Catholic Mary ascended the throne. THeyp@ursued
by her Government clearly showed that what the nwsthe
people wanted was not the reactionary measureseoRbman
Catholic Church. The cruel decrees of her reignrsgall heretics
had the effect of drawing the various Protestaatsseloser to one
another, so that when she died in 1558 the Catlecalise was as
unpopular as it had been popular five years before.

In the reign of Elizabeth (1558-1603) the work ludé Reformation
was resumed and finished off, but not without pkong fresh
rebellions. These were, however, suppressed wigatgeruelty,
and the Catholic resistance was finally broken domring this
time resistance to the new State Church was growm@n the
Protestant side, in the form of the Puritan opjpmsit
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Who were the Puritans particular? The name connaiesnerely
a religious sect, but a complete religious andadeindency. It
was first a collective name for all those for whtita Reformation
or purification of the Church from Romish practiaasd Romish
rules did not go far enough, and who connected with
purification of religion that of the morals of tthedy politic, and
eventually it included a political tendency: reaiste to absolutism
in Church and State. Puritanism was not the movéewfea single
class. It had its adherents among the upper andrlowbility,
among the clergy, the citizens, the handicraft wmsk and the
peasants. As a moral or social movement it accowié¢id the
spirit of a time when, under the pressure of waddnmerce, it
was becoming increasingly difficult to gain a livielod, and when
the habit of saving money was spreading. The niada@omy of
feudal times had been characterized by alternatoaycity and
abundance, but with the rise of money and the draftrade, the
surplus that was not immediately consumed was turiméo
money. To consume more than was necessary, to deuaat
might be converted into money, now appeared asialssn, and
frugality and thrift became social virtues. Chastiasceticism had
been preached by the Lollard priests as a returpritmitive
Christianity, by way of protest against the madulyx of the
decayed Romish aristocracy. The peasants and rextitad
welcomed the vaguely communistic teachings of tlodlakds,
because these teachings reinforced their own hpgolvards the
lords of Church and State. “The Lollard”, writesofbld Rogers,
“was no doubt like the Puritan of two centuriesetatsour,
reserved, opinionative and stiff. But he saved mpa# the more
because he did not care to spend on priest and ,mioak or
pardoner.” [12] Lollardism was never completely prgssed, but
continued to flourish among such classes as therergaf the
Eastern Counties. It must not be imagined thatwkavers and
peasants who gave heed to the gospel preachedeblyotlards
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were in particularly indigent circumstances. Ondbatrary, in the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, Norfolk, whehe tmovement
was strongest, was, as the various lists of taregep one of the
richest counties in England, although its natueaburces were not
very great. Thorold Rogers attributes the frugaliy the
population to the Lollard teachings, but we maylyaassume that
the gospel of thrift met with approval among thdmgcause it
accorded with their economic situation.

It has been said that Lollardism was “the childhood
Puritanism”. The circumstances and methods of tmgligh
Reformation contributed in no small degree to thenegal
acceptance of its ascetic teaching. The elemerttseipopulation
which were not Romish, but which rebelled agairett@lized,
absolute rule in Church and State, were constraiafidr the
suppression of each rising, to seek refuge whallyreligious
introspection, in moral self-discipline, and thekabits were
contracted by members of other classes whose soaralitions
did not otherwise foster asceticism. Calvinism,oadmg to which
every one of the elect was a chosen fighter for,Gsgured of
salvation, found wide acceptance. This gospel, w&tprovision
for Church government by the laity, reinforced tlesistance of
the discontented. Along with it, the Anabaptistgaganda, which
had never been completely extinguished, made hegadweng
the handicraftsmen and labourers. Of all the sted&®eformation
Churches, Calvinism is the one that was most imbay with the
tendencies and needs of the rising citizen clagheftowns and
the middle-class landowners. According to Calvime tChurch
should be linked up with the State, but as the dsment is
strongly represented in the Church, it enforcesritie Church
discipline. The laity then consisted of the condbié classes in
town and country. In Geneva, its home, Calvinism republican
leanings, but in England and Germany monarchicablatism
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was reaping the benefits of the anti-Romish movem&here the
classes in question were strong enough to ressstlaism, it was
natural that they should look to Geneva as the incalemunity

for the true reformation of religion. Thus Calvimsrapidly

became naturalized in the Netherlands, where agsistto the
Spanish rule united the cream of the middle claaselsthe great
nobles. Under somewhat similar conditions it spreéaugh

Bohemia and Hungary. It enrolled under its flag BPretestant
traders and landowners of France. Calvin’s politicaeed

excluded alike princely absolutism and plebeian asacy, but
between these two extremes it offered scope forpcomise.

Hence the most diverse varieties of Calvinism cdiglt together
under one flag, so long as they were animated lmoramon

hostility. Frederick Engels makes some suggestvearks upon
the connection between the Calvinist dogma of m#agtion and
the contemporary situation of the middle classeswtes:

His predestination doctrine was the religious eggian of the fact that in
the commercial world of competition success ormfaildoes not depend
upon a man’'s activity or cleverness, but upon cirsiances

uncontrollable by him. It is not of him that wilkebr of him that runneth,
but of the mercy of unknown superior powers; and thas especially

true at a period of economic revolution, when &l commercial routes

and centres were replaced by new ones, when IndlaAmerica were

opened to the world, and when even the most sam@domic articles of

faith — the value of gold and silver — began taetoand to break down.
Calvin’s Church constitution was thoroughly demdicrand republican;

and where the Kingdom of God was republicanized|ccthe kingdoms

of this world remain subject to monarchs, bishagsg lords? While

German Lutheranism became a willing tool in the dsamf princes,

Calvin founded a republic in Holland, and activ@uiglican parties in

England and, above all, Scotland.

In Calvinism the second great bourgeois upheavahdoits doctrine
ready cut and dried. This upheaval took place igl&r. The middle
class of the towns brought it on, and the yeomahitize country districts
fought it out. Curiously enough, in all of the targreat bourgeois risings,
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the peasantry is just the class that, the victaigeayained, is most surely
ruined by the economic consequences of that victariiundred years
after Cromwell the yeomanry of England had almoiappeared.
Anyhow, had it not been for that yeomanry and farglebeianelement
in the towns, the bourgeoisie would never have fibulge matter out to
the bitter end, and would never have brought Ckdrte the scaffold. In
order to secure even those conquests of the baargéloat were ripe for
gathering at the time, the revolution had to beiedrconsiderably further
— exactly as in 1793 in France and 1848 in Germahis seems, in fact,
to be one of the laws of evolution of bourgeoisestyc [13]

To be sure, during the reign of Elizabeth, Purganand its allied
sects could only proselytize furtively, as her Goweent was too
strong, too effective, and, we may add, too irgeliit to provoke
such a volume of discontent as was needed to theohass of the
population under the banner of Puritanism. Yet,neslaring her

reign, the sect known as “Separatists”, or Brovenistfter the
priest and teacher, Robert Browne, split off frdra main body of
the Calvinists. This sect stood for the completdependence of
every congregation of the godly. Browne, who liied a year

among the Dutch fugitives in Norfolk and stayedHiolland for a

still longer time, was undoubtedly influenced bg #hnabaptists.

Probably Brownism, from the outset, was stronghpued with
democratic political tendencies. In any case, ijegnlered the
religion of the extreme political elements, whoaasecclesiastical
organization called themselves “Independents”. Thame
signified the champions of independence for eaatg@mgation,
and came to denote a political party. The secthéyapreaching
a return to primitive Christianity, the re-estabhsent of the
Kingdom of Christ. His spiritual influence alone svaufficient to
secure harmony and concord among the congregatibrihe
“saints”, and rendered superfluous such coerciyeEdients as the
organized Church discipline of the Calvinists. Thdependents
rejected the order of priesthood and everything #maacked of
prelacy. “The other sect, or faction rather” wedréa the bookA
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Brief Discovery of the False Churchy Henry Barrowe, one of
the founders and martyrs of Independency, publighgdl1590,
and referring to the orthodox Calvinists, “thesefdrmists,
howsoever, for fashions sake, they give the Peapiitle liberty,
to sweeten their mouths, and make them believettiegt should
choose their own ministers; yet even in this prééehchoice do
they cozen and beguile them also; leaving themimgthut the
smoky, windy title of election only; — enjoiningeim to choose
some University clerk; one of these college-birdistheir own
brood; or else, comes a synod in the neck of tlaem,annihilated
the election, whatsoever it be.” [14]

Under James | the disintegrating tendencies in €hand State
were accentuated. Even in his first Parliament nfangtans sat,
and although, in accordance with custom, this &aeint voted
the King tonnage and poundage for life, it refusediscuss any
further grants for the King’s maintenance untidd inquired into
the mandates and elections of its members. KingRartlament
were thenceforward in ceaseless conflict, and witeventuring

to the point of open resistance, Parliament refusedbe

intimidated by the King’'s threats and protested rgetcally

against the violation of its rights. One of the ifasnous of these
protests so angered the King that, in December 1162 1with his

own hand, tore the page on which it was writtenajube journals
of the House of Commons. He then dissolved Paridinasd

imprisoned certain of its members, among whom vadms Pym,

member for Tavistock, who subsequently headeddhbistance to
Charles I. Another member of the opposition in Jemeign was

Thomas Wentworth, member for York County, who aends

became Earl of Stafford and the right-hand man lndr@s 1. He
was destined to die on the scaffold for James’ son.
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James tried in every way to raise money:. by forlmeths, by
traffic in titles and honours, by the sale of mools. The last
Parliament he summoned (when war broke out withr§pahile
granting the money for prosecuting the war, dedlan®nopolies
illegal, and accused James’ Secretary to the Trgaddarl
Middlesex, of bribery. In 1625 James died, and bathed a
troubled kingdom to his successor.

3. The Utopia of Lord Chancellor Bacon

One year after the death of James, his sometimg Cbancellor,
Francis Bacon, Baron Verulam and Viscount St. Afhahso died.
Among his papers was the fragment of a UtopiaNiwe Atlantis
written in Latin. It is interesting to examine thecial ideas of this
cultured philosopher one hundred years after thpeamnce of
More’s Utopia.

The title of the work relates to the mythical Atligrof the ancients
mentioned by Plato ifiimaeus Just as the tradition of a great
continent beyond the Pillars of Hercules almosgssted an early
knowledge of the existence of America, so Bacdiesy
Atlantishas been supposed to hint at the existence of the
Australian Continent.

Bacon’sNew Atlantisdescribes a model community engaged in
scientific and technical pursuits rather than aiadddtopia, and
subsumes the technological speculations of therfose thinker of
his time. The social and moral side of the nareats/tedious and
uninspiring compared with the bold swing of Mor&wpia
“Bensalem”, as the “New Atlantis” is called by itshabitants,
seems to be but little different from seventeerghtgry Europe,
and presents all the social categories of propeptpperty
distinctions, classes, priests, an official hiengtcand a king who
is both wise and absolute. The only touch of oadiin is an order
of learned men devoted mainly to industrial expents. The
institute of thessavants “King Solomon’s House”, is a centre for
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the cultivation of useful knowledge, and one of tathers of the
order, in his enumeration of the directions, areangnts, and
contrivances of the house, sketches the sciettifipia of Bacon.
The name Solomon was a compliment to James |, witetserers
often compared him with the Jewish King.

A family festival attended by the narrator of tHgetv Atlantis”
depicts a family resembling that of Bacon’s timeat bomewhat
idealized and organized on patriarchal lines. Warnlethat in
Bensalem rigid monogamy and the strictest chasteign.
Marriages contracted without parental consent, avht invalid,
entailed partial disinheritance on the childrenl @fl which was
very reassuring to the comfortable classes of ér®@, for whose
edification a corrective is administered to Morehave read in a
book of one of your men, of a feigned commonweaklys a Jew
(religious toleration being the rule in Bensalem)the narrator,
“where the married couple are permitted, beforg ttmntract, to
see one another naked. This they (the inhabitahtfieo ‘New
Atlantis’) dislike; for they think it a scorn to\g a refusal after so
familiar knowledge, but because of many hidden asfen men
and women’s bodies, they have a more civil way.fridnd or
relation of one of the “high contracting partiesaynsee the other
bathe.

In the “New Atlantis” of Bacon, the ardent advocaié the
realistic and inductive method of inquiry, religimays a much
greater, much more obtrusive part than in the Wtopi the
Catholic More.

In one respect only does Bacon’s imagination saad, that is in
the enormous volume of the wealth of the “New Alikih the

abundance of its means of enjoyment. The inmatésedflouse of
Solomon do not pass their days in abstract specnjathey

experiment, calculate, and produce. It is a Utopih emphasis
on the aspect of production, thus chiming in wiik intellectual
tendencies of the clearest thinkers amongst thelmidass of the
period, and presents no essential modificationthé modes of
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production and distribution. The description of 8@obn’s House
begins: “The end of our foundation is the knowledgecauses,
and secret motions of things; and the enlarginthefbounds of
human empire, to the effecting of all things polesib

In an age of discoveries Bacon stands forth ashdrald of an
epoch of the great industrial inventions. Thisndded no small
thing, but it involves a contracting of the soclabrizon, as
individual utility is the immediate concern. Thixpdains the
paucity of ideas in all that relates to social oigation as a whole.
Bacon’s Utopia reveals the progress which modewtustrial

doctrine had already made in his time.

Footnotes

1. Annals of Commerce vol.iii, p.114.

2. Thorold RogersThe Economic Interpretation of History, pp.174,
175.

3. Capital, Vol.i, p.773.

4. 1bid., p.70.

5. Thorold Rogerdpc. cit., p.44.

6. Marx,loc. cit.,, p.773n.

7. RussellKet's Rebellion in Norfolk, p.8.

8. p.1 of the English edition published at Norwiel1750.
9. Froude, vol.v, p.168.

10. RussellLife of Ket, pp.23, 24.

11.Blomefield’s History of Norfolk .

12.Loc. cit., pp.79-80.

13. Frederick Engels ddistoric Materialism Neue Zeit 1892-93, Vol.i,
pp.43, 44.

14. Quoted in Benjamin Hanburyistorical Memorials Relating to the
Independents London 1839, p.47.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 30

Chapter 111
Early Years of Charles I’s
Reign. John Lilburne’s Youth
and First Persecutions

A DETAILED description of the great English Revoant, its

immediate causes, and the vicissitudes through hwiipassed,
does not come within the purview of this book. Novement,

however, can be understood unless it be studiecklation to

contemporary events. It is therefore essentiagkate briefly such
of the events as bear a close relation to the subjethis work.

Moreover, as the Leveller movement was the fourthefextreme
tendencies which manifested themselves during teeoRtion,

and as this movement clustered around the perspradliJohn

Lilburne, a biographical sketch of this remarkabian is clearly
indicated as our first task, the more so as updertain period the
chief phases of the Revolution are reflected iblihe’s personal
activities and fate.

John Lilburne was born at Greenwich in 1615 or 1613 father

being Richard Lilburne, an English gentleman, a imenof that

important class of non-feudal landowners which adge set the
tone of the House of Commons. It is said of hint the was the
last to decide a trial in England by wager of leatdind John may
have inherited his pugnacity from his father. Taenily seat of the
Lilburnes was in Durham, in which place and in Nastte John

spent his youth. Being a younger son [1], John etdiged to earn

a livelihood after leaving school, and in 1630 laee to London

as apprentice to a great City merchant, the liregmel;, Thomas
Hewson.
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The situation was already becoming critical. Cleavias involved
in a quarrel not only with the commons, but alsthwihe majority
of the Lords. Even then the preponderating powstecewith the
Lower House, which represented a much greater ggtgeof
wealth than the House of Peers. According to Huiime,wealth
then represented in the House of Commons was rharethree
times the volume represented in the House of P&éassHouse of
Lords then consisted of 97 lords temporal and 28sl®piritual,
while 90 county members, 4 university members, aner 400
members for towns and boroughs constituted the éloofs
Commons. There are grounds for believing that tmgdhs at that
date were stronger than the High Tories, the moeé€hurchmen,
and the Roman Catholics put together.

In 1628, after two years of unconstitutional leyyiof taxes,
imprisonment of persons refusing to pay them, aontestation of
the King’'s opponents by billeting soldiers on the@®harles,
whose foreign enterprises had come to grief, waliggei to

summon Parliament. This Parliament compelled thegKwho

was in urgent need of money, to assent to the fanRatition of
Right. The terms of this Petition were that no fne@ should be
compelled to pay any gifts, loans, benevolencetax@s whatever
that were not imposed by consent of Parliament; toafreeman
could be arrested or kept in prison against the that soldiers
and sailors were not to be billeted in private lsusinder
compulsion; and that no more despotic tribunalsewsr be

appointed. Not until he had signed the PetitionRajht would

Parliament vote Charles the money for the Spaniahthat was
still dragging on, whereupon Parliament was proeolCharles,
however, interpreted the signature that had betated from him

in quite another light than that in which Parliambad regarded
it. He again proceeded to levy taxes that Parliarhed not voted
and to imprison those who refused to pay them. &t ditracted
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the support of the able and strenuous Wentworthjllufnen one
of the leaders of the opposition, whilst Laud, gaadly energetic
priest, had his ear upon all ecclesiastical questid.aud was
known as a High Churchman, well disposed to thé@liats, and
favouring the Catholic ritual. In Puritan circless lappointment
was regarded as a fresh challenge, and when Paritamet again
in 1629 the quarrel with the King was resumed. Nums
complaints gave voice to the dissatisfaction witte tKing’s
government, and open resistance was offered tdihg's wish
that the House should adjourn, the Speaker, whointesidated
by the King, being compelled to listen to the membe
complaints. The King thereupon dissolved Parlianaet arrested
its nine leading members as rebels by way of examipéspite
their appeal to their privileges as members of iRadnt, the
employment of devious legal expedients secured r thei
condemnation by the judges of the Court of King'snéh to
imprisonment until they submitted and paid a heéimg. The
heaviest penalty was inflicted on the ringleadar,Jshn Eliot,
who was thrown into the Tower. Declining to giveerva formal
submission, he died in 1632 from the effects oshdreatment.

The dissolution of this, Charles’ third, Parliameras followed by
eleven years of absolute rule. Laud, Wentworth, arder

renegades formed the King’'s Ministry, Buckingharvihg fallen

under the knife of the fanatic Felton. lllegal taxeere levied,
illegal monopolies farmed, illegal persecutions edebut, and
illegal confiscations decreed. Wentworth went fitst York,

intending, as President of the Northern Councilmi@ke a clean
sweep — he signed his letters “Thorough” — of thet&ns of the
Northern Counties, who were assuming a threateaitiyde. But
all his measures of repression only just avertecramed rising.
For the time being the Puritans of the North, asewhere,
confined themselves to legal resistance. They deke funds to
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send travelling preachers into the poorer distrithe City of
London being a large contributor to such fundshéligh Laud
had the money so collected confiscated, there doegappear to
have been any waning in the propaganda. The illagpbsts
drove multitudes into the camp of the religious gmalitical
opposition. And other fiscal measures of the Gowent,
justifiable enough in themselves, but regardednfisstibecause of
their illegal origin, had the same effect. This vasticularly the
case with ship money, a tax levied to defray tiegald expenses
of protecting the coasts. At first Charles leviduk ttax on the
maritime counties only, but later, in 1635, contraio all
precedent, he levied it on the inland counties.vigerjudges
pronounced the act legal, because the King couldhalevrong,
and John Hampden, who refused to pay ship money wa
condemned and fined. The majority of people didgwts far as
Hampden, but offered, in their own way, passivestasce, and
the collection of ship money was attended with sanyn
difficulties that the expenses quite swallowedhgpgroceeds.

Intense feeling was aroused when Laud was madeb#stobp of
Canterbury, and thus Primate of the State Chunch683. Laud’s
policy was to assimilate the ritual of the Stateu€h more and
more to that of Rome. It must be remembered that Tthirty

Years War was then raging in Germany, and a Pagésition in
England would have been fatal to the Protestargecétaroughout
Europe. It was therefore to be expected that Lawdésasures
would meet with strenuous resistance. Although res®in the
modern sense of the word existed, the first regnwspapers,
weekly news-sheets, appeared in 1640, so thatetiads of the
Opposition found expression in pamphlets, for thestmpart
printed in Holland. In Holland the Calvinists werecontrol, and
Holland now became the land of freedom for theiglish co-

believers.
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Such was the general situation when John Lilbuntered upon
his apprenticeship. His master was a Puritan ofesoemown.
Even in Newcastle Lilburne had frequented the sp@é“men of
light and leading”, as he expressed it in one &f pamphlets.
During his first years in London he read religicursd historical
books in his spare time, and while yet an apprerntok part in
religious and political agitation. The apprenticasthose days
played no small part in the public life of Londdiistory records a
number of political demonstrations by apprenticegoomidable
aspect. On the other hand, the journeymen or lasuook no
particular part in politics. The apprentices of wnashipful guilds,
being the sons of gentlemen, were not unskilletienuse of arms.

When about twenty years of age, and while stillagprentice,
Lilburne attracted the attention of the authoritmsing to his
activity in distributing prohibited literature thaad been smuggled
into the country from Holland, whither he was obligto flee in
order to avoid arrest. In “free” Holland he was miie, but in
December 1637 he returned to England, thinking hieahad been
forgotten in the meantime. No sooner had he arrthed he was
lured into a trap through the treachery of a sdrvamobably
suborned by one of his friends, the hot-press@rhhrton, himself
already in prison. According to Lilburne’s own staient, the
informer was in custody for the distribution of pioited writings,
and was induced to play the part of spy by the weraf his own
liberty.

Lilburne’s conduct in this his first trial is ty@€ of the way in
which he fought all his cases. He was the ideal fgfarless fighter
for right. He was charged with having caused t@ieted in the
Dutch towns of Rotterdam and Delft various “scandaf

pamphlets and having them smuggled into EnglanterAseveral
weeks of imprisonment, Lilburne was brought beftlie Star
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Chamber, when he disputed the accuracy of thenstais relating
to the various acts of which he was accused angedf point-
blank all further information, contending that heswvnot called
upon to be his own accuser. He was sent back somriTen or
twelve days later he was required to undergo d feammination
before the Court of the Star Chamber, but he wakaken in his
resolution not to be deflected by a hair’'s-breautm his legal
position. He was emphatic in refusing to comply hwithe
formalities which would have implied an admissidrtte legality
of the proceedings of the Star Chamber. Neithgovdrguasion nor
by threats could he be induced to take the presgrdath, which
would have laid on him the obligation to be his osgtuser. He
returned to prison, and five weeks later, on Felyr@a 1638, he
was brought to the bar of the high and mighty Catself, but
with the same result. Neither the threats of theg &aDorset nor
the jeers of Archbishop Laud caused him to recedaeh from
his fundamental position. For three days he wad kepstrict
custody for contempt. On February 12th he was coned,
together with Wharton, who also refused to makestaiement, to
pay a fine of £500 and to be imprisoned in the tFlagil he
submitted to the jurisdiction of the Court. It wlasther ordered,
“to the end that others may be the more deterreh fdaring to
attempt in the like manner”, that Lilbourne should publicly
whipped and, in company with the aged Wharton, gdain the
pillory. On April 18th this punishment was inflictaupon both of
them with the utmost severity. All the way from tRieet Bridge —
now Ludgate Circus — to Westminster the three-tkednghip fell
hissing on the bare back of Lilburne. When his peyts end was
reached he was nearly in a swoon. Neverthelesedatke was
prepared to confess the error of his ways and awtiteast, the
pillory — always attended with some physical torineine had but
one answer to make. He was not afraid for the goangse he
represented to suffer this additional torment. ©pening for his
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head being too low, he was obliged to stand ingiflery with
bent back; but there was no failure in courage, hadthrew
among the crowd three copies of the incriminatdaef$”, whose
author, Dr. Bastwick, had in 1639, in company witle lawyer
Prynne and the clergyman Burton, suffered still eten
punishment. He explained to the people the illégadif the
procedure adopted towards him, and denounced tiadtyciof the
bishops in such eloguent terms that the officersatiendance
found it necessary to gag him. So for a furtherrramd a half he
stood silent, his back on fire, his bare head exgo® the
scorching rays of a noon sun. But when his time wasis first
words were, “I am more than conqueror through Hivat thath
loved me.” As punishment for these defiant wordse Star
Chamber decreed that he should be rigidly confiobdined hand
and foot, in the part of the prison allocated ‘b tlowest and
worst criminals”, and none of his friends was akadimto supply
him with money. All this was literally carried ouEven the
surgeon was only allowed to visit him once, and yneemplaints
and bribes were needed before he was permittdds awn cost,
to replace the tight iron fetters on his hands tewt by looser
gyves. In his cell, dirty and foul-smelling beyomaeasure, he
suffered for a long time such agonies that agaith again he
thought himself at death’s door. At last he wavesedfar as to
make an appeal to the Privy Council for somewhattebe
treatment. But when it was explained that this apgeuld only
be transmitted if he declared his readiness to gulbr at once
withdrew it. So long as it was not proved to hinattihe was
wrong, he answered, on no account would he give aitlyough
he would much rather have gone to hang at Tyburbuon at
Smithfield than suffer the tortures of the prison.

But he had to bear them for more than another tearss His
imprisonment would have lasted even longer butttier political
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revolution in the winter of 1640-41 that broughidration at last
to him and many of his companions in suffering.

It should here be mentioned that the harsh tredtnoénthe

religious sectarians caused the emigration of maegvers from
Norfolk, Suffolk, and Yorkshire. Some of them wettt the

Netherlands, where they were received with opersaumst as one
hundred years earlier England had welcomed thediegi from

Holland, who might have been the grandfathers anehtg
grandfathers of the very men and women now turttieg backs
on England. Nevertheless, enough were left belundaintain the
old traditions.

Footnote

1. His elder brother, Robert Lilburne, held a hbsition in the Parliamentary
Army and afterwards in the Commonwealth. He was amber of the
Extraordinary High Court of Justice that sentenCédrles to death. A younger
brother of John, Henry Lilburne, also served in Baliamentary Army, and, on
Cromwell’'s recommendation, was made Governor of efiyouth Castle; but
when the breach between Parliament and the Army ¢ara head, he wavered in
his allegiance to the Army, and was preparing toesuler the castle to the Scotch
Presbyterians hastening to the assistance of Ghavleen his own soldiers killed
him during the fight.
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Chapter IV
Parliament and the Monarchy

“THERE in the North the first shot rang.” Charlearid Laud had
attempted to introduce into Scotland the episcppéty and the
new semi-Catholic liturgy of the English State GiturSince 1592
the Presbyterian Church had been the recognized Staurch of
Scotland. Charles and Laud thought they would bk db

overcome the resistance of the Scotch by methodsca gradual
and harsh. But they were quickly undeceived. In 71@®en
rebellion broke out. A kind of provisional Governmbhewas
formed in which were represented the four clasdesobles,
gentry, burghers, clergy. The National League ande@Gant was
proclaimed and sworn to by the people everywherablé at that
time to oppose the Covenanters with armed forcarl€sn was
obliged to enter into negotiations with them, whietere
protracted for a considerable time. The King pudsdelaying
tactics, but the Scotch remained immovable, anthsit Charles
had no alternative but to raise a regular and efearmy, for
which more money was required than his compulsewet and
other financial devices brought him in. His trustétentworth,
now Earl Strafford, held Ireland in subjection, thaby force and
partly by craft, and had assembled in that courgrydocile
Parliament. By Strafford’s advice, Charles, aftEven years of
unconstitutional government, early in the year 1&4@nmoned
another English Parliament, which met in London Agpril 13,

1640. The King expected an immediate vote of sepplor
fighting the Scotch rebels gathered together onBbeder. But
instead of doing so, Parliament declared its imanof inquiring
first of all into the legality of the fiscal meagsr and political
persecutions during the past eleven years of Giagterernment,
whereupon Charles angrily dissolved Parliament.M2ty 5th he
sent the members home again. Urged on by Strafidnd, was of
opinion that the City would not be reasonable uatifew fat
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aldermen had been hanged, the King once morettriegise funds
by enforced exactions of money. But the discontdat was
thereby aroused was out of all proportion to theneyocollected.
The attitude of the people of London and of thevproes became
more and more threatening. The commotion was shah the
King sent his wife, who was expecting her confinatneo
Greenwich. And lastly, the Scotch, who had some tsnce come
to an understanding with the leaders of the Opioosih England,
crossed the border with a large army. The baffladgKwas
obliged to retreat, and once more an English Radi was
summoned. The troops sent against the Scotch hactiqaily
refused to serve, and the four Northern Countielstieeen taken by
the Scotch without any trouble.

After the failure of yet another attempt by Chariegplay off the
Lords against the Commons, in the autumn of 1640etkctions
to the new Parliament took place. As may easilyirbagined,

these turned out more unfavourably to the King tladintheir

predecessors. During the era of persecution theoskom has
mastered the art of agitation. There were not tveontrers in the
new Parliament unconditionally on the side of thadg and his
avowed opponents were all the more numerous. ThBo€)mon

leaders had determined to take advantage of theapoes

position in which Charles was placed to secure rights of

Parliament. As regards monarchical government, ethstern
Calvinists adhered to the Old Testament and thehiteg of the
books of Samuel and of the prophets rather thahasentiment
of “Render unto Caesar the things that are Caésair'thhe New

Testament. They were willing to leave the Scotcmalested in
the counties they had seized until they had therasedettled their
reckoning with the King. It is even said that JoHampden
himself invited the Scotch leaders to enter thentgu Popular
songs hailed the Scotch as the saviours of theidblngeople, and
there was a universal readiness to co-operate @dasar with the
Scotch in case of need. Subsequent events proeeditiilom of
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keeping the Scotch in England as a reserve armgreTivere
continuous conspiracies against Parliament by Rsiyleladers of
the troops, whilst Charles himself was watching tfog moment
when he could lay violent hands upon the stubbepnasentatives
of the people.

Meanwhile concession after concession was extorfiean
Charles. He was forced to sacrifice his friend aodinsellor,
Strafford, who was impeached by Parliament, coneg®inand on
May 12, 1641, beheaded. The same fate overtook bigiecbp
Laud. Charles was obliged to assent to a law piogidor the
election of a new Parliament at latest three yesdter the
dissolution of its predecessor, even if the Kingl Hailed to
summon it; to a law which provided that Parliameoaild not be
prorogued or dissolved without its own consent, tanidws which
abolished the Star Chamber and Court of High Comions and
deprived the Privy Council of the King of the rigtad decree
arrests and pass judicial sentences. Not untihakke things had
been secured in August 1641 was the Scotch arrbanlied. The
King then prepared to go to Scotland to negotiatk the Scottish
Parliament, but in view of the distrust in which\was held, John
Hampden and others accompanied him. Parliamentogued
itself for the time, intending to resume its work the end of
October. That work was not to end until accounts lbeen settled
with the King and the bishops. A Bill to excludeshtops from the
House of Lords, and another to abolish episcopdogether, had
already been introduced into Parliament and read.

Parliament had, of course, not overlooked the mistiof the
persecutions by King and bishops. Among its verst facts was
the liberation of Prynne, Bastwick, Burton, Lilbetnand others,
who entered London to the pealing of bells andabedamations
of the populace. The member who took charge ofulib’s
petition for the wrong he had suffered was nonemwthan Oliver
Cromwell, whose speech in support was the firsivdedd in
Parliament by the future Protector. On May 3, 1@4iburne took
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part in a great London demonstration, which wasveoed to
protest against the resistance that the Lords hadKing were
offering to the proceedings against Strafford. Timnext day
Lilburne was summoned to appear before the Lordagwo his
action on this occasion, but these proceedings,thle resistance
of Lords and King, broke down. On the other hand, the
selfsame day Parliament, on Cromwell’'s motion, aed the
punishment of Lilourne by the Star Chamber to begal, and
against the liberty of the subject; and also blgoaligked, cruel,
barbarous, and tyrannical’, and further that Lilirshould be
compensated for the pains and penalties illegaflicied on him.
It was the business of the Lords to assess the rmofl
compensation, and it took them nearly five yearsrdach a
decision; but Lilburne received scarcely one tlofdthe sum of
£2,000 which was finally agreed upon, and long teefeceiving
this money he had been faced with the necessitgaofing a
livelihood. He became a brewer, but the times Weut of joint”,
and he was not able to carry on this business long.

In October 1641 Parliament met again, and onesdirgt acts was
to draw up a great list of complaints — thend Remonstrance
which set forth in 206 paragraphs all the uncomstihal measures
passed since the beginning of Charles’ reign, askked for
security against their repetition. In addition, #ation against the
bishops was carried a stage farther. The bishopshéir part, had
declared all laws passed during their absence fr@rHouse of
Lords as unconstitutional. Huge popular demonsinatwere held
against the bishops. At one of these demonstratangsinized by
the apprentices, the demonstrators were attackethd\King’s
soldiers and members of the Court faction. On tk&t rday,
December 28, 1641, armed apprentices proceedediteall by
way of retaliation, and it is said that in the skish that ensued the
nicknames “Roundheads” and “Cavaliers” were usedffe first
time. Lilburne, long since out of his apprenticgstiought in the
ranks of the apprentices and received a very pawvdund.
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The King attempted another stroke. Having failedattvact the
support of John Pym, the leader of the Oppositeamj whose
house was the headquarters of the Opposition, fleyirnd him the
Chancellorship of the Exchequer, the King, on Janda 1642,
impeached of high treason Pym, John Hampden, tbtker
members of the Commons, and one member of the Hotise
Lords, Lord Kimbolton, afterwards Lord Manchesterthis case,
conversely to that of Strafford, the accusation wapported in
essential points by formal law, as, for exampleAiticle 4, when
it was said that the accused “had traitorously tedi and
encouraged a foreign Power to invade the Kingdadrhfs referred
to the Scotch, at that time still foreigners. Bug whole question
of high treason had been carried by events faridmutthe legal
sphere. The attempt to arrest the members by sarpriscarried.
When, on January 4th, the King, accompanied bysbidiers,
entered Parliament, intending to seize the offemairembers, he
found the birds, warned beforehand, flown. Althouglke King
was listened to respectfully, as he left the Hohiseears were
assailed with cries of “Privilege!” “Privilege!” Aproclamation
ordering the closing of the ports, in order to @m@vthe escape of
the five members from the country, raised the exo@nt in
London to fever heat. The citizens declared as rona for the
Parliament, which, for greater security, had transd its
committee to the City. Threatening cries resoundeithe King’'s
ears as he drove abroad, and a paper thrown iatcatiiage by an
ironmonger bore the ominous words, “To your teQs|srael”.
The words with which the rebellion against Rehobdeu started
were flung to the son of the “British Solomon”. Aeth sailors,
apprentices, and others in great numbers placedstiges at the
disposal of Parliament. Feeling his position toifmecure in the
capital, Charles left London on January 10th, wosee it again
until seven years later as a prisoner.

Henceforth it was plain that the dispute admittddno issue
except the arbitrament of arms. The Queen depaxedhe
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Continent, to pawn the Crown jewels and raise mdnelpans in

other ways; whilst the King moved about the courgnlisting

troops. The Parliamentarians also raised moneyrecuited an
army, over which the Earl of Essex was placed asrGander-in-
Chief. The cavalry was commanded by the Earl off@ekl under
whom Cromwell served as captain of a squadron @dQd)orse.

Lilburne, too, lost no time in offering to fight fahe Parliament,
and since, as a gentleman, he knew how to carrg,dmmheld a
subordinate command in an infantry regiment. TheefFpassed
over to the side of Parliament, and the Londomtkmnds were
held in readiness.

Recruiting and other preparations went on all tglothe spring
and summer, but in the autumn the parties cam&wasb The first

serious action between the King’'s seasoned soldmad the

people’s army went against the latter. But in theosd encounter,
at Brentford, November 13-15, 1642, the fierce de¢eof the

popular forces repelled the attack of the Cavaliensl compelled
the King to withdraw with his Loyalists to Oxford.

Lilburne had proved his mettle at the unlucky figititEdgehill,

where he was wounded. At Brentford he also disisited

himself by his great bravery, but he was struck mi@nd carried
off prisoner by the Loyalists. In Oxford he wasetti and
condemned to death for high treason, but the tloieRarliament,
if he were executed, to shoot the Cavaliers thel/thken, saved
his life. He was, however, kept in prison a yead aery badly
treated. Not until September 1643 was he set iineexchange for
certain Royalist prisoners, after Parliament hackdatened the
King, who had ordered Lilburne’s execution, thaeythwould

avenge his death doubly and trebly. An official tp@srrying a
salary of £1,000, was offered Lilburne, who refugednd joined
the army of the Eastern Counties which had beemddrin the
meantime. On the recommendation of Oliver Cromwetip had

been particularly active in organizing this armylburne received
a brevet as major of cavalry.
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At the skirmish at Edgehill Cromwell had servedhaglistinction,
but after the unsuccessful issue of the fight hé g&ahis cousin
Hampden that an army made up for the most paridbtapsters
and town apprentices would never succeed againsray of
“men of honour”. For success they must have meresgmting a
still more lofty principle — “men of religion”. Thevinter of 1642-
43 was employed in reorganization. Unions of asdedi counties
were formed to attend to the enrolment and drilliighe troops
belonging to their district, but only the unionBastern Counties,
whose life and soul was Cromwell, had any vitalithe home of
Lollardism, where sectarians of all kinds abounde#dduced the
nucleus of the Parliamentary Army, Cromwell’s Irioles, as they
were later called. The increase of the sectariemeht caused the
withdrawal of the Presbyterian field chaplains, whose place
laymen, who felt moved by inspiration, undertook fireaching.
Thus the Army itself fostered sectarianism and aseut
preaching.

To this eastern division of the Army Lilburne nowlénged, and
he distinguished himself so greatly on differentagions that in
May 1644 he was appointed lieutenant-colonel of dregoons
commanded by Lord Manchester. In the beginninguokJof the
same year, at the battle of Wakefield, he was tinotigh the arm,
but as early as July 2nd he was taking part agaan great fight,
the famous victory of Marston Moor.
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Chapter V
Parliament and the National
Army. Presbyterians,
Independents, and Other

Sects

ABOUT this time the antagonism, hitherto Ilatent,twaen
Presbyterians and Independents in the ParliameAtany, as in
Parliament itself, came to a head. The generalsp wiere
adherents of the Presbyterians, wavered in theidwct of the
war, holding steadily in view the possibility ocampromise with
the King. Manchester neglected to follow up theaadage gained
in the second battle of Newbury on October 27, 168&4palpably
that the angry Cromwell, who was coming into insreg military
prominence, rode to London and accused him in &uadnt of
treachery, relying largely upon the evidence of biurhe.
Cromwell contented himself with driving Manchestart of the
Army. With the assistance of his friends, he preduthe passing
of the so-calle&elf-Denying Ordinangewhich enacted that any
member of either House of Parliament who held ams@sion in
the Army should resign. Thereupon Essex, Manchester others
were constrained to resign from the Army, whilso@well, after
a short interval, was by general request appoitieadenant-
general of the reorganized “New Model” Army for edefinite
period. His services were indispensable in viewthwd King’s
preparations for a fresh attack. The chief commhad been
assigned to the brave, but politically unimportéairfax.

From the New Model Army all unreliable elements evekcluded.
For the moment those soldiers whose views were advanced
than the views of their chiefs were not regardedasyerous. The
officers were obliged to sign the Covenant whichli®aent,

sorely pressed by the King, had in the autumn df3liiade with



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 46

the Scotch, who had thereupon despatched an arni,600
men. In this Covenant Episcopalianism was abjutaadt, the
reference to Presbyterianism, which the Scotchrel#sio see
introduced in England, was so ambiguous that thee@ant was
signed by many people who objected to a rigidly tredized
Church government. Only one man declined to sale
conscience by putting a convenient interpretatiqggornu the
wording in question, and he was Lilburne. All Croeiis
persuasive powers were vainly expended upon tmatita for
straight dealing. He sturdily refused to enter upcnooked
courses, and returned to civil life in order toadef with his pen
the cause of freedom of conscience.

In common with most of the advanced politicians, had
meanwhile transferred his allegiance from the Bresians to the
Independents. Most Presbyterians were strangerseligious
toleration, which they regarded as the “foremostmseof the
devil”. The Scotch in particular regarded religidtesedom as “the
murder of souls”.

Among Cromwell's letters there is one dated Mar€h 1643,
addressed to Major-General Crawford, a Scotsmaaayr serving
in the English Army. In this letter Cromwell writegry earnestly
on behalf of an officer who had been suspendedrayford. He
says, among other things:

Ay, but the man “is an Anabaptist”. Are you suretlwdt? Admit he be,
shall that render him incapable to serve the p@b#ir, the State, in
choosing men to serve it, takes no notice of tbeinions; if they be
willing faithfully to serve it — that satisfies.

The sentiment expressed in this letter was so nthatl Lord
Manchester used the letter against Cromwell inidadnt when
accusing him of being a leader of sectarians. Alits were
represented in Cromwell's Army, from bibliolaters atheists.
They formed the backbone of the Army. They werebitgvest,
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most sacrificing, most democratic members, andttiat reason
gave the dictator Cromwell the most trouble atterldate, but for
the time being Cromwell supported them.

Parliament was prepared to settle the matter, tblacked the
necessary power, and the exhortations addresséuk t&nglish

Parliament from Scotland, to stamp out these abatnoims in the
Army, remained without any practical effect. [1]jo@rwell, in his

letters from the battlefield, always defended thetaries among
his soldiers. “Sir, they are trusty, | beseech yiouthe name of
God, not to discourage them”, he writes to the Bpeaf the

House of Commons after the battle of Naseby. Aradmagfter the
storming of Bristol: “Presbyterians, Independerat, have here
the same spirit of faith and prayer, the same psand answer;
they agree here, have no names of differenceitggyit should be
otherwise anywhere!” [2]

Although the Presbyterians in London were unabl@dass from
the rble of persecuted to that of persecutor, &sr treligion

dictated, they were untiring in pulpit and pampldenhunciations
of the sectaries. A “Great Assembly of Divines” lmeken meeting
in Westminster ever since 1643, deliberating uponommon
united Church of Scotland and England. In this Addg the

Presbyterians had a great preponderance, and eth@ed to
impassioned thunderings against the “monstrous dhlan
doctrine of liberty of the conscience”. John Lilbar in his
pamphlets, derided this body as the “Assembly of-Ynes”.

The Presbyterians, on their side, constructed othe letters of
Lilburne’s name the anagram, “O | burn in hel(lAnd John
Milton coined the phrase, “New Presbyter is nothaug old Priest
writ large”.
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It would be a fundamental mistake to detect in ¢hleeesbyterian
sentiments nothing more than the voice of narrolgioals

fanatics. They also express the feelings of praspecitizens, the
wealthy City merchants being for the most part Byesians. The
most extreme social theories manifested themsealvdgat time in
a religious form. Consequently the majority of contdble

citizens would be unconsciously biased in favouthaft form of

religion which was most acceptable to the exisbnger, and the
religion that met this requirement was in thosesdByesbyterian
Puritanism. In higlistory of the Great Civil Waf3], Gardiner
writes: “It is no matter for surprise that the Cityas tenaciously
Presbyterian. The fear of ecclesiastical tyrannyickvhwas so
strong on the benches of the House of Commons tiaerrors for
the merchants and tradesmen of the City. By filling elderships
those very merchants and tradesmen constitutedChhuech for

purposes of jurisdiction. Whatever ecclesiastigedrniny there was
would be exercised by themselves.” This divergemeyveen the
Parliamentary representatives of the middle classed those
classes themselves is a characteristic phenomdrainpersists
throughout modern history. Among members of Pasiais
ideologies of all kinds work a modifying, and evardistorting,

influence upon the class character of the repratient but they
are generally effaced and lost among the masses dte
represented. The change in the relations betweenCity and
Cromwell forms one of the most instructive chaptefsthe

English Revolution.

“Independent” was as yet an indeterminate condépmonnoted
those persons who, on various grounds, were opgosaay form
of religious absolutism or centralized religioushemity, just as at
a later stage of political development “Liberal’datRadical” are
collective names for persons whose sole bond ofrums their
opposition to certain institutions, and who areeljk to part
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company when other issues arise. Thus in the nexpter we
shall have to relate political splits among theejpehdents. The
extent of the differences in religio-social viewsyrbe gathered
from the number of sects designated as “indepehdEmtre were
the Anabaptists, with strong communistic tendenciése
Familists, dominated by Anabaptist ideas; the FMnarchy
Men, who aimed at the establishment of a monaréhghoist, as
foreshadowed in the book of Daniel, to succeed fthe great
world monarchies, in which there would be no egrtalers; the
Antinomians, who were even more anarchical in tejposition
to all written religious and moral law, holding ththe internal
illumination by the spirit of the Gospel was a siéint guide for
all conduct and reaching very revolutionary coniclns; and the
Ranters, among whom were extremists alleged t@epsdiee love
and kindred extravagances.

It does not come within our scope to describe taitlall the sects
that appeared in that fermenting age. Those tlagt @lpart in our
history will be considered as occasion demandsti®moment it
is sufficient to note the popularity among the peopf the

Chiliastic sects, which expected the advent of dlemiial,

communistic kingdom of God on earth. [4]

The denunciations of the Presbyterians were ainaeticplarly at
these sects. They were anathematized by the Peestoyspecial
London Council, Sion College, and a Presbyterigihtliof the
Church, Th. Edwards, in 1646, published a work
calledGangraena full of fulminations against them. Many of the
sects, as, for example, the Antinomians, held tlemes
fundamental dogmas as the Presbyterians, but tiftsred as
regards the practical application of these dogmad,this was the
guestion at issue.
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The idea that the interests of property forbid asgrious
interference with the centralized State Church aashat time
plainly expressed by a poet, Edmund Waller, faméars his
elegant verses and almost more elegant apost&eslay 27,
1641, the House of Commons proceeded to discussodution to
abolish the episcopate, when Waller, a nephew lof Jdampden
and still a partisan of Parliament, said it woueagood thing to
clip the bishops’ horns and claws. They might, ppg) go even a
little farther, but to abolish the episcopacy adttbger would entail
very serious risks. That the masses were againscagacy
seemed to Waller, as he avowed, an argument favitur, “for |
look upon episcopacy as a counterscarp, or outwernkch, if it
be taken by this assault of the people, and, wittied mystery
once revealed, "that we must deny them nothing vithey ask it
thus in troops’, we may, in the next place, havéhasl a task to
defend our property, as we have lately had to recavfrom the
Prerogative. If, by multiplying hands and petitiptigey prevail for
an equality in things ecclesiastical, the next deingerhaps may
beLex Agrarig the like equality in things temporal.”

Waller proceeds to refer to the history of anci@otme, in which
the decline of the Republic coincided with the agstion of

power by the masses. The power to demand al&yerf rogarg

quickly became the power to make a ldegém ferrg¢, and once
the legions discovered that they could make anybeg pleased
dictator, they refused to allow the Senate to h&twe more voice
in the matter. If it should be objected that theseppacy was not
that which had been laid down in the Holy Scripsin/aller was
not prepared to dispute this, “but | am confiddrattt whenever an
equal division of lands and goods shall be desitezte will be as
many places in Scripture found out, which seenmatmtr that, as
there are now alleged against the prelacy or prefet of the

Church. And, as for abuses, when you are now imghmnstrance
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told what this and that poor man hath sufferedngyltishops, you
may be presented with a thousand instances ofrpearthat have
received hard measure from their landlords; andatdly goods
abused, to the injury of others, and the disadgntaf the
owners.”

The House of Commons ought therefore by a resolutaeform
the episcopate, but not to abolish it, so as ttwregpeace to men’s
minds. Waller had given utterance to the thouglitsnany. In
May 1646 delegates from more than two thousandbitdnats of
Buckinghamshire and Hertfordshire appeared at thwe db the
House to petition for the removal of the titheseifldemand met
with no support, and they were sent home with tlatenpal
injunction that they did not understand eitherltve of God or the
law of man. They had better betake themselvesmuffabey both.
“Some of the members observed that tenants whoedatat be
quit of tithes would soon want to be quit of redine-tenths were
due to the landlord on the same ground that oné&-teas due to
the minister.” [5] Such authentic utterances assehehrow
interesting sidelights on the history of the Retiolu

We resume our narration of events.

Prynne, Lilburne’s quondam teacher and leader, phdalished a
pamphlet steeped in the Presbyterian spirit of gquerson

described above. In answer to this pamphlet Lilbum January
1645 published an open letter, in which he defertledsectaries
and vigorously opposed the tyrannical spirit of Bresbyterians.
This letter was declared by Parliament, under presgrom

Prynne, to be “scurrilous, libellous, and seditipuand a

prosecution was started against Lilburne. When,airsecond
pamphlet, he denounced these proceedings, he westealr by a
resolution of Parliament in July 1645. In Parliamnand among
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the big City merchants the Presbyterian influencevailed, but
Lilburne had strenuously opposed the granting ohopolies to
the great merchants, which was as much in voguevers and he
was too popular with the great mass of the citizensummary
treatment to be meted out to him. A deputationitttens called
the attention of Parliament to Lilburne’s servicegainst the
oppression and tyranny of the prelates and Cousdspias”, and
were assured that he should receive a fair tridl la@ allowed
proper maintenance in the meantime. The deputatiaa not
satisfied with this, and some of the more eageitsgeem to have
planned an assault on the prison, an idea whiclbutnie
decisively vetoed as soon as he heard of it. Whetnl@r arrived,
in which month the trial was to be held, Parliamerdered his
release, in answer to a new petition and in viewhsf long
preliminary detention. The House was now in a sohagwlifficult
position. True, it had nothing further to fear frahe King, who,
after the battle of Naseby, had abandoned all thisugf victory
and had again resorted to negotiations. But Crofisvérmy,
almost to a man, supported the Independents, osevbide were
also large numbers of the people of London; anadamithese
inconvenient and pressing men, who desired reforoot”and
branch”, could be mastered, the fruits of victdnyeatened to be
lost. Thus these “advanced” men were regardedn tm@easing
degree, as the foe.

Lilburne did not long enjoy his recovered freed@i.his attitude
towards the parliamentary majority there could belaubt. A few
days before his liberation he had published twdenibpamphlets
against them, the titles of which sufficiently iodie their purport.
The first is called: “England’s Birthright justifie against all
arbitrary usurpation, whether regal or parliamegntar under what
vizor soever; with divers queries, observationsl gnevances of
the people, declaring this Parliament’'s presentgedings to be
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directly contrary to those fundamental principlebeneby their
actions were at first justified against the Kinghe main title of
the second is: “England’s Lamentable Slavery, pedoey from

the arbitrary will, severity and fulness of Parlems,

covetousness, ambition and variability of priestd aimplicity,

carelessness and cowardliness of people.” On negaihis

freedom, Lilburne became a regular attendant ainbetings of
the London Independents, which were held in Cityetas, and at
these meetings the aristocratic character of theekddouse was
already a standing topic. The general conditionslection to the
Commons, both in town and country, had graduallysened as
time went on. At the period now under considerattbe suffrage,
which had become of great moment, was restrictedany towns
to the members of corporations, and even to thificeos only,

and, in the counties, to a minority of landowndénsose excluded
from the vote, by tradition rather than by origiealactments, felt
that they were unjustly treated. Moreover, serianemalies had
grown up in connection with the size of the placggresented.
Towns and boroughs that had remained stationarjpadrfallen

behind the great centres of commerce, had the sgpnesentation
as the most important commercial centres in thgdom.

Composed almost exclusively of members of the \wgattasses
in town and country, Parliament had abolished aatgreany
institutions and impositions that were obnoxiousitfobut had
taken no great heed of the grievances of the lowddle and the
working classes. It had cancelled the monopoliestgd by the
King, and had even taken the step of expelling €ho$ its
members who held such monopolies, but the privdegk the
great trading companies were left intact. Feudadlgabons, like
the royal right to dispose @fardships- a right “oppressing to all
the considerable families”, according to Hume —soch duties
asknight serviceyere either expressly abolished or fell into
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desuetude, after practically all the prerogativeshe King had
ceased to exist. But the game laws, tithes, egcwhich the small
tenants and other “inconsiderable” families weraewgusly
oppressed, remained, as we have seen, “unconsideadd
petitions against them notwithstanding.

At this time the House of Lords gave its decisidratt the
proceedings of the Star Chamber against Lilburne vilegal, and
that he must be compensated for the wrong he héiered. In
consequence probably of this decision, he marrleel $ame
winter, and set up his own establishment, but he awgain
arrested on April 14, 1646. There was one EdwardgKia
Presbyterian colonel, whom Lilburne — and not Litii alone —
had accused of playing into the hands of the Rstgbn several
occasions by traitorous delays, but, owing to haslipmentary
influence, no action had been taken against himis Than
complained of Lilburne on the ground of maliciouansler, and
caused him to be put under preliminary arrest.

Out of this affair grew a whole string of actionsagpersecutions
aimed at Lilburne, of which we can here only memtibe most
important. Lilourne exposed the illegality of theopeedings
against him in his appeals to the judicial and iparkntary
authorities, and asked for redress. In one of thisessesThe Just
Man’s Justification he refers to what he designates as the
treachery of the ex-general, Lord Manchester, whd I the
meantime become the Speaker of the House of Lémdtead of
the anticipated legal protection, Lilburne receinsedummons to
appear before the Lords to justify his. attackpd¢edly brought
before them, he steadfastly refused to answer tbein, any way
to acknowledge their authority, holding that theysgessed no
jurisdiction over him in criminal matters. He apleeafrom them
“as encroachers and usurping judges” to his “cosrgetproper
and legal triers and judges, the Commons of Englessémbled in
Parliament”. But before the Commons could reacle@sibn, he
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was, on July 10th, condemned by the Lords to adir&2,000, the
loss of the right ever to hold any official positjiand seven years
imprisonment in the Tower. On the whole, his treaimin the
Tower was tolerable. In this respect, at least,niw regime was
better than the old, although the prisoners werposed to
scandalous exploitation by the officials.

Even in prison, however, Lilburne was not quiet. bed his

friends were tireless in their efforts to prevgdom Parliament to
intervene, and they succeeded to the extent thheagnd of 1647
Lilburne was liberated on bail. He used his freedomromote all

kinds of agitations, in the course of which he fmyed to places
where certain divisions of the Army, in which hedhanany

friends, were quartered. The object of these jorgndll transpire

later. Early in 1648 he was denounced by a hostil@ster for

speaking at a meeting in Shoreditch, which hadlvedoupon the
distribution of 30,000 copies of the leaflet, undtadly his,The

Earnest Petition of many Freeborn People of thididda As a

consequence Lilburne was informed that he had itedehis

permit, and must return to the Tower.

This petition is one of the most remarkable documest the

English Revolution. In fact, the organization otipens was one
of the chief means of propaganda at that time,aasilidy of these
petitions is indispensable to an understanding aftemporary
history. In March 1647 the House of Commons is dieed in a

petition promoted by Lilburne as “the highest auitiyoin the

nation”. This was such an audacious assertion efsthvereignty
of the elected representatives of the people thdiafhent on May
29th, by 94 votes to 86, ordered the pamphlet tburat by the
common executioner, because it “called in questian existing
constitution”. Besides its strictures on the cdosbn, the

pamphlet attacked tithes, trade monopolies, anavtiwe judicial

system, and demanded in energetic language itsatackform

both in principle and procedure.
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On their side, Lilburne’s friends and adherents agnthe London
public were not idle. Petition after petition inshfavour was
presented. Finally, on August 1, 1648, again “teyusand citizens
of London, men and women”, petitioned that Lilbubreset free
or have a legal trial. This time they succeedegravailing upon
Lords and Commons to liberate Lilburne and canbel fine

decreed against him. But there was a special refasdhis act of
compliance with the popular will.

Notes

1. E.g., in an address to the English Parliamemhfthe Scottish in 1645 it
is said: “The Parliament of this kingdom is persadhat the piety and
wisdom of the honourable houses will never adnidredion of any sects
or schisms contrary to our solemn league and caéna

2. Letters of June 14 and September 14, 1645.
3. Vol.iii, pp.78, 79.

4. This subject is exhaustively discussed in Hemm¥Wveingarten’Die
Revolutionskirchen England&eipzig 1868. Weingarten writes: “We see
the Independents advancing in two directions: ereligious, through the
sectarian fermentation, which culminated in Quaari and in the
political, whose first incidental form was the L#ee movement, but
whose fundamental ideas have passed as drivingganto the political
life of modern times.” Masson, in hisfe and Times of John Milton
vol.iii, pp.142-59, gives a very clear summarylod sects in the early days
of the Revolution. In vol.v. (pp.15 et seq.) of tkame work is a
description of the sects under the ProtectoratbeRdarclay, in hisnner
Life of the Religious Societies of the Commonweadfives much
information bearing on this subject, although h&dpoint is narrow.

5. GardinerHistory of the Great Civil Warvol.iii, p.124.
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Chapter VI
The Levellers versus the
“Gentlemen” Independents

IN the meantime important differences had revetiethselves in
the relations of the parliamentary parties to onetlzer, to the
King, and to the Army. In some cases antagonisnasdeome
more marked, in others there had been a certainsurneaof
reconciliation.

In the spring of 1646 Charles | had fled to the t&8tacamp, but
the Scotch surrendered him to his adversaries gialad in return
for the payment of subsidies due to them. He wdgsdtsent to
the castle of Holdenby or Holmby, in Northamptonshivhence
he tried to play off Parliament and Army alterngtehe against
the other. The Army was the organized democradhefcountry,
the bulk of it consisting of yeomen and artisandteA the
withdrawal of the Presbyterian generals, its lesadeonsisted
partly of men promoted from the ranks, partly of thore radical
members of the possessing classes. And althoudbreatites
between the latter and the bulk of the Army ha@aly arisen,
both sides had for the time being a common intagstgainst the
Parliament, in which the landowners and the greatgher
interests predominated. Now that the King had beeluced to
military impotence, the majority of the Parliameardas soon lost
their enthusiasm for their own victorious Army, kitwvhose
whims they were too well acquainted, and to whorrlgea year’'s
pay was owing. They sought to lessen its infludmgeisbanding
some of the regiments and distributing the redgifferent places.
But the leaders and the soldiers realized the mganof this
intention, and answered the move by constitutiregmielves into
an independent force. The soldiers created for then purposes
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a completely democratic institution, the “agitator§his name,

first met with in an address to Fairfax dated M&y 2647, had
been interpreted by Carlyle and others after himaamisspelt
reading of “adjutators”, quite inaccurately, howevé&he word

derives from “agitate”, to lead affairs, and hadyimally the same
significance as the word “delegate” has to-daylldny case, the
“agitators” were rather agitators in the modern mmeg of the

word than merely “adjutators” of the higher offisehey were
the agents of the common soldiers. As such, utdeinfluence of
Lilburne, who was in constant contact with thermeytlexercised
the greatest influence on the trend of events, @&fteh brought
matters to a head.

The officers and the general staff had perforceetmognize this
new institution. It was agreed that each regiméoukl elect two
“agitators”, who were only to be chosen from thekrand file of
the non-commissioned officers. These “agitatorsithvihe two
officers appointed for each regiment, were to duarst the
“Council of the Army”. All kinds of negotiations pceeded
between this Council and the Parliament, but ay thd not
achieve the desired result, a great conventiorhefArmy was
held on Newmarket Heath on June 4, 1647, when af@esémwas
drawn up, declaring that the Army was no troop @reenaries,
hired for the service of arbitrary power, but lagky “free

commoners of England drawn together and continoegmns in
judgment and conscience for defence of their owchtha people’s
rights and liberties”, and that they, officers aswldiers alike,
pledged themselves by their signatures not “wilimp disband
nor divide, nor suffer ourselves” to be disbandedligided until

security was forthcoming that “we as private menother the
free-born people of England, shall not remain sttbije the like
oppression, injury, or abuse, as has been attefnpted
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Six days later, on Triploe Heath, near Cambridgera was a still
greater demonstration, 21,000 men being preserdam Fthe

general staff down to the rank and file they weetetmined to
resist all attempts at cajolery, and they fell bapkn St. Albans,
nearer and nearer to the Metropolis. The Parliameatde answer
by a proclamation that those who left the Army dtoweceive

their arrears of pay and their fare, either to An®eror to the
garrison in Ireland, as each man might wish. A “cadttee of

safety” was appointed, which approached the leadketke City

militia, in order to organize an armed resistammcthe Army. With

the tacit consent of the City Presbyterians, thiy @pprentices,
with a number of discharged soldiers (Reformadasss)ors, and
others, broke into Parliament on July 26th, presénthe

admission of the Independent members, and extdrtad the

Presbyterian majority a vote hostile to the Armyefieupon the
Army occupied London on August 7, 1647, “in ordeptotect the
Parliament”, and eleven Presbyterian members whb rhade

themselves conspicuous with resolutions and measgainst the
Army were expelled from Parliament, and eight @nthwent into
exile. Then, on August 20th, Cromwell, his handhes sword,

carried a resolution in Parliament that annullddred resolutions
passed during the time the House had been terdorarel placed
responsibility for the public turmoil on those mesnb of the
House who had taken part in the sittings in quasaad had
connived at the terrorism or had endeavoured toycamt the

resolutions that were then passed. This causednpet of the
Presbyterian Hotspurs to remain away from thengjgtifor some
time, so that in the House the balance inclinedensord more to
the side of the Independents. [2]

The Army then withdrew to Putney to watch further
developments. So far all had gone well. With thisliminary
victory over Parliament, however, the opposition tife



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 60

Independents within the Army began to assume @reifit form.
In the early days of June the King had been cafrmu Holmby
Castle to Newmarket by a troop of dragoons, ledbgign Joyce,
an “agitator” in Colonel Whalley’s regiment. Joyisesaid to have
been a tailor by trade, and he was an enthusiAstabaptist. It
was suspected that this was done by secret ondensGromwell,
who, however, protested that he had given no iostms of the
kind. His protest appears to have been justifiethi® extent, that
he only agreed that it was wise to secure at dmeg@eérson of the
King by sending to Holmby a number of trustworttojdsers, to
prevent Charles being carried off by the Scotchp wkere no
longer reliable. But the “agitators” consideredtttiee safest plan
was to have the King actually in the hands of theny and, on
their own admission, exceeded their orders. In@@se, what was
done was not undone. When the Army was drawingeneand
nearer to London, the King’s quarters also werestierred nearer
and nearer to London, and finally Hampton Court assigned to
Charles as a residence. But instead of the intsigigasing, now
they began in good earnest. After the expulsionvaititdrawal of
the chief Presbyterian stalwarts, the Independams the
Presbyterians in Parliament were nearly equal mbars, a large
number of Royalists having left Westminster asyead 1644,
when Charles | summoned an opposition Parliamer@®xdibrd.
But the Presbyterians were now eager to make a r@mge with
the King. This caused the Independent leaders efAttmy, on
their part, to traffic with the King, to preventetiPresbyterians
stealing a march on them. Charles exploited thisagon to the
best of his abilities. An adept in double-dealimgpnscious of
Divine Right, he shrank from no species of disseamgblthat
promised results. He sought to hold in check thioua parties
dealing with him by half-promises which he retracthe next
moment. He did not scruple to treat one day witbn@rell and
his son-in-law, Ireton, the next day with the Sbotmd English
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Presbyterians, and the day after, behind the bafchl these, with
the Irish Catholics, in order, as occasion aroseylay them off
one against the other. He held high state at Hamptwrt, treated
the thousands of London citizens and others whoempddrimage
to him with an exquisite courtesy, and consequesdly his stock
rising day by day.

Upon all this the soldiers and the rest of the messlutionary

members of the Army looked with an increasing bigss. Was it
for this that they had fought in numberless battgsinst the
foreign mercenaries of the King? They had sacfiagbeir

property and shed their blood in the fight agaimsi, and now
their leaders were bandying courtesies with him atwving him,

the conquered, to usurp the position and the henair a

conqueror. They saw no more than their leaders thenreal

character of the tactics of the King, but it waaiplto them to
what result these intrigues were leading. They dshat their

leaders were playing their cards very badly, anithee through

want of resolution or through ambition, were gejtiperilously

near the betrayal of their cause. In a pamphletyhiwh we shall
revert, Lilburne writes: “At which time also it'sewy remarkable
with how much height of state they (the generals3eoved the
King at Hampton Court, visiting him themselves, gemitting

thousands of people daily to visit him, to kiss Ih&nd, and to be
healed by him, whereby his party in the City andrgwhere were
exceedingly animated, his agents being as famiar the

headquarters as at the Court.” [3] The nicknamesntlgmen

independents” and “grandees” of the Army begandaubed, in
distinction to the “honest noun-substantive sokfieras the

peasants and the artisans in the Army called theeseawvhile the
“grandees”, on their side, reproached the soldiadstheir leaders,
the “agitators”, with being destructive “levellers”
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In the Army, his Majesty’s real purpose becomingvrapparent, there has arisen a very
terrible “Levelling Party”, a class of men demargdpunishment not only of Delinquents,
and Deceptive Persons who have involved this Natiorblood, but of the “Chief
Delinquent”: minor Delinquents getting punishedwhshould the Chief Delinquent go
free? A class of men dreadfully in earnest; to wteking’'s Cloak is no impenetrable
screen; who within the King's Cloak discern thaerth is a Man accountable to a
God!” [4]

At length the dissension became so marked thage lsumber of
the officers themselves avowed their dissatisfactwith this

policy of protracted negotiations and backstairgignes. The
“agitators” met and drew up a democratic republicaanifesto,
which they calledAgreement of the People, upon Grounds of
Common Right, for uniting of all unprejudiced people therein,

and henceforth the watchword of all Levellers is tarrying out
of an “agreement of the people”. THigreement of the

Peoplecontains in germ almost all the political dematiust are
elaborated in the remarkable manifesto of the Leksebublished
under the same title in the spring of 1649, whi@hskall consider
in the next chapter. Parliament declared it to ddit®us and its
authors liable to punishment. The same fate befekbecond
pamphlet issued by the “agitator§fie Case of the Army which

censured among other things the scandalous wastdheof
confiscated Church land, etc., by Parliament. Theegal staff,
although attacked no less severely by the authbes tthe

Parliamentary majority, began to negotiate withrihé could not
make short work of the Levellers, as several oftigger officers
openly sympathized with them. Among these sympathkizvere
Colonels Rainsborough and Pride, who were themselk
plebeian origin. On the other hand, Cromwell contd declare
unequivocally for the abolition of the King’s preative, so long
as he was himself negotiating with the King. In ardy the

negotiations, known as the “Conferences of Putneygved

abortive. The dissensions and mutual mistrust asgd, and, at
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last, the “agitators” threatened extreme measuresheir own
account. [5]

The atmosphere became uncomfortable to the KingernSibly
because he heard that the Levellers were preparpigt against
his life, he left Hampton Court secretly on thehtigf November
11, 1647, in a fog, and went to the Isle of Wighhere he was
confined in Carisbrooke Castle by Colonel Hammandntioned
above, the Governor of the Island. In the opinibthe Levellers,
the general staff — the “grandees” of the Army & &momwell in
particular connived at the King's flight, to enaltkeem to pursue
their negotiations with him unhampered. Cromwd#ters at this
time, however, lend no support to this suspicioet # general
feeling of mistrust existed, in which even sometloé higher
officers shared, and from the “agitators” and salsli came
repeated threats of rebellion to compel considemafior the
“Agreement of the People”. Lilburne, who was then the
enjoyment of comparative freedom, if not solelypassible for
the “Agreement”, was certainly one of its authoke was
assiduous in fostering this feeling in the Army, em his
influence was very great. His pamphlets were eggedd by the
soldiers, and, as is noted in a report in the gpah1647 to the
Lords, “quoted by them as statute laws” [6] Anotladeicument,
quoted by Gardiner [7], says the whole Army wase‘dniburne
throughout, and more likely to give than to receive
laws”. [8] Whole regiments were won over to the smu
Unreliable “agitators” were removed and replacedii®sn whose
radical views were undoubted. All this did not,colurse, escape
the notice of Cromwell, to whom it was, indeed, aeed by
certain intermediaries that Lilburne and anothewdler, the
Major John Wildman mentioned above, desired hisorahas a
traitor. He now perceived that measures would haJee taken to
cope with this agitation. He had hesitated longughoto call
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Charles personally to account, probably becausstiieshrank
from this extreme step, and, moreover, had note¢heisite legal
means, but the Army were clamouring loudly for tjos”, and the
revolt of a large section of the Army would inflithe gravest
injury on him and his party. Without the Army, theyere a
helpless minority in Parliament, where, despite ¢ipulsion of
the Presbyterian leaders, they had been defeated ag October
13th by three votes on the question of a Statebksittanent of
Presbyterianism. A letter of Charles, interceptgdhion and Ireton
in October, had, on the other hand, revealed to Wwimat the
King's real thoughts were concerning him. The tinael come for
action, and action was taken. Three meetings of different
regiments were convened. The first was held on Ninez 15th in
Corkbush Field, near Ware in Hertfordshire. To firist meeting,
it is said, those regiments were purposely summdmatchad kept
themselves comparatively quiet. If they provedlpéait was to
be expected that their example would not be witledigict on the
more rebellious. And this calculation, as thingséa out, proved
accurate. Cromwell's dominating energy as leadeén@fArmy did
the rest.

A majority of the soldiers and many officers at Warore in their
hats, to indicate their opinions, copies of the éggnent with the
motto “England’s Freedom - Soldiers’ Right”. Besdé¢he
regiments still responsive to discipline, there avpresent Robert
Lilburne’s cavalry and Thomas Harrison’s infantwyhich were
animated by a very rebellious spirit, and also pnemt Levellers
from other regiments. John Lilburne, Colonel Ragrsiigh, one
of the bravest of the Army leaders, who had padrty
distinguished himself at the storming of Bristolajgr Scott and
other republicans rode from division to divisiordagxhorted the
soldiers to stand firm, the cause of freedom beihgtake. Loud
shouts of all kinds were raised, which boded hitle ligood to
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Cromwell. He, however, proved equal to the occasidong with
Fairfax and others of the general staff, he roda@lthe front, at
first of the more moderate regiments. A remonseawas read
containing a refutation of the complaints of theitators”, and
impressing on the soldiers the necessity of the levharmy
standing together if their demands, which the gaeeendorsed,
were to be realized. The general tenor of the datoten and the
promises it held forth were received by the soklietith great
applause, and they promised to maintain discipliffeen they
proceeded to Harrison’s regiment, which also listequietly to
the remonstrance and were induced to remove frem ltiats the
emblems mentioned above, on the ground that theye we
“seditious”. With Lilburne’s cavalry it was anotheratter. They
received Cromwell and Fairfax with defiant showaisd as Fairfax
read the remonstrance they interrupted him wittebtaunts. Then
Cromwell rode forward. “Take those papers from yoais!” “No,
no!” they shouted back. But Cromwell did not see tiecessity of
any further parley. Followed by other officers logleé among the
rioters, some of whom were nonplussed, while othense afraid
to offer any effective resistance to the man wha lled them in so
many victorious fights. With his own hands he taet the
emblems and arrested as mutineers fourteen soldiedad been
specially refractory. A court martial was held asentence of
death passed on three of the accused. They drewdod two
were set free, but the third, Richard Arnold, sigtethe death
penalty. As to Major Scott and Captain Bray, whd kbod up for
the mutineers and stigmatized the execution of Wrnas a
violation of the Petition of Right, by which countsartial were
abolished, warrants were issued against them HiaRant.

Thus the first attempt at a revolt was suppres$éd. two other
meetings were held without any incident. The soflievho
sympathized with the Levellers were induced, onglea of the
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need for unity against the common foe, to maker th#bmission.
The discontent, however, was only suppressed, aotoved.
Arnold’s memory, as that of a martyr to the causeight, was
cherished, and at every later dispute the demarsdagain raised
for expiation for that “innocently shed blood”. THlames were
glowing beneath the ashes, to burst out fiercebiragt the first
opportunity.

Cromwell, for his part, had acted under dire ndtesShe

Presbyterians in and out of Parliament could notédld in check
by an undisciplined Army. To them and to the Rastali who

were constantly recruiting new forces, the Army bagresent a
united front. For this reason during the next feanths Cromwell
introduced various modifications in the organizatal the Army,

designed to weed out the unreliable and excessivelguly

elements. On the other hand, he and his friendsiedain

Parliament a resolution that no more addresseddbeunoved to
the King, and that no member of either House shtwldl any

commerce with the King without the permission ofli@aent.

Yet their situation was the reverse of comfortatliteerywhere
was ferment. “A King not to be bargained with; kept

Carisbrooke, the centre of all factious hopes, arlavwide

intrigues: that is one element. A great Royalistypasubdued with
difficulty, and ready at all moments to rise agaivat is another. A
great Presbyterian Party, at the head of whictorsdbon City, ‘the
Pursebearer of the Cause’, highly dissatisfiechatcourse things
had taken, and looking desperately round for nembsoations

and a new struggle: reckon that for a third elemAdd lastly a
headlong Mutineer, Republican, or Levelling Padgd consider
that there is a working House of Commons which t®w@bout
Seventy, divided in pretty equal halves too — #s waiting what
will come of it. Come of it and of the Scotch Arnaylvancing
towards it.”
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This is the picture drawn by Carlyle of the stataftairs, and it is,
in me main, accurate, although it should be addeat this
situation imposed on Cromwell the policy which theeadlong
mutineer, etc., party” wanted to pursue. Cromwall liis utmost
to effect a union between the anti-Royalist elemeHe attached
to himself the foremost men of the Parliament ahthe Army.
He attended, with some of them, a meeting in thg, @i order to
win over the City Fathers. But no understanding vea&hed. The
right wing Presbyterians were relying on theirride in Scotland,
where a Presbyterian-Royalist party had gaineduthger hand
and assembled an army of forty thousand to invaagaad. In
April 1648, on the very day after Cromwell’'s visa the City
meeting, a great rising of the “apprentices” totécp, which was
only suppressed on the third day. “God and Kingrlesawas the
slogan of the rebellious sons of citizens, with whartisans and
day labourers allied themselves. [9] But this waslyothe
beginning. In May the fires of rebellion broke awiall directions.
In Kent, Essex, and Wales the adherents of the Kisg, and the
Marquis of Hamilton, leader of the Monarchist Psdebans in
Scotland, marched with an army of forty thousandn nigto
England. But the Independent generals and theiry asoon
showed that they were masters of the situation.|l@aders held a
conference at Windsor. After they had strengthethennselves
with prayer during a whole day [10], they deterndirtbat, once
the risings and the invasion were disposed of, l€a&@tuart, “that
man of blood”, should be brought to an accountalbthe blood
he had shed and the mischief he had done to higstittagainst
the Lord’'s cause and People in these poor NatioAsd this
resolution, which was, of course, not concealeanftbe troops,
seems to have restored harmony between them aindethders. It
was resolved to march against the enemies of “Godisse”.
Fairfax undertook Essex and Kent; Cromwell wenstfigainst
Wales and afterwards against the Scotch. Whilsim@rell was
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still engaged in the North, the Presbyterians indam lifted their
head again. This was about the time of Lilburnéteerhtion,
mentioned in the preceding chapter, and six webkseafter a
vote of Parliament granted to him as compensatiertain
confiscated lands of much higher value than thb easard at first
proposed.

It will be appreciated that “honest John”, as Nhrcurius
Pragrnaticus, a paper hostile to Cromwell, called Lilburne in
those days, was loath to earn these favours frenPtiesbyterian
members of Parliament, hitherto so hostile to Hn,continuing
and intensifying his attacks on Cromwell. [11] Hasvanything
but the revengeful personage portrayed by neafhhisiorians.
Almost as soon as he was out of prison he wrotettrl| to
Cromwell and despatched it to him by Captain Edw&exby,
formerly one of the “agitators”. In this letter Hesld out to
Cromwell the hand of reconciliation, and soon after a journey
to the North he sought out Cromwell in his very parin this
letter the following passage is noteworthy: “Altigby if |
prosecuted or desired revenge for an hard and &lstasving
imprisonment [12], | could have had of late theichoof twenty
opportunities to have paid you to the purposeptrsdt, especially
when you are low, and this assure yourself, thewér my hand be
upon you, it shall be when you are in your full gloif then you
shall decline from the righteous way of Truth amdtite, which,
if you will fixedly and impartially prosecute, | gnyours, to the
last drop of my heart’s blood (for all your laterzes= hand towards
me), John Lilburne.”

This letter, dated “Westminster, August 3, 164& $econd day
after my liberation”, is printed with others in tirk Lieutenant
Colonel Lilburne Revived, which appeared in 1653. | am not
disposed to agree with Gardiner’s estimation asian expression
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of “amusing self-sufficiency”, as it indicates tHatburne was in
close touch with the situation from day to day. @well’s
brilliant victories in the second half of August4B5had restored
his ascendancy. Had he been defeated, or had itingagn lasted
longer even, Cromwell and the advanced democratddwoave
found themselves in a critical position. In any e;ag was not
good policy to exploit Cromwell’'s precarious pasiti for futile
acts of revenge. Wisdom dictated that he shouldndaced to
make concessions to the Levellers. And this polmpved
successful. Lilburne could not be persuaded by @relirto enter
the Army again, but, after his return to London,anenged with
his political friends to send Cromwell a messadatiry that the
latter was expected to help the good cause to ryicemd to
understand “the principles of a just governmente War cannot
be justified upon any other account than the defesfcpeople’s
right unto that just government, and their freedamder it.” This
letter prompted Cromwell to instruct his frienddiondon to enter
into negotiation with the Levellers.

Cromwell and the Levellers had equal need of edlclroAt this
time Parliament was again briskly negotiating wtie King, and
the arrangements with him referred to above wermemnaccording
to which Parliament was to control the Army andatfcers for
the next twenty years, and the Presbyterian Chueshto be made
a State Church for a probationary period of threarg. The
dictatorship of a Parliament having a Presbytemajority was as
obnoxious to Cromwell as it was to the Levellerdshaugh for
different reasons. Whereas Cromwell's oppositions viagely
determined by his personal interests and enmities,Levellers
were actuated by doctrinal antipathy. After the élears had made
a gesture of reconciliation, Cromwell had good oeador writing
to Colonel Hammond that it was not they that werde feared,
but the irresolute men working for compromise vihik King. He
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probably reflected that once the question of thegkivas settled,
the recalcitrant soldiers could be held in check dnergetic
measures. The Ware mutiny had been easily quelled.

For the moment, however, the Army was to be relipdn. On

October 29th the popular Colonel Rainsborough hanb
assassinated under treacherous circumstanceshisndotvardly

murder served to strengthen the demand for stroegsuores
against the man primarily responsible for all thisodshed. On
November 20th a new remonstrance was sent to Pariafrom

the headquarters of the Army at St. Albans by Galldawer,

demanding that the “chief delinquent” should be ugftt to

justice. Whilst Parliament was still discussing tiee this

disrespectful remonstrance should be “taken intesicieration”,

this same Colonel Ewer, by order of the generdl sfahe Army,

brought the King from Newport to Hurst Castle, whdre was
most rigorously guarded. One of the two companallsved him

was James Harrington, later on the authddodéana

Notes

1. Cf. Gardinerloc. cit., vol. iii, p.243 et seq.

2. Cromwell had attended various sittings of Paréat, and himself
witnessed the attacks made on the Army by the Rieshn majority.
“These men will never leave till the Army pull themat by the ears”, he
once whispered to his neighbour, Edmund Ludlow.miist not be
forgotten that Parliament was asserting the riglitas long as it pleased.
Under the circumstances, it was only natural that Army, which had
won the victory for the Parliament should resemt ltter's tendency to
assume personal power. A circular addressed taaReht on July 10,
1647, signed by Cromwell, Fairfax, and eleven otkeresentatives of the
Army, was studiously moderate in tone, and conceddtie Presbyterian
majority in Parliament more than was wise, but lditer wanted to be
absolute masters of the situation, and thus pravake expulsion of the
eleven.
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There were good reasons for the sudden partisabghipe apprentices of
the parliamentary majority. The apprentices hadgmeed petitions for the
restoration of the opportunities for recreatioreangs, etc., which they had
lost by the Puritan regime. Parliament made somecession to the

sentiment expressed in these petitions on thed8thet 11th of July, 1647,

when it enacted that every second Tuesday in th&thmghould, after the

despatch of all necessary work, be a holiday forsetholars at school,

apprentices, and servants (including the labourépsjte obviously the

sole object of this decree was to purchase the desmp support of the

“apprentices”, and this object was achieved. Thiy Gpprentices proved
themselves true Pretorian guards so long as theg alge, with the tacit

approval of the City militia, to demonstrate agaitise parliamentary

minority, but neither they nor the City militia néime hurriedly enrolled

deserters from the Army were capable of offeringosis resistance to the
seasoned regiments of the Army advancing on Lon@ba.whole attempt

at armed resistance was a grotesque failure, atyda@d Parliament gave
in without a shot being fired.

3. The Second Part of England’s New Chains Discoveregd.7.

4. Carlyle,Oliver Cromwell’s Letters and Speechesnote on Letter 44.
In Letter 79, dated November 25, 1648, Cromwell dglhmentions the
Levellers for the first time. The letter is to Hisend, Colonel Robert
Hammond, and is intended to silence his scruplesspect to the King. In
it Cromwell makes the following characteristic axaw“Dost thou not
think this fear of the Levellers (of whom therenis fear) ‘that they would
destroy Nobility’, etc., has caused some to takeanpuption, and find it
lawful to make this ruining hypocritical agreemesrt one part? [The
reference is to the compromise of the Presbytendtts the King whilst
Cromwell was in the North.] Hath not this biase@mrsome good men? |
will not say the thing they fear will come upon tiyebut if it do, they will
themselves bring it upon themselves. Have not safoer friends by their
passive principle ... been occasioned to overlobktws just and honest,
and to think the people of God may have as mucimare good the one
way than the other? Good by this Man — against whioenLord hath
witnessed and whom thou knowest! Is this so inrtiwiarts; or is it
reasoned, forced in?” It will be seen later why i@Gveell then declared that
there was “no fear” of the Levellers, provided arergetic policy were
pursued.

5. Major John Wildman, an officer siding with theuellers, published at
the end of 1647 a pamphlet, under the anagram pegod of John
Lawmind. It was calledutney Projects, or the Old Serpent in a New
Form, and described what was going on from the stamdpoi the
revolutionary wing of the Army. Bitter as are itdagks upon Cromwell,
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yet this pamphlet shows that the charge made ag@irmsnwell by the
Presbyterians, and repeated in most histories hihatas then in collusion
with the radical agitators, was quite unfounded.

Most interesting light is thrown on these transatdi by the Clarke Papers.
They are the minutes of an officer who acted asesaxy to the Council of
the Army. Of particular interest is the report (v¥olpp.226-363) of a
conference of the Army Council held at Putney Churander the
presidency of Cromwell, on October 28th and 29thifis conference the
Levellers and the radical agitators had been idyiteand
the Agreementdrawn up by the Levellers was discussed. Cromwal
ready with opportunist arguments against Algeeement While it
certainly contained a number of excellent thingeeppeople might come
and draw up a programme, and others and yet otlredsthis might lead to
great confusion. “Would it not make England like tBwitzerland country,
one canton against another, and one country agamsther?” It was
doubtful whether the country was yet ripe for hlst The conference must
weigh the consequences of all this, and be cleto #s ways and means
of attaining these objects. “There will be veryarenountains in the way
of this.” On the second day the suffrage was dsedis The various
“agitators” and also some of the radical officetsampioned universal
suffrage, but Cromwell and the majority of the odfis maintained that it
was very risky to give the vote to those who haithee possession nor
“position” in the country, and therefore not “a pemnent fixed interest in
it”.

6. Gardiner, vol.iii, p.237.

7.Loc. Cit., p.245.

8. “For he hath continuously his sword in one har one of Lilburne’s
Epistles in the other, which hee takes to bee #ilare that must weigh
all men in this world, and in the world to come.fof The Agitator
Anatomized, or the Character of an Agitator, a Royalist work published
in March 1648.

9. The years 1646-51 were dear years, 1648 bemgvtinst, according to
Thorold Rogers.

10. General Adjutant Allen, an Anabaptist and Fifflonarchy man and
formerly an “agitator”, published in 1659 a fullsbeiption of this prayer
meeting and the subsequent council of war. “A gnasihand of the Lord”,
says he, made them conscious “that those cursedlc@onferences, our
own conceited wisdom, our fears, and want of fagll prompted us, the
year before, to entertain with the King and histyahad been “a
departure from the Lord” and had “provoked Him &pdrt from us”. As a
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consequence of this “illumination from on high”ethesolution referred to
in the text was passed.

11. Among those most eager for Lilburne’s reledsegxample, was Sir
John Maynard, who had been compelled a year b&dagait Parliament at
the behest of the Army. In the article referred above from
theMercurius Pragmaticus it is written: “Now then seeing Honest John
Is getting loose, 'twill not be long ere Mr. Speakad Noll Cromwell be
both brought to the stake; for he means to haveua with them to some
purpose, | can tell you.”

12. In the autumn of 1647 Cromwell had moved inHloeise of Commons
that the Commission which had inquired into Lilbefsacomplaints about
his illegal condemnation by the Lords should alswestigate the
precedents for this action. It may remain an opeastion whether his
motive was to avoid an open challenge to the Loodsto prevent
Lilburne’s premature release. Suffice it to saytthdburne regarded
Cromwell as responsible for the prolongation ofimgrisonment. He was
prompted to this belief because Cromwell, a fewsdagfore the sitting of
the House of Commons, had visited Lilburne in prismd promised him
his support, upon which Lilburne had pledged himgebbandon politics
and go to America once he had shown that the Lbadsno right over a
commoner.
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Chapter VII
The Struggle for Democracy
and the Levellers’ Agreement of
the People

BEFORE the happening of the events last mentiohedjever,

Cromwell's followers had reached an agreement witle

Levellers as to the terms upon which they couldperate for the
time being. This understanding was not achievedhowmit

difficulty, as Lilburne and his friends had leatin¢ lesson of Ware
too well to place themselves, even provisionallythe hands of
the “gentlemen” without guarantees. The “gentlemesie now

all zealous for the purification, if not the disstbn, of

Parliament, and were nearly unanimous for the di@twf the

King. But Lilburne and the Levellers desired asaues respecting
the subsequent course of events before they wasidtan these
immediate measures. They clearly perceived thagr@ wictory of

the Army conferred no durable benefits on the peo@nd

Lilburne made this position perfectly plain to tigentlemen”.

He summarizes his opinion of the negotiations me@ort whose
authenticity in this respect has not been quedtidhis true | look
upon the King as an evil man in his actions, aneérdi of his party
as bad; but the Army hath cozened us the last fed&emn from all
their promises and declarations, and therefore atarationally
any more be trusted by us without good cautionssauirity. In
which regard, although we should judge the Kingraant a tyrant
as Ye suppose him, or could imagine him to be thadParliament
as bad as ye could make them; yet, there beingh®y balancing
power in the Kingdom against the Army but the Kiagd
Parliament, it is our interest to keep up one tyranbalance
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another till we certain know what that tyrant tpattended fairest
would give us as our freedoms, that so we mighttsamething
to rest upon, and not suffer the Army (so muchrags lay) to

devolve all the government of the Kingdom into theills and

swords (which were two things we, nor no rationanmcould

like) and leave no persons nor power to be a cobalEnce

against them. And if we should do this, our slavienythe future

might probably be greater than our first; and tfeeeedo | press
hard for an Agreement amongst the People firsterlytt
disclaiming the thoughts of the other till this éene. And this is
not only my opinion, but | believe it to be the nmaous opinion

of all my friends with whom | most constantly conse.” [1]

This plain speaking, which sounds a note destinedrecur
frequently in the history of English democracy, vetesarly not at
all to the taste of the partisans of the “grandeEsst, on account
of the outspoken distrust of them, which they codésl was quite
unwarranted. They were, as Lilburne writes, “mosspkrately
choleric” about this. And secondly, because thesehér
negotiations would consume precious time. But trevellers
declined to be intimidated either by protests osesaerations.
More experienced than the soldiers who supporteinththey
stood firm until a compromise was effected, by whicur chosen
representatives of each side should discuss tagdiiee chief
points of the signedgreement The selection of the commission
led to an angry dispute. Besides Lilbume himseif, edderly
merchant named Wiliam Walwyn was chosen as onehef
Leveller members. One of the “gentlemen” Indepetgjedohn
Price, objected to him, which provoked Lilburne aoswer that
Walwyn had more honour and honesty in his litttegér than his
opponent had in his whole body, and that he woatber resign
his place on the Committee than serve on it witiWatwyn. This
incident, which, after much discussion, was smabtbeer by
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both Walwyn and Price retiring, is interesting,9maich as in a
work published shortly afterwards Walwyn is attatkas an
extreme communist and atheist, while in the offipiablications
of the Levellers, many of which are signed by Waiwyith other
co-signatories, the proposals put forward relatelgdo political
matters. The work in question was by one Williantfij a
renegade Independent, who subsequently became ahtarat
wealth. We shall discuss this work in detail abted stage of our
inquiry. For the present, it is sufficient to sadyatt it does not
accuse Walwyn of a single shady transaction, biyt ohholding
and propagating with great cleverness atheistic @ammunistic
theories, so that it could only have been thoseiops which led
to Walwyn'’s rejection.

The Committee, reduced in number to six, on Noveniigh
agreed upon the following points: A Committee fodmef
representatives of the Army and delegates of thelléaning”
or “Well-affected” [2] in the country, to meet ahet Army’s
headquarters to formulate a scheme for “the fouodstof a just
government”; this scheme was then to be submitieght voted
upon by all the Well-affected. [3]

The constitution thus created, provided it came fotce, was to
take precedence of all other laws, in other wotdsform that

“paramount law” of the land demanded by the “agitsit and

Levellers a year before, and to be signed, withtslprovisions

governing the authority of Parliament, etc., byraimbers on the
day of their election. To avoid confusion, the Li&rs waived

their demand for the immediate dissolution of Rankent,

contained in a petition, called their “masculin&tipon, presented
by them on September 11, 1648. But a definite fdatdissolution

was to be fixed, and the “Agreement” itself wabéoembodied in
the Remonstrance of the Army which was then beragvd up.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 77

At the Army headquarters, which were shortly transfd from St.
Albans to Windsor, a declaration assenting to thstgmulations
was made, but the Remonstrance presented to Paniaon
November 20th by Major Ewer demanded only that all
negotiations with the King should be broken offdathmat the
prime movers in the recent disturbances, both iddally and
collectively, and therefore including the King, siteb be brought

to justice.

The Remonstrance further demanded the dissolufitimegpresent
Parliament and the election of a new one, as vgadl decision that
henceforth no king who had not been elected by#uple should
be recognized. The Levellers perceived that this waly in

partial agreement with their demands, and contamedh that
was not to their taste. For the present they didopenly oppose
it. They went to Windsor, in order to ascertain thelings of the
“grandees” of the Army, who appeared to be in actiatory

frame of mind. But once the parties began to dschs future
constitution, serious differences of opinion reeeathemselves.
Ireton, for example, wanted to reserve to Parlidntlea right to

pass bills of attainder when reasons of State ddethrihem,
which meant that, in certain circumstances, Padmnmight pass
sentences in opposition to law. But Lilburne, fagatlegalist as
he was, and cherishing a rooted distrust of alhgupowers, was
strongly opposed to this suggestion, and this &adntary
privilege was gradually abolished in the courseafturies. Ireton
wanted religious tolerance limited to certain forofsProtestant
worship, but the Levellers championed the most detagreedom
of conscience. Finally, the Levellers made a newppsal. The
members of Parliament siding with the Independeiis,Army,

and “we whom they nickname Levellers”, should eelabose four
representatives, who should conjointly draw up Agreement”,

which should be absolutely binding on all concernedis efforts
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to unite all factions not absolutely Royalist, luline went so far
as to propose to assign four seats on the Commitethe
Presbyterians, if they were disposed to accept thdime
“grandees” made no difficulties; some, like Colordhrrison,
because they really believed in union — othersrateoto gain
time. The place of meeting in London had alreadgnbarranged,
and to London they went. Each party chose its sgmatives, the
Levellers selecting, in addition to Lilburne and Mimn, a certain
Maximilian Petty and John Wildman. Petty is notb confused
with his more famous contemporary, Sir William Retb whom
he was not even related, although both of themnigeld to James
Harrington’s “Rota Club”, of which Wildman was alaomember.
Wildman seems to have done his best to live upigamame. He
was a democrat and radical of very impulsive naturel654. he
was elected to Cromwell's first Parliament, butussfd to
acknowledge the constitution of the Protectoratefiaal. In
February 1655 he was arrested at Exton at the menyent he
was dictating to his secretafyDeclaration of the free and well-
affected People of England now in Arms against th&yrant
Oliver Cromwell. A “stirring man; very flamy and very
fuliginous”, writes Carlyle of him; “perhaps, sinéeeeborn John
was sealed up in Jersey, the noisiest man in Edglasardiner
speaks of him and Lilburne as “men of transparesrelty”.
Cromwell contented himself with shutting Wildman up
Chepstow Castle. After the Restoration, Wildmart, afuhostility
to Clarendon, became embroiled with the Duke ofkwgham,
whose ministry introduced a measure of toleratinrl683 he was
in the so-called Rye House Plot, but received tymehrning and
fled to Holland. Finally he took part in the “glotis revolution” of
1688 which placed William of Orange on the throid€england.
Among a collection of memoirs, pamphlets, etc.,connection
with that event, which was published in 1705, Memorial from
the English Protestants to their Highnesses the Rrce and
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Princess of Orange, concerning their Grievances arithe Birth
of the pretended Prince of Walesto which, in the index, is
affixed the note “Said to be written by Major Wildm), so that
the fiery republican ended as a monarchical Whibeit after
forty years of constant disappointment.

Among the delegates of the Independent Parliamantamay be
mentioned one Thomas Scott, not to be confoundéd Saott the
regicide (peppery Scott), who was hanged afterRbstoration.
There was also Henry Marten or Martyn, who escapedsame
fate on the score of his former efforts to obtaardon for the
Royalists, although he had not been slow in calling the

execution of Charles, on the ground that it wadebdor one

family to suffer than the whole country. Marten wasvitty and

clear-headed man, like Scott a thorough republicamd in

religious questions extremely advanced. By gengezatimony

Marten is credited with unusual generosity. He r@elreligious
toleration to be extended to the Roman Catholicsepublican

when others dared not dream of an alternativeaartbnarchy, he
carried a proposal in Cromwell’'s Parliaments that laws against
those who refused to recognize the new order shookdbe

enforced against women. It was enough, he declarBdrliament,
to hunt the bull. They ought not to want to hur¢ tow also.
Carlyle writes of Marten: “A tight little fellow, hough of

somewhat loose life: his witty words pierce yet,light arrows,

through the thick oblivious torpor of the generasiptestifying to
us very clearly, Here was a right hard-headed,tdtearted little
man, full of sharp fire and cheerful light; swowefof cant in all
its figures; an indomitable little Roman pagamafbetter.”

The “grandees” of the Army choose amongst othe&teirand Sir
William Constable as their representatives. Amotigstdelegates
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of the citizen Independents we meet the names @n@bWhite,
Dan Taylor, and “Master Price the Scrivener”.

In the meantime Parliament resolved on Novembeh 3@t to

consider the Remonstrance of the Army, and stigmdtias an
“insolent and unseemly letter” a communication frétairfax,

demanding payment of the arrears due to the Arailmnd which

the Army would take the money where they couldigelo this

the Army Council replied that the Parliament hadrdeed the
trust of the people, and therefore the Army wowdggeal” from
its authority “unto the extraordinary judgment obdsand good
people”. The day after it was known that the Rertranse had
been rejected, the Army had, on the proposal ofoM&offe,

united in prayer that God would enlighten them shaw them the
right way, and when the Levellers arrived at Windéar the

discussions, they found the Army on the point ofrechang to

London. The fruits of the enlightenment which theirayers
brought these pious men were the purging of Padnand the
execution of Charles I. The Levellers were not pdeased with
the turn that events had taken, but their objestiaere in vain,
and the Army chiefs resolved that the situation aleded an
immediate settlement of the question between thayAand the
Parliament. On December 2nd the Army marched tadborand
took possession of Whitehall, St. James’ and ottlaces of
importance. The discussions with the Levellers watefirst

carried on in London, but were not allowed to ifgex with the
active steps that were being taken. On the morafngecember
5th, after a long and heated debate, Parliamentedgto a
declaration that the removal of the King had beéceed without
its knowledge and consent, and a few hours latetecaby 129
votes to 83 a resolution that the conditions lasgvid by the King
at Newport should form the basis of a settlemerthefdifficulty.

This was a bold defiance of the Army, but Parliatneas without
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the means to enforce its views. Against the Armgliffaent was
powerless. It had the City bourgeoisie on its simg,the City had
made no attempt at resistance when, in the summes4y, the
Army had first seized London, although the traimdsmand some
regular troops had been specially drilled in readi for the
emergency. In hislistory of the Civil War , written in dialogue
form, Hobbes shows plainly his anger at the Citysakness.
Referring to the events of August 1647, he writes:

“B. It is strange that the Mayor and Aldermen, Ingvisuch an
army, should so quickly yield. A. To me it would\eabeen
strange if they had done otherwise. For | considermmost part of
rich subjects, that have made themselves so by amdftrade, as
men that never look upon anything but their preseofit; and
who, to everything not lying in their way, are immanner blind,
being amazed at the very thought of plunderingéhemoth.
While this may be a characteristic of shopkeeperswg
prosperous, it should be remembered that the Gitlgd¥s did not
have the undivided support “of the town. It is aertthat many
small shopkeepers, with their dependents, sympathizith the
Army and various outlying places, notably Southwavkere the
Levellers had many friends, received the Army witpen
arms. [4]

The Army and those Independents who supported @ ha
alternative but to answer Parliament’s decisionabgoup d’état,
which took the form of Pride’s Purge, as a resfiltvbich only
hard and fast Independents were left in Parliamértis
Parliament was nicknamed by its opponents the “Rump
Parliament”.

A few days later the mixed commission of Levelleaad
Independents had prepared the new “Agreement”, twhie
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Levellers were anxious should be signed at onc¢hbygeneral
staff of the Army, the soldiers and members of iBarént, and
then sent round the country for the signaturesliothe Well-
affected. With this purpose in view, Lilburne hdu tAgreement
printed, but already difficulties were arising witie general staff.
The question of the limits of religious toleranceasvagain
discussed at great length, and in view of what besn said
respecting the nature of the different sects, It @ understood
why the middle-class elements sought to draw adaynd which
toleration should not extend. On December 21st mpcomise
was made, that all Christian sects which did nstudb the public
peace should not be interfered with by the Statendh Catholics
and episcopal State Churchmen excepted; but thadt fnatural”,
that is secular, matters the decision should rébt Rarliament. In
those exceptional cases which the “grandees” deeubsidould be
punished by State tribunals instead of the ordin@ourts, a
compromise was reached, whereby these cases witelito acts
committed by State officials in contravention o¢ithduty. But the
stumbling-block was the dissolution of Parliamenhroughout
Cromwell was against the idea of fixing an earlyedar this, and
although upon this point he was in a minority oa ®ouncil of
Officers, events turned out in accordance with dnsicipations.
He succeeded in imposing his views that the revisgdeement”
should not be sent forthwith to Parliament for sigme and
subsequent circulation, but should be further a®rsd, and that
so much of the “Agreement” be circulated as Pamianshould
deem fit.

When Lilburne and his friends perceived that theswo be the
end of the matter, they retired, with bitter remtoes, from the
conferences about the middle of January 1649. Tvexe so far
right that Parliament on January 20th shelved thgrdement” of
the officers by declaring that it would “take itenconsideration as
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soon as the necessity of the present weighty agdntiraffairs
would permit”, and with this the officers were séed.

It must, however, be admitted that Cromwell waktrand that the
time for the dissolution of Parliament had not \eed. The
elements hostile to the Independents and the Armyewoo
numerous to risk the experiment of a new electiéwen in such
counties as Norfolk and Suffolk, most of the middlass and the
gentry were opposed to the Independents and the Aand these
classes constituted a difficult problem for Cromwak they set
the example in most of the counties, and, likegbasants, were
anxious to get rid of the military burden. It wascmassary to
placate them, and the extreme demands of the leesallid not
assist this object. Gardiner ascribes the revulsidieeling in the
Eastern Counties and other places directly to tierease of
“fanaticism”, that is, radicalism, which had drivéme possessing
and business classes into the ranks of the Presngeand
Royalists. [5] Where Lilburne and his friends sawthing but
malevolence, falsehood, and self-seeking in Cromwhedre was,
together with his ambition and class prejudices,steong
inclination to shape his conduct according to thesybilities of
the moment. He was the practical politicigm excellencg the
Levellers were the ideologues of the movement. Ttasted from
abstract political theories, and accordingly sastdahrough the
spectacles of these theories; but Cromwell, whokelavbeing
was alien from abstract thinking, saw things ay tieally were at
any given moment better than they. In a word, he faasuperior
to the Levellers as a practical politician, althbubey deserve the
credit of having in the course of this revolutiammpioned with
vigour the political interests of the contemporand the future
working class. So long as the fight was againstftinees of the
old regime, the Levellers could and, in fact, didbw the way
again and again, but the moment these old forces wvanquished
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and the new forces proceeded to arrange mattees #ieir
fashion, the suppression of the Levellers becampoliical
necessity. The hour of the class for which theygfdthad not yet
struck.

The first edition of the new Agreement of the Lémed was
followed on May 1, 1649, by a second edition, whielis again
issued from the Tower, wherein Lilburne and hierds were
once more incarcerated. Here it is fitting to pamsthe record of
events in order to discuss these important docwsnemhich
anticipate in many respects thentrat Social

According to the Agreement, which had been primetdonly as a
pamphlet but also as a manifesto that could bebérhdi as a
placard, the supreme authority of the nation shbeldested in a
representative body of four hundred members, atidman of

age” and not in receipt of wages or alms shouldcdaeding to

natural right”, be eligible to vote for or sit asembers of this
assembly. Wage-earners in town and country werg éxaluded
from the suffrage. It should be borne in mind tthet workers of
that period formed an undeveloped and sociallygmgcant class,
and an industrial proletariat in the modern serfsén® word did

not exist. The journeymen in the handicrafts weseally in the
transition stage between apprentice and masterexiend the
suffrage to the agricultural labourers would, ine tithen

circumstances, have strengthened the reactionaty. pa

It is interesting to note that during the debatesvieen Cromwell
and the Levellers universal suffrage was condenonetthe ground
that it would lead to anarchy, and in a Cromwellewspaper the
Levellers were called “these Switzerizing anardiist

The Agreement advocated annual Parliaments, thebemsmof
which were not to be eligible to sit in the two seeding
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Parliaments. Salaried State officials were not éoehgible, and
lawyers sitting in Parliament were not to practis coercive
laws respecting religion should be enacted, and:thleould be no
religious tests. Each parish should elect its ownister, but no
one should be compelled to contribute towards ta@stanance. A
conscientious objection to military or naval seevishould be
respected. All tolls, taxes, and tithes should lbalished within a
short fixed period, and be replaced by a direct ¢ax every
pound’s worth of real and personal estate. In his
pamphletEngland’s New Chains Discoveredwhich is by way
of a commentary on the Agreement, Lilburne is pEpoken on
the subject of indirect taxes. The Levellers, staleés pamphlet,
had “resolved to take away all known and burdensome
grievances”, of which the pamphlet enumerated “&gthihat great
oppression of the counties, Industry and hindraotdillage;
excise and customs, those secret thieves and sbtirainers of
the poor and middle sort of people, and the greatestructors of
trade, surmounting all the prejudices of ship mormatents and
projects before this Parliament. Also to take awall
monopolizing companies of merchants, the hindranees
decayers of clothing and clothworking, dying and tike useful
professions ... They have also in mind to providerkwand
comfortable maintenance for all sorts of poor, agedl impotent
people.” All privileges were to be cancelled, andagional militia
was to take the place of the standing Army, thasitat as to war
resting with Parliament. Each county should selist own
officials; the laws were to be printed in Engligind all complaints
and prosecutions to be dealt with only by a swarg pf twelve
citizens of the district. Measures should be tateeensure work
and decent maintenance to the poor, the agedharsidk.

The demands set out above constitute a remarkatdegmme for
the time in which it was formulated. It was the méormidable in
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that it shunned all communist-Utopian speculatiomsich found

champions enough in the camp of the Levellers. Comsm

made no appeal to the town population, which dibyed possess
an industrial proletariat. At the most, communigtioposals might
have attracted the rural workers at certain tirrefact, there is no
instance during the Great Rebellion of an indepenhdgass

movement of the town workers, although during tbeith of the

movement there were several attempts at agrariammcmist

risings.

In some historical works the Levellers are depicésdreligious

sectarians, who exceeded the Puritans in fanaticisnt the

Agreement does not support this suggestion. luybetsts a greater
measure of religious toleration than was concededurty other

parties of the time. Certainly the writings of mdiual Levellers

contain numerous texts from the Bible, but thisia$ remarkable
in a time when the Bible was the only book that gesht weight
with the mass of the people. Moreover, these tegt®r relate to
religious dogmas. On the other hand, the Levellene frequently
accused by their contemporaries and opponentsheisat, and
there is proof of the existence of a widespreatbmatism or

deism in their ranks. There is, in any case, goadirgd for the

statement of other historians that the Levelleigimally called

themselves rationalists to mark that they recoghthe authority
of reason alone.
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Footnotes

1. Quoted in John Lilburnehe Legal Fundamental Liberties of the People
of England Revived, Asserted, and Vindicated

2. These names played in the English Revolutiorpéréplayed in the French by
the word “patriot”. They were commonly used for tgherents of the people’s
cause. The Royalists and their supporters wererginealled“Malignants”
by the opponents.

3. This is the first appearance in modern histdryhe idea of applyinglirect
legislationto a great State question. The French Revolutaonts zenith, as is
well known, brought forward a similar proposal.

4. Hobbes is particularly annoyed because the @#ya whole, supported the
Rebellion for a long time. The work from which gatibn has been made, even
more than higeviathan, reveals the narrow-minded champion of aristocrati
absolutism. Thus he castigates the “Little Parliathfor making marriage a civil
act. The Puritan democrats who were in the majanithat Parliament were more
liberal in Church matters, and more advanced inulaecqquestions than their
opponents, the enlightened statesmen and philosgpfide reforms civic,
ecclesiastical and legal, which they initiated wiaréhe main highly creditable to
them and as, for example, their decision to codifyl law, anticipate the most
famous enactments of the Convention of 1793. Adteexistence of six months,
the “Little Parliament” was dissolved, amid theoiejngs of the classes and the
castes, the lawyers, whose interests and privildged been in jeopardy,
celebrating the event by a huge drinking bout & Temple. SeExact Relation

of the Transactions of the Late ParliamentLondon, 1654, printed iBomer’s
Tracts, vol.vi, pp.266-284,

5. Loc. cit., vol.iii, p.175.
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Chapter VIII
Atheistic and Communistic
Tendencies in the Levellers’

Movement

We have referred to Henry Marten as a “heathen”t Bu
notwithstanding all his friendship for the LevellieMarten was
never one of them.

As a representative of advanced rationalism ambad_evellers,
special mention should be made of Richard Ovestdro, with W.
Walwyn and T. Prince, frequently figures in compawth
Lilburne as signatory of their political pamphle¥We have seen
that he was mentioned for his profane sentimenteenpamphlet
against Walwyn, as a subject of natural detestatiod in his case
we are in a better position, than in Walwyn'’s, &tetmine the
justice of the accusations brought against him.wiete a small
pamphlet on the immortality of the soul, which gvédull
information on this matter, and it is interesting recognize in
Overton the first representative of the school ladught which
combined systematic rationalism, or even matenglisvith
political and social radicalism in England. He ferin this respect
a characteristic pendant to Hobbes, his contempordro grafted
upon the stem of philosophical materialism the doet of
political absolutism and State religion. But thelgdophic radical
representative of the interests of the lower cla$ses passed into
oblivion, mainly because, after the Revolution,igbcadicalism
for a long time manifested itself in religious mawents only. It is
therefore very difficult to discover any exact partars as to his
personality. Godwin assumed, erroneously [1], thRithard
Overton was a brother of Robert Overton, the friefidMilton
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(and the republican partisan of Cromwell beforebbeame Lord
Protector and Dictator); but all that ProfessoMasson, Milton’s
biographer, knows about him is that he was “a prindand
assiduous publisher of pamphlets”. At any rate has van
indefatigable Leveller, and we shall again meehwiim in that
capacity later on.

The first edition of Overton’s pamphlet appearedrggmously in
1643. Amsterdam is named on the title page as taee pof
publication, but there is good reason to beliewa thwas printed
in London. At that time the Presbyterians werd ptédominant,
and a manifesto of their conclave against conteargounbelief
and heresy attacks this pamphlet: “The chief repedive of the
tremendous doctrine of materialism, or the Denidl the
Immortality of the soul, is ‘R.0.”, the anonymoasithor of the
tract onMan’s Mortality — the title of the first edition.

The title of the completely revised second editwhich appeared
twelve years later, in 1655, in London, reads dews: “Man
wholly mortal, or a Treatise wherein ’tis proved, both
Theologically and Philosophically, that as wholenngnned, so
whole man died; contrary to that common distinctidrSoul and
Body; and that the present going of the Soul irdavien or hell is
a mere fiction: And that at the Resurrection islikginning of our
immortality; and then actual condemnation and Samlsand not
before. With Doubts and Objections answered andlved, both
by Scripture and Reason; discovering the multitudé
Blasphemies and Absurdities that arise from theciéaof the
Soul.”

As will be seen from the title, a last concessismmade to the
supernatural idea; a resurrection at the end @ tnadmitted. But
Godwin is hardly wrong in concluding, from the falcat Overton
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treats this subject quite superficially, that hantans the doctrine
of the Resurrection simply for the purpose of faakieg the

charge of propagating crass atheism. It has no emiom

whatever with the argument on the main questign. [2

The “theological” ground for this main argument sists in a
number of Biblical texts cited by Overton, refegito a complete
perishing after death, while he declares that otk&ts which
apparently imply the contrary are based on falssdings or
misinterpretations of the original text. Thus, dre ttitle page,
verse 19 of the third chapter of Ecclesiastes: “Bat which
befalleth the sons of men befalleth beasts; evertluing befalleth
them: as the one dieth, so dieth the other; yesy, llave all one
breath; so that a man hath no pre-eminence abbeest: for all is
vanity.”

The “philosophical” proof is of an entirely diffexenature. It is
thoroughlyscientific as far as this was possible in those times.
From the development of the psychical activity he tdeveloping
human being — ascending from the infant to the tadudn,
descending thence to the age of second childhoadmedified in
the sick — Overton demonstrates the impossibilitthe separation
of soul and body. He compares man with animals,stagvs from
many examples that nearly all of his mental capscdre likewise
found in animals, merely differing in degree, andnot being in
the latter combined in equal fullness. If, therefadhe human soul
can survive the decay of the body, the soul ofathienal also must
be immortal. With keen logic he demonstrates, fjmathological
conditions, etc., that if the soul is somethingeipendent of the
body, man ought to have, not one soul, but a largeber. Most
categorical are his statements as to corporalitgeneral: “The
form”, he writes, “is the form of the matter, ancatter is the
matter of the form; neither of themselves, but eath the other,
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and both together make one Being.” [3] In anothace he writes:
“All that is created is material; for that which m®t material, is
nothing”. [4] Overton quotes, in support of his w& many
passages from Greek and Roman classics, which stisgthat he
was an uncommonly well-read man. From the quotatgven the
reader will scarcely be surprised to learn that fhiblication made
considerable stir; in fact, the author appearsaeehgiven great
offence to his pious fellow-citizens, while on tbther hand his
work seems to have had a highly stimulative effeot

unprejudiced spirits; thus, for instance, Massomsaers it
probable that Milton arrived at his views on dedhrough

Overton.

As regards Walwyn, Overton’s associate, no independritings
by him, on religious and political questions, axtaat. A reply
from his pen to Kiffin’'s pamphlet is on strictly f@asive lines. It
repudiates, in general terms, the charge of inggligand of
revolutionary communism, so that nothing definitancbe
gathered from it in any direction. The same mayshe&l of a
publication which appeared under the initials “H,B.he Charity
of Churchmen, whose author, a certain Doctor Brook, declares
that he feels bound to stand up for Walwyn, who weassfined
within prison walls. The conversations quoted byffiKi had
certainly taken place, but Walwyn's utterances hbden
exaggerated by Kiffin in a partisan spirit. As badipologies
appeared at the time when Walwyn was confined & Tthwer
awaiting his trial, not much weight is to be attagdho this mode
of refutation. All that can be inferred from themthat Kiffin's
charges may possibly have been exaggerated inrceespects,
but in substance were not mere fabrications. On cih&rary,
persons are named who are said to have been pichsemg the
conversations in question.
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As we are not so much concerned with the precisasgblogy as
with the general tendency of these conversatiores,wi¥l now

consider how Walwyn is alleged to have endeavotwecbrrupt
the young people who frequented his house.

It is said that he questioned the young men: “Hew gou prove
that the Bible is God’'s Word?” “What better proaive you for
the divine authorship of the Bible than the Turks Har his
Koran?”

He is said to have taken the young people on Suntaythe
various churches, one after another, to let the@r ew the
preachers of the one inveighed against those obtther, pointing
out to them the contradictions and absurditieh\éxgermons, and
after having thus prejudiced them against religiongeneral,
representing “the great mysteries of life and dawathrough
Jesus Christ as well as the doctrines of justibcathrough His
death, resurrection, sanctification, and conderandty His spirit
as mere fancies, as ridiculous, nonsensical, vagid, empty
conceptions”, to have embarked upon a criticisnthef various
political and social systems.

He was specifically accused of having said to squgils that
there was “more wit in Lucian’s dialogues than fre twhole
Bible”, that the Proverbs and Psalms were compdiedings,
solely for their own ends, that the Song of Songs \& poem
written by Solomon about one of his whores, thak isenothing
but the bad conscience of evil men in this lifed d@hat it was
inconceivable that God should torment men throughteternity
for a short period of sinful life. King David anklet patriarch Jacob
had been a couple of sly foxes and cunning kndvegs absurd
to engage in continuous prayer, and the only trakgion
consisted in helping the poor. The Protestant {i@gre most of
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them greedy fellows; even the Catholics had nonlkes bad as
they were to the poor. He could not blame the Ifish their
rebellion, they were right in demanding liberty tbemselves. It is
laid to Walwyn’s charge, as a particularly heinoffence, that he
even defended suicide, whereby a friend of his ,wifieo suffered
from an incurable disease, had actually been eagedrto Kill
herself.

So much for Walwyn’s “soul-destroying” atheism. Ndor his
communism.

The associate of Lilburne, whom Freeborn John somiya
defended, is said to have expressed himself asafsltoncerning
the“disproportion and inequality of the distributionf the things
of this life™:

“What an inequitable thing it is for one man to @adkousands and
another want bread! The pleasure of God is thamaih should
have enough, and not that one man should aboutidsinvorld’s
goods, spending it upon lusts, and another manfajofbetter
deserts and far more useful to the commonwealthjanbe worth
twopence.” He wishes that “there was neither phtgge, nor
ditch in the whole nation”, and says that “the dahall never be
well until all things be common”. It would not bynza means be
“such difficulty as men make it to be to alter tbeurse of the
world in this thing; a very few diligent and valtagpirits may turn
the world upside down if they observe the seasodsshall with
life and courage engage accordingly”. To the olmecthat this
would upset all and every Government, he answef€bere
would then be less need of Government; for theretieuld be
no thieves, no covetous persons, no deceiving andeaof one
another, and so no need of Government. If any reiffee do fall
out, take a cobbler from his seat, or any othatesean that is an
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honest and just man, and let him hear the casalatimine the
same, and then betake himself to his work again.”

Have not these sentiments a decidedly modern bogtahem?

However, Walwyn’s views have been preserved forbushis
opponents, and, like Overton’s treatise — of whia first edition
appeared before the outbreak, and the secondiladétsuppression
of the Leveller movement — have no direct connactath this
movement itself. As party leaders, Walwyn and Qwerias well
as Lilburne, appear to have confined themselvesnlynaio
political matters and to have treated religion agretly “private
affair”.

But the movement itself was not exclusively conedrrnwith
political questions. The masses, as a rule, willo®inspired with
enthusiasm for political reforms unless these appeahem a
means for improving their own material positiongdahe Leveller
movement was no exception to this rule. As longitasias
confined to portions of the Army and of the Londmopulace, its
political character was uppermost, but when it agrento the
country, it at once assumed the character of aidsdemocratic
agitation”.

A striking illustration of this, and of how it wasistomary for the
Bible to be quoted on every occasion and for megnio be read
into the text, is supplied by a pamphlet writtenébizeveller and
entitledLight Shining in Buckinghamshire, or the discovery of
the main ground, original cause of all the slavarthe world, but
chiefly in England, presented by way of Declaratainmany of

the well-affected in the country, to all the pooppecessed
countrymen of England, and also to the consideratd the

present army under the conduct of Lord Fairfax’48.6The motto
of this pamphlet runs as follows: “Arise, O Goddge Thou the
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earth”, and at the very commencement it says: ti#dit which is
called Magistracie is from the king’s Patent, amsl ie from the
devil; for the king's predecessor, the outlandigisthrdwilliam,
came to be king by conquest and murther; now mrgtbeare,
saith Jesus, the devil's children, for, saith Hee tevil was a
murtherer from the beginning and he abode not entthth; now
kings are utterly against the truth and persecuibtise saints, for,
saith Jesus, they shall bring you before kingsthst Kings are
enemies unto the Kingdom of Christ”. [5]

The argument is as bold as the quotations, btioivs how it was
sought to prove everything from the Bible. The phlapgoes on
to say: “And, therefore, those called the Levell¢heir principles
to free all alike out of slavery, are most just anonest in
reference to the matter of freedom, for ithe end of redemption
by Jesus to restore all thing$6] Who required a king at all? is a
question put by the unnamed author, who then pdscez show
that itis the rich, the nobility, the priests, and the fkeleech”
lawyerswho require the protection and countenance ofig,kwut
not the real people. He adds that what “honestip&dgesire is

1. “A just portion for each man to live, so that none need to beg
or steal for want, but everyone may live comfortably.”

2. “A just rule for each man to go by, which rule is to be found in
Scripture.”

3. Equal rights for all.

4. Government by “Judges called Elders” elected by the people.
5. A commonwealth after the pattern of the Bible. “Now in
Israel, if a man were poor, then a publicke maintenance and stocke
was to be provided to raise him again. So would all Bishops’ lands,
Forrest lands, and Crown lands, do in our land, which the apostate
Parliament-men give one to another, and to maintain the needlesse
thing called a king, and every seven years the whole land was to the
poor, the fatherless, widows and strangers, and at every crop a
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portion allowed them. Mark this, poor people, what the Levellers
would do for you.” [7]

The rest of this remarkable pamphlet constitutekean and
apposite criticism of the situation and politicainestitution in
England, and in conclusion there appears in leaypd the
ominous verse from the twelfth chapter of the firgbk of Kings:
“What portion have we in David? Neither have wesirntance in
the son of Jesse: to your tents, O Israel.”

The little pamphlet must have been received vewdeably, as
three months after a sequel appeared, entiflee of the light
shining in Buckinghamshire It describes how the people had
been robbed of their natural inheritance and emsdlally the
Norman conquest, and subsequently by the usurgatdnthe
lords, by illegal enclosure of lands and similaram& The remedy
was not to revert to the state of things precedhsy Norman
conquest, but to build up a state of true equalitgt justice, and do
away with all kinds of kings and vice-kings. A thipamphlet was
promised to show how this could be done.

But no such pamphlet seems to have appeared, [@asit not
under the same title. However, we shall soon saetkie author,
or the group to which he belonged, had worked dabazate
schemes in support of their proposals. First of &g would
mention two features which the pamphlets referrechave in
common with quite a number of pamphlets issuetatgeriod.

The first and more general characteristic is thieeaexely hostile
language used towards the monarchy, the nobifisyGhurch, and
the rich class, but particularly towards the lavgydlo epithet
seems too strong to be used against them — the coasnon,
recurring in innumerable writings, is “these caidaps of
society”. It seems that they were bitterly hatedablarge part of
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the population, and evidently not without good eausasmuch as
they were the ready tools of the great land-rohkmrer prepared
to give legal sanction to their acts of spoliati@rhile turning a
deaf ear to the cry of the robbed and oppressdubutitmeans to
pay. [8] And how jealously did they, as a casteardutheir
privileges, the right to fleece as they pleaseddiseeking justice.
We have already mentioned that not the least ilmpbreason for
the collapse of Barebone’s Parliament was thategighed to
replace the tangle of statute law by a codifiedesyisof law and
thus clip the nails of the legal profession. Wharesiioned in
Parliament, about that time, by Edm. Ludlow, one thé
republican generals, Cromwell named as one of tistacles to a
drastic reform the resistance of the lawyers, 4bes of Zeruiah”.
“As soon as we speak of improving the laws theyaurt that we
propose to destroy property.” [9] Even Cromwellethnot incur
the enmity of bigots.

The second popular slogan of the period is the migation of
existing property as the fruit of “Norman law”, whiwas merely
the law of a conqueror. There is extant a wholerdiiure of
popular pamphlets, which are variations on thigestiband which
of course are chiefly written by Levellers or othextreme
Independents. [10] But abolition of the “Norman Taas urged in
these pamphlets, meant abolition or, at least,si@vi of the
existingconditions of property- the wordpropertybeing chiefly
or exclusively understood to mean landed propdrhe English
Levellers, without having studied Brissot and Pitoa came to
the conclusion that the land belonged by righthi nation, and
regarded landlordism as “robbery”.

It was chiefly literature based on these premibas ¢thampioned
the cause of the landless and the expropriatetisnRevolution,
which, historically considered, was a revolutiontloé possessing
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classes: a struggle for the emancipation of pragse —
landholders — from the surviving remnants of feudatdens on
the land. But this was not all. When once societg been
aroused, other elements came to the surface andulmed
comprehensive proposals for social reform; sidesidg with the
revolutionary socialists of the time we also firfstdte Socialists”
or Social Reformers.

We may consider as such, for instance, P. Cllarabeghysician,
an Independent of French extraction, who in 164Bliphed a
pamphlet entitledhe Poor Man’s Advocate in which a most
remarkable proposal was made for solving the sapiaktion of
the period. It bears the sub-title “A Samaritan lBnd” and its
motto is “Bonum quo communius eo melius”. The autho
advocateshe nationalization of all land that had hitherteedn
Crown or Church land, or other forfeited land, as
the PATRIMONY OF THE POOR. All these estates and other
public property should be thrown together into aagrnational
“Stock”, as a treasure for the poor, and admingsteon
communistic lines, by an organization having a dlghly
democratic constitution and accessible to all, &ndthe chief
direction of which a responsible supervisor wadeoappointed.
Otherwise, Chamberlen proposes to leave society iasexcept
that all restrictions on industry and commercetarbe removed,
all articles of food and raw materials are to bengigd into the
country duty-free, and similarly, all manufactugg@ducts are to
be exported free, and no duties are to be levieskmxon the
exports of the former and the imports of the latéex the reader is
no doubt aware, the last mentioned proposals viierdémands of
the more radical mercantilism which was then contmthe fore.
But Chamberlen does not stop there. “Provide fer ploor and
they will provide for you, crush the poor and thveiyl crush you”,

is the warning which he addressed to the politeidte combats
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the assertion that the poor (meaning not actualdmants only,
but the poorer classes generally) can be broughtason by
hunger and coercive laws only, and that they bectamg if
protected against extreme want, and insolent abellreus if not
kept down by force. The economical policy which wasried
through in France, half a generation later, by €dlhs outlined in
this pamphlet in every point, except that it iseflyi directed here
to the semi-communistic institution of a nationatdtk”. This
national “stock” was to be used to build roads aadals, create
manufactures, introduce improved machinery, estabsichools
and technical institutes for the instruction of gemple; in short, it
was to serve as a lever for raising, together with situation of
the lower classes, the general level of culturethe country.
Chamberlen does not confine himself to mere genedatations,
but proceeds at once to calculate the financiabgivdities of his
project, which is in every way an interesting ex&mpf the
mighty impetus which the Revolution had given te thinds of
men. Although the author was not himself a Leveb&d is never
mentioned in connection with Levellers, he nevded®e appears
to have been closely allied with them.

His treatise was published by Giles Calvert, wholished most

of the Levellers’ pamphlets, and whose name figaes$hat of a
co-editor on the title page of the third edition ahe
Levellers’Agreement of the Peoplewhich appeared on July 23,
1649. Perhaps it would not be altogether erron¢éouegard it as
an endeavour to provide a sociological supplemeat t
the Agreement, which, as regards the main question with which it
deals, merely lays down a general principle.

Other writings that may be referred to in this cection are some
of the tracts of Samuel Hartlib, or Hartlieb, arfesd Protestant
German Pole, whose parents, under the pressureesufitidal
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dominion, had migrated from Poland to West Prusliartlieb

went to England about 1630, and became activedggd@mnat and
as the promoter of all kinds of movements that dina¢ the
common weal. He made translations into English afious

writings of Comenius, the famous pedagogue of tlodeBnian

Brethren (1592-1671), besides himself writing vasieessays on
education. Keenly interested in the better cultbrabf the soil, he
established a small model farm and published popumtaks on

agriculture as practised in Flanders, bee-keepinit-growing,

etc. In recognition of his merits, the “Long Pamient” granted
him in 1646 a pension of £100 sterling, which ie fiollowing

year was raised to £300. But Hartlieb’s boundldserality, which

extended to numerous Protestant and sectarian eefugand
which had exhausted his own property, still kegh lpoor, and
when towards the end of the Republic the paymetti@pension
fell into arrears, the plight of this unselfish mdrecame
deplorable. Though afflicted with a painful disedsalculus), he
literally had to beg in order to procure the barestessaries of life
for himself and his family. The restored monarchgsvstill less
eager to pay Hartlieb the arrears of his pensiod, lze died in
extreme want in 1662. He had maintained relatioitls the most
eminent men in England. Milton dedicated to him essay on
Education, and a similar tribute was paid by Wili&etty, whose
talent Hartlieb had been quick to recognize. TheagComenius
wrote that he did not know of anyone who equalleditli¢b in the

extent of his knowledge.

Hartlieb’s first original work is his treatise, amived in a Utopian
form, on the State as a promoter of industry, ledtit“A
description of the famous Kingdom of Macaria; shayviits
excellent government, wherein the Inhabitants live great
Prosperity, Health and Happiness; the King obeykd, Nobles
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honoured, and all good men respected. An exampletier
nations. In a Dialogue between a Scholar and a€lleay’ [11]

The book is dedicated to Parliament, and Hartliebeoves that he
has set forth his ideas in a fiction as “a more mealy way”,
following the example of Sir Thomas More and Bacon.
But Macaria (the word is Greek and signifies “Place of Blis&s’)
written with a severely practical aim. It does rd#scribe an
Imaginary society, but presents definite institni§icand laws — in
sufficiently general terms to admit of their beregdily applied to
the conditions of that time. Briefly summarizedeythamount to
this, that the State should control and promotelgecton, and that
property should entail the discharge of certaingattions, under
penalty of its forfeiture to the community. The gavment of
Macaria consists of five departments (“Councils $fate”),
composed of the most competent citizens, devotetizulture,
fishery, commerce and trade on land, maritime corogjeand the
colonies (“new Plantations”) respectively. Of cautbese officers
are represented as fulfilling their tasks in a megemplary
manner, stimulating progress and improvement imyeglgection.
Consequently there is general prosperity, sciefmarighes, the
poorer members of society are provided for in thetlpossible
way, etc. The fundamental idea is that the Statmldhbe an
economic institution. Hartlieb held fast to thigathroughout his
whole life; “Macaria” figures in his letters almosh the very
last. [12]

However, in those later days he coupled the “Mafaproject
with another scheme, viz., the formation of an eisdémn of
lovers of physical sciences, which were then tptatglected at
the Universities. This plan was realized beforetltdr's death by
the foundation of the “Royal Society”. But Hartlietould not
succeed in gaining influential support for his otpeoject. Even
the suggestion to make a small commencement iohieé branch
of production, i.e. agriculture, was coldly recelyas he found to
his chagrin, when, after having published severairka on
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improvements in the cultivation of the soil, he lgybt out, in
1651, arkEssay for Advancement of Husbandry-Learning or
Propositions far the Erecting of a Colledge of Haistry.

Notwithstanding the sensible and practical argusarded by
Hartlieb in recommending this proposal, nearly twmdred years
elapsed before it was realized in England. We roartiis essay
because its sub-title, which recurs in many otheitings of

Hartlieb’s, foreshadows the title of John Bellgpsbposal, which
will be dealt with hereafter. Hartlieb’s agriculiressays and
proposals have been highly commended in works oflemo
agriculturists.

Another of Hartlieb’s suggestions was the commlatof a State
“Book of Addresses” for traffic in goods, employnmeegistry,

etc., where inventories and registers should bé &kpll goods,

persons, offices, and situations, etc., and wherg desired

information should be given to all applicants, be frich against
payment of a penny or twopence, “but to the pobrshall be

supplied gratis”. Hartlieb also advocated the freerchange of all
inventions — in which respect he himself set thaneple — and
finally there is extant “an opinion” by him on aopgct for a land
(agricultural) bank. Although these proposals drenaharmony

with the nascent capitalist system, the idea igsstd that
inventions which tend to increase production anenidicto improve
the situation of the poorer classes, and that the Should step in
where the capabilities of the individual do notfieef to realize
this object.

But the literature of the time did not always sthrt at proposals
compatible with the existing order, and this brings to the
communistic sect of the “True Levellers”, as thesstf called

themselves in a spirit of revolutionary defiance,“diggers”, as

the people and contemporary writers nicknamed them.
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Footnotes

1. History of the Commonwealth vol.iv, p.280.

2. There is a connection only in so far as it isvah that the existence of a
soul without a body being impossible, there cowtdnlo Purgatory or the
like, where disembodied souls were supposed to gdéessdeath. No other
immortality of the soul than by the raising up loétwhole man is possible,
and until this happened the whole man that died| as well as body, is

dead. “On the whole, were it not for the appendedcession of a

Resurrection, or New Creation, and an Immortaliiynehow to ensue

thence, the doctrine of the Tract might be desdrilas out-and-out

Materialisrn. Possibly, in spite of the concessithis is what the author
meant to drive at” (Massohjfe of Milton , vol.iii, p.157).

3. Second Edition, p.10.
4. p.21.

5.p.3.

6. p.6.

7.p.6.

8. “Would it not be a notable booty for the soldierwe read in the last
quoted pamphlet “when so many cheating lawyerstagether at the
Term, to drive them out, or else strip their loagedd gowns over their
ears? O soldiers, you could never do a better pécervice than to put
down the lawyers.”

9. Edm. LudlowMemaoirs, vol.ii, pp.46-51.

10. Three such pamphlets against the “Norman lang” reproduced in
theHarleian Miscellany, vol.vi, p.36ff., vol.viii, pp.94ff., and vol.ix,
pp.90ff. The name of the author is John Hare.

11. London, 1641 (reprinted in vol.i of tharleian Miscellany,
pp.580ff.).

12. In 1659, to his great mortification, a diffuaad bombastic parody
of Macaria, entitledOlbia (The Happy One), was published in his name,
without his knowledge or authority, which servedigstify even some of
his friends.
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Chapter IX
The “True” Levellers and

Their Practical Communism

ON Sunday, April 8, 1649, while Lilburne and othesders of the
Levellers were again confined in the Tower, thetsldenly
appeared, near Cobham, in the County of Surreyuraber of
men, armed with spades, who commenced to dig uplwated

land at the side of St. George’s Hill, with theeintion of growing
corn and other produce. They explained to the cgtpeople in
the neighbourhood that as yet they were few, beir thumber
would soon increase to four thousand. They proptséopen and
present the state of community to the sons of mand, to prove
that it was “an indeniable equity that the commengde ought to
dig, plow, plant, and dwell upon the Commons withbairing

them or paying rent to any”. After they had worlded a week,
erected tents, and also prepared land on a sedbfa Isowing —

their number having increased to forty and stilhtoauing to

increase — some were driven away and some arresbed} the
middle of the following week, by two troops of hersTheir
leaders, William Everard and Gerrard Winstanle (irst-named
being a Leveller who had left or been dismissedAtray), were
brought before General Fairfax, when Everard dedlahat he,
like most people who were called Saxons or the liedonged to
the race of the Jews. [1]

He said “that all liberties of the people had bdest by the
coming of William the Conqueror; and that ever sirthen, the
people of God had lived under tyranny and oppressiorse than
that of our forefathers under the Egyptians. Buw ribe time of
deliverance was at hand; and God would bring Hapfeeout of
this slavery and restore their to their freedorenjoying the fruits
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and benefits of the Earth. And that there lateld bapeared to
him, Everard, a vision, which bade him ‘Arise ang and plough
the Earth, and receive the fruits thereof.” Thatirthntent is to
restore the Creation to its former condition. Tlaat God had
promised to make the barren land fruitful, so nohatvthey did
wasto restore the ancient Community of enjoying theitsrof the
Earth, and to distribute the benefits thereof to therpgoul needy,
feed the hungry and clothe the naked. That thesnddd not to
meddle with any man’s property, nor to break dovaiep or
fences”, as they were accused of doing, “but oalyneddle with
what is common and untilled, and to make it frdittar the use of
man”. For those who would join them and work, thexauld be
meat and drink and clothes, “which is all that ecessary to the
life of man”. They considered the present freehadéheir elder
brethren that had received their portion first,reweere it unjustly
and by force or other evil means. But though bepoginger
brethren, they saw not why they should be debafrech all
participation in the common heritage, and die wifilere was an
abundance of common land lying untilled.” The timeuld soon
come when they “would have absorbed all the poorkigss, and
oppressed, into their ranks, and from shiftless abbagdage
brought them into good citizenship”. Yea, the timeuld come
when even the present freeholders, the perpetuatdine Norman
tyranny, would pull down their fences, give up thé&nded
property, and willingly join their community, thusnding all
tyranny and slavery and establishing God'’s kingawonearth.

For the rest, Everard declared “that they will ndéfend

themselves by arms, but will submit unto authorégd wait till

the promised opportunity be offered which they @wed to be at
hand. And that as their forefathers lived in tests,it would be
suitable to their condition now to live in the safne
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While they were before the General they stood withr hats on, and being demanded the
reasons thereof, they said, “Because he was birt fHlow-creature.” Being asked the
meaning of that phrase, “Give honour to whom horisutue”, they said, “Your mouth
shall be stopped that puts such questions.” [2]

They were condemned to pay fines which, for thased, were
excessive, and as they could not pay, distressleveed on their
goods. But they were not so easily induced to atwaideir cause;
again and again they attempted anew to carry tidea into
practice, only to be forcibly dispersed again. Théso published
pamphlets defending their ideas and protesting nagathe
treatment they had received. These pamphlets anehed in
somewhat mystical phraseology, which manifestiwvegras a
cloak to conceal the revolutionary designs of tihars.

As an example we may mention a pamphlet entitl@the“true
Leveller standard advancedor The state of community opened
and prepared to the sons of men-by William Ever&dyrard
Winstanley (here follow 13 names) beginning to pEmd manure
the waste land upon George Hill, in the Parish d@taén, in the
County of Surrey, London 1649.”

It opens with a sentence which savours of the eaith century:
“In the beginning of tim¢he great Creator Reason made the earth
to be a common treasuty

It proceeds to state that through violence andpagion, slavery
and oppression first came into the world, and thiatwas the true
Adam, the father of original sin. In a spirit of gadar
interpretation it adds: “But this coming in of bag# is called A-
dam, because this ruling and teaching power witranthdamthe
spirit of Peace and Liberty.”

It proceeds to relate a vision, but the words asdito the
heavenly apparition betray its mundane purpose:riffogether,
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eat bread together, declare this all abroad,” la@ewtords alleged
to have been addressed to the person to whom icaagqh
(Everard), and “Israel shall neither take hire giwe hire”. [3]

But the voice is not satisfied with its denunciatiaf rent. It goes
on to say: “Whosoever laboureth the earth for aeys@gn or
persons that are lifted up to rule over others dath not look
upon themselves as equal as others in the crediedtand of the
Lord shall be upon that labourer: I, the Lord, hapeken it and |
will do it.” [4] No plainer language could be usexdstir up revolt
against the landlords or provoke a strike of adiucal labourers
and threaten “black-legs” with the wrath of God nifesting itself
by the hands of “God’s people”.

But the “true Levellers” were disappointed in theapes. With the
suppression of the first attempt to arouse agucaltlabourers, by
a singular “propaganda by deed”, before they hadred as many
hundreds of adherents as they had hoped to gaursdhds, their
fate was sealed, more especially as actual radk-ckd not come
into vogue until after the Restoration, and as tikges of
agricultural labourers had not yet reached thewekt level.

Moreover, and this was probably the decisive factbe most
energetic members of the peasantry were servindpanArmy,

where meanwhile a crushing blow had been inflicted the

Levellers.

Nevertheless they did not refrain from repetition$ the
experiment, which of course were equally futile. Val.xlii of
theCalendar of State Paperghere is a copy of a letter from
Gerrard Winstanley and John Palmer, on behalfaif #issociates,
to the Council of State of the Commonwealth, whertiey
protest against the attacks of a priest named &fattothers to the
effect “that we and others called ‘diggers’ ardaus, will not be
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ruled by the justices, have seized a house antbpuguns into it,

and are ‘Cavaliers’, and wait for an opportunitybiong in the

prince (Charles II), on which you sent soldiersb&mat us. These
reports are untrue. We are peaceable men, do st reur

enemies, but pray God to quiet their hearts, anddesre to

conquer them by love”.

It then goes on, very appositely:

We plough and dig, that the impoverished poor metyaycomfortable
livelihood and think that we have a right to dbytvirtue of the conquest
over the late king who had William the Conquerditie to the land ...
But if the Norman power is still upheld we havetlby sticking to the
Parliament.

We joined them, relying on their promises of fredaf land, and claim
freedom to enjoy the common lands, bought by ouneyi@and blood. We
claim it by equality in the contest. Parliament afidny said they
actedfor the whole nation; you gentry have your enclesuiree, and we
claim a freedom in the common land

There is waste land enough and to spare. We ordiyedkeave to work
and enjoy the fruits of our labour. If this is detiwe must raise
collections for the poor out of your estates; bwtngn are proud, and
desperate, and will rob and steal rather than thiegity, and many are
ashamed to beg; but if the land were granted terdd not be a beggar
or idle person.

England could then support itself, and is a stairetigion for land to be
waste and yet many to starve.

If you grant the land we shall rejoice in you ahd Army protecting our
work, and serve you at will.

This letter supplies in simple words a good csieiof the English
Revolution from the standpoint of the proletariantloe period.
Carlyle, notwithstanding the supercilious mannewimch he does
so, is quite right when representing the Levellared their
followers as saying to themselves in 1649:
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“God’s enemies having been fought down, chief Dplents all
punished, and the Godly Party made triumphant, dbgs not
some Millennium arrive?” The question whether farsn@easants
and labourers should have laid down their livesrfothing was
quite natural and justified, and no less justifieas the remark, in
the letter referred to: “if the Norman power” (theaditional
distribution of property) “is still upheld we hal@st by sticking to
the Parliament”. In fact, the labouring agricultypsapulation, as a
class, was destined to lose by the Revolutiongasdtlfor the time
being; their exploiters were emancipated, but t@aitation was
intensified. They had not realized this at the ettsvhen the
struggle with the King was represented as a fightdod’s justice
against priestcraft, and for liberty against tynganor for “eternal
justice”, as Carlyle says. How were the poor couptople to
know that “eternal justice” in the seventeenth agnimeant the
overthrow of divine right and the enthronement loé tright of

property?

The document from which we have just quoted is kst
manifestation of collective action on the part dfet“true
Levellers”. Neither in the class whose cause thegngpioned nor
in the existing social conditions did they findaothold for their
movement. Those of them who were reluctant to atartteir
agitation to improve social conditions had no aléive but to
join allied movements which found more favour. Athds in fact
was what eventually happened, as we shall seeftarea

The second volume of the “Clarke” papers contaimsnes
information about the “diggers”. The last-quotettde addressed
by Winstanley to the Council of State is here shdwiear the
date December 8, 1649, whilst in tBalendar of State Papersis

erroneously dated 1653. As appears from anothier letanating
from some of the “diggers”, reproduced in the “&rpapers [5],
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the event related in Winstanley’s letter occurrad\mvember 28,
1649. A notable feature in the last-mentioned iette the

complaint of the writers that the landlords, at sanstigation
Commonwealth soldiers were pulling down the “digdehouse,

were Royalists. They say: “But if you inquire iritee business you
will finde that the Gentlemen that sett the soutdgen are
enemyes to you, for some of the chiefe had handkerKentish

rising against the Parliament.” The signatoriesesein number,
request, on behalf of their fellows, that the saiglishould be
called to account, in order “that the country manpw that you

had noe hand in such an unrighteous and cruell Hotvever, the
Council of State was probably more concerned tacgha the
middle class by enforcing law and order.

The same volume from which we take this letter asntains a
“Digger’s Song”, found among the “Clarke” manustsipWe
cannot refrain from reproducing here at least a vevses of this
communistic song, which most probably was sung ames
popular tune

You noble Diggers all, stand up now, stand up now,
You noble Diggers all, stand up now;

The waste Land to maintain, seeing Cavaliers bye
Your digging does disdaine, and persons all defame.
Stand up now, stand up now.

Aristocracy, gentry, lawyers, and clergy are hatdheturn:

With spades, and hoes, and plowes, stand up no
Your Freedom to uphold, seeing Cavaliers are bold
To kill you if they could, and rights from you told.
Stand up now, diggers all.
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The Cavaliers would pull down houses and terrotize poor
people, but “the gentry must come down” and ther ppen must
“bear the crown”. Despotism is the Cavaliers’ land they do not
consider it a sin to starve poor people, but

The gentry is all round, on each side they aredoun
Their wisdom is so profound to cheat us from owugd

The lawyers come next. They advise how the poortarbe
imprisoned, and devise all sorts of madness — ddnal in them
lies”. Nor are the clergy forgotten

The Clergy they come in, and say it is a sin
That we should now begin, our freedom for to

They want their tithes and the lawyers want thegsf hence both
approve of grinding the faces of the poor. Theretbe next verse
bids them rise “’Gainst lawyers any ’gainst priéstgho are both

tyrants and oath-breakers. They intimidate the jpyasheer force.
But they cannot appeal to any vision which has dndthem to

uphold such a law. The last verse but one attdoksCavaliers

who have revealed themselves as foes “By versemmmise to

please the singing boyes”. In fact, the Royalistdugled the

country with songs and poems of every kind. [6] Tagt verse

advocates a peaceful course

To conquer them by love, come in now, come in
To conquer them by love, come in now;

To conquer them by love, as it does you behove,
For he is king above, no power is like to love,
Glory hear Diggers all.
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While this ballad is only remarkable for its sergims, another
communistic song of those days has some poeticait. n"W¢e
subjoin three verses of it in the orthography ef dhiginal

The Poore long

Have suffered wrong,

By the gentry of this Nation,

The Clergy they

Have bore a great sway

By their base insultation.

But they shall

Lye levell with al

They have corrupted our Fountains;
And then we shall see

Brave Community

When Vallies lye levell with Mountair

The time is nigh

That this mystery

Shall be no more obscure,
And then we shall see
Such community

As shall alwayes indure
The Rich and Poore

Shall love each other
Respecting of Persons shall fall,
The Father alone

That sits in his throne
Shall be honoured of all.

The glorious Hate,
Which | do relate,
Unspeakable comfort shall bring,
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The corn will be greene

And the Flowers seene

Our Store-houses they will be fill'd.
The Birds will rejoyce

With a merry voice

All things shall yield sweet increase.
Then let us all sing

And joy in our King

Which causeth all sorrowes to cease.

From “A mite cast into the common Treasusy him who desireth
or, Queries propounded (for all men to considet@fidvance the
work of public community”. The author of this lgtlpublication,
which appeared on December 18, 1649, signs hinaseRobert
Coster. The “Queries” which he propounds are keqtughout in
the spirit of the “diggers”, and most skilfully arghrcastically
formulated. He first asks whether it is not trueattrcertain
passages in the Bible praise community of goodscandemn the
domination of men over men. Next he asks in “QuBry'Wether

particular propriety was not brought into the rooofepublick

Community by Murther and Theft; and accordingly édween
upheld and maintained?” And “wether such naked siess

doings do not lie lurking under fig-leave clothinguch as
Sabboth, Fasting and Thanksgiving dayes, DoctriResnes and
Worships?”

The fourth Query asks, among other things, whethisrnot true
that the strongest title in the landlord’s titleedeis “Take him,
jayler!” The sixth and last Query is as to whethierwould not

prove an Inlet to Liberty and Freedom, if poor nvelmich want
Imployment, and others which work for little wagesyuld go to
digging and manuring the Commons, and waste platethe

Earth; considering the effects that this would jpief. And these
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effects, according to the author, would be threef@l) “If Men

would do as aforesaid, rather than to go with Gafand, and
bended knee, to Gentlemen and Farmers, beggingtadting to
work with them for 8d. or 10d. a day ... if poormm&ould not go
in such a slavish posture, but do as aforesaidh tlod Farmers
would be weary of renting so much Land of the Lodadsthe
Manor.” (2) If the Lords of Manors could not lettdbeir lands by
parcels their income from rent (“those great bagfjsnoney”)

would be reduced, and consequently (3) “down wotdd

Lordliness of their spirits”, and then “there miglte an
acknowledging of one another to be fellow creatures

The “mad diggers” would seem to have had some kedyd of
political economy.

But before the “diggers” abandoned their agitatisn,far as its
aims were of an economic nature, Gerrard Winstantagir
intellectual leader, wrote a pamphlet which unfdidiae real
principles and ultimate aims of the agitation withany attempt at
concealment. This last independent work issuingnftbe “true
Levellers” is also an important and interesting woent in the
history of Socialism. Dropping all mysticism andrggahrase, the
author propounds a complete social system basedmmunistic
principles, a Utopia, which unmistakably suggesteames
acquaintance with Moredtopia. As the outcome and expression
of a propaganda conducted among the labourershyangason of
its democratic and revolutionary tendencies, itiscébr fuller
treatment.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 115

Footnotes

1. This, of course, is to be taken in the senseGofl's people or
perpetuators of the Jewish theocracy. Similar @wase met with in the
case of many religious-communistic sects of théesmth and seventeenth
centuries. The Munster Anabaptists also called Hedwves Israelites.

2. Communicatednter alia, in B. Whitlocke’sMemorials of the English
Affairs from the Reign of Charles 1 to the Restorabn, p.384.

3. In view of this celestial “no rent” manifesto wieay recall the sudden
rise of rents in the seventeenth century, the yeans 1647 to 1650 being
years of scarcity, which in some cases nearly ateouto famine (cf. Th.
RogersHistory of Agriculture and Prices).

4. p.18.
5. Vol.ii, pp.215-217.

6. See the collection published after the Restmmainder the titleRump,
or an Exact Collection of the Choycest Poems and &gs Relating to
the Late Times where two satirical poems on the Levellers avemi



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 116

Chapter X
The Communistic Utopia of
Gerrard Winstanley

WHEN the “True Levellers” commenced their agitationth
spade and hoe, William Everard appears to haveeibas their
chief leader, although Winstanley always appeals By side with
him. The latter, however, is the author, among ofublications,
of theUtopia of the True Levellers

It is entitledThe Law of Freedom on a Platform, or True
Magistracy Restored_ondon, 1651-1652, Giles Calvert, wherein
the author sets forth what “kingly government” amdhat
“commonwealth government” mean. “Humbly presente®liver
Cromwell ... and to all Englishmen my brethren vileetin church
fellowship or not in church fellowship, both sowslking as they
conceive according to the order of the Gospel, famioh them to
all the nations of the world.”

A motto in verse calls for the speedy realizatidérih@ principles
of the new doctrine.

In thee, O England, is the Law arising up to shine,

If thou receive and practise it, the crown it viaél thine.
If thou reject, and still remain a froward Son & b
Another hand will it receive, and take the crowonirthee

The work itself is prefaced by an address to Crolipweéhich
entreats him, who had now risen to the first pliacthe realm, to
change not only the names but also the realitiesexa$ting
institutions. Upon him had been conferred the higmour of
becoming the head of a nation that had cast oubpgmessive
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Pharaoh. But the despotic power exercised and septed by the
late tyrant was still subsisting. Land and freedoawal still to be
bestowed upon those who had risked their persortresid purse
for it. Not Cromwell as an individual nor he and hufficers had
conquered the King, who had only been vanquishdd the aid of
the common people, who had either rendered persmsatance
or worked at home for the sustenance of the Arngnséquently
all should share equally in the fruits of the vigtocCromwell had
two courses open to him: either to make over tmal o the
people, and thus deserve the honour bestowed grohisrmply to

assent to a transfer of political power, by whick tvould

compromise his honour and wisdom. He would eitredlr ér

prepare the way for a heavier bondage than thathwid hitherto
obtained. After this almost prophetic introductio®instanley
enumerates the grievances from which the peopfersdtey are
as follows:

1. That the influence of the clergy on the people continued.

2. That many priests were enemies of liberty, many being even
adherents of the King’s cause.

3. That the tithes still continued in force, and pressed heavily on
the people.

4. That justice was still administered by the judges with the old
capricious severity.

5. That the laws were still the old, anti-popular ones. They had
simply changed the name of “King’s Law” for that of “Law of
the Commonwealth”.

6. That the economic evils were very great. In the country the
“Lords of the Manor” still oppressed their brethren after their
old fashion, exacted fines and other feudal imposts from
them, and drove them from the common land if they did not
pay rent. In parishes with common land, the wealthy
landlords — “the rich Norman Freeholders” as well as the new
gentry who are said to be even “more covetous” than the old
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landlords — would “overstock the commons with sheep and
cattle”, so that the poorer peasants and labourers could
scarcely manage to keep a cow. In the assessment of taxes,
the influence exerted by the great led to the most shameful
injustice. In the towns, on the other hand, the people were
oppressed by high octrois, market dues, and the like.

This is followed by a drastic onslaught upon thiegi to the
existing landed property, from which we extract tioedowing
sentences

But you will say, is not the land your brothers?dAyou cannot take
away another man'’s right by claiming a share timewath him. | answer:
It is his either by creation right or by right obrquest. If by creation
right he call the earth his and not mine, thes inine as well as his; for
the spirit of the whole creation who made bothdsespecter of persons.
And if by conquest he calls the earth his and nioiemt must be either
by the conquest of the Kings over the Commoneisyahe conquest of
the Commoners over the Kings.

If he claims the earth to be his from the King’'s'\goest, the Kings are
beaten and cast out and that title is undone.

“If he claim the title to the earth to be his frahe conquest of the
Commoners over the Kings, then | have the titltheoland as well
as my brother”, foall had helped to carry on the war. [1]

The sufferings of the people had prompted Winstaitdedevise
this plan, on the basis of which just conditionswdt be restored.
He had no intention at first of publishing it, batthe end the fire
that burnt within him drove him to do so. Possibtyt all that he
proposed might be correct, but Cromwell might d lthe bees
which draw the honey from the flowers and leave thst.

“Though this Platform be like a peece of Timberglothewd, yet
the discreet workman may take it, and frame a l@andsbuilding

out of it.”
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Cromwell might perhaps inquire how priests and petprs and

the great landlords were to be provided for, if fbemer were

deprived of their tithes and the latter of the smw hitherto

rendered to them. But when these duties and titlegs imposed
no one had troubled about the poverty of the peofia the

plight of the lords and priests would not be a@esimatter; as
members of the free society to be created, theyldvoave equal
right to the common property with their fellow-ziéins and need
therefore suffer no want.

In this new society an end would, above all, havebé put
totrading, to “buying and selling”. Winstanley describes the
commencement of trading as the “fall” of the humare.

Is not buying and selling a righteous law? No, stthe law of the
conqueror, but not righteous law of creation: ham that be righteous
which is a cheat? For is not this a common praaticen he (who) has a
bad horse or cow, or any. bad commodity, he willdsie to the market, to
cheat some simple plain-hearted man or other, drehvine come home
will laugh at his neighbour’s hurt, and much movéRen mankind began
to buy and sell, then he did fall from his innocgrfor then he began to
oppress and cozen one another of their creatiorthbght. As, for
example, if the land belong to three persons amddfithem buy and sell
the earth, and the third give no consent, his righiaken from him and
his posterity is engaged in a war.

Thus, he continues, Crown and Church lands, insté&eing set
apart for common use, were now being sold to larahgng
officers of the Army and speculators of all kintk®, the scandal
of poor people. This buying and selling did bringand still does
bring in, discontent and wars which have plaguednkimal
sufficiently for so doing. And the nations of the@nd will never
learn to beat their swords into plowshares andr theears into
pruning-hooks, and leave off warring, until thisealing device of
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buying and selling be cast out among the rubbishkiogly
powers.” [2]

Winstanley proceeds to discuss the questions ctethedth his
scheme of the future. He asks: “But shall not ora rbe richer
than another?”

And his answer is

There is no need of that. For riches make men ghirieus, proud, and
to oppress their brethren, and are the occasionsiof

He shows, and in this he anticipates the argumentshe
nineteenth-century socialists, that great privaiehes are
impossible without exploitation.

No man can be rich but he must be rich either Byolwn labours, or by
the labour of other men helping him. If a man haeehelp from his
neighbour, he shall never gather an estate of ledisdand thousands a
year. And if other men help him to work, then ah®se riches his
neighbours’ as well as his, for they be the froitether men’s labours as
well as his own. But all rich men live at ease,dfeg and clothing
themselves by the labours of other men, not by e, which is their
shame and not their Nobility, for it is a more Isked thing to give than to
receive. But rich men receive all they have from lbourers’ hand, and
what they give, they give away other men'’s laboneos their own.

But inequality might exist as regards titles anddws. “As a man
goes through offices he rises to titles of Honailirhe comes to
the highest Nobility, to be a faithful commonwealtan in a
Parliament House. Likewise he who findes out angrete
in Nature,shall have a Title of Honour given him, thoughldeea
young man. But no man shall have any Title of Hortduhe win
it by industry, or come to it by age, or office-biag. Every man
that is above sixty years of age shall have respech man of
Honour by all others that are younger, as is shdveedafter.”
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He next asks

Shall every man count his Neighbour's house asohis, and live together as
one Family?

His answer is

“No. Though the Earth and Storehouses be commorveoy
Family, yet every Family shall live apart as thay, dnd every
man’s house, wife, children, and furniture for orsat of his
house, or anything which he has fetched from tloeeBbuses, or
provided for the necessary use of his Family, lisagbroperty to
that Family, for the Peace thereof.” Whoever offeagainst this
shall be punished @& an enemy of the Commonwealth
Governmenit

Will there be any lawyers?[3]

The reply is in the negative, and the reason iedtariefly and
tersely

There is no buying and selling.

For the rest, the law shall be its own “Counseits-wording shall
be so clear as to require no interpretation. “Tdes fof contention,
Simeon and Levi, must not bear Rule in a free conwaalth.”

So far the preface. The first chapter of the tseatiself discusses
the meaning of liberty, which does not, as manyeh@avagined,
consist in the free use of trading, as this is faedom under the
Will of a conqueror”. [4]

Nor does it consist in liberty of religion, as ‘this an unsettled
Freedom”, nor in the “Freedom to have communityhwéll
Women”, or in the “elder brother” being the Landloand the
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“younger” being made to serve him. “All these, audth like, are
Freedoms: but they lead to Bondage, and are not the
true Foundation-Freedomnwhich settles a commonwealth in
PeaceTrue Commonwealth Freedom lies in the free Enjoyrokn
the Earth.TrueFreedomlies where a man receives his
nourishment and preservation ... A man had betiehave no
body, than to have no food for it; therefore thastraining of the
Earth from brethren to brethren, is oppressionBmadage.”

| speak now in relation between the Oppressor ArdQppressed; the
inward bondages | meddle not within this placeutitol am assured that
if it be rightly searched into, the inward bondag#sthe minde, as
covetousness, pride, hypocrisie, envy, sorrow,sfedesperation, and
madness, are all occasioned by the outward bondhgeone sort of
people lay upon another. [5]

Winstanley again refers to the Normans as the emdaof
England, to the laws introduced by them, and tla¢eStlergy who
defend these laws. He says

Their work was to persuade the multitude of pedpléet William the
Conqueror alone have possession and governmeine &drth and to call
it his and theirs, and so not to rebel against Aitren do the Ministers
prepare War against the common man and will make&oeenant of
Peace with him till they have their Reason blindadas to believe every
Doctrine they preach and never question anythigmngaThe Doctrine of
Faith must not be tried by Reasdo, for if it be, their Mystery of
Iniquity will be discovered and they would loseithEythes.

Therefore no marvell, that the National Clergy eigiand and Scotland
who are the Thything Priests and Lords of blindezhi® spirits, held so
close to their master the King, for, say theythd people must not work
for us and give us Thythes, but we must work fesedues as they do our
Freedom is lostYes, but this is but the cry of an Egyptian Taskster
who counts other men’s freedom his bondage.

“If the earth could be enjoyed as ... it may by tRiatform | have
offered then”, pursued Winstanley, “man need not ao
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hypocritically as the Clergy do and others to getivang ...
Theglory of Israel's Commonwealth is this, They hadheggar
amongst them

The first chapter concludes with an appeal to tberunistic
spirit of the Mosaic law and a protest againsespgersion that the
projected Commonwealth would mean general idleredssljtion
of marriage ties, and lawlessness. The second hardl dhapters
discuss the meaning of Government in general afidedehat is
“kingly” and what “commonwealth” Government. We lmdnly
guote a few of the more significant sentences.

The original Root of magistracy is common Preséowatand it rose up
first in a private Family: for suppose there werg bne Family in the
World as is conceived [6], Father Adam’s Family weie were many
persons, Adam was the first Governor or officer.vi#es the most wise in
contriving, the most strong for labour and so tiieedt to be chief
Governor. For this is the Golden Rule: Let the wis#p the foolish, and
let the strong help the weak.

The objection which might be raised, that Adam watssubject to
any law, but was an autocrat, free to exerciseows will, is
anticipated by Winstanley, who points out thatldve of necessity
was then paramount, and it indicated Adam as tlesl tué the
family so clearly that all parties concerned wordddily submit to
him. Necessity chose him as the head on behatfeothildren.

Winstanley contends that while necessity imposesestorm of
government, it does not sanction despotic rule.

All Officers in a true Magistracie of the CommonWeaare to be chosen
Officers.

“All Officers in a Commonwealth are to be chosen opes every
year” When publique Officers remain long, they will detprate.
“Great Offices in a Land and Army have changeddisposition
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of many sweet spirited men. Nature tells Tisat if water stand
long, it corrupts whereas running water keeps sweet and is fit for
common use.”

The definite exposition of the organization of theue
commonwealth commences with the fourth chapterthistitle
suggests, it is elaborated in the form of a platfoor as we should
say nowadays, in “articles” or “clauses”. Beginningh a list of
the various offices, it proceeds to explain thecfioms and duties
of each class of officials, and where appropridéscribes certain
of the social institutions. The fifth chapter isvdeed to problems
of education, both academic and commercial, whhst sixth
chapter expounds several special laws of the tomenwnwealth
as opposed to the “kingly” laws.

In view of the industrial conditions under whickethuthor lived,
the economic basis of the new society is mainly lisstale
production, each individual being at liberty to guge in his own
home. At the same time the community maintains ipubl
workshops, where any boys may be trained who doeledit to
learn their father's domestic trade, or that of arilger master.
Theexchange of productsn the other hand, is effected according
to the principles of mutuality. Each individual deeks what he has
produced into the common “storehouse”, from whieh draws
whatever he requires either for his private use for
manufacturing purposes. There are two kinds okbktmuses, viz.,
those for products in bulk, such as corn, wool, vd products of
all kinds, and those for the various products ofnufacture.
Thedelivery of finishedjoods into the storehouse, a&hd drafts
from the storg are TOTALLY [INDEPENDENT AND
SEPARATE TRANSACTIONS, NO CALCULATION OR
SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS BEING MADE. The risk of a
disparity between production and consumption isiaibd in the
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following manner: Each able-bodied member of themanity is
expected to supply a certain quantity of work. & habitually
supplies less than his quota, he is first to beapely(!) reminded
of his duty by the overseer for his trade, anduifrs admonition
proves without effect, he is to be called to actoby the
community. This would suffice in most cases, bultrfg this, and
then only, punishment will be resorted to. Similalkes apply as
regards excessive drafts of stores, or waste asttuddon of
material and tools and implemenEslucation is to be generahe
children are to be educated togetimepublic schoolsandwork is
to be compulsory up to forty years of adevery pupil shall
receive scientific and trade instruction, but thehall not be any
purely academic section “who set themselves up ebieir
brethren”. Anyone over forty years of age may spleisdtime as
he chooses, as a teacher, in trade, agriculture oethe may stand
for election as overseer or the like.

The following are the various “offices”

1. In the family, the father.

2. In the town, city, or parish, the peacemaker, four different
kinds of overseers (the overseers to preserve peace — a kind
of assistant to the “peacemaker” — the overseers for trades,
the overseers of the common storehouses, and the general
overseers), soldiers, taskmasters, and executioners.

3. In the counties: oneJudge for each, the Peacemakers
ofevery town within that circuit, the overseersand
the soldiers
These together are to form the County Senate or the Judges
Court, and to sit alternately in the various divisions of the
county.

4. For the whole country,

a Parliament, a Commonuwealth, a Ministry, a Postmaster,
and an Army.
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Men over sixty years automatically become oversadrdhe

general welfare (observance of laws, etc.). Othsawall officers,
including soldiers, who in time of peace are to astconstables,
are to be elected annually. The duties of the ntgjof officers

and official bodies are apparent from their titleasd therefore
require no further explanation except the “posterastand the
“ministers” of the commonwealth.

ThePostmastersire entrusted to conduct thmeelligence Service
They are to collect, in each locality, reports earkable events
(phenomena, discoveries, accidents, etc.), andaforthem to the
capital, where monthly reports are compiled, andted in the
form of books, which are forwarded to the variouscal
postmasters, who are to bring the contents to miogviedge of the
members of the community.

Theministers of the commonwealihe to ensure the due
observance of the weekly day of rest, when theyt@areonvene
meetings of the members of the community, at witcke kinds
of discourses are to be held, viz., (a) Commurocatf the
contents of the reports received by the postmastetise affairs
of the country(b) Readings of sections of thaw of the Landso
that this may again and again be impressed on thdsnof the
citizens; (c) lectures and discussions on subjefitsm
thehistory of their own or other
countriesarts andsciencesnatural history thenature of man
etc. Noone is to propound phantastic theoridsit only to relate
what he has himself ascertained
by studyandobservation[7] Moreover, the lectures anet
always to be held in the English languabat sometimes in
aforeignlanguage also, so that the citizens of the English
commonwealth may be able to learn of their neighda@und gain
their respect and love.
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But saith the zealous but ignorant Profesus, is a low and carnal
ministry indeedthis leads man to know nothing but the knowledgte

earth, and the secrets of nature, but we are th &fter spiritual and
heavenly things. | answer, to know the secretsabdine, is to know the
works of God within the creation, is to know Godmdelf, for God
dwells in every visible work or body.

Then follows a remarkable onslaught upon what Veimsty calls
“The Divining Doctrine”, and this argument is natrgassed as a
dialectical performance by the anti-clerical litew@ of the French
Revolution. Winstanley expatiates upon the conttazhs
between theory and practice, of the spiritualigti,esthood. He
shows how metaphysical doctrine stultifies the fpeom many
instances driving them to madness, and finally atesl quite
bluntly: “Thirdly, this Doctrine is mada clokeof policy by the
subtil elder Brother to cheat his simple youngeotBer of the
Freedoms of the Earth.” [8] Here follows, by wayilbfstration, a
dialogue, which concludes with the “elder” brotli#re rich man)
saying to the “younger” (the poor man), who is uhmg to
believe that the unequal distribution of goodsiaccordance with
the intentions of the Creator: “What, will you be Atheist and a
factious man, will you not believe God?” thus intilating him
who is “weak in spirit”, and has “not a groundedwhedge of the
Creation, nor of himself’, “so that this diviningigtual doctrine
is a cheat; for while men are gazing up to Heawaagining after
a happiness, or fearing a Hell after they are dimmil, eyes are put
out, that they see not what is their birthrightsd avhat is to be
done by them here on Earth while they are livingllS IS THE
FILTHY DREAD AND THE CLOUD WITHOUT RAIN". [9]

Another interesting feature is the reason given\bigstanley for
rejecting all “knowledge of the scholars”. As wevbaalready
observed, he did not adopt this attitude out ofiliysto learning.
On the one hand, the restriction of education éoatguirement of
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practical knowledge reflects the similarly limitegimpiricism
taught by Bacon, but on the other hand Winstanlegjsosition to
the so-called pure or theoretical knowledge, “thewidledge of the
scholars”, was prompted by the anti-democratidualti of the
Universities and professional scholars. Populamghans could
not but distrust learning which imbued its repréatwves with
contempt for the working classes and made themsytbephants of
despotic rulers. We must also bear in mind theistahd character
of contemporary schools of philosophy and theiseloonnection
with orthodox theology. We need only refer to thesdrtations of
Hobbes, the materialist, on the “Kingdom of GodGhtistian
Government”, etc., in hiseviathan which appeared in the same
year as the work we are discussing.

Passing over the regulations for the improvemenagsfculture,
industry, etc., which, although interesting in tlsefwes, do not
constitute an advance upon contemporary proposeds,will
briefly  discuss in  conclusion a few regulations
governingelections, matrimonial relationsndpunishments

Every male over twenty years of age is an elestre those who,
at the time of the election, are undergoing punestis inflicted

by a judge. Every male of forty is eligible for io#, but promising
younger men may also be eligible.

Marriage is entirely free. “Every man and womanlishave the
free liberty to marry whom they love, if they cahtain the love
and liking of that party whom they would marry.”

The common storehouses to serve for their mutuatyld'as free
to one as to another”. If a man has relations witimaid and
begets a child he is bound to marry her. Rape cteunon a
woman is punished by death — “it is robbery of anaa’s bodily
Freedom”. Attempted abduction of the wife of anoth@an is
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punished by public reprimand for the first offends; twelve
months’ loss of liberty on the second occasion.s4.of Liberty”
means forced labour for the commonwealth, or sseitin a
family. Marriages are contracted by mutual deciarabefore the
overseers of the district and in the presence tfesses, and two
years after the appearance of this proposal autemolin favour of
civil marriage was passed in Barebone’s Parliament.

The severest punishment is reserved for buying seiting.
Whoever tries to induce anyone else to buy anytbirtgm or sell
it to him is to be punished with twelve months’ dosf liberty.
Whoever actually sells land, or the fruits therésto be punished
with death. Whoever calls the ground his own and his
brother's will be sentenced to twelve months’ fardabour and
will have his words branded on his forehead.

No one shall hire labour, or let himself out fobdar on hire.
Whoever requires assistance may avail himself efsgérvices of
young people, or such as are specified by the faboerseers as
‘servants”.

Anyone infringing this rule will have to undergodive months’
forced labour.

Gold and silver must not be coined, but may be edrkp for
domestic utensils (dishes, cups, etc.) only. “Fdrerg money
bears all the sway, there is no regard of that &oldule Do as
you would be done byustice is bought and sold: nay, injustice is
sometimes bought and sold for money; and it iscdnese of all
Wars and oppressions.”

The sole exception permitted is exchange transactath other
nations that insist on money payments. “Always @led, That
what goods our ships carry out, they shall beGbmmonwealth’s
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goods and all their Trading with other Nations shall bpon
thecommonStock, to enrich the Storehouses”.

These are the main principles of Winstanley’s Uappihich is
well worth being rescued from the total oblivionwich it has
hitherto been consigned. | have been unable todmdreference
to it in any study of the English Revolution, orany history of
democracy or socialism, and the results of my $eéoc further
particulars concerning the person and history sfamithor have
been very meagre. [10]

A few hints as to his former life are given by heatisin his

pamphlet, A Watchword to the City of London, thems, etc He

seems to have been a tradesman in London, of wiecivas a
Freeman. (By birth he was a Lancashire man, aBawrs by the
preface to his semi-rationalistic bodke Mysterie of Gayl When

the struggle against Charles | commenced, he tomed liberally

to the support of the Parliamentary Army, but waent driven

from his calling and deprived of his property, bsaudulent
representatives of the “thievish art of buying aselling, in

conjunction with the oppressive imposts for the "“waand

compelled to accept the help of friends who prodiden with the

means of settling in the country, where he was tesadly ruined

by war taxes and the billeting of soldiers. Yetotigh all these
years he was always prepared to work for the gddtleonation,

but discovered that many who spoke fair words dmalieof the

same cause proved to be opponents in the endngthleone day
whilst at work “his heart was filled with beautifthoughts, and
things were revealed to him, of which he had née&fore read or
heard, and which many to whom he related them codd
believe”. One of these ideas was that the eartnldHze made a
common treasury of all men without distinction efgon.
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Winstanley then relates the story of the Diggeesiture, and the
treatment they met with, adding: “And | see thenpamust first be
picked out, and honoured in this work, for they ibetp receive
the ward of righteousness, but the rich generaky ememies to
true freedome.” [11]

The presumption is thall writings in which the names of Everard
and Winstanley appear were written by Winstanleydalf. As a
matter of fact, nearly all the historians who mentthe Diggers
have been led by the somewhat peculiar arrangeofi¢né names
on the Diggers’ pamphlets to assume that the revwees the case.
But this hypothesis is negatived by the fact that a single
pamphlet has Everard for its sole author, whilgegai series of
writings is composed by Winstanley alone.

As far as | have been able to ascertain, RoberteCasthe only
other pamphleteer among the Diggers. Of his asso&sgerard,
Winstanley speaks in a pamphlet published in Deeer649 in
these terms: “Chamberlain the Reading man, calied #he flesh
William Everard.” The pamphlétruth lifting up its Heads a
defence against the accusation of propagating smheand it
begins with an explanation why Winstanley uses “imerd
Reason instead of the word God”.

As the leading spirit of a small sect and the chammf an
inchoate class, Winstanley has failed to attracthmattention
from historians. In the eyes of his contemporarg&®&n the most
advanced among them, he and his associates wearbramed
fools; thus, for instance, John Lilburne in his et
entitledThe Legal Fundamental Libertiespudiates responsibility
for the “erroneous views of the poor Diggers of @eds Hill".
This was written, however, while he was in prisamg previous to
the appearance of the other pamphlet referred hde wstrangely
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enough, in the publication in question Lilburnedk® a lance on
behalf of John of Leyden, who was at that time ié€eceven more
than now. But even the self-chosen title “thes Levellers”
indicates that definite differences of principlgaeated the latter
from Lilburne and his associates. The Levellersasgpnted those
interests which were common to the artisan andaitivanced
citizen, while the True Levellers exclusively represented the
labouring interest.

And in this respect we may say without exaggerata to
Winstanley that, although not “armed with the whalé the
science of his century”, he was as a socialistélédis age.

He represents the most advanced ideas of his thmas Utopia
we find coalesced all the popular aspirations edgerd and
fertilized by the Revolution. It would be more thabsurd to
criticize, from our modern standpoint, his positp®posals, or to
stress their imperfections and inexpediency. They @ be
explained in the light of the economic structuresotiety as he
found it. We would fain admire the acumen and sougiment
exhibited by this simple man of the people, andrsgyht into the
connection existing between the social conditiohki® time and
the causes of the evils which he assails.

It is now practically certain that Winstanley was tauthor, or part
author, ofThe Light Shining in Buckinghamshi@nd that hisaw
of Freedomis the exposition, promised in its second partihef
ways and means by which the return to the “timetsethe fall” is
to be achieved. But what became of him? | have heable to
find anything definite, but the title and conteofsa publication
dating from 1658, the latest to be found from hen,pin the
British Museum, suggests that after the failurdisfcommunistic
agitation he finally drifted into the same movemast_ilburne did
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after the collapse of his radical democratic pavty,, into the
religious-radical sect of the Quakers, organizeatesil652 — the
date should be noted. This last publication by \tdniey is
entitled: The Saint’'s Paradise: or the Fathers Teaching thé/ o
Satisfaction to Waiting Souylswith the motto, “The inward
Testimony is the soul’'s strength”.

It is a reproduction of a sermon or religious addrgiven by
Winstanley in London, and is couched in the ratistia spirit of
the Quakers [12], and the listeners and teachersaddressed,
according to the custom of the Quakers, as “Friendswe
remember, moreover, that Everard and Winstanleynwdreught
before Fairfax refused to take off their hats, lnseahe was “but
their fellow-creature”, the supposition that we miapk upon
them and their adherents as the elements from whelQuaker
movement was originally recruited becomes a cdsgtain

Footnotes

1. pp.9-10.
2. p.12.

3. The reader will remember what has been said ealasvto the hatred
against lawyers.

4. Compare with this the following sentence of @wmmunist

Manifesto: “By freedom is meant, under the present bourgeoixlitions
of production, free trade, free selling and buyiBgt if selling and buying
disappears, free selling and buying disappears”dlsarl Marx and Fred.
Engels,The Manifesto of the Communist Party p.18.) With Winstanley,
the “law of the conqueror’” means “bourgeois” righiproperty.
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5. pp.17, 18.
6. The hypothetical form used in this instanceeis/\characteristic.

7. “And everyone who speaks of any Herb, Plant,, At Nature of
mankind, is required to speak nothing by imagimgtiout what he hath
found out by his own industry and observation yaltr (p.57).

8. By “elder brother” he always means, as we haensthe ruling and
proprietary class.

9. p.62. Imagery taken from the Epistle of St. J&land 12. We cannot
forbear quoting a few more passages showing howstafitey anticipated
most of the arguments of the deistic and sensitalgtters who came
after him.

If a man should go to imagine what God is beyorel@neation, or what he will be in a
spiritual demonstration after man is dead, he dstthe proverb saith, build castles in the
air, or tell us of a world beyond the moon, anddrel/the sun, merely to blind the Reason
of Man.

We appeal to your self in this question, what ottreswledge have you of God, but what
you have within the circle of the Creation? ... Ebreach God beyond the Creation, or to
know what He will be to a man, after the man isdjéfaany otherwise, than to scatter him
into his essences of fire, water, earth and aiwuth he is compounded, is a knowledge
beyond the low capacity of man to attain to whidlikes in his compounded body (p.58).

10. Mr. Beren’s book on the Digger Movement appeaatter my book
was first published.

11. p.19.

12. But without their mysticism. Thus Winstanleyntends against the
belief in the Devil, which was still very strongheld by most Quakers.
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Chapter XI
The Levellers’ Revolt in the

Army. Lilburne’s Last Years
and Death

THE *“purged” or “Rump” Parliament had meanwhile ptiml
drastic measures to end the dispute with Charl@nlDecember
23, 1648, it appointed a Commission, which wasdiosalt as to
the proceedings to be adopted against the KingJ&mwary 1,
1649, the Commission recommended that the King ldhbe
impeached for high treason towards the nation iwvinga
treacherously waged war against it, and. accordifgrliament
decided to appoint a Tribunal of State to judge.hiithen the
majority of the few Lords still in attendance aé tHouse refused
to sanction this resolution, a further resolutioaswassed by the
House of Commons on January 4th, declaring tthet people are,
under God, the original of all just powerand that therefore the
representatives elected by the people, viz., thanr@Gons,
constituted the supreme power in England, whosalutsns had
the force of law, even without the consent of Kargd Lords. On
January 6th the resolution of impeachment was ageiposed,
and Parliament, on its own authority, appointed p&ssons to
constitute a Special Court — “High Court of Justieefor the
King’s trial. Besides Cromwell and other “grandee$the Army,
Robert Lilburne was also among the members oftthianal, and
even John Lilburne (as he himself stated in a paehgloon after,
without being contradicted) was offered a seathanttibunal, for
which, of course, none but Republicans were wariedl.John’s
strict sense of legality prevented him from takengy part in an
act, which in fact was but an act of the swordhadtin a legal
form. “Honest John” did not object to placing théeng on trial,
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but he challenged the right of the existing Paréamto pose as
the representatives of the people. Moreover, he veagprepared
to allow the King a special tribunal, but desiredhave him tried
by a regular court of law. However, his democratijections did
not prevail any more than his legal arguments. IEbawas
sentenced to death on January 27, 1649, as beitllg giihigh
treason, and was executed on January 30th. On &gbigt the
Parliament sanctioned Pride’s “purge” by the formeatlusion of
the members expelled by Pride; on February 6trsaludon was
passed abolishing the House of Lords as “uselesd an
dangerous” [1], and on February 7th it was resolvbat
government by a king or any individual be abolished
“unnecessary, burdensome, and dangerous”. On Hgbisth a
Council of State, consisting of forty-one personas appointed,
which of course included among its members Cromviirfax,
and other “grandees” of the Army, and also Henrytbta

On May 19th, by resolution of Parliament, Englarebwleclared a
“Free Commonwealth”.

During the month of January Lilburne had once niwgen in the
North, in order to attend to his private affaire Was thoroughly
disillusioned and wanted to renounce public lifeogéther. Too
proud to accept a well-paid Government post whiels wffered to
him, as his influence in Radical circles was coasablle, on his
return to London (of which city he was a Freemam)skt up in
business as a soap-maker in Southwark. He dedlaaétie would
not fatten at the expense of working people whoewsarffering
want. However, he did not long resist the soliotad of his
political friends, who were unwilling to abandonetlstruggle
against the dominion of the Army chiefs. As early February
26th he reappeared on the scene, heading a deputdtLondon
citizens, who presented themselves at the Bar efHbuse of
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Commons in support of a petition against certainasnees
planned by the Council of State for the suppreseiotisturbers
of peace” in the Army.

These measures were prompted by the disconteniwtmatife in
several regiments quartered near London, due togtbeving
disparity between the actions of the chiefs and‘digeeement” of
Newmarket Heath. Much had been done for the rigbits
Parliament, but nothing for the rights of the pegpiho showed
their dissatisfaction by wearing sea-green ribbtres padge of the
“Levellers”. In order to quell this rebellious sipithe new Council
of War decided to issue a proclamation prohibitaddiers from
addressing any petitions to Parliament or anyose ekcept their
officers, or corresponding with any civilian on pichl matters.
The Council further resolved to apply to Parliami@ntpermission
to have anyone who attempted to incite the Army to
“mutiny” sentenced by court martial to be hangedburne’s
petition was directed against these measures, tadhad to it
was a memorial, which he published a few days lagra
pamphlet, under the titEEngland’s New Chains Discovereth
this pamphlet he reveals the various modificatievisich the
Army chiefs had introduced into tiAgreement of the Peopde
originally drafted, and severely criticizes the hewcreated
institution of a “State Council”, which he declaresbe a mere
creature of the Council of War of the Army. He ackies that
such State Council should be replaced by respansibl
commissions, the members of which should be fretyen
changed, and which should be controlled by Parlrnhelding
permanent session until relieved by a newly eledtedise of
Commons. He further demands complete freedom oPtlss as
an unconditional right of the people and as a s&fet) against
conspiracies and tyrannical aspirations of any .kind
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But even from the ranks of the Army itself protesisre not
wanting. On March 1st there appeared a “Letterdadsal Fairfax
and his Council of Officers”, signed by eight seldi in General
Fairfax’s army, being a protest which boldly enuates all the
complaints of the Army against its leaders, charg@romwell

with striving after the royal dignity, calling Pemnent a mere
reflector of the Council of War, and the latteraltof Cromwell,

Ireton, and Harrison, and inveighing in strong teragainst the
establishment of a “Rule by the Sword”. They desdar'We are
English soldiers engaged for the freedom of England not
outlandish mercenaries to butcher the people fgr waserve the
pernicious ends of ambition and will in any persmler Heaven”,
and they demanded compliance with the terms ofAljeeement”

of Newmarket Heath.

The letter concludes with a hearty recognition alburne’s
petition, which the signatories endorse “freely agtdly”,
declaring themselves ready to stand or fall by t®mnands
contained therein.

On March 3rd they were brought before a court rakiin view of
the gravity of their situation three of them weneduced to yield,
and were consequently pardoned. The remaining dinehe other
hand, exhibited the utmost firmness. The court islavtas most
anxious to know who had drawn up the documenthayg thad
not the wit of the writing thereof’. But, in sepsgaexamination,
they, one after the other, assumed full resporisil§dr the letter,
and the sentence pronounced on them was that,ughhton
account of their grave offence they had really de=se death”,
they were to be led past the heads of their detanksnseated
backwards on a wooden horse, and to be expelled the Army
after having their swords broken over their headsich
punishment was executed upon them on March 6th in
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Westminster. Their names are Robert Ward, ThomassMia
Simon Graunt, George Jellies, and William Sawy#r. |

But these measures did not avail to stamp out tbeement. On
the contrary, this result of the court martial siynpersuaded the
Levellers that more energetic action was required.

A contemporary, th&lercurius Pragmaticus which was then
decidedly royalistic [3], writes in its issue of k& 20, 1649, with
spiteful glee, that “the gallant Leveller, seeing addresses laid
aside and the agreement of the people violatednahthade good
as he expected”, ... “thereupon with his confederddarry
Martyn [4] hath agreed to send away some pokewséai their
own propagation) into many Counties of England (as
Hertfordshire, Berkshire, Hampshire, etc.), who éhav several
Market Towns not only proclaimed John’'s addres$es, also
posted them desiring the people to stand to thddeeased which
tend to their freedom, and oppose any power whithenforce
them to pay excises and other unnecessary Ratashasasonable
Taxes, imposed on them by an illegal, arbitrary anpist power
of their fellow-commons”. [5]

On March 21st a new Levellers’ pamphlet appearedcribing
the unjust proceedings taken against the five eddi and
reiterating its charges against the Army chiefs.

It bears the arresting title,The Hunting of the Foxes from
Newmarket and Triploe Heath to Whitehall by fivekBeagles,
late of the Armigor The Grandee Deceivers unmasked. Printed in
a corner of freedome right opposite the CounciWarre, Anno
Domini 1649”. The “Foxes”, of course, are Cromwéigton, and
the other “grandees,” and “Hunting” them meansdkposure of
their subterfuges from June 1647, when, in thegdanentioned,
they persuaded the troops to take joint actionrsgdtarliament,
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up to the time when they established themselve&/aestminster.
A still more scathing denunciation of Cromwell amd staff was
read by Lilburne, on Sunday, March 25th, to an emars crowd
assembled in front of his house. Signed by Lilbur@werton,
Prince, and Walwyn, it demanded in vigorous ternesalection of
a new Parliament, and was entitldtie Second Part of England’s
New Chains Discoverefb]Its effect must have been
disconcerting, for no sooner had it appeared intghan it led to
the arrest of Lilburne and his three cosignatorsgsultaneously
with a public notice to the effect that all who weguilty of
distributing this pamphlet, which incited to mutimnd was
calculated to make the sending of reinforcementsirétand
impossible, would be considered enemies of the Comvealth,
and treated as such. A petition addressed to Ramtiiin favour
of those arrested, which is said to have borne asynas eighty
thousand signatures, was ignored; a deputationitiaerts who
spoke on their behalf was dismissed by the Speakbra sharp
rebuke for their “calumnious and seditious propsgisabnd a
deputation of women who presented themselves regigaivere
in the end sent away with the reply that the maitas of more
far-reaching importance than they could understaheéy were to
go home and attend to their housework — “wash thisires”.

The matter was indeed of far-reaching importancéde T
Presbyterians and the partisans of the Cavalietiseirestablished
Church, who by impressive pamphlets on the Martyrdof
Charles I, and a forged Diary of his (the fam&ilon Basilike
which had a larger sale than any other book beforéor long
afterwards), had turned many worthy citizens adaitise
“bloodthirsty tigers of the commonwealth”, were sgaaising
their heads; Charles’ son was proclaimed King elaind and
Scotland, and troops were raised in his supportjewbtn the
Continent Charles himself and the Cavalier refugmed exiles
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were plotting at nearly every Court against the ngowepublic.
How, under these circumstances, could an agitatirich
threatened to disrupt the Army — the source anchstay of power
of the representatives of the. Commonwealth — appedahem
other than as a blow aimed at the heart of the comwealth,
which would have to be suppressed by sheer fdroegds be? To
impress this position upon Lilburne was, accordiaghis own
statement, the object of a conversation between dnoh Hugh
Peters, the Republican Field Chaplain, then a megbartisan of
Cromwell, during a visit he paid to Lilburne in thewer. Peters
is said to have answered Lilburne’s appeals toldlaewith the
remark that there was no other law than the swaxddently
Peters intended (and not without Cromwell’'s knowkedto make
a last attempt at gaining Lilburne over, but Lilbets distrust
could not be overcome. [7] The consequence was Hiaters
remained as they were left on the day after thesawf the four
Levellers, when Cromwell in the Council of Staté&jkeng the
table with his first, addressing the chairman, Bhraav, Milton’s
brother-in-law, exclaimed: “I tell you, sir, theleno other way to
deal with these men but to break them in piecekicky however,
was not quite an easy matter. Instead of decreasisgpntent was
spreading more and more in the Army and among doplp. As
we have noted, there was a great dearth in thetgouommerce
and trade were paralysed, yet the taxes were rigindg while
Parliament was granting extraordinary salariesht “grandees”
of the Army and the Council of State, the soldigpsly was
constantly in arrears. In order to replenish thieagisted Treasury,
an expedient had already been adopted which wasegqubntly
employed on an immense scale during the Frenchl®ewo. The
Government had started to make payments in pages,n@hich
on account of the low level of the national crestion fell to one-
fourth of their nominal value, and even lower. lhos, the
discontent was not only due to spiritual causeswei may thus
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describe the religious or political forms assumsed the class
conflict — but also to causes of an economic antknah nature.

How was it possible, with a discontented Army, tangp out
discontent in the Army? A loan had been subscriioedighting
the rebellion in Ireland, and a number of regimestsmanded by
Cromwell had been ordered to quell the Irish insciron. But just
as previously Parliament had intimated to the Kimag it intended
to settle accounts with him before assisting himirgf the foreign
enemy, so the soldiers of the more radical regimeatv objected
to proceeding to lIreland while Parliament still posied a
settlement of their claims. In order to break ddivair resistance,
the authorities began to move them to other ststi®his brought
the conflict to a head.

On the night of April 25th a large number of drage@f Colonel
Whalley’s regiment appeared in front of the “BulBjshopsgate,
London, where the colour-sergeant was billeted, emahpelled
him to give the standard up to them. They were tudeave
London next day, but declared they would not goil uheir

demands were granted. This was open mutiny, aatlodved to

spread farther, the worst might be expected. Butféxa and

Cromwell did not allow matters to go farther. Nmser had they
heard of the affair next morning, through the comduag officer

of the regiment, than they appeared on the spbtaetiter officers,
accompanied by. a number of reliable soldiers, bypddint of

persuasion, combined with intimidation, succeedeidducing the
mutinous soldiers to submit. Fifteen of those wlanl hemained
firm were arrested as ringleaders, to be tried dayrtcmartial; the
remainder were marched off to the new quarterstatiado them.
Five of the fifteen were sentenced to death nextning, but of
these four were, at Cromwell's request, pardonddievone only,
Robert Lockyer, upon whom the fatal lot had fallems shot on
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April 27th. He was a “brave and pious” soldier, whatihough but
twenty-three years of age, had served from the keginning of
the struggle against the King and enjoyed greaulaoiy with all

his comrades. He went to his death admonishingfrléads to

remain faithful to the cause of liberty and the iafathe people.
“| pray you, let not this death of mine be a disemement, but
rather an encouragement, for never man died momdoctably

than | do”, were his last words. His funeral, whiclok place on
April 29th, was made the occasion of a great paliti
demonstration by the extreme elements among theilgtm.

Thousands of craftsmen and labourers, with thewewiand
daughters, followed the coffin-decked with rosemamye bundle
dipped in the blood of the “Martyr of the Army”, &sckyer was
universally called. They wore sea-green and blaafons as the
token of their opinions. Outside the city they wgrieed by many
more mourners, who did not care to show themsebmEnly

within its precincts. Whitlocke [8] writes that “mg looked upon
this funeral as an affront to the Parliament arel Ahmy. Others
called these people ‘Levellers’, but they took notige of

anyone’s sayings”.

Lilourne and Overton, who in the Tower heard of #iat
happened in London, were unwilling to let this affaass by in
silence. No sooner had they heard of the senteassed on the
five soldiers than they at once, on the same dayy dp a letter to
General Fairfax, “in which it is by law fully prodethat it
is bothtreason and murder for any General or Council @i @
execute any soldier in time of peace by martial’lalhis letter,
dated “from our causeless, unjust and tyrannicptizgy in the
Tower of London”, was simultaneously published innp Its
arguments are conclusive, setting forth that Cladsef the
“Petition of Right” expressly provided that martlalv should no
longer be applied with regard to soldiers, besuégch, in the
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(Newmarket Heath) Agreement of June 1647, signeddigiers

and officers, the Army had been recognized as dependent
organization of free citizens of England. The wasteboldly

declared that they valued liberty and the rightghefnation above
their own lives, and hence felt bound to raisertheices in the
face of the bloody sentence passed on Lockyer @dehow-

prisoners. The effect of this letter is shown bg temonstration
just described as well as by the events immedi&bdiywing.

Ten days after Lockyer’s funeral, on May 9, 1648&r@well held
a review in Hyde Park. An ominously large numbersofdiers
wore defiantly the sea-green ribbon on their h@atemwell knew
what this sign meant, and earnestly besought thr@rtorendanger
the cause of the commonwealth. He promised thdheyl desired
should be done; their pay should be discharged mponetually
than heretofore, while Parliament had already aetid dissolve
and prepare for the election of a new Parliament. dscipline
must be maintained in the Army; for the presenytbeuld not
dispense with martial law, and whoever objectethi® had better
quit the Army. Those who were willing to fight withm and their
well-tried comrades against the enemies of Engtaodt take the
green ribbons from their hats. The soldiers yielttethe influence
of this harangue, but the general discontent reesaimappeased.
Nevertheless, — a momentary advantage had beeredgdop
spreading indecision among the soldiers quarterdcondon, for
troubles were now growing apace in the regimetsosted in the
provinces. News came from Banbury that Captain Tsmm, with
two hundred horsemen from Colonel Whalley's regimen
presumably a portion of the dragoons transferremmfrtheir
London quarters on April 25th — had raised the ddamh of
rebellion. In a manifesto, entitléehgland’s Flag Thompson, who
had been prominent as one of the “Levellers” at &Vatrongly
supported the reviselgreement published in the form of a
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proclamation by Lilbourne and his associates on Mkst,

demanded satisfaction for the murders of Arnold lamckyer, and
threatened that if any harm came to Lilburne arsl feilow-

prisoners, he would avenge it seventy times seAefiotspur, but,
as will presently appear, no mere braggart. Howetlex only
effect of this threat was that Lilburne, Overtondaothers, who
hitherto had enjoyed some freedom within the Towere kept in
solitary confinement.

The 10th of May brought still worse news to LondbmSalisbury

(Wilts) almost the whole regiment of Colonel Screopad

declared in favour of th@greementof the Levellers, and had
placed themselves under the command of Ensign Teomp
brother of the above-mentioned Captain Thompsomr Jiteater
part of Ireton’s regiment, stationed in the neigintbood of

Salisbury, as well as Harrison’s and Skippon’s memits, also
revolted. All these elements were about to joircésrand to resist
any attempt at sending them to Ireland before themjsed

reforms were carried out at home, intending to e&othese
reforms if necessary. Nearly all of them were olud aried

soldiers: Scroope’s horsemen, for instance, wengesof the first

levy-men who, as they declared in a manifesto cedah very

dignified language, had sold their farms or givep their

businesses in order to fight against the tyrannyhefKing and

bishops, and would not allow any new tyranny teer{9]

This revolt could not be ignored. Hence Cromweld dfairfax
started at once with all the reliable troops thewyld muster,
altogether about four thousand men, and proceegedbiced
marches to Salisbury. On arrival at Andover theyrrig on May
12th, that the rebels had joined hands at Old Samittm four
companies of Ireton’s regiment, and turned nortewaio doubt
with the intention of marching into Buckinghamshirehere
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troops of the same mind as themselves (Harris@gsnent) were
stationed, and where they probably meant to joircef® with
Captain Thompson. Fairfax and Cromwell at once ddrn
northward to intercept them. At Wantage the Levsllead already
met Cromwell's emissaries, who failed to deflearthfrom their
purpose. They then marched towards Abingdon, wtiere were
joined by two companies from Harrison’s regimefhe tothers
having found their route cut off by Cromwell and irfe.
Cromwell’'s emissaries, who had followed the rebetgw
numbering twelve hundred, once more negotiated thigm, but
again to no purpose. On the other hand, they apgpdagve kept
Fairfax and Cromwell posted as to the Levellers'vaments.
When the rebels turned to the west, in order ta jbie troops
stationed there, and prepared to cross the Thamissvebridge,
they found the bridge held by a whole regiment afatry under
Colonel Reynolds. Either to avoid unnecessary ldbed, or
because they did not yet feel strong enough to tiakeffensive,
they desisted from forcing a passage. They soufprida crossing
the river partly swimming, partly wading, and adean without a
halt through Bampton as far as Burford, which thegched at
nightfall, as did also Captain Thompson, whose kivahd had
been scattered in an encounter with Colonel Whaltey who
with a few faithful followers had successfully helte pursuers at
bay. Tired and wet through, moreover deluded byptioenises of
Major White, Cromwell’'s emissary, who declared ttevellers’
demands to be most reasonable, and that he himealfl stand
up for them, besides assuring them of the frienfilglings
entertained by the General towards them, the Lengeletired to
rest and put their horses out to grass. Brave m@rynpractical in
their idealism, Carlyle was perhaps right when hetev of their
march: “What boots it; there is no leader, noisgnl® sitting fast
within stone walls.” But Cromweivasa leader. He and Fairfax
had covered fifty miles that day on horseback, scakcely less
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the preceding day; yet they would not let the nigass without
action. After a short rest outside Burford, thely fgon the place
about midnight, being conducted, it is reported Quartermaster
Moore, whom they had gained over, and who had lee¢musted
by the Levellers with the posting of sentries. Thevellers,

suddenly roused from sleep, defended themselvesesss they
could, but, fighting without plan or leader, thegne overwhelmed
by superior numbers, Cromwell having two thousareh with

him. Over four hundred surrendered after havingeikad an

assurance of pardon and due consideration of thisines; the
remainder fled, abandoning their horses and arms. Squadrons
only collected under Captain Thompson retired & direction of
Northamptonshire. [10]

The next day a court martial was held on the pasanFour of
them, including Ensign Thompson, were sentencedddath.
Young Thompson and two corporals who were condenthed
courageously. Of one of these we are told

Without the least acknowledgment of error, or slédear, he pulled off
his doublet, standing a pretty distance from thdl,wand bade the
soldiers do their duty; looking them in the fack ttiey gave fire, not
shewing the least kind of terror or fearfulnessufit

Even Carlyle, who, as a rule, is hostile to these ncannot refrain
from saying:

To die the Leveller Corporals; strong they, aftheit sort, for the
Liberties of England; resolute to the very deathsgdided Corporals!
But History, which has wept for a misguided Chartiart, and
blubbered, in the most copious helpless manner, tagacenturies now,
whole floods of brine, enough to salt the Herrirghéry, will not refuse
these poor Corporals also her tributary sigh

The fourth of the condemned, Ensign Dean or Denas very
contrite, and was pardoned. The Levellers hendefodked upon
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him as a traitor, and upon his condemnation aseaopicerted
farce. After the execution, Cromwell in church gake captive
Levellers one of his half-religious, half-politicatidresses, which,
though much derided, seldom missed fire, and m itistance too
the result was that the prisoners addressed prdrtosagbandon all
intention of seditiously enforcing the carrying afttheir ideas.
After a short interval they were reinstated in itiregiments, and
during the following summer were taken to Irelamdhere they
either fell fighting against the Irish “Papists” were settled upon
the estates abandoned by the latter. In the afterndthe day of
the execution, Fairfax and Cromwell, with theirfstavent to
Oxford, where, amidst all kinds of festivities, théniversity
conferred degrees upon them. Parliament conveydtieim the
thanks of the nation, and the great merchantseoCity, who had
often enough execrated Cromwell, and held the psirsggs tight
in the face of the financial requirements of theliBaentary
Army, on June 7, 1649, celebrated the overthrowheflLevellers
by a splendid banquet given at the Grocers’ Halhamour of
Cromwell and Fairfax, now hailed as the saviours Saicred
Property. In order to show that they were no niggarthey
presented Cromwell and Fairfax with gold dishes plades, and
at the same time granted £400 for distribution agmibre poor of
London.

Most probably, in fact, they had been tremblingheir shoes at
the danger they had so luckily escaped. The mastrdlrumours
had been set afloat concerning the dark plotset#vellers, and
many of the denunciations published at the timel ras if they

were of most recent date. Thus, for instance, adays before the
banquet there appeared the following, ENGLAND’'S

DISCOVERER, OR THE LEVELLER’'S CREBDherein is set
forth their great and unparalleled design agalmstielve famous
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companies of the City of London, and all other égdmysteries,
arts, and callings whatsoever.”

Published by special authority to undeceive thepfeahe like being
never heard of in all former ages.” London, 1648el6th

Let these things be noted from those called Lexelle

1. It is asserted by them, that Reason is God tlatdout of this Reason
came the whole creation

2. The immortality of the soul they flatly deny,dascoff at such people
as believe the soul’'s immortality ..

4. All that we call the history of the Scripturean idol; hence they say
the public preachers have cheated the whole wosidtelling us of a
single man, called Adam, that killed us by eatirgirgle fruit

Their communism is of the worst kind: “They willeano man to
call anything his, for it is tyranny that a man shlibhave any
proper land; particular property is devillish, thmystery of
Egyptian bondage, a destroying of the creationfter-up of the
proud, covetous flesh, a bringer-in of the cursairgga mortal
enemy to the Spirit, and that which hath brough@linmisery
upon the creature.” And their practice is even woifsan their
theory. “To these therefore are their emissariexigfly sent, to
raise the servant against the master, the tenamsighe landlord,
the buyer against the seller, the borrower agdhestlender, the
poor against the rich, and for encouragement eveggar shall be
set on horseback ...” And they should not allowrtkelves to be
misled by their official statements. “But you hedngém say they
approve not of this Levelling, unless there didgeexd an assent
from all the people. Here is a cloak so thin thahan may see
through it.” The poor and the workers, being thgamity, could
be easily gained over by such promises.
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As will be seen from the above, even at that eddte, people
knew how to mix up truth with falsehood, theorédtispeculations
with practical demands, party pronouncements wittlividual
utterances and the declarations of dissentingdiastiin order to
throw discredit upon the whole movement, and thustify the
employment of the harshest measures. Neverthdatess)st be
said that well-meaning mediators were not wantihgus, for
instance, on the day of the executions at Burfbelle appeared
Serious Aviso to the Good People of this Nationceamng the
sort of men called “Levellers"The author of this publication, who
calls himself “Philolaus”, admits the justice of myagrievances of
the Levellers, but warns them against extreme sté@sn verily
of opinion”, he exclaims, “that fantastick Eutopi@»mmunities,
introduced among men, would prove far more loatles@amd be
more fruitful of bad consequences than any of tliddbe basest
alloy yet known.” Why, even Plato himself, thougick a great
thinker, had gained nothing but adverse criticisnithwhis
imaginary model state. [11]

Nor did the Levellers themselves remain silentbluihe and his
associates, soon after their arrest, had issuedblacation entitled
“Manifestation from Lieut.-Colonel John Lilburne, MWilliam

Walwyn, Mr. Thomas Prince and Mr. Richard Overfoow

prisoners in the Tower of London) and others, comign@hough

unjustly) styled.EVELLERSntended for their Full Vindication
from the many aspersions cast upon them, to retheéen odious
to the world”, etc., [12] in which they declaredatlfEqualling of

men’s estates and taking away the proper righttiddletiwould be

“most injurious unless there did precede an unaleesssent
thereunto from all and everyone of the people”,irgidhat an
unrepresentative Parliament had no right to enaeasores
designed to transform private conditions; evendt@munism of
the early Christians had been a purely voluntasy. ¢iB3]
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In May “divers well-affected apprentices” withinettCripplegate
Ward Without issued a “thankful) acknowledgment and
congratulation unto the ever to be honoured LierteColonel
John Lilburne, Mr. William Walwyn”, etc., in whicthey assert
the purity of their endeavours; and in June a Uew®l pamphlet
turns the tables on their opponents with the chgte “Will
theLevellerstake men’s estates from them? Truly if it be prbve
that any of theinests are featheredith what is theRepublique’s
and not their own, it may then be so.” [14] We nexyplain that
while the Levellers were decried as “anxious torshatheir
opponents carried this “sharing” policy into praeti Parliament
was sharing out, with a most liberal hand, the isoated estates
among its deserving adherents, and the wealthy ohe¢he City
were injuring the exchequer of the commonwealthht best of
their ability by usurious interest. History repedttself, in this
respect, with remarkable frequency.

But neither the pamphlets quoted nor any that ¥ald them could
regain for the Levellers the position that they d.

It is true that the number of their adherents amthreg London
populace was by no means insignificant, and they still had
friends in the Army, but they could no longer widrsd
Cromwell’s influence; and it was the Army which eehined the
policy of the country, the masses being unable hallenge its
ascendancy to any purpose by their own effort. dhoee,
Cromwell could always win over to his policy, byoprises and
protestations, many who sympathized more with tlesellers
than with any other party, and could immediatelpmess any
threatening symptoms of opposition. In particuldr,was his
spirited and intelligent foreign policy that gainddm many
personal adherents. Hence, after the failure oérsd\attempted
revolts, the more desperate among his implacal@enss (which
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now included nearly all the Levellers, who had eea® regard
him in any other light than as the arch-traitor @odspirator, the
chief adversary, and, above all others, the tystamding in the
way of liberty) now proceeded to plot against hiis; Ibut these
plots were doomed to failure, their only effect fggito spoil
Cromwell's enjoyment of the brilliant position ofiddator and
Lord Protector to which he had attained. [15] Weyrhare pause
to tell of the subsequent fate of Lilburne, whoddie 1657. The
remainder of his life was no less troubled than ¢lédier part.
About the end of July 1649, while Lilburne waslstibnfined in
the Tower, his eldest son died, and Parliamentchvhad ignored
his requests to be permitted to see his sick childe yet alive,
now sanctioned his liberation on bail: In conseqeenf a new
political pamphlet, entitled\n Impeachment of High Treason
against Oliver Cromwellhe was re-arrested in September. Being
almost ruined financially, and convinced of the osgibility of
making headway against Cromwell’s influence, hddge to the
entreaties of his brother, Colonel Robert Lilburaed published
on October 22nd an open letter dated from prisddressed to his
persecutors, in which he offered to go to the Wiedies if they
would release him, pay his arrears, and allow thdse wished to
accompany him.

His petition remained unanswered, but he was dugettried on
October 24th, in the Guildhall, before a speciau@ofor high
treason, committed in the pamphlet referredAn [mpeachment,
etc), and an even more violent one, published on $dpee 1st,
under the titleAn Outcry of the Young Men and Apprentices of
London His contention that the constitution of the Cowds
contrary to the fundamental laws of the country wakeeded,
and his claim that the jury was legally entitledudge not only as

to matters of fact but also as to the applicatibthe law itself, as
the Judges represented only “Norman intruders”, wlitbe jury
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might here ignore in reaching a verdict, was describy an
enraged judge as “damnable, blasphemous heresig’vidw was
not shared by the jury, which, after three daysring, acquitted
Lilburne — who had defended himself as skilfully aasy lawyer
could have done — to the great horror of the Judgdgshe chagrin
of the majority of the Council of State. The Judgesre so
astonished at the verdict of the jury that they tmdepeat their
guestion before they would believe their ears,thatpublic which
crowded the judgment hall, on the announcemenhefverdict,
broke out into cheers so loud and long as, accgrdm the
unanimous testimony of contemporary reporters, feadtr before
been heard in the Guildhall. The cheering and wpawh caps
continued for over half an hour, while the Judgaf $surning
white and red in turns, and spread thence to thesesain London
and the suburbs. At night bonfires were lighted amen during
the following days the event was the occasion offujo
demonstrations. In fact, Lilburne’s popularity argoime bulk of
the London populace was so great that a commemeraiedal
was struck in honour of his acquittal. [16]

The Government were taken by surprise. They haderedd
Lilburne to be sent back to the Tower after hisugttal, in order

to institute a new trial, if possible, but they werrged on all sides
to respect the verdict of the jury and release hmong the

members of the Council of State, Henry Marten aadllGrey of

Groby, one of the few peers who sided with the preshelents,

particularly championed Lilburne’s cause, and fynahrried their

point, not the least circumstance in their favowing that

Cromwell with the major part of the Army was siilllreland. The

Council of State resigned itself to its defeat egldased Lilburne,
Overton, Prince, and Walwyn on November 8th. [17]
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At the end of the following month, December 1648blrne was
elected member of the common Council of the Cityt b
Parliament nullified the election because Lilbuhaa declined to
declare unconditionally in favour of the existingnstitution, and
because he was incapacitated by his imprisonment frolding
this office. On the other hand, in the summer dQ, &8Parliament
at last assigned to him land to the value of tidemnities still due
to him.

In 1651 he was drawn, through a relative, into @l @ction
against Sir Arthur Hazelrig, Member of the CourafilState and
Governor of Newcastle. With his customary zeal dektup the
cause of his relative against the influential “gle@’, who, in his
opinion, had robbed the former of his rightful peoy by an abuse
of his position. The matter finally came beforelR@anent, which
appointed a commission of inquiry into the casee Tecision
turned out in favour of Hazelrig, and Lilburne, wimoa pamphlet
criticized this decision as unjust and partial, veasdemned by
Parliament (!), early in 1652, for “contempt”, tofine of £7,000
and banishment for life. All protests and petitiopsoved
unavailing, and in the spring of 1652 Lilburne fdunimself for
the second time an exile in Holland, this time ompany with
leaders of the very party he had fled from on th&t bccasion.
Holland at that time afforded a refuge to numbédrfugitive and
banished Cavaliers.

There was every temptation for him to join thesa inonspiracy
against the hated “usurper” Cromwell, and in abhability he
received overtures in this direction. But we hawe reason to
doubt Lilburne’s emphatic statement that he refusecb-operate
in restoring Charles Stuart except on the basth®f‘Agreement
of the People”. It is true that a report was senLdndon to the
effect that Lilburne had offered the Duke of Bugkiam and
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other Cavaliers to return to England and achieven@rell’s

overthrow for £10,000, but, as Lilburne proved doswely, the
authors of this report were paid spies of Cromwaalig they are
scarcely to be believed in preference to Lilburivadelf, whose
outstanding characteristic was love of truth, eattio the point of
reckless disregard of his personal interests. Nag hilburne so
simple as to imagine that he could, at the momdm@nwCromwell,
fresh from victories over the Irish and Scotch, wasnger than
ever, achieve with such a trifing sum the objetiich Charles |
and the City Merchants, under far more favourabl@mstances,
had been unable to accomplish with adequate fiahresources.

Finally, the above imputations are at variance it tenor of
Lilburne’s letters, addressed by him during hideeto his political

friends at home. These letters teem with exhoriatio adhere to
the democratic principles for which they had sinivand to be
tireless in asserting them.

When, in April 1653, Cromwell forcibly dispersecethiRump” of

the Long Parliament, and summoned a Parliamentistorgs of

139 selected notabilities of the Independent pamyl known as
the “Little” or “Barebone’s” Parliament, Lilburneeturned to
London, contending that the sentence of banishmpeartounced
against him by the “Rump” was legally annulled hg mere fact
that the latter had ceased to exist. But this watsGromwell’s

view. He ordered Lilburne to be arrested at once @ied for

“breach of exile”, which was punishable as an ddtigh treason.
Again monster petitions poured in on Lilburne’s &kghbut they

had no effect upon the Council of State any moaa tied an open
letter, published by Lilburne immediately after hreturn,

entitledThe Banished Man'’s Suit, etc
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Nor could Parliament, to whom Lilburne appealed is
assembling (early in July 1653), do anything fomhbeyond
referring the matter to the competent jurisdiction, to a jury,
which, as a matter of fact, was more in Lilburnéfean in
Cromwell’s interest. The hearing of the case at @id Bailey
Court of Assizes dragged on for several weeks, usscailburne
pertinaciously insisted, supporting his claim bynwacing
arguments, that a copy of the writ of indictmenowd be
delivered to hinbeforethe trial, in order to enable him to take
counsel’s advice upon it. And indeed, as an emilzanger puts it,
he accomplished the “great deed never before astiidy any
man”, of enforcing the delivery of the writ of imdiment. On
August 20th the case came on for final decisiore $ympathy of
the populace for Lilburne had risen to such a pashto cause
Cromwell to keep several regiments ready under ainmarder to
employ force, if necessary. [18]

Slips of paper with the inscription

And what, shall then honest John Lilburne die!
Three score thousand will know the reason why,

were circulated in large numbers.

As a matter of fact, the number of Lilburne’s psatis was not so
great as this [19], but quite apart from the sgan@asures taken
by Cromwell, the pamphlets of the period [20] degliwith
Lilburne’s case reveal the intensity of the agiatat this moment,
and the enormous popularity acquired by LilburnedAafter a
twelve hours’ final hearing, in which Lilburne defied himself
with his usual skill, the jury pronounced the vetdof “Not
Guilty”. [21]
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But once more it was a case of “acquitted but eotfiee”. The
Council of State retained Lilburne in strict custpdnd caused a
rigorous examination of the whole proceedings tonfede in
order to have the verdict set aside if possiblee jUmymen were
separately examined, one by one, but they remafmed and
adhered to their verdict. Hence it was impossiblget at Lilburne
by means of the ordinary legal procedure, and thexéreasons
of State” were invoked. In December 1653 the “kiflarliament”
was dissolved, a new constitution created, and @me&lm
proclaimed “Lord Protector” of the Republic withnadst regal
powers. In March 1654 Lilburne was conveyed to tble of
Jersey and incarcerated there, as a prisoner td, ®ia reason of
“seditious” statements uttered by him in the cowfais trial. In
Jersey, where the law is different from that in Bnd, it was
easier than anywhere else to ignore any appeal Habéas
Corpus”. As long as Cromwell could depend on therébaor of
the Island, he could feel safe from the dreaded adegue.
Lilburne had thus been rendered innocuous, aneylelsl more
in this respect than Cromwell could have hoped.yTomnted
Lilburne an allowance of £2 a week, so that attlbasvas secured
against suffering material distress. He appearaielier, to have
very keenly felt his intellectual isolation, and less depressing
was the effect produced on him by the news he vedefrom
England, announcing the failure, one by one, oftladl plots
undertaken by his confederates against Cromweldd@lly a
mental change was produced in him, such as, in &t#cted
many of his partisans in the country. A reactioonirhis former
restlessness set in, and a calmer outlook invadednind. He
began to doubt the wisdom of his former tacticgl ahen failing
health supervened on his growing scepticism he ueced a
continuance of the struggle after the old mannisrfiéry spit was
broken. In the autumn of 1655, the Council of Statbo had
doubtless heard of his change of mind, transfdmedfrom Jersey
to Dover Castle, where, although still kept in ¢oaement, he
nevertheless had more intercourse with his courdrynf few
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weeks later London newspapers received a reporichwivas
confirmed in Lilburne’s letters to his friends, ttee effect that he
had joined the sect of the Quakers, which was ttmming into
prominence, and had donned the garb of tierds of inward
light”. Thus the most eminent leader of fhaitical Levellers was
eventually absorbed in the same movement into wthehmost
prominent representative of theue Levellers had drifted.

But it was not only his political pilgrimage thaé thad finished.
About the end of July 1657 he obtained permissan finding
sureties, to proceed to Eltham, where he took adéar his wife,
so that in case of sickness she might be near dlatives.
Cromwell had no sooner heard of this than, on Aud@sh, he
issued a peremptory notice, ordering Lilburne tespnt himself
again in Dover within ten days. Probably he hadduspicions.
However, the order was useless — a higher powefdds hand
on the still dreaded man. Only ten days later, agust 29, 1657,
“turbulent” John was atilled man in every sense — death had
finally removed from the ranks of the fighters tneadragenarian
whose bodily strength had been prematurely brokgnmiany
persecutions.

Lilburne’s body was conveyed to London, where itdrae the
cause of a dispute between his old and his newspast The
former desired to bury him in the customary manméth a pall
over the bier, the latter (the Quakers), accortnipeir custom, in
a plain coffin. In the crowd which had assembledsiole the
house of mourning, the Quakers were in the majdutiich is
significant), and they gained their point. When thedy was
carried from the house, an attempt was made tawtlroselvet
pall, held in readiness for the purpose, over tiférg but this was
frustrated by the Quakers, who took the coffin leairt shoulders
and proceeded with it to the cemetery in close#gan
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Footnotes

1. Witty Henry Marten moved as an amendment thattbrd “dangerous”
be expunged, or that “not” be inserted before &.&Amatter of fact, the
Lords, disorganized as they were, played at that &« most pitiful role.

2. One of the three pardoned men, Richard Rumhe& prominently
concerned under Charles I, in the famous Rye H&Use(1683) against
the restored King. Warned in time, he escaped titakid, but in 1685 he
took part in the insurrection of Argyle and his &celighlanders against
James II, when he was taken prisoner. Being badlynded, and lest he
should die a natural death, he was tried with pdesl and executed the
following day (June 27, 1685) with revolting cryelBut to the last he
exhibited the greatest firmness and strength o¥iction. During the trial
he uttered those words, which subsequently weendfited, that “he did
not believe that God had created the greater Hatiamkind with saddles
on their backs and a bridle in their mouth, and edew booted and
spurred to ride on the rest”.

3. Subsequently the highly gifted but unprincipleditor, Marchmont
Needham, accepted bribes from Cromwell, at whosacgehe placed his
very caustic pen.

4. Martyn or Marten had little to do with this agibn, although, as stated,
he assisted to draw up tAgreementof the Levellers and may have been
mentioned in this connection. On the contrary, fended the continued
sitting of the Rump Parliament by saying that tleeing Moses, i.e. the
newly created Republic, ought not to be deprivedrate of his natural
nursing-mother. Moreover, as already stated, hehiraself a member of
the Council of State.

5.Mercurius Pragmaticus, No.46, from Tuesday, March 13th, to
Tuesday, March 20, 1649.
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6. Lilburne’s remarks, reproduced on page 66, diggrthe suspicious
game which Cromwell and the “grandees” had playedhe autumn of
1647 with Charles |, are taken from this document.

7. Lilburne’s account of this conversation, as givéen thelLegal
Fundamental Liberties, etc, is undoubtedly vitiated by his personal
prejudices and his fanatical “sticking to legality”

8. Memoirs, p.385.

9.The Unanimous Declaration of Colonel Scrooge’s andCom.-
General Ireton’s Regiments Old Sarum, May 1649.

10. They succeeded there in taking Northamptonupyrsse and providing
themselves with fresh ammunition as well as a padcartillery, but they

were too few in numbers to prevail against wholgiments. In the first

engagement the men surrendered unconditionally Capdain Thompson
fell a few days later in an almost unparalleledgkirhanded combat
against more than a hundred pursuers. He woulguroénder alive at any
price, and though bleeding from several wounds liblige a lion. It was

not until he was struck by the seventh bullet tieafell.

11. We may mention, as a very interesting publbecativritten in a
conciliatory spirit, which, among other things, gulis strongly in favour of
economic reforms for the benefit of the poorer s@s and proposes a
suitable programme, the pamphleh Apology, etc, by Lieut.-Colonel
John Jubbes. Among the large number of publicatiamisen by military
men on behalf of the Levellers, we may also name ghmphlets by
Colonel William Bray and his Quartermaster John Iiay Under the
title A Declaration of Lieut.-General Cromwell concerning the
Levellers, Cromwell published a short defence against tlaeggs brought
against the chief authorities of the Army by thaders of the Levellers.
An official report on the negotiations between #heny leaders and the
rebels was likewise published, under the tdld-ull Narrative of all the
Proceedings between His Excellency the Lord Fairfaxand the
Mutineers.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 161

12. London, 1649, April 14th.

13. No doubt this is the statement referred to e tdenunciatory
publication referred to above.

14. The title of this pamphlet is in rhyme: “Seagreor blue, see which
speaks truegr reason contending with treason. In discussing Idie
unhappy difference in the Army, which now men dreasn well
composed”.

15. The first persons who incited to attempts aassination were, by the
way, Champions of Order, Throne and Altar. As eadyin the issue of
March 20 to 27, 1649, dflercurius Pragmaticus we read: “Why don’t
you fightRoguedo’t Rebelsye brave Levellers ... What you that
areRebelsof undaunted valour, it is base for you to de#de Billingsgate
wenches with nothing but words. | tell you yourigia of justice are not
worth a T-, unlesse recorded with thleodof them that deny your
demands; therefore be ye not baffled, bold Levgllstand up, be constant
and prosecute your claims of justice against teguped traytor Fairfax to
the death ... turne ExecutionersJakticeyourselves upon bofhomand
all hispartakers”

16. The medal bears the significant inscriptioghtd Lilburne saved by
the power of the Lord and the integrity of his juwho are judges of Law
as well as of facts. October 26, 1649.” A reprodurcof it, together with a
picture of Lilburne pleading before the Court, & lbe found in the
book, The Trial of Lieut.-Colonel John Lilburne, London, 1649.

17. After this, Prince and Walwyn no longer figimehe movement. There
exists a sermorod Save the Kingreached 1660 in honour of the return
of Charles Il by a “William Walwyn”, but it is doutul whether the author
is identical with the “Leveller” Walwyn. Perhapswvias his son, Overton,
who had issued several pamphlets from the Towarhich he denounced
the members of his party, half bitterly and halfmfawously, for their
inaction, and was subsequently involved in Sexbplsts against
Cromwell’s life, of which more in the next chaptdn the aforesaid
pamphlets he reproaches their London friends wgtirey him, Lilburne,
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and their associates on to action against Cromwaetl, says that they now
forsook them Qverton’s Defiance of the Act of Pardon July 1649), and
that it appeared to him that the heroes of thetgreseting of September
11, 1648, had been dispersed, simultaneously WwelBurford affair, like
sparrows scattered by a blowpipe. But he hopedHisablunt words had
roused them from their stupor and reminded themeonwore of
the Agreement(The Baiting of the Great Bull of Bashar).

18. Thurloe State Papersp.336

19. Although a publication dating from 1649 statest theAgreementof
the Levellers had already received 98,064 signafuard that new ones
were being added dailyfe Remonstrance of Many Thousands of the
Free People of Englanyl

20. One of them, emanating from Sam. Chidley, acehdndependent,
which tries to make excuses for Cromwell’s politiogeasures, says. “O
Lilbourne, Lilburne, hear what he saith who saidwauld be wise but it
was for him. If thou hadst as much wisdom as coejrag much prudence
as confidence, if as much meekness and gentlesedseagth of memory,
if as much depth of apprehension as ready delitkoy wouldst be a rare
Phoenix or Bird of Paradise.”’A( additional Remonstrance to the
valiant and well-deserving Souldiers, etc. With aittle friendly touch to
Lieut.-Colonel John Lilburne London, 1653.) In reply to remonstrances
of this kind, Lilburne published a pamphléhe Just Defence of John
Lilburne against such as charge him with Turbulencyof Spirit.

21. The trial is reported at length in Cobbe8tate Trials.
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Chapter XII
Historical Significance of
Lilburne and the Levellers

HISTORICAL research during the nineteenth centurgs h
removed many of the distortions which hitherto idisfed the
image of Cromwell as handed down by his contempesailhe
victor of Dunbar no longer appears to us to-dayth&sdouble-
tongued schemer, as he was considered by manys dirtihers-
in-arms, as the “great impostor”, who for. the mgrratification of
his ambition would not scruple to tread underfodbatv but
yesterday he had passionately upheld. Gardiner'sk bbas
dispelled almost the last doubts in this respent] axplained
many changes hitherto unaccounted for in Cromwdélé various
forces, influences, and circumstances which detexdhi
Cromwell’'s actions are more clearly analysed, asglgmed with
greater chronological accuracy than ever beforeapliears on
almost every occasion that Cromwell’s “deceptiamhs out to be
justifiable opportunism. But what Cromwell gainsaagan and a
politician he loses as a revolutionist. Whenevee #truggle
against effete powers threatened to assume a tewany aspect,
we see him frequently irresolute and even pusiitanis; in every
instance he is impelled to decisive action by algt$orces. During
the period from 1646 to 1648, in every respect \aldionary
epoch, he is inferior, in perceiving the politicakasures required
and grasping a new situation, to others, more @speto the
Levellers. The plebeian-radical elements in the YAmnd in the
civil population became prominent during this timand
determined the course of the Revolution. The Levelamong the
people and the Agitators in the Army were the ficstrecognize
the necessity of dealing sternly with the anti-tationary forces,
as they were also foremost in perceiving that soylas the
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Revolution accepted the irresponsible position & King, and
treated him as a prisoner of war instead of asisomper of the
State, the issue of the struggle remained in doubt.

But among the Levellers themselves Lilburne wasarkable for
his democratic instinct and political sagacity. Was a political
doctrinaire, and as such was necessarily one-sitfed. this
theorist had a keen insight into many things, amdot a few
points held his own against statesmen. Thus, &iante, he wrote
as early as in 1646,when none of the leading pwlits had
contemplated an attack upon the House of Lordsl I&islative
power in its own nature is merely arbitrary, and piace an
arbitrary power in any sort of persons whatsoever life
(considering the corruption and deceitfulness oh'maeart, yea,
the best of men) was the greatest of slavery; lieitctaim of the
Lords is not only to have an arbitrary power ininéren
themselves for life, but also to have it heredit@ryheir sons, for
ever, be they knaves or fools, which is the highassalage in the
world.” [1] It was not until three years later titae “grandees” of
the Army and Parliament found that he was right] aholished
the House of Lords. We have also seen how his enatt
suspicion of arbitrary power extended to Parliamieself, and
how fiercely he opposed the attempted establishmktite “rule
of the sword”, although he himself was in constantch with the
democratic elements in the Army. We will give oneoren
quotation. In his pamphlén Impeachment of High Treason
against Oliver Cromwell he says : “If we must have a King, | for
my part would rather have the Prince [2] than amgnnn the
world because of his large pretence of right, whiidie come not
in by conquest, by the hands of foreignethe-bare attempting of
which may apparently hazard him the loss of albbateby gluing
together the now divided peoyite join as one maagainst him —
but by the hands of Englishmen by contract uponpitieciples
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aforesaid — the principles of tigreement of the People- which

is easy to be done, the people will easily see prasently
thereupon they will enjoy this transcendent benéfi being at
peace with foreign nations, and having no regaltepced

competitor, viz., the immediate disbanding of athees, garrisons,
and fleets, saving the old cinque-ports ... whefeashe present
army to set up the pretended Saint Oliver or amergas their
elected King, there will be nothing thereby frone teginning of
the chapter to the end thereof but wars and thingudf throats
year after year; yea and the absolute keeping @ppafrpetual and
everlasting army under which the people are absauntd perfect
slaves.” [3]

“It is impossible”, Gardiner adds, “to treat the maho could
write those words as a mere vulgar broiler.” Ifoluine deceived
himself in believing that the prince could sincgreubscribe to
his Agreement of the Peoplehe was right in predicting that the
military dictatorship would not end the contestd anost apposite
in describing the dangers of this dictatorship. @gpolitician he
showed himself to be far ahead of the “Fifth Mohgfanen, who
held fast to the external sign of the republic.

Here are a few more opinions on Lilburne:

Lilburne knew fear so little that he was ready latimes to fight against
any odds. [4]

Lilburne was naturally of an undaunted courage aml acute
understanding. He defied all consequences, noteves in any instance
able to alter his resolution and perseverance.utié was a man of
generous birth and ardent disposition; in additewhich his habits were
of no common order. [5]

And Mr. C. H. Firth, in thédictionary of National Biography,
writes at the conclusion of an exhaustive articld_burne:
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Lilburne’s political importance is easy to explain.a revolution, where
others argued about the respective rights of Kind Rarliament, he
spoke of the rights of the people. His dauntlessage and his powers of
speech made him the idol of the mob. With Coke&itutes in his hand
he was willing to tackle any Tribunal. He was re&alassail any abuse at
cost to himself, but his passionate egotism made &i dangerous
champion, and he continually sacrificed public emudo personal
resentment. It would be unjust to deny that he daeal sympathy with
sufferers from oppression or misfortune; even wherwas himself an
exile he could interest himself in the distresse€iglish prisoners of
war, and exert the remainder of his influence tbthem relieved. In his
controversies he was credulous, careless aboutttte of his charges,
and insatiably vindictive. He attacked in turn @hstituted authorities —
Lords, Commons, Council of State, and Council oficéfs — and
quarrelled in succession with every ally.

A life of Lilburne published in 1657 supplies tlapitaph

Is John departed and is Lilburne gone!
Farewell to Lilburne, and farewell to John;
But lay. John here, lay Lilburne here ak
For if they ever meet they will fall out. [6]

This does not do full justice to Lilburne. In repty the charge of
quarrelsomeness he could fairly appeal invhiglication (1653)
to the fact that all his lawsuits and conflictsnied on important
questions of right and of the commonweal. He wasfact, the
ideal “champion of right”, and as he was hot-tenedemto the
bargain, he could hardly avoid falling from one ftioh into
another. He had the makings of a first-class lawiert just as,
despite his military abilities, he was the impldeafoe of military
domination, so, notwithstanding his legal knowledge was the
sworn enemy of the legal profession.

The times were troubled, and whoever championed,ilaarne
did, the cause of the common people “could notaiaick, one by
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one, all the constituted authorities”. His hostiitude towards
the “constituted authorities” in no wise differsiin that of popular
tribunes in other revolutions. We may call him axdgogue in the
same sense in which Marat, Desmoulins, and O’Cbnmete

demagogues, and in this category he is secondre. e was a
brilliant speaker, wielded the sword and the perthwequal

courage and skill, and while some of his comradabeé struggle
may have surpassed him in learning (though he washmeans
ignorant) and others in consistent radicalism, nam®ng them
combined so many brilliant qualities of a populgit@or as this
man whom even Hume calls “the most turbulent bet mmost
upright and courageous of human kind”. He uniteal itiflexible

sense of justice of an ideologist, the resolutidnaowar-tried

revolutionary, and the keen judgment of a practusitician. For

all this he was sometimes unjust to Cromwell. Hpresented
another class and different principles from Crontwelnd he
would have been deficient in loyalty had he judtjesl actions of
those in power by any other standard than the ipitgs of the
class he championed. A party zealot engaged inmanis strife
must be forgiven if he falls short of the impaitialof the

historian. Nor have wise politics ever been a grpoint with

democratic parties. Cromwell himself was devotedyband soul
to the cause of the propertied classes, and asveagideficient in
his handling of the very question in regard to \hidlburne

showed up to advantage. Cromwell beheld in thesdasgsion of

human society, into aristocracy, bourgeoisie andkers, and the
contemporary respective legal positions of thesassgs, the
inviolable “natural” order of things.

A nobleman, a gentleman, a yeoman, “the distinctibthese”: that is a
good interest of the Nation, and a great one! Thaural” Magistracy of
the Nation was it not almost trampled underfootdermdespite and
contempt, by men of Levelling principles? | besegoh, For the orders
of men and ranks of men, did not that Levellinghpiple tend to the
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reducing of all to an equality? Did it “conscioustiink to do so; or did
it “only unconsciously” practise towards that fapperty and interest? At
all events what was the purport of it but to make Tenant as liberal a
fortune as the Landlord? Which, | think, if obtadneould not have lasted
long! The men of that principle, after they hadvedrtheir own turns, wd
then have cried-up property and interest fast emoddpis instance is
instead of many. And that the thing did “and migkall” extend far, is
manifest; because it was a pleasing voice to atk lreen, and truly not
unwelcome to all Bad men. [7]

Thus said Cromwell in his speech of September %416vhen
opening the first Parliament of the Protectoratehis speech on
the dissolution of this Parliament on January 2551 pointing
once more to the danger threatening from the “Uexs]
Cromwell said: “It is some satisfaction if a Commealth must
perish, that it perish by men and not by the hapidgersons
differing little from beasts. That if it must needsffer, it shd
rather suffer from rich men than from poor men, wé® Solomon
says, ‘when they oppress leave nothing behind tHar,are a
sweeping rain’.” [8]

These words of “Self in the highest”, as Lilburneknamed
Cromwell years before hioup d’état characterize Cromwell’s
bourgeois opinions, and also indicate that evenl®®5 the
“Leveller” movement still continued to smoulder @ndhe ashes.
This was not surprising, as the causes of discgniestead of
diminishing, were constantly multiplying. Unfortuedy, it is very
difficult to obtain an impartial account of theestgth and extent
of the movement. There is no doubt that it foungipsuters in the
North of England, as emissaries carried the dodriof the
Levellers into the remotest counties. It is, howewvery difficult
to estimate the degree of cohesion that existedngnihe
supporters of the movement. None of the Levelldblipations
throws any light on this question, the movementdpod no
historian, and the accounts of its opponents argemely
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inaccurate and contradictory. The expression “Ueveltself was
no strict party term. It signified an equalitariemthe sense of a
revolutionary, and was therefore indifferently apgl to
commotions which had very little, if any, conneantwvith political
struggles, but which were of an exclusively loc&lamacter,
produced by discontent with local occurrences, eaerLilburne
and his colleagues repeatedly repudiated the gisecri of
Leveller precisely on account of its crude equaitaconnotation.
They were democrats, but ought not to be regardedbratal
revolutionaries. It is therefore almost impossilibe distinguish
mere revolts, to which levelling tendencies wergubed, from
movements connected with the party of the demacfafreement
of the PeopleThe attitude towards thgreement of the Peopie
the attribute of the political Levellers’ movement.

For a comparatively short time, viz., from the nedf the year
1648 to the autumn of the year 1649, informatiomuabthe
movement is forthcoming from a journal, which wascdribed as
the organ of the Levellers, and which within certiamits may be
so regarded, as it reproduces most of the proclansatand
pamphlets of the Levellers published during thaueti and so far
as it exhibits any tendency at all, represents afidlhe Levellers.
Strange to say, this paper, though the organ ofrtbst extreme
political party of the period, bears the singulatlet of
theModerate But this nhame was neither meant in an ironical
sense nor was it chosen in a hypocritical spitiindlicates the
calm and impatrtial style in which the paper wagten. Far from
smacking of sans-culottism, as the elder Disraslkeds in
his Curiosities of Literatur®], we have nowhere met with a
single phrase that could be remotely compared dovtigar and
obscene passages commonly found in the contempB@yslist
press, thé/lan in the Moon, Mercurius Elencticustc.
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TheModeratewas one of the first papers to publish
explanatoryieading articles or at least the embryo of such.
Several of its numbers open with disquisitions atitipal and
even economical problems, and | venture to repredimese
articles so that the reader may judge whether wejumstified in
describing théModerateas the pioneer of the Labour Press of our
days. The issue of September 4 to 11, 1649 (Noddiymences
as follows:

Wars are not only ever clothed with the most spexiof all pretences,
viz., Reformation of Religion, The Laws of the Laridberty of the
Subject, etc., though the effects thereof have gaawost destructive to
them, and ruinous to every Nation; making the Swdd not the
people) the original of all Authorities, for manuridred years together;
taking away each man’s Birth-right, and settlingpia few, a cursed
propriety (the ground of all Civil Offences betweearty and party) and
the greatest cause of most Sins against the Hgabeitly. Thus Tyranny
and Oppression running through the Veins of manguwfPredecessors,
and being too long maintained by the Sword, up&oyal Foundation, at
last became so customary, as to the vulgar it seasm@atural (the onely
reason why the people at this time are so ignoofuheir equal Birth-
right, their onely Freedom). At last Divine Prouwe crowned the
slavish people’s attempt with good success agaimstpotent Enemy,
which made them Free (as they fancied) from th@imér Oppressions,
Burdens and Slaveries; and happy in what they caulagine, the
greatest good, both for their Soul and Body. BiddrCovetousness, and
Self-Interest (taking the advantage of so unvariabbenefit). And many
being tempted to Swim in this Golden Ocean, the thgms and
Oppressions of the people, are thereby not onedtiraged, but increased,
and no end thereof to be imagined. At this the [gefwho cannot now be
deluded, will be eased, and not onely stiled, leatly be the original of
all Lawful Authority) begin to rage, and cry outrfaa lawful
Representative, and such other wholesome Lawslbmake them truly
happy. These not granted, and some old Sparks bémgq up with the
Gales of new Dissentions, the fire breaks out,wire rises, and if the
fewel be dry and some speedy remedy be not takeprévention, the
damage thereby may be great to some, but the beoefteived greater
to all others.
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This line of argument sounds very modern. The wartiles but
slowly, and it gives a feeling of humility to res# how old
political wisdom is.

Mr. Isaac Disraeli is annoyed becauseNuslerate in its issue of
July 31st to August 7, 1649, when some robbers exeeuted for
cattle-stealing, blames the institution of propdudy the death of
these people, arguing that if no private propertisted, there
would have been no need for them to steal for tiaimg. The

article states: “We find some of these Fellonsdowéry civil men,

and say, That if they could have had any reasorsltisistence by
friends, or otherwise, they should never have talsech

necessitous courses, for support of their Wiveskardilies. From
whence many honest people do endevor to argue,thbat is

nothing but propriety that is the loss of all metiiges in this

condition, they being necessitated to offend thev lfar a

livelihood, and being; and not onely so, but thegua it with

much confidence, that propriety is the original smwf any sin
between party and party, as to civil transactiémal that since the
Tyrant is taken off, and that Government alterechamine, so
ought it really to redound to the good of the peopl specie;
which though they cannot expect it in few yeersyégson of the
multiplicity of the Gentry in Authority, commandtce, who drive

on all designes for support of the old Governmeand

consequently their own interest and the peopl&sgesy; yet they
doubt not, but in time, the people will herein @ist their own

blindness, and folly.”

From the reports of theloderate, as well as from other
contemporary newspapers, it appears that the lesvelbvement
was not confined to London and its immediate neiginbood and
the Army, but also had followers in the country.ry/enteresting

in this respect is a correspondence from Derbjhenissue for the
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last week of August 1649, particularly because we mentioned
in it a class of workers who are nowhere else maetl in

connection with this movement, viz., theners who had

appealed to Parliament for redress in connectiadh @&idispute
with the Earl of Rutland, and the correspondenatestthat they
were determined, if Parliament did not do themigastto have
recourse to “Natural Law”. Their number, includifriends and
sympathizers, was said to be twelve thousand, tedthreatened,
in default of a hearing, to form a resolute armghé party of the
Levellers in Town”, the article continues “promisdhem

assistance in the prosecution of their just demarigigt a few

days later, a letter from the “Freeholders and khmegers, etc.”, of
the Derbyshire mining district, published in a Cweflian paper,
states that the miners numbered at most four timolisand that the
Levellers did not have a dozen followers in Derby.

Moreover, the miners were accused of having redgatsded
with the King, while the far more numerous freehfadmers and
mine-owners supported Parliament. This provokedeplyr in
No.61 of theModerate, which asserted that the above-mentioned
letter was a fabrication of the Earl of Rutland dmsl agents; that
the farmers and small owners had nothing to do witliAs to
siding with the King, it had been stated in thegimral petition of
the miners that the Earl of Rutland, then Mr. Masnéad
repeatedly driven miners from their work, with tlad of
Cavaliers, and when they complained, had soughthtow
suspicion on them by false charges.

No0.63 is the last issue of tioderate. On September 20, 1649,
Parliament enacted a press law, which re-estalligieesystem of
licences, and prescribed severe penalties for thdigation of
abusive and libellous paragraphs. This undermihedbsition of
the paper. On the other hand, negotiations hadbgesh resumed
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between the Levellers and representatives of themyAand
Parliament, with a view to reaching a compromisethat it is by
no means unlikely that tHdoderate ceased to appear because the
need for a special organ of the Levellers no loreyésted. As a
matter of fact, thdloderate reported on September 1st (and its
report is confirmed by thBerfect Weekly Account a paper
which was more sympathetic with the Parliamentaayty) that
four representatives each, of Parliament, the Aramnd “those
called Levellers”, had held prearranged conferenoesrder to
arrive at a mutual understanding, and if possildetdement of all
differences. “Time will soon show what will be tbatcome of all
this.” No compromise was effected, but it seemst, ttzdter
Lilburne’s acquittal in October, a kind of trucdléaved, as during
the subsequent years the Levellers adopted an taxpedtitude.

TheModerate contains a variety of other interesting noticed an
reports, which do not bear directly upon our subjicconsisted
of a sheet of eight pages, small quarto size, thef contents
being the news of the day. It lasted for over a ykam July 1648
to the end of September 1649. No complete seriéts ofumbers
Is extant; they are found, singly and scatteredorgmthe
collections of pamphlets of the so-called King’'s Tnomason
Library in the British Museum.

The whole newspaper is steeped in the sectariaradeastics of
the Leveller movement. With all their sympathies tloe poorest
classes in society, the Levellers do not constitateclass
movement. They are the extreme left of the midiss
republican, or, more correctly, middle-class deraticr party
formation of the period. Like all extreme partiéisey tend here
and there to overstep the boundary at which thaydstbut they
remain finally in the middle-class camp. With tHass divisions
existing in England, as we have studied them, sum bound to
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have been the case. The class development of thestial
workers had not yet reached a point favourablééoférmulation
of demands which would have outbid those of thedieidlass
parties, and among the country population, the gdas was so
preponderant that even Democracy could not advbegend an
agrarian programme suitable for small peasant miops. At the
end of the seventeenth century — 1688 — Gregoryg KEstimated
the number of peasant freeholders at 160,000, dndeasant
tenants at 150,000, in addition to 4,500 familiethe nobility and
12,000 families of the gentry, together with 364 G®Qricultural
labourers and servants and 400,000 cottar tenamtis p@or
persons. In view of these class divisions among dbentry
population, a formidable agrarian movement was oftthe
guestion, especially as there was still much comramd in
England available for squatters. Not until the oestion of the
monarchy, and especially after the second revalutioere
conditions created which, under favourable politicanditions,
might have produced a revolutionary agrarian moveme

The eighteenth century, with its many commerciatsnvand the
enormous extension of English colonial possessidath of

which absorbed a considerable portion of the vigermembers of
the population, was, on the whole, sterile groundtiie political

as well as the social reform movement.

Engrossed in making money, the middle classes ailér the
anomaly of a king governing in their name, in caomjion with a
renascent aristocracy, recruited by the sons ajskimistresses.
They tolerated an electoral system which excludeanfthe
franchise a large section of wealthy citizens bgilog to their own
class. Isolated voices which protested against anomalies were
silenced by the intrigues of the two aristocratartigs and the
sensations of foreign wars, while the industrialrkuay class,
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which was increasing rapidly, engaged in sporaeiolts which
bore no trace of their own political aspiration®tNntil the end of
the Napoleonic wars was there a political reformvement,
which resulted, after 1832, in extending the fraseho the lower
middle classes, separating the plebeian and prisletalements
and forming the great Chartist Party, which in thaeteenth
century took up the cause at the point which theellers had
reached in the middle of the seventeenth centurg.Qhartists are
throughout the heirs of the Levellers. Their Pegpl€harter;
although demanding adult suffrage in responsedditbher level
of economic development, is in no other respectenamvanced
than the “Agreement of the People” of the Levellanghich
Carlyle ridiculed as a premature “Bentham-Sieyesstitution”,
but which its author, John Lilburne, was more fiedi in
describing as the legal foundation of popular feedAnd just as
the Chartists issued from the Levellers, so theatgtenglish
Utopist of the nineteenth century, Robert Oweninislirect line
from the “True Levellers”. He himself was wont topeal to John
Bellers as his predecessor, but we shall see thiérB himself
stood on the shoulders of Gerrard Winstanley aSdaalist who,
seven years after Winstanley, made a consideraivanae from
Utopian communism to the modern idea of co-opematio
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Footnotes

1. Lilburne,A Whip for the Present House of Lords

2. Subsequently Charles II.

3. Vide Gardiner History of the Commonwealth vol.i, p.178.

4. A. BissetOmitted Chapters of the History of England vol.i, p.145.
5. W. Godwin History of the Commonwealth

6. FromThe Self-afflicted Lively Described London, 1657.

7. Carlyle,Cromwell’s Letters, Speech II.

8. Speech IV.

9. Disraeli ridicules the sub-title of tioderate, viz., “impartially
communicating martial affairs to the kingdom of Emgl”, saying that
probably the men of the Republic had evidently get had time to
obliterate the monarchical title from their collogjustyle. But, in point of
fact, theModerate came out in the summer of 1648, when England was
still a kingdom, as an opposition paper to Mhaderate Intelligencer,
which bore the same sub-title.
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Chapter XIII
Conspiracies and Religious
Offshoots of the Popular
Democratic Movement

ON April 20, 1653, Cromwell had dissolved the RuRarliament,
whereupon the Council of the Army, which he donmadat
summoned a Parliament, or more accurately a coiwverdf

important representatives of the republican pavifpich was
known as the “Little” or “Barebone’s” Parliament.o@posed
mainly of persons who united in themselves the tanical

sanctimoniousness and political Radicalism whiclpeasuliar to
the Anglo-Saxon world, it showed much zeal for pesgive
reforms, but in its first blush of enthusiasm ibkoup so many
things at once, and aroused the opposition of soyniaerests,
that Cromwell deemed it advisable to give effectatoesolution
passed by the moderate minority of the assemblynwiine

majority was off its guard, and to dismiss the addg. The

Council of the Army then devised and proclaimed‘lastrument
of Government”, by virtue of which Cromwell was aputed Lord
Protector with almost regal powers, save that he marely to
exercise a short veto of postponement upon Pantiame

Although larger constituencies were prescribed Rarliament,
some steps were taken to ensure a greater medseqeality in
representation, and provision was made for IrebardlScotland to
be represented according to population, so thatPi#adiament
constituted upon this basis embodied a represeatgtinciple
which did not receive full recognition until aftdre Reform Act of
1832. In the present case the franchise for bo#ttals and
elected was coupled with an oath to make no changthe
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government of the country, as vested in Parlianagwk a single
person, which meant a recognition of the Repubiid af the
Cromwellian Protectorate. Parliament had scarcedy, iImowever,
before the majority of its members indicated thedyt were not
prepared to accept the new constitution forthwithe convinced
Republicans on the one hand and the Presbyteriarnibeoother
went so far as to call in question the principletted Protectorate
itself. The result was that Cromwell, at the headie officers,
rebuked Parliament, and made continued participaiio its
debates dependent upon signing a declaration, @ngoto which
the signatories pledged themselves not to introducipport any
measures which contravened the conditions uponhnthiey had
been elected. The convinced Republicans refuseattéch their
signatures and left Parliament, which, despite phiging, did not
last five months.

It may be left undecided whether the Republicansrewe
particularly wise at a time when the Republic wasvgak in the
country itself, and was exposed to continuous gogs from
abroad, to address themselves immediately to amatitin of the
emergency constitution, which the “Instrument ofv&mment”
must be regarded as being. This conduct is exmldnyethe fact
that the Protectorate was at first a thinly veikatlitary regime.
They resisted on principle being governed by therdwalthough
the sword rested in the hand of an able man, wbptad a broad-
minded attitude in the religious questions whichsesl so much
friction. Thus they saw in Cromwell only the usurper the
protractor of a detestable tyranny, whilst theelatidiculed those
who in a situation of emergency would approve m@p stecessary
to consolidate the Republic until it had been saned, after the
delays incidental to parliamentary procedure, y la
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Such were the antagonisms, which aroused all thes rfeling
when Cromwell apprehended a number of rebellioysuBlecans
and interned them in fortified places. If a cert@mount of
ferocity was imported into these acts, they weiletee measures
of a military dictatorship, against which, afteetlBuppression of
the rebellions in the Army, no weapon was availabbe
assassination. From 1654 onwards attempt follovitesngt upon
the life of the Lord Protector, nearly all of whialere undertaken
by erstwhile Levellers or advanced sectaries cjosdlled with
them, and instigated or even financed by the RsigliSuch in
particular were the plots of Sexby and Sindercomb.

Sexby was Governor of the Isle of Portland, witle tlank of
captain; then he served under Cromwell as Coloh€@avalry in

Scotland, repeatedly distinguishing himself; butlébl he was
cashiered by court martial for stopping the paysome of his
soldiers, which he maintained he had done, notsioWwn interest,
but for the public advantage. He had in fact attexhpo force the
seven or eight men to enter a new regiment whiclwdseforming.
Despite his transgression, he was then employedhbyState
Council of the Republic upon a particularly confitlal mission.

It was the time when France, in the interest ofShearts, sought
to injure the young Republic in every way, amonfeotthings,
financing pirates, who captured English tradingse¢s At this
juncture Sexby received from the secret committe¢he State
Council, consisting of Cromwell, Scott, and Whitke,
instructions to proceed to France, and report upmmditions in
that country and the sentiments of the peoplerdercthat dangers
might be avoided and an interest created. With tmmpanions,
Sexby repaired to France, and remained there taargymonths.
He entered into relations, among others, with tbedés and the
party of the Fronde, and one of the traces of tlisity is a sketch
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of a Republican constitution for France, found agtime papers
of Mazarin and of Prince Louis Condé. This documdrdfted “in
the name of Prince Condé and Conti and of the tafn
Bordeaux”, bears the titlieAccord du Peuple, and on closer
examination turns out to be a simple translation thé
Levellers’Agreement of the Peoplelt was to be employed as a
manifesto of the Republicans of Bordeaux and ofréimeainder of
Guienne. Condé’s secret agent, Lenet, wrote on dredt:
“Memoires données a son altesse de Conti pardesssbaxebri et
Arrondel que je n'approuve pas.” Saxebri was maitlifeSexby,
and Arrondel was one of his companions. This opingshared
by Mr. S.R. Gardiner, who called my attention txt8es mission
to France after the first edition of this book lzubeared.

Edward Sexby, whom we met in a former chapter asgaator in
the Army and confidant of Lilburne, was undoubtedlynan of
great abilities and extraordinary energy. He wasldier who had
risen from the ranks, and advanced step by stédpetposition of a
colonel. It was largely due to him that the Newnearkieath
meeting in the spring of 1647 was held, when thewApledged
itself to uphold democracy.

In the consultations between Cromwell’s staff amel agitators in
the autumn of the same year, at Putney, Sexby meslaughty
champion of the more advanced section. When thelfiae was
discussed, he pointed to the thousands of solavbis poor as
himself, had ventured their lives for their “birliint and privileges
as Englishmen”. Why were they to be told that unidg®y had a
fixed estate they had no birthright? He, for oneuld surrender
his right to no man. [1]

His criticism of the political strategy of the hesadf the Army is
drastic:
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We sought to satisfy all men, and itt was well; inugoing [about] to doe

it we have dissatisfied all men. Wee have labotogulease a Kinge, and
| thinke, except we goe about to cutt all our thesawe shall nott please
him; and wee have gone to support an house whpvaite rotten studds,
I meane the Parliament which consists of a Compéngtten members.

Cromwell and Ireton still favoured a policy of mation, but
before long they recognized that Sexby had acdyrédescasted
the situation.

In the summer of 1648 it was Sexby who brought GQvetha
letter from Lilburne making pacific overtures [Znd during the
first years of the Commonwealth he remained insémwice of the
State.

At the end of 1653 we find Sexby again in Englaimdfime to

witness the dispersal of the Little Parliament, thiving of the
most sincere Republicans out of the first ProtetParliament,
the internment of Lilburne and other advanced Rbgars, and
after the dissolution of the first Protectorate lidarent, the
complete establishment of military tyranny througk agency of
the twelve “major-generals”, who ruled with an irmd over the
districts assigned to them. It is not thereforgoaaing that Sexby,
and other equally sincere zealots, persuaded tthesssihat it was
justifiable to make common cause against Cromvesien with

Royalists, Spaniards, and others, and to accept fimancial

support. As to co-operation with the Spaniards,‘eful heir to

the throne” had set them the example, and earylG6B64 a
proclamation had been issued, promising an anmfi§500, the
rank of a colonel, and other honours to anyone ‘solewver will,

by sword, pistol or poison”, kill the “base mecharellow, by

name Oliver Cromwell”.
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But however seductive this offer might prove to fira spirit in
straitened circumstances” (Carlyle), no one mandgeearn the
promised reward, as Cromwell never rode out withatrong
bodyguard, and took other steps to ensure theysaffdtis person.
The disgruntled Levellers now took up the mattad they did not
mind risking their lives. As the money raised byxi8edid not
suffice to finance a rising on a large scale, they @ourse left
open was to make an attempt on Cromwell’s life, anthe of
Sexby’s confederates were bold enough to mix witbn@vell's
bodyguards, so as to get at him when he was ridittyde Park.
But they did not succeed, and one of them, Milesd&icomb,
proposed to try a different plan. Sexby gave hin6@Q for this
purpose, and went abroad to procure further funds.

Many historians imply that Sexby was a common bravibose
only object was to make money; but apart from thet fthat
Sexby’s antecedents and his intimate relations othler Levellers
and Radical politicians of the period, which conéd to the end,
cast doubts on this assumption, it is totally redutby the
correspondence during the years 1655-57 betweeneShatuart
and his principal agent, Hyde, on the one hand,thadRoyalist
party leaders, Colonel Talbot, Colonel Silas Tites, Marmaduke
Longdale, and Lord Ormond, as well as the Jesuhdfaralbot,
on the other. In this correspondence Sexby is &rtiy

mentioned, but invariably only as a highly giftecamqm of firm

character, whose fierce hatred against Cromwelhtrbg utilized,
but with whom they would have to treat very cargfoin account
of his political convictions. We subjoin a few pages only from
this correspondence, which throws much light on plodtical

occurrences and intrigues of the time. [3] Relaiovith Sexby,
Overton, and other “Levellers” having already bestablished in
the spring of 1655 through Count FuensaldaniaMsitangdale,
who was the first to inform Charles Stuart of thesgotiations,
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wrote on September 9, 1655, that in an intervield hé Brussels
Overton and Sexby had declined to suggest that plaeiy should
form an alliance with the King. He (Langdale) wouwlérn the
King against these people, they should be madeofjseut not
trusted. Foreigners were the best agents becawse htad no
political interests. On January 7,1656, Colonelb®alwrote to
Ormond, then staying with the King, that he founeki$/ was
Cromwell’s greatest enemy. But Sexby and his aasexidetested
the King's cause no less than Cromwell’'s. On Matath he
instructed Ormond how he, or the King himself, w@®ehave in
a projected interview with Sexby. They should engeMagna
Charta and the powers of a freely elected Parliantuat if it
became necessary to countenance extreme ( “unedasedn
demands, it should be done — and the advice is sigsificant —
subject to the reservation “as soon as a freelgtedeParliament
should demand this of his Majesty”. Meanwhile Ormhonad
entered into negotiations with the Leveller Rumbaldd, on June
21st, sought to ascertain from him whether Rumisolidiend,
Wildman, was in correspondence “with a certain $&xénd what
Wildman thought of this man. On August 25th FatfAalbot
wrote to the King that Sexby was “not more favolyatisposed
towards the King than before”, and on October 12¢hwrote
asking that the King should write a letter which ubb satisfy
Sexby that the King was ready to entertain histigali demands,
adding that Sexby had “as much moral honesty amdesef
honour as could be expected or desired in anyone is/mot a
Cavalier”.

On October 17th Father Talbot reported to Ormorad the King
had instructed him to go to Sexby to persuade hintisten to
reason, and that he was authorized to make grésasdb Sexby
personally. But it was not until a month afterwatidat the Jesuit
was in a position to announce to the King that $axas ready to
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have a private interview with hien condition that he need not bend
his knee to the KingAnd this demand was agreed to. About the end
of 1656 Sindercomb’s attempt was made, from whiclyever, as
Colonel Titus writes to Hyde, Sexby had dissuadied ecause
too much was left to chance and too many peopletdée taken
into confidence.

On July 13th Titus reported that Sexby was agairngland and
much dissatisfied with him because he (Titus) aglihéoo closely
to the King. After Sexby’s arrest Titus writes (Nilovember 12th)
he hoped that Sexby, who had gone mad in prisonjdvoever
recover his reason, and he reiterates this Christigsh on
December 13th, after hearing that Sexby’s conditas
improving.

Whatever might be thought of the wisdom of theggotiations of
the Levellers with King Charles I, it will at amate be admitted
that this correspondence puts Sexby’s politicaégnty beyond
doubt.

Like Sexby, Miles Sindercomb had entered the Radiaary
Army as a young lad full of enthusiasm, and in 16#@l, as a
corporal, joined the Levellers in their rebellion favour of
the Agreement He had been taken prisoner at Burford, when he
would have undoubtedly shared the fate of the otweporals
taken at the same time — but for the fact thatnigbat before the
execution he succeeded in making good his escapavet to
Scotland, and there joined the Parliamentary Arary,as it was
then called, the Commonwealth Army, and quickly atbed to
the rank of a paymaster. In 1654 he took part énatbempt to put
Colonel Robert Overton, who was a good Republizathe place
of Monk, the commanding general, whom the Repub$icand
Levellers in the Army (and as subsequent eventsvetip not
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without justice) considered an “unreliable custdméme plot

being discovered, Sindercomb was cashiered by Mehkreupon
he returned to London and entered into relatiorth 8exby and
other conspirators. His plan, when Sexby went t @ontinent,
was to remove Cromwell by means of a kind of indémachine.
For this purpose he took a house at Hammersmitmdahe street
which Cromwell must pass on his way from Hamptorui€do

Whitehall. But his experiments failed; he gave b tplan and
conceived the idea of setting fire to Whitehall,erdr Cromwell

resided in winter, so that during the confusion ‘iyeant” might

be secured. He had enlisted one hundred pers@upport of this
plan, and had one hundred horses in readinestdéon.tHe and
one of his fellow-conspirators were seen loiteragut Whitehall
on January 8, 1657, and at half-past twelve attraghasket filled
with fireworks “enough to burn through stones”, died up with a
lighted fuse, was discovered by the smell of bugnmwhich it

emitted. The guard at once reported the matterséiitries, life-
guards, etc., were gquestioned, and a life-guardsaienknew of
the plot (and who possibly may have been a spy)emadull

confession. Sindercomb was overpowered, and, ritgtamding a
desperate resistance, conveyed to the Tower. Oru&gh9th he
was sentenced to death by the High Court for higasbn. On the
eve of the day fixed for his execution, February 1867, he took
poison, which his sister had secretly given himham farewell

visit. The daily report said that “he was of thaiewehed sect of
soul-sleepers who believe that the soul falls gsktedeath”. He
left a declaration to the effect that his soul nlad trouble him. We
know who the soul-sleepers were. It was a namenassiby the
adherents of the materialistic theory of Richarde@an. In a
pamphlet published shortly after his death, howelrem the pen
of a violent opponent of Cromwell, Sindercomb igodled in

fervent terms and placed on a level with the besbray the
champions of freedom in ancient days, it being,sanong other
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things, that “he has shown as great a mind as amyjeRcould
boast of”.

The pamphlet in question is the famous one entiidishg no
Murder . On its appearance it made an unprecedentedustirthe
demand for it was so great that no copy could lefbaless than
5s. As the title suggests, it commends attempssassination,
the subject of course being Cromwell. It is writtém an
extraordinarily effective style, and its chief riéswas utterly to
spoil Cromwell’s enjoyment of his power and digesti The all-
powerful Protector took elaborate precautions wiienée drove
or rode out. The pamphlet was written in exceedgimgiustic and
clever style, but its authorship was never asaethi though
William Allen was named as the author on the fidge. After the
Restoration, Colonel Titus, who had gone over ® Royalists,
passed himself off as the author, but the statenwénthis
“Flunkey” (Carlyle), promoted to Chamberlain, is tnoery
trustworthy, as it was made for the sole purposerafcuring
material advantages for himself. Previous to thexby, whose
mouth had meanwhile been closed for ever, haddjireaned to
the authorship, and the language of the pamphlédtichy
notwithstanding all its violence and acerbity, igndfied, would,
in conjunction with the fervent tribute paid intat the memory of
Sindercomb, rather suggest that the author wasuieeheld the
same opinion as the latter. The only circumstanbé&hvmight
cast any doubt on Sexby’s statement is that it made in the
Tower and under circumstances which did not altugyepreclude
the possibility that it was forced from him by \a@ake.

Soon after Sindercomb’s death Sexby had secretlyred to
London, probably to reorganize the disbanded coasps. It was
during this time thakKilling no Murder appeared, and in July
Sexby again tried to take ship to the Netherlahidéwithstanding
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his disguise and the full beard he had grown, & n@eognized by
the Government officials, arrested, and imprisomethe Tower.
According to the statement of the Lieutenant thev@m Sir John
Barkstead, and other witnesses, he is said to bantessed that
he had received money from the agents and alli€&hafles Stuart
to promote attempts on Cromwell, that he was thstigator of
Sindercomb’s attempt and the author of the pamphiligig no
Murder . [4] He is said to have lost his reason soon aéted his
death ensued in January 1658.

Unless, therefore, as was asserted at the timeasrids speedy
end seems to indicate, Sexby’s confessions weragnvinom him
by torture, his statements would at any rate be hmomore
trustworthy than those of the wretched Titus. Bteraall, it is not
impossible that the name given on the title pagéhefpamphlet
was not, as has hitherto been assumed, or suggagtedudonym,
but the actual name of the author. As a matteadif there existed
a William Allen, who was a staunch Republican, avitb (and
this is of the greatest importance in this respdw@ll close
relations with Sexby. It was in April 1647 — anddtstrange that
no one should hitherto have referred to this facthat three
“agitators”, viz., William Allen, Edward Sexby, an@homas
Sheppard, on behalf of their comrades, presentdédet@senerals
Cromwell, Fairfax, and Skippon a declaration whaththat time
was by no means unwelcome to them, and which mpshlyp
expressed the distrust of the Army towards Parlr@m®8kippon
mentioned this letter in Parliament, which thereupodered an
examination of the three delegates. The mattelyieaded in the
great demonstrations of Newmarket and Triploe Hefatfowed
soon after by the occupation of London by the Aramd the
purging of the eleven Presbyterian members of &adnt who
were hostile to the Army. In short, William Allenas, together
with Sexby, one of the first “agitators”, hencasitnot impossible
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that he was still alive in 1657, and that he theeatled his pen
against Cromwell. [5]

But if, on the other hand, William Allen was dead load
disappeared, the choice of his name would all tbeemoint to his
old comrade Sexby as the author. [6]

Kiling no Murder appeared at about the same time when
Parliament invited Cromwell to alter the constiatiand accept
the royal dignity (the so-called “Humble PetitiondaAdvice”).
After some consideration Cromwell declined the GroWowever
favourably the Army was then disposed towards hitmhad
nevertheless raised its voice against this. Butriee€Cromwell had
come to any decision, civilian elements and membgtse Army
who had returned to civilian life attempted a Rdman
insurrection in London. Supporters of the “Fifth Mochy” — we
should say nowadays the Republican doctrinairegreea with
others similarly disposed to meet on April 9th inldvVEnd, armed
themselves, and provided with arms and ammunitanothers,
and to call on the people to stand up for the hdpedKingdom
of God”. They relied on the sympathy which thesdeaivours met
with among the populace, in the Army, and with maetyred or
dismissed officers.

But they had not reckoned with the vigilance of i@weell and his
spies. When the leaders of the conspiracy, on theimg of the
appointed day, arrived at the meeting-place, Crdifst@rsemen
were already on the spot. They arrested some twmargons and
seized the proclamation and pamphlets brought &y ttas well as
a flag bearing the emblem of a sleeping lion, tien“of the tribe
of Judah”, with a motto, “Who shall rouse him ud?lring the
following days several more persons suspected afetg
promoting or favouring the conspiracy were arrestmad “the
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fith monarchy was safe behind bars and bolts”. Bot trial
ensued; most of those arrested were lodged for songein the
Tower and others were confined in safe places. [7]

Venner’s first attempt was followed, after the dission of the
third Parliament of the Protectorate (February 1698/ an
attempted Royalist rising, in May 1658, a Preshaterdivine,
Doctor Hewit, being the ringleader, but in this eaalso
Cromwell’'s men put out the fire at once. An “anasth
movement by Levellers, Anabaptists, “fifth monartinyen, etc.,
against the newly established constitution, waswike nipped in
the bud. But on August 30th of the same year Crdinwe
succumbed to a violent intermittent fever, contshg&uggles and
emotions having prematurely undermined his health.

The events that followed show how little his deatiuld further
the cause for which the Levellers had struggledeOpersons,
other groups of the propertied classes, were dingygfor
dominion, but no movement could be expected frone th
people. [8]

After the Restoration, the abuses which the Lexellbad
combated flourished again. Crown lands were squaddehe
oppression and expropriation of the farmers by ldedlords
increased. The landed nobility discarded the ldgheir feudal
obligations, and instead granted to the King a ilQst”, the
burden of which was thrown on the impotent masséisa form of
indirect taxes, excise duties, etc. The Whig Revartuof 1688 —
the replacement of the Stuarts by the House of g&ranso far
from benefiting the rural population, only servecchange matters
for the worse. The remainder of the Crown landsevegjuandered
and spoliations of common land were legalized ia famous
“Enclosure Acts”. “About 1750 the yeomanry” the emndent
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peasantry) “had almost disappeared, and so hdbeitast decade
of the eighteenth century, the last trace of theroon land of the
agricultural labourer”. [9]

Nor did the Restoration improve the situation @& tbwn workers.
The reader will remember what Thorold Rogers sagstlos
subject, as quoted in my second chapter. Artisanas veorkers
remained for a long time without any political righand although
they sometimes improved their economic conditionyas done
not through but rather in the teeth of legislatibhese classes did
not again, either in the seventeenth or in the fraslf of the
eighteenth century, offer notable resistance tortbe absolute
political dominion of the property owners. Their lipoal
champions had been wiped out with the suppressiorihe
Levellers, the spirit of opposition no longer veaet to manifest
itself except in occasional riots or in the formrefigious sects,
and even those sects which outlived the Restoratnmierwent a
change. They tended to lose their revolutionaryrasttar and to
become respectable.

The moderate Independents — the “gentlemen” — eli@cally
absorbed in the Whig movement, which in 1688 restpowerful
financial support from the wealthier ones amongrth&owards
the end of the seventeenth century they represesteth a
financial power that neither Charles Il nor histhey ventured to
attack their churches, and were glad to borrow mdrem them.
Some of the “Independents” were founders of the kBa
England. Under the protection of these influenpatsons, a few
Independent congregations managed to subsist, rigeeglive
radical traditions, and even to this day the Cogatienalists,
which is a collective name for the Independentgpbu their
contingent to the advanced political movement.
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Some of the more intractable among the Independantthe
revolutionary era amalgamated with scattered remsnanfh the
Anabaptist movement to form Baptist communitiegs Ihot easy
at the present day to determine exactly the comrebetween the
English Baptist movement and the offshoots of thagimal
Anabaptist movement. Moreover, this would servepumpose, as
from the outset there were various factions ambeginabaptists,
moderate and radical, bourgeois and communistialfaf whom
the name of Anabaptist was long used indiscrimigatat the
period with which we are dealing the sectarian moseat was in a
constant state of agitation, one sect recruitisglfifrom the other,
the signification of their names thus being corfyahable to
changes. In the case of the “Fifth Monarchy” merpontant
differences have also to be recognized. The Baptimmselves
comprise various subdivisions, but all of them,vesl as the
Methodist (Wesleyan) sect founded about the midallethe
eighteenth century, draw their chief support fréra tanks of the
working classes.

But the English Baptists of modern times do notivdeifrom
communistic Anabaptists. Whatever was left of tiéel after the
Revolution had accomplished its work and the Resitmm was
impending, we must seek not among the survivingtiBapr
Anabaptist communities, but among the early Quakinss sect,
which was a product of the second phase of the IRgwo, the
period of disillusionment, tended to assimilate thest advanced
religious and social elements of the Revolution. Naee seen that
Lilburne and Winstanley, after the failure of theiforts, joined
the Quaker movement. It is fair to assume that,haut
abandoning their aims, they doubted the method$ tzal
previously been adopted. They discovered, as sm ¢tfappens in
similar cases, that as political agitation hadefhito arouse the
masses, what was requisite was the creation ofwamerality.
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And at the outset Quaker morality was no doubtnsfiyo tinged
with communism. Nor, were the first Quakers merentess
religious visionaries or, dreamers of dreams. Whdburne
joined them, they counted propagandists who, atthou
renouncing violent methods, still aimed at reforand the first
person who occupies a prominent position in satilistory after
the Restoration is the Quaker John Bellers. Fosgheasons a
subsequent chapter will be devoted to the Quakers.

Footnotes

1. GardinerHistory of the Great Civil Warvol.iii., 2nd ed.,p.389. Cromwell’s
reply to this speech is most significant. It washis eyes an unbecoming
language, “because it did savour so much of wilVhy could not the meeting
avoid abstract considerations, and content itsilf discussing the question how
far the existing franchise could safely be enlafgédight not, for instance,
copyholders be admitted to vote as well as freadrefd(The whole of the debates
are fully reproduced in th€larke Papers vol. i. pp.226 ff.)

2. Clarendon, the contemporary historian of the dReion, reports that
Cromwell had repeatedly shared his quarters fonitlet, “a familiarity which he
frequently bestowed on people whom he used for rapb missions and with
whom he could not otherwise converse so freelyuaimg those hours”History
of the Rebellion vol.xv, p.133).

3. Extracts from it are given i@alendars of Clarendon State Papers
4. See Cobbet§tate Trials, vol.v. pp. 844, 845, and 852ff.

5. Thus, for instance, a letter dated July 28, 16%8n the Jesuit Father Talbot to
the King states that Sexby, who had been in Braséeld received letters from
friends in England, giving him absolute authoritydct. “He is certain, among
others, of Lord Grey of Groby, Wildman, Allen, asdveral Anabaptists.” It is
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possible that the Allen here mentioned may be thee@l Adjutant Allen who
was an Anabaptist and no doubt sided against CrdrBue the “agitator” Allen
too had no doubt advanced meanwhile to a higheitamnyil rank, and his
contemporary Edm. Ludlow actually identifies himhis memoirs with General
Adjutant Allen, which he would scarcely have thougii doing otherwise.
Carlyle disputes this identity, but Mr. Firth ha®bght forward strong evidence
in favour of it. (See&larke Papers vol.i, p.432.)

6. A comparison of theetter of the Agitators with the pamphlet quoted here
places the identity of the authors of both almasgamd any doubt. A feature
distinguishing this pamphlet from others of theigeris not so much the
circumstance that it generally justifies attempts @romwell’s life, but the
crushing and trenchant style of argument, to theecefthat Cromwell had
forfeited his life because he had actually outdiee) by item, every offence laid
to the charge of Charles I. | have not met witlirgle pamphlet of this period
which is written so sarcastically, so tersely, amith such acid pungency of
argument. And the same arguments, the same trensliyéa are also met with in
the letter of the “agitators,” in the denunciatiboontains of the Parliament ruled
by the Presbyterians. Dealing with the proposathange the quarters of the
Army; it states that it was “but a mere cloak fome who have lately tasted of
sovereignty, and being lifted beyond their ordinaphere of servants, seek to
become masters and degenerate into tyrants.” (Qempardiner<Civil War ,
vol.iii, chapter 48.)

7. The chief leader of this conspiracy was Th. \&na wine-cooper. On January
6, 1661, after the Restoration, and when the redtoronarchy had avenged itself
on the “regicides” with exquisite cruelty, Vennevijth a handful of equally
daring followers, whom he had incited by his spesclattempted a new rising for
the “Kingdom of Christ”. They were at most sometgimen, but they threw the
whole city into a turmoil. Before the superior nuenb of the citizen guards and
soldiers they fled into a wood situated in the lnart London, between Highgate
and Hampstead, but returned to London on JanudrytbBis time numbering
thirty-one men only, who were in a completely frienz state of mind, quite
convinced that neither steel nor bullets could lothe soldiers of Christ, and that
His Kingdom was close at hand. They “have routédh&l train bands that they
met with, put the King’s life-guards to the runlléd about twenty men, broke
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through the city gates twice; and all this in tlegtime, when all the city was in
arms.” Thus Pepys, in hidiary (January 10, 1661). Pepys adds, after having
stated their number: “We did believe them to bé&ast 500. A thing that never
was heard of, that so few men should dare and dousth mischief. They were
finally surrounded on all sides, but broke througto a house, which they
defended for some time against thousands. Aftefr dfathem had fallen, the
remainder were taken by force (none of them suaend voluntarily), only to
die on the gallows, Venner being among the numkWenner and a certain
Pritchard were drawn and quartered and their mgétouse was pulled down.

8. What influence Lilburne’s name possessed evarsyafter his death is shown,
among other things, by a pamphlet published attiheg of “anarchy” entitled:
“Lilburne’s ghost, with a whip in one hand to scourge tyrants ouauthority,
and balme in the other, to heal the sores of caiyéd) corrupt state, or some of
the late dying principles of freedom revived andveited, for the lovers of
Freedome and Liberty, Peace and RighteousnesshtdbdBy one who desires
no longer to live than to serve his country.” Londd659. The publication
champions the principles of the “agreement”.

9. Marx,Capital, vol.i, p.746.
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Chapter XIV
Political Philosophy of the

Seventeenth Century. Hobbes
and Harrington

THE literature of the great English Revolution iainty a fugitive
literature, that is to say, it arose from the nsities of the
moment. This applies even to works which, like BhlisThe
Tenure of Kings and Magistrat¢t], treated their subject from more
general points of view. A revolutionary literatumeay be said to
have preceded the English Revolution in the reafnmebgion
alone, and although religious questions were insdpa from
politics, the works dealing with religion did natebch on the
secular domain or question the existing social ordien’s minds
were not busy with theoretical speculations ondbkgence or the
problems of the State, when the breach came betWewnand
Parliament, and this constitutes one of the maifferdinces
between the English and the French Revolution. [Bkter was
preceded by a body of critical literature which g the
foundations of State and Society, while the fordidrnot produce
a special literature on political philosophy uratiter its close. It is
true that we can detect the influence of the wggirof Italian
political philosophers, especially Machiavelli, Blchanan, the
Scotsman, and Grotius, the Dutchman, on the bettet-among
the party leaders, but, for the most part, wherarerappeal to
ancient English law -real or supposed — did noticfthe Bible
was laid under contribution to sustain the revolgiry argument.

As literature lagged behind events, it is not ssipg that the first
important work to deal with the theory of governmshould be
hostile to the Revolution. The partisans of the dkation were far
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too busy meditating on practical measures to hawe teme to
spare for theories concerning society and the Stéiese of them
who seized the pen did so in order to justify atiaize, as the
case might be, certain measures and proposalsfir§hauthor to
produce a profound work on the essence and fourdabf the
State was Thomas Hobbes, the famous philosopheSGtate
absolutism. This work is theeviathan, which appeared in 1651 in
the English language. It was preceded in 1642 byessayDe
Cive, the fundamental ideas of which are reproduced in
theLeviathan. We will therefore confine ourselves to a discossi
of the social theory developed in the latter wavkjch exercised
great influence on the sociological literature b€ teighteenth
century, and even in the nineteenth century infteen many
socialists.

“Leviathan”, being an allusion to the mythical giga fish spoken
of in the Book of Job, is intended by Hobbes taffythe State, or
the power of the State [2], by which the “war of aainst all”

which would otherwise reign is reduced to a regsigtem, thus
guaranteeing to man the secure enjoyment of this fof his

labour or property.

“Leviathan” is the sovereign autocrat of the Commealth, and
although Hobbes decidedly favours an absolute nohgaas the
most suitable form of government, he neverthelesdades the
theory to be equally applicable, whether the alisadovereignty
of an individual or that of an assembly is in qumstBut he is
thoroughly opposed to a division of powers. Theeseignty is to
rest with a certain person or body. He is, aboug aixious
for order— in fact we might call him the philosopher of der at
any price”. With him all is subordinate to the smignty of the
State, so much so that after the Restoration he,hwhself was a
thorough Churchman, was accused by the bishop$seofState
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Church of being a “blasphemer”. It was not thatdeaied God —
in spite of his materialism he stoutly maintainbd existence of
God [3]- but because (which in the eyes of thedpshindeed,
was much worse) he denied that the Church hadighisragainst
the State. [4]

And in the same way, the most consistent exponénbtate

absolutism, temporarily even offended his royal ip@harles

Stuart, afterwards Charles IlI, because he did revivel the

absolute power of kings direct from God, but fowhdteon purely

utilitarian grounds. In his opinion, it is from Gaa so far only as
it results from the nature of things which God besated, and is
the most advantageous alternative to a self-abatatate in
which “one man is a wolf to the otheigmo homini lupus

In Hobbes’ opinion the absolute power of the Stateriginally
based either on submission to a conqueror or otraztinin both
cases the power results from fear: from fear ofdbequeror or
from fear of the covetousness of others, from wiiehsovereign
is deemed to afford protection. And in both casespgower, once
conferred or acknowledged, is irrevocable; it ienthvested
perpetually in the sovereign, who may abandon itvbluntary
surrender, but cannot be dispossessed of it. ¢tinlg when he
proves incapable of affording legal protection aedending the
country that the duty of submission lapses. Thaviddal is
indebted to the sovereign for any right legally reised by
himself, but there is no right against the sovereithe so-called
natural law governs relations outside the politicght, but does
not contravene it. Property exists solely by virafehe political
right. In the natural state all have an equal righg¢verything, and
cunning or force, practised by one or many, deteesithe extent
of individual possession$The inequality that now is has been
introduced by the laws civil “The distribution of the materials of
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this nourishment (land, stock, rights of tradingc.eis the
constitution of ‘mine’ and ‘thine’ and ‘his’, th& to say, in one
word propriety; and belonged in all kinds of commwealth to the
sovereign power ... From whengemay collect, that the
propriety which a subject hath in his.lands, cde#iisin a right to
exclude all other subjects from the use of them; not to exclude
their sovereign, be it an assembly or a mondr¢h]

From these and other passages concerning propeomy f
theLeviathan it is not difficult to draw socialistic inferences
although nothing was further from the author’s mikens than any
socialistic application of his arguments. His ideasved in an
entirely different direction. Not by any means, lewer, in the
region of pure speculation. On the contrary, thdseductions,
although formulated in an abstract manner, arended to convey
a very practical meaning bearing on the politicalggles of his
time. This is very obvious in the twenty-ninth ctexpof his book,
which treats of the causes of dissolution of a commealth. In
discussing the various grievances of the supportérgoyal
power [6], Hobbes also describes as a great easl a “disease” of
the political system — the difficulty of raising mey for the
necessary uses of the State, and more especidiig approach of
a war. “This difficulty”, he continues, “arisethofn the opinion
that every subject hath a propriety in his landsl gwoods,
exclusive of the sovereign’s right to the use efshme.” [7]

This is the secret cause of the tears shed by Nwotlobbes over
the theory of the sacredness of private propertydescribes the
excessive accumulation of money in the hands @&wg through
revenue-farming and monopolies, as a disease oftate, and
compares it to pleurisy in man: but it is only thienile that is
remarkable, otherwiseoneyis regarded as the “blood” of the
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social body, and no objection is raised to accutimnaof property
generally. He does not demur to extensive landostmer

However, questions of pure expediency cannot bsedainto

theoretical axioms with impunity, and thus “Masteiobbs”

(Hobbes is but a Latinized form of the name) hasescaped the
fate of being described after his death as a sstcaid Utopist. In
fact, it is only necessary to substitute “absokdeereignty of the
people” for absolute sovereign or absolute assemdntyl the
passages we have quoted become texts in a revoditso
handbook. But Hobbes, notwithstanding his matsnali is a
Utopist even in his character as the philosophemoharchical
absolutism, because he derives this from “rightdiiclv are

problematical. It is true that in one passage (p!88 says the
Sovereign might delegate many of his rights to thand yet
remain suzerain, provided only that he retainsrobof the armed
power, the raising of money and the right to deeitiat doctrines
may be propagated; but he gives no indication &swoand under
what circumstances this would be possible. On ttrary, he
proceeds to impute the origin of the civil war he propagation of
the “opinion” that these powers were divided betwéee King,

the Lords, and the House of Commons. Without tlopggation of
this opinion “the people had never been divided”.

Among the replies whicheviathan evoked from the
contemporaries of Hobbes, undoubtedly the most itapt as
well as the only one that concerns us her@ceana by James
Harrington. Harrington cannot be called a socigsty more than
Hobbes, but he too, by his literary activity, exeed great and we
may addegitimate influenc®n the evolution of socialistic ideas. In
fact, we shall show that Harrington, with his gobdurgeois
sentiments, has more claim to a place in the lyistbrsocialism
than many builders of socialistic “States of theufa”.
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But first of all a few facts about the man himselfames
Harrington, born in 1611, was descended from a vel}-to-do
and respected family in Rutlandshire, which wasatesl by
marriage to many members of the higher aristocrachis youth
he was exceedingly studious, and his seriousnesaidsto have
extorted more respect from his parents than he hgafed to
them. When grown to manhood, however, he devel@pkdght,
cheerful temperament and a very ready wit. Afteria studied
at Oxford University for several years, he trawllen order to
enlarge his knowledge by direct observation, innttinrough
Holland, Denmark, parts of Germany, France, anty,ltaeing
particularly impressed with the Republic of Veniead its
constitution. Returning to England, he devoted kiimsas his
father had meanwhile died, to the education ofknathers and
sisters and stepbrothers and sisters, and fore#iteusied himself
with his studies and the management of his estdibde at The
Hague he had made the acquaintance of Charlesidter,s
Elizabeth, wife of the fugitive “winter King” of Beemia, and in
England he became a frequent attendant at Couipugih he
made no efforts to secure any position there. Thamsonal
relations may have contributed to his taking notipalarly
prominent part in the struggles between King andidfaent,
however much he sided with the Parliamentary payhe openly
acknowledged. When Charles |, after his arrestdsplution of
Parliament, was confined in Holdenby in 1647, Hayjton and
Thomas Herbert were permitted to keep him compaAisa in the
Isle of Wight Charles had Harrington, among othéeis, a
companion. Charles is said to have taken particpleasure in
conversing with him, except when the conversatiomead on
monarchy or republic, because Harrington did neygudise his
sympathy for the latter. When finally Charles wa®sught to
Windsor, Harrington was separated from him and saeck
because he refused to bind himself by an oath $olatie and
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frustrate any attempts at escape on the part dfitigg But Ireton,
whose influence was considerable, soon procurediligsation,
and Harrington frequently visited Charles at Stndsl, and finally
accompanied him to the place of execution.

After the King's execution Harrington retired fortane to his
studies. The violent death of the King, whom heeested as a
man, seems to have touched him very keenly, babuid not
induce him to side against the Commonwealth. Orctimérary, he
employed himself during his seclusion by writing veéork,
designed to point a way out of the social confusibnis work
iIs Oceana Before printing it he showed it to several of his
acquaintances, one of these being Major Wildmanyhom we
have previously referred, and read a few passafjést@ them.
When at last he sent it to be printé@deana concerning which all
kinds of awful things had been reported to the Gowvent by
their informants, was confiscated at the printersl brought to
Whitehall. In spite of all efforts, Harrington caduhot get it back,
until at last he succeeded in inducing the all-pdwedictator,
thanks to the advocacy of Cromwell's favourite dateg Lady
Bridget Claypole, to himself order the return ofe tlwork.
Subsequently, whe@ceanaappeared with a dedication addressed
to Cromwell, the latter is reported to have sail the perceived
the author would much like to lure him from his pios of power,
but he would not abandon, for the sake of a fewetshef paper,
what he had obtained by the sword. No one couldnioze
opposed than he was to the government oifigle personbut he
was compelled to assume the office of a High-Cdnstto avert
social anarchy.

Oceanaappeared in 1656, and at once produced variougesep
nearly all of them coming from theologians. Hartomg lost no
time in answering his opponents, and his polemigatings,
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though somewhat diffuse, reveal him as an erudité waitty
controversialist. The most important of these \=pliisThe
Prerogative of Popular Government directed in the first part against
the “considerations upabceang” by Matthew Wren (son of the
Bishop of Ely), and in the second part, againstagertheologians,
concerning the electoral systems of antiquity amdthe early
Church communities. A reply composed by Wren, mhgd in
1659, and entitlegor Monarchy, was answered by Harrington in a
small satirical pamphlethe Politicaster. Brief and full of irony is
likewise his reply to the publicatiorhe Holy Commonwealth
which the devout Puritan, Richard Baxter, produicedpposition.
to the “heathen” system of politics outlinedOneana [8]

At the request of some friends he issued in 165®mpact but
comprehensive essay on the principles developedcdanag
entitled theArt of Law giving, and after this a publication, written
in paragraphs, entitleslystems of Politicsyhich represents a still
more concise rendering Okeana Among other writings by
Harrington, we may mention particularly a colleatiof political
aphorisms, a dialogue which develops the principfe3ceanain
an argumentative form, and a treatiSeyen Examples of Political
Constitutions from Old and Modern History.

In 1659 Harrington founded a Club for the discuss@f his

proposals, which Club, on account of the principfealternate
elections — “by rota” which plays a great role iarkington’s ideal
State, was called “The Rota”. Among its membersewthe most
advanced democrats of the day, as well as manyahéterary

importance. Besides John Wildman, Maximilian Petthe

Leveller, and William Petty, who subsequently beean famous,
it counted among its members the Republican Heneyilld,

author ofPlato redivivus, Major Venner, the “Fifth Monarchy”
man, and Cyriac Skinner, Milton’s well-known pug9]
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To the restored monarchy Harrington was a “suspéctan, and
about the end of December 1661, he who had accaethan
Charles |, as a friend, up to the very scaffold,sveddenly
arrested without ostensible cause, and kept ireaosfinement in
the Tower. After considerable exertions by his esgt an
examination took place, which disclosed that infation had been
laid against Harrington, accusing him of takingtpar secret
meetings of representatives of all sections ofGeenmonwealth
party, amongst others Wildman and Barebone, wherddrcible
re-establishment of the Republic had been discusssdl a
complete plan for the execution of this proposall Haeen
concocted. But nothing further came of this exammma all his
petitions for a regular trial to enable him to peavis innocence
were unavailing, and when, at last, his sisterdieghfpor a writ of
Habeas Corpus, he was secretly removed in gretd, leder more
than a half-year’s close confinement without treahd lodged in
the bleak, rocky island of St. Nicholas. It was antil after he had
contracted scurvy there that he was allowed, onvyhdaall
(£5,000), to sojourn within the forts of Plymoutfhere he fell
into the hands of a quack, who brought him to teey\brink of
death with monstrous doses of guaiacum, hellelzord,the like.
Luckily, at the eleventh hour, his sisters obtaifredh the King an
order for his discharge, and after using the wadéngarious spas
Harrington returned to London, where he lived fib77, but
without ever completely recovering his health. While was in
Plymouth it was said that his illness had affedtesdreason, and in
London also, although in conversations he exprelsasdelf quite
coherently, he was generally considered to be s¢maederanged
on account of his remarks on the nature of hisadisend physical
law in general. He may have suffered from hallutomes, but, on
the other hand, it is quite likely that those arminm simply did
not understand him, and took his figurative langubtgrally. The
commencement of an essay on Meehanics of Naturewas found
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among his posthumous papers. Although it contaimsesrather
fantastical speculations upon the nature of hieds, which were
inevitable in the then defective state of physkcadwledge, it is so
harmoniously arranged and finished as to suggeghiag but

madness. On the contrary, the first part containanym
propositions which indicate a very keen intell&itbjoined are a
few specimens:

Nature is the Fiat, the Breath, and in the wholee®p of her activity the
very Word of God. She is a spirit, that same SpifiGod which in the
beginning mov'd upon the Waters, his plastic Virttree “Dynamis” or
“diaplastike”, the “energeia zotike”. She is the¥Wdence of God in his
Government of the things of this world, even thaivitience, of which it
is said, that without it a Sparrow cannot fall te tground ... She is
infallible ... yet she is limited, and can do nathiabove her matter;
therefore no Miracles are to be expected of hadature is not only a
spirit, but is furnish’'d, or rather furnishes héfsevith innumerable
ministerial Spirits, by wh. she operates on her lehmatter, as the
Universe; or on the separat parts, as man’s bdagsd ministerial Spirits
are certain Aetherial Particles invisibly mix'd Wwitlementary Matter;
they work ordinarily unseen or unfelt, and may b#¥'@& Animal spirits ...
Animal spirits, whether in the Universe, or in mauBody, are good or
evil spirits, according to the matter wherein antieveof they are
generated. What is a good spirit to one creatareyil to another, as the
food of som Beasts is poison to man. ... Nothinylature is annihilated
or lost, and therefore whatever is transpir'd,dseiv'd and put to som
use by the spirits of the Universe.

So far it must be admitted that, apart from thantéspirit”,
Harrington had arrived as near the materialistidenof thinking
as it was possible in those times. And even thet mysterious
and fantastical sentence in this essay is framedhoroughly
materialistic lines of thought, as in fact Harrimgtsays expressly
in his introduction that, leaving aside all booksdaheories, he
would picture Nature as “how she first came into seyses, and
by the senses into my understanding”. This sentenos as



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 205

follows: “Animal spirits are ordinarily emitted, rsaking

themselves into various figures, answerable te lé&tms or hands,
by wh, they work out the matter by Transpiration, atherwise
than they unlock’d it, and wrought it up in the lgda attenuation,
that is, by manufacture: for these operations aesfeptly

mechanical, and downright handy work as any in shops and
workhouses.”

Just as Harrington in this instance compares tharia spirits” to
arms and hands, so he appears to have occasiamsly, in
conversation with those around him, still morekstg analogies,
without always expressing himself so clearly asmake his
hearers feel the force of the simile. Hence thentspthat he had
declared flies and bees that were buzzing abolié temissions of
his brain, that he had professed to be visiteddwlsland angels,
etc. Nothing in the essay would indicate such lealations; on
the only occasion when terms like “angelic” andvitish” occur,
they are derived from the very effects of the “aalinspirits”
defined above or explained by them. In short, Haton’'s
madness cannot be deduced from this essay. Thus asuto the
author ofOceana We will now proceed to the work itself and its
subsequent amplifications.

As the title indicateQceanais a political fiction, the description,
not of an actual State, but of a State as it shbaldn this respect
it therefore ranks among the “Utopias”. And yetstde Utopian
element consists in Harrington’s belief that, pdad the existence
of a State was not menaced by external force, @spqtual
maintenance in a state of equilibrium would simgépend upon
the proper constitution and arrangement of itsspakpart from
this, Harrington is remarkable for his historicabae of treatment,
which represents a notable anticipation of the nadistic
conception of history elaborated by Marx and Engels
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The State of “Oceana” is England — England as Hgion and his
contemporaries knew it. Far from disguising thigrithgton is at
pains to impress the fact upon the reader’'s miteana” was
intended for immediate realization. All nhames inaie formed
from the Greek or Latin so as to characterize, igindtly as
possible, the persons or places which they repte3dws the
name for England herself is “Oceana”. London islechlby
Harrington “Emporium”; Westminster (on account bétAbbey)
“Hiera”;, Westminster Hall “Pantheon”; King John ‘i#&doxus”
(the inglorious); Henry VII “Panurgus” (the craftye); Elizabeth
“Parthenia” (the maiden); James | “Morpheus”;, Bacon
“Verulamius”; Hobbes “Leviathan”; Oliver CromwellOlpheus
Megaletor” (the victorious and generous), etc.

The book is divided into four sections. The firgats with the
variousgovernments or political systemthe second with theost
suitable mode of establishing a republitie third with themodel of a
republic established on correct principlethat is to say, he pictures
“Oceana”’ (England) as such a republic; and thetliguoy way of
a supplement, describes some of the probsftdets of the
conversion of England into a Republic after thetqrait of “Oceana”

The Republic is conceived mainly as a republic obpprty
owners. Among its institutions, the “Rota” and “Bdl are really
the most immaterial ones, although Harrington isdfoof
expatiating on them. He had seen them in operatidenice, and
the Venetian constitution, as being thoroughly #&eldpto the
circumstances of that Republic, appeared to hint texyerfect.
But being well aware of the difference existing viben the
material basis of the Venetian Republic and thathef British
insular realm [10], he ought to have reflected tihathe case of
England other means were available, to provide natjaan
oligarchy, besides the voting by ballot and thddtgrescriptions
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of the Adriatic Republic. However, he appears twehdeen
dominated by the idea of proposing only such exgsdias had
been employed elsewhere, and for which precedetdted, and
perhaps it is not his fault that far more discussi@as provoked by
his “rota” proposal than, for instance, by his ‘@gan law”. This
“Agrarian”, as he calls it, was intended to forre thain safeguard
against a relapse into monarchic or feudal conaktidt prohibited
the holding of land producing more than £2,000 afipuand set
limits on the principle of bequest in order to eu® this
stipulation. Harrington calculated on the basighef total income
from land in England at that time that the numblelandowners
could not fall below five thousand, when his agrarlaw was in
operation, and this would preclude an aristocifaticial rule and a
monarchy supported by it. But he doubted whetheddahd would
ever be owned by so few as five thousand persoiisc@nfidently
reckoned on a preponderance of small over larggolaners in
the ratio of at least three to one. This beinghsoaverred that the
democratic character of the constitution woulduaity already be
determined, as “GOVERNMENT FOLLOWS PROPERTY”, or as
we should say, the political constitution dependsoru the
distribution of property.

This is the basic idea pervading the whole of Haton’s work,
which he tracks down everywhere in history, andclvhenables
him to advance extremely apposite explanations isfolical
events. Sometimes he indulges in truly ingeniowligtions. In
view of the economic structure of England as henkitehe would
naturally locate the centre of gravity in real prdyp. He does not
attach much importance to personal property, becaushas
“wings” — and this was undoubtedly true at a timeew the great
wholesale merchant was still a “Merchant Adventurand
manufacture was as yet in its initial stages. AgEnio establish
an aristocratic rule based on the mere possessiomooey had
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been rare and never successful, and it was ordguntries where
the population lived chiefly by trading, as in Vemiand Holland,
that the distribution of personal property mightvéaaghe same
importance as that of real property elsewhere.hie tase of
England, Harrington deduces the inevitability of palitical
revolution from the development of landownershipdem the
Tudors. He shows how Henry VII, by abolishing feudaties,
altering the laws governing the transfer of lanmalj anaking laws
to create an independent peasantry, had diminigfeedmount of
feudal real property and increased the propertyhef“people”,
that is to say, of the trading classes, thus fogiehe very power
which in the long run could not fail to become anaee to the
Throne; how Henry VIII, by abolishing monasterieghile the
nobility was on the down grade, had given a frespetus to this
development, had thrown open to the “industry o fieople”
such rich “booty” that even under Elizabeth theng®in the basis
of power had led to an almost complete ignoringhefnobility by
the advisers of the Queen; and how, finally, naghivas wanting
for the complete overthrow of the Royal prerogatie that the
people themselves should become aware of the paviérh
resided in them. And then “a prince, as stiff ispdites as the
nerve of monarchy was grown slack”, received frois dlergy
that unhappy encouragement which cost him his life.

“For the house of peers, which alone had stoodhis gap, now
sinking down between the King and the Commons, sidothat
Crassus was dead and the isthmus broken. But a romgna
divested of its nobility, has no refuge under hesavmit an
army.Wherefore the dissolution of this government caukedwar, not
the war the dissolution of this governméni.1]

Harrington declared a restoration of the monarampassible
except by means of a fresh readjustment of the itonsg of
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ownership (the “balance of property”, as he cd)lsWise critics,

like the elder Disraeli, have derided this, and npad out
triumphantly that but four years after the appeesanfOceanaa

restoration of the monarchy took place after 4][But this only

shows that they misunderstood Harrington. What lantained

was the impossibility of abolishing the politicalle of the middle
classes, except by a material alteration in thartua of property,
and this contention has been amply confirmed bytohyis

Harrington was fully aware that there are mixednfer of

government; he discusses quite a series of histaamples, but
in these cases he always attempts to ascertaioldlge in which
the centre of gravity of the government resided, la@ determines
its character accordingly. The final establishmenit the

parliamentary monarchy was a triumph for Harrin{gotineory,

not its refutation. [13] The failure of the attengidtthe Stuarts to
restore absolute monarchy justifies Harrington’sepoc against
Hobbes.

He writes

To erect a monarchy, be it never so new, unless likviathan [i.e.
Hobbes] you can hang it, as the country-fellow Epgaby geometry (for
what else is it to say, that every other man must gp his will to the
will of this one man without any other foundationi?)must stand upon
old principles — that is, upon a nobility or an grplanted on a due
balance of dominion. [14]

The last remark is to be understood to mean tleatmy would
consist of another tribe, and that the land on Wwhat is settled
would belong to the monarch, for instance afterrttamner of the
Mamelukes in Egypt. Hobbes had ridiculed, amongmthings,
the “Agreement State” as the Republicans conceived
maintaining that law was based on the power obtinerd, without
which it would be a mere piece of paper. Harringtgpiies to this
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But so he might have thought of this sword, thaheit a hand it is but cold iron. The
hand which holds this sword is the militia of aiaat... But an army is a beast that has a
great belly, and must be fed; wherefore this wilne to what pastures you have, and
what pastures you have will come to the balancproperty, without which the public
sword is but a name or mere spitfrog. [15]

In short, whoever had the means to send this amintlalthe large
belly on the pasture, as the Grand Turk does wghTimariots,

might laugh at the “Agreement State” too, but ‘fifet landed
property of the (feudal) nobility, stocked with théenants and
retainers, be the pasture of that beast, the oxw&ros master’'s
crib; and it is impossible for a king in such a stitition to reign

otherwise than by covenant; or if he break its itvords that come
to blows.” [16]

Harrington’s objection to Hobbes is confined to Heb as a
politician. To Hobbes the philosopher he pays tighdst respect.
“It is true, | have opposed the politics of Mr. Hisb... with as
much disdain as he oppos’'d those of the greatettorsu ...
Nevertheless in most other things | firmly belidhat Mr. Hobbs
is, and will in future ages be accounted the besteyy at this day
in the world. And for his Treatises of Human Najuasd of
Liberty and Necessity, they are the greatest of hayhts, and
those wh. | have followed, and shall follow.” [17]

After dealing with Hobbes, Harrington proceeds faplg his
definition of Will to history. InThe Prerogative, etc, he writes:
“The Law must proceed from the Will,” and Will “rot presum’d
to be, much less to act without a mover ... the en@f the will is
interest.” [18] It is therefore absurd to say ofyaform of
government or constitution that it is the most natu
“Government” (always to be taken in the widest senas
constitution), “whether Popular or Monarchical, msgually
artificial; wherefore to know which is more natyrabe must
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consider what piece of Art comes nearest to Natase;for
example, whether a Ship or a House be the moreatatund then
it will be easy to resolve that a Ship is the moatural at Sea, and
a House on Land.” ... “Each government is equaitifical in
effect or in itself; and equally natural in the sauor the matter
upon which it is founded.” [19]

Harrington speaks of Machiavelli with the greatgsnheration;
with him he is always — the “admirable”, the “prenof political
authors” [20]

Nevertheless, he asserts his own intellectual iexégnce, and
repeatedly corrects Machiavelli in the most fetiaé manner.
Thus, e.g., he writes iceana “A people (says Machiavel) that is
corrupt, is not capable of a commonwealth. Buthovang what a
corrupt people is, he has either involv’d himselinoe; nor can |
otherwise come out of the Labyrinth, than by saythg Balance
altering a People, as to the foregoing Governmemist of
necessity be corruptut corruption in this sense signifys no more than
that the corruption of one Government (as in naltubadys) is the
generation of anotheMWherefore if the Balance alters from
Monarchy, the corruption of the people in this caséhat wh.
makes them capable of a Commonwealth. But whereas hot
ignorant, that the corruption wh. he means is imiMas, this also
is from the Balance. For the Balance leading froronktchical
into Popular, abates the Luxury of the Nobilitydamriching the
People, brings the Government from a more private tmore
public Interest; wh. coming nearer as has bin shésvdustice and
right Reason, the People upon a like alteraticsoi$ar from such
a corruption of manners, as slid. render them iabkp of a
Commonwealth, that of necessity they must therlmtrect such a
Reformation of manners as will bear no other kihGovernment.
On the other side, where the Balance changes frisgar©hical or
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Monarchical, the public Interest, with the Reasard alustice
included in the same, becomes more privat; Luxarniroduced
in the room of Temperance, and Servitude in thatreedom ...
But the Balance of Oceana changing quite contraryhtt of
Rome, the Manners of the people were not therbyupted, but
on the contrary adapted to a Commonwealth.” [21 @lscovery
of the revolutionary side of corruption is certginho slight
achievement.

We might quote many more passages to show thatingsan
came as near to a scientific conception of hisamywas possible
in the seventeenth century. In his frequent refegsropropertyas
the sole basis of political and other institutions, makes it clear
that his conception of property is sufficiently stla.

He says in hisystem of Politics “Industry of all things is the most
accumulative, and Accumulation of all things hdéa=lling.” The
Revenue of the People “being the Revenue of Ingydtre risk
that the people would submit to forcible Levellisgreduced to a
minimum. This is a valid inference from contempgreonditions.
And Harrington’s statement that the existence tjentry”, or a
class of well-to-do proprietors, is not only nohdarous but even
useful to the democracy, provided only that theatge part of
landed property remains in the hands of small fo&khs, is
similarly justified with reference to the time whdre wrote.
Progress in agriculture was stimulated by the laegtates.
In OceanaHarrington assigns the highest praise to the mha w
could contrive to stop rent-racking by competitiomhile
preventing neglect of rational cultivation of thals

In making the political constitution dependent twe balance of
property Harrington is not blind to the fact thaher factors, for
instance the geographical situation of a countrgty raxercise a
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distorting influence on the political conditionsisf as he deduces
from the protected insular position of England plossibility of an
undistorted development. We need not quarrel withriAgton
because he understood the “people” to comprise nticdle
classes. The earning classes in Harrington’s tirffered in the
size of their property or income only; there wesaaipers, but not
as yet a class of proletarians condemned to a stgtermanent
dependence. It its in this sense the¢anaclassifies the populace.

The people in Harrington’s model republic are daddinto
“freemen” or “citizens” and “servants”, but the t&t word is
limited by the proviso, “while such”. “For”, he asldy way of
explanation, “if they attain to liberty, that ig, live of themselves,
they are freemen or citizens.” “Servitude”, ie. ®omIC
dependence, “is inconsistent with freedom, or pigdtion of
government in a commonwealth.” [22]

A further division of the people, adopted in “Ocagrpertains to
the size of their incomes, the dividing-line beif$00. This is
intended to be operative in the question of natiahefence.
Persons enjoying incomes over £100 are obligeceteesin the
cavalry, while those who earn less than 100 areetwe in the
infantry. All men under thirty years of age areltelong to the
field army, those over thirty are designated garriservice. In
striking contrast to the Levellers, Harnngton wdddmit no
exemptions; conscription must be universal if ittes form a
safeguard against the appearance of anti-democeaiiiencies in
the armed force. For military reasons also he fevageneral
conscription, as it is wasteful to try to conduavar with a small
army. The classification according to income, muegp
determines the electoral division. The class whusenbers have
incomes over £100 elects, by direct vote, the Senahich
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consists of three hundred members, and which dssusnd
proposes laws and regulations.

The popular assembly, constituting the “prerogatitee” (the
whole country is territorially divided into fiftyTribes”, these into
“Hundreds”, and these again into “Parishes”, alhvgelf-elected
officials), consists of six hundred elected byzetis with less than
£100 income, and four hundred and fifty electedcibgens with
over £100 incomes, so that the former have the nibajorhis
popular assembly has the final voice in decidirg éhactment of
laws. Whatever it determines is the “law of thedlarif it rejects
individual clauses only, these will be referred lb&x the Senate
for reconsideration in order to be presented aglihpught fit, to
the popular assembly in a modified form. Printe@ies of each
Bill are to be submitted to the popular assembtywgeks before
they are introduced, but when it meets the popagaembly does
not discuss; it merely votes. In proposing thatheat the two
classes of income shall elect their own specialesgtatives, i.e.
“class election”, Harrington’s object is not to see a
representation to the more prosperous class, buthe contrary,
to ensure that the less prosperous shall have aritgajn the
popular assembly. In a dialoguelerius and Publicolawritten in
October 1659, in which he discusses the principfe®ceana”,
he shows that hitherto the British Parliament hadststed of
members of the upper classes onbtwithstandinghe partial
franchise of the lower classes, and this not mdsetause of their
dependence on the lords. Even apart from this, igeaeral
election men of the well-to-do classes would in thain be
elected. A stronger representation of the lowerss#da must
therefore be ensured by a separate election.

For the rest Harrington considered the democradjicguntly
safeguarded by making the qualification for an teledo the
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Senate conditional on an income which should ndbdyeond the
reach of any industrious and capable member otdmemunity.

He held it to be a useful stimulus to industry tbattain posts of
honour should be dependent on a certain income.

As a matter of course, schools, education in teahnarts,
cultivation of sciences, etc., would be amply pded for and
industry fostered in “Oceana”, adequate provisiem@ made for
the aged and infirm. As we have already indicatetigious
liberty too was to reign in “Oceana”. Again and iagidarrington
reiterates that political liberty cannot exist vaith religious
liberty, and vice versa. This explains why Churchmand
Presbyterians assailed him so savagely. In turnfréguently
makes theologians, and especially the theologiegulty of
Oxford, the target of his wit.

Before taking leave of Harrington we will quote tju&/o more
passages, demonstrating his historical foresiglet.pkedicts the
industrial supremacy of England over Holland in fo#owing
words: “In Manufacture and Merchandize the Hollartgs gotten
the start of us; but at the long run it will be may that a people
working upon a foren Commodity dos but farm the Manture,
and that it is really intail’d upon them only, wkahe growth of it
Is native: as also that it is one thing to havedagiage of other
men’s Goods, and another for a man to bring his tomhe best
market. Therefore nature having provided incouraggdrfor these
Arts in this nation above all others, where, thegie growing,
they of necessity must also increase) it cannotestablish them
upon a far more sure and effectual Foundation thah of the
Hollanders. [23]

Harrington explains the absolutism which prevailed
seventeenth-century France from the fact that dandlbrdism of
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the nobility was opposed by a strong, landowningrdrichy,
which still sided with the monarch, while the greaass of the
people were too deeply immersed in misery to tluhlasserting
themselves politically. And he goes on to say:it'is said that in
France there is Liberty of Conscience in partsitlso plain that
while the Hierarchy is standing this Liberty islifag, and that if
ever it comes to pull down the. Hierarchy it pudewn that
Monarchy also: wherefore the Monarchy or Hierarchyl be
beforehand with it, if they see their true interejg4]

Some twenty years after this was written the “EdittNantes”
was revoked. But when the people, that is to say rthddle
classes, had grown stronger, both the hierarchy aosblutism
were overthrown.

Harrington has exercised a far greater influence tbe
revolutionary literature of the eighteenth centthgn is generally
known. Authors have frequently made use of him outh
acknowledging it. It would be too discursive to gug this further,
but we may mention what David Hume saidostana “Even in
our time”, he writes, “it Oceang is justly admired as a work of
genius and invention.” So late as in Sieyes’ wgiirihe influence
of Harrington’s teaching is unmistakable [25], amchilarly in the
case of St. Simon and his disciples. In this sénsal certainly
be no exaggeration for us to describe him as aupgeg not in his
postulates but in his theoretical expositions ofdera scientific
socialism.

The seventeenth century in England saw the birthpdaditical
economy. We have already pointed out that mosteveriton
political economy of the period are more or lessnpunced
representatives of protection and mercantilismf@sinstance, is
Hobbes, and it is in the nature of things that mdegtion was to
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foster the industrial classes, while these werlé thie “people”,

this protectionist literature bears a strongly dapoer democratic
stamp, and it is easy therefore to discover thesamnialistic

phrases. We believe, however, that we may safelgtecd
ourselves with the examples already given. Furttiner,question,
“How are we to foster industrial progress?” goesagls hand in
hand with “How are we to provide for our poor?” athey both
blend in the question, “How are we to educate oaorpto

agricultural and industrial activity?” Like P. Chherlen, quite a
series of other authors — economists and philapisi®— propose
the establishment @fdustrial andagricultural Labour

Colonies,which, in all cases, are to form model institui@f their

kind. As may be seen from Sir Fr. Edent® State of the Pooy

there existed already, at the end of the severtemmtury, quite a
literature of proposals on this subject; they remadi ineffective
because the various parishes had neither the poovethe desire
to give themselves up to such experiments, andtae had still
less desire or time for it. Instead of this, thet&t under the
Restoration, solved the “poor” question by meanthef‘Laws of

Parochial Settlement”, under which the poor, ageot other

hardships had to bear the brunt of the disputesvdmst the
parishes as to who was liable to support them.tBaithistory of
the poor law since the Restoration, and of thé fitevements of
the workers in the industries carried on by caisitsl ought to be
discussed in connection with the development of soeial

conditions in England in the eighteenth century;wié therefore

content ourselves here with these general suggsstio
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Footnotes

1. Milton wrote this book in 1649 in defence of thial of Charles I.

2. The full title of the work iseviathan, or the Matter, Form and Power of a
Commonwealth, Ecclesiastical and Civil

3. Thus, for instance, he declared that to des¢ibe as the world or as the “soul
of the world” was to speak of Him unworthily anddeny His existence. If God
were the world, He could not be the cause of theldvdNot would it do to
describe the world as eternal. “That which is edbiras no cause”, and so this
doctrine would mean “to deny there is a God".

4. In PepysDiary we read under date September 3, 1668: “To my kedleks for
Hobbs’Leviathan which is now mightily called for; and what wasréifore
sold for 8/ | now give 24/ at the second-hand, &nd sold for 30s/, it being a
book the Bishops will not let be printed again.”

5.Loc. cit.,, p.116.

6. Thus, among other things, the grievance ashte ithmoderate greatness of a
town, when it is able to furnish out of its ownatiit the number and expense of a
great army” — which, as we have seen, London haw do 1642. Further, the
grievance as to “the liberty of disputing againss@ute power, by pretenders of
political prudence; which though bred in the moattpn the lees of the people,
yet animated by false doctrines, are perpetuallgddineg with the fundamental
laws, to the molestation of the commonwealth” ()15

7.Loc. cit., p.151

8. Harrington was indeed, for his age, a “heathém’Oxford he was numbered
among the pupils of Chillingworth, that most broatided theologian, and
subsequently he advocated the most absolute toleiatreligious matters. W.H.
Lecky, in hisHistory of Rationalism, names Harrington, Milton, and Jeremy
Taylor as the most eminent authors who, at thabgechampioned the cause of
toleration, the two last named more from the religi and the former from the
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political point of view. “Of the three”, he write&t must be acknowledged that

the politician took by far the most comprehensii@aw He perceived very clearly

that political liberty cannot subsist where thesenot absolute religious liberty,

and that religious liberty does not consist simgflytoleration, but implies a total

abolition of religious disqualifications. In thesespects he alone among his
contemporaries anticipated the doctrines of theteignth century” (chapter iv).

9. Milton himself was no friend of the rotation meiple. He considered it
unpractical and dubious for the times. In the sdcedition of hisThe Ready
and Easy Way to Establish a Free Commonwealthe wrote: “This ‘wheel’
might prove a ‘wheel’ of principles.” Men who weralispensable at the moment
might perhaps be replaced by incapable men. Mitamork provoked a satire
from the Royalist party entitlefhe Censure of the Rota upon Mr. Milton's
Book, etc., etc. being a fictitious report on a meeting of the &a&lub where
Milton’s book is supposed to be discussed. It igraduced in thélarleian
Miscellany.

10. Thus he says in the very introduction, aftanfixag to Venice as an example
of how favourable an insular position is for a rejpr1 “And yet that, thro’ the
streitness of the place, and defect of proper Aro@m) be no more than a
Commonwealth for Preservation: whereas this redtcelde like Government, is
a Commonwealth for increase, and upon the mighfibestdation that any has bin
laid from the beginning of the World to this dayheTSea gives law to the growth
of Venice, but the growth of Oceana gives law ® $ka.” Here we have, by the
by, the forerunner dRule Britannia

11.0ceang ed. Routledge, p.60.
12. Amenities of Literature.

13. He writes in 1659: “In the present case of Bnd] Commonwealth men may
fail thro’ want of art, but Royalists must fail tirwant of matter; the former may
miss thro’ impotence, the latter must thro’ impbdgy” (Works, ed, 1737,
p.540.

14.Oceang p.61.
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15. p.20.

16.Loc. cit., ed. Toland, p.257.
17. p.21.

18.Loc. cit., p.241.

19. p.381.

20. “A man may devote himself to death or destarcto save a Nation, but no
Nation will devote itself to death or destructian gave mankind. Machiavel is
decry'd for saying, that no consideration is tohael of what is just or injust, of
what is merciful or cruel, of what is honorableignominious, in case it be to
save a State or to preserve Liberty; wh. as tarthener of expression is crudely
spoken. But to imagin that a nation will devotelit4o death or destruction, any
more upon Faith given or an lagagement theretangnthan if there had bin no
such Ingagement made or Faith given, were not pigtyolly ...”

“Corruption in government is to be read and condide Machiavel, as Diseases
in a, man’s Body are to be read and considerd ippbtrates. Neither
Hippocrates nor Machiavel introduc’d Diseases mi&n’s Body, nor Corruption
into Government, wh. were before their times; aadirgy yep do but discover
them, it must be confest that so much as they dawetends not to the increase
but the cure of them, wh. is the truth of these &uthors” (HarringtonA System

of Politics, ed. Toland, pp.509, 514.)

21.0ceang pp.64-65
22.0ceang p.78

23.0ceang p.211. Readers of Karl Marx&ir Kritik der politischen
Oekonomie(Contribution to the Criticism of Political Econginwill remember
a note on page 30, where a similar dictum by Hetguoted. But Petty wrote his
essays almost a generation later than Harringtiom fwhom he has quite
obviously borrowed a great deal.
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24. Harrington, ed. Toland, p.506.

25. The Consular constitution introduced by NapolBonaparte on the 18th of
Brumaire (November 9, 1799) the so-called “Contititu of the year VIII", has
the same division as is found in Harringto®seana one legislative body,
which is deliberative only, and the other whichestand it is more than likely
that Sieyes, from whom the original draft of thignstitution emanated, had
borrowed this division from Harrington. In otheispects also his draft displays
striking points of resemblance to the institutiodsscribed irOceana For
instance, as regards Harrington's favourite idedoaslections by rotation, and
where it deviates from the original, it does nowvafls improve on it from a
democratic standpoint. The power of decision, iey88’ draft, is vested in the
executive power, and the number of voting legistates reduced to three
hundred, which considerably facilitates their beinfjuenced by the holder, for
the time being, of the executive power. But at amte the powers of the
executive are restricted by all sorts of safegumyddrovisions, and both the
deliberative and the voting body — the Tribunate tre Legislative — derive their
mandate from the electors. Bonaparte caused alltthbe struck out; he cared
still less than Cromwell to have taken from himapiece of paper what he had
gained by the sword. But, more cunning than Cromvwe let as much of the
draft remain as was necessary to invest the l¢gslhodies with a semblance of
independence from the holder of the sword, and dagbled rendering of
“Oceana” was sanctioned by a plebiscite with 3,00Q,against 1,562 votes.
According to it, a Senate consisting of sixty pesswas to elect the members of
the Tribunate and the Legislative from among theppsed candidates, but the
Senate was nominated by Napoleon himself.
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Chapter XV
Peter Cornelius Plockboy

IN 1659 two pamphlets were published in London, dhéor of
which signed himself Peter Cornelius van Ziirickz&bey were
ascribed for a long time to Hugh Peters, Cromwddisner field-
chaplain and secretajyj, but they originated, as a matter of fact,
from a Dutchman named Pieter Corneliss Plockboyiefickzee,
which at that time was a very important commertia¥n in the
province of Zeeland. One of these pamphlets waginadly
intended for Oliver Cromwell, with whom the autlstated he had
had personal relations; but Cromwell having meatemtied, the
author dedicated it to Richard Cromwell and Paréam It
contains proposals for the establishment of theuBlep and
internal peace (abolition of tithe and of any Statkgion, equal
rights for all Christian sects, free speech, etahd while
interesting for the style of its argument, is odesthe scope of our
discussion.

Not so the second pamphlet. Its somewhat prolle tiins as
follows: “A Way propounded to make the poor in these and othe
nations happyy bringing together a fit, suitable and well
qualified people unto one Household government ittle |
Commonwealth. Wherein every one may keep his peopand be
imployed in some work or other, as he shall bewithout being
oppressed. Being the way not only to rid those @thér Nations
from idle, evil, and disorderly persons, but alsani all such that
have sought and found out many inventions to |penuthe labour
of others. Whereunto is also annexed an invitatiothis Society
or little common-wealth.]2]
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The annexed “invitation” is from people who suppdrthe project
and had subscribed some hundred pounds towardkay. speak
of the author as “our friend Cornelius”. At the esfdhe pamphlet
it is intimated that all who are interested in gireject may learn
the address of the author from the publisher, Gilafvert, with
whom we have already become acquainted. Hence ¢harbe no
doubt whatever that the project was designed tadrded out
forthwith. It was not a dream of the future, butrdgtical”
socialism, to be realized by the devisers themsehgut the
originator and his associates actually appealederiencegained.
The contributions asked for were to be administetad
trustworthy persons until the association to benémd could
properly stand on its own legs. The English sumwerof the cause
say on this point: “Which we believe may soon benirthe
credible information of divers persons, relatingatthmany
hundreds in Transylvania, Hungaria, and the Vaitegs
Countrey, from a small beginning have attained,amby to a very
comfortable life among themselves, but also abditgloing much
good to others, not of their Society.”

The instances quoted refer to the dispersed remnahtthe

Moravian Anabaptist communities, whose communisen&ally

found a footing in England. It is true that the eridhe Republic,
which came soon after the pamphlet appeared, shehitiee hopes
of the plan’s supporters, but the ideas behindpiteposal had
taken root in the minds of some Englishmen, anchafluenced
the evolution of ideas in England

It was natural enough that England should receivienpetus from
Holland, which was then the most advanced coumtrgcionomic
respects in Europe, but the Dutch origin of theppsals imparted
to them an air of modernity, which heightens theiportance in
this investigation. As one might expect, the ecoicoaspect is
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stressed, while the religious argument occupiescarglary place.
The first part of the pamphlet, which elaborates dlotual plan, is
purely sociological; it is only in the second pavhich is a kind of
corollary, that Christian charity and the moral wimes inculcated
by Christianity are appealed to.

Plockboy commences as follows: “Having seen theatgre
inequality and disorder among men in the Worldt tiwd only evil
Governours or Rulers, covetous Merchants and Trageslazie,
idle and negligent Teachers, and others, have htoallj about
under slaverie and thraldom: But also a great nundfethe
common handycraft men, or labourers (by endeavgutm
decline, escape, or cast off heavy burthen) daafilthings with
lyes and deceipt, to the oppressing of the hormesigaod people,
whose conciences cannot bear such practises, dherbave |
(together with others born for the common welfadleyigned to
endeavour to bring four sorts of people, whereef\World chiefly
consists out of several sects into one Familie oaudehold-
government, viz. Husband-men, Handy-crafts peoplatriners
and Masters of Arts and Sciences, to the end tleaimay the
better eschue the yoke of the Temporall and Spitippharaohs,
who have long enough domineered over our bodiesaals, and
set up again (as in former times) Righteousnessee land
Brotherly Sociablenesse, wh. are scarce anywhdpe found, for
the convincing of those that place all greatnessdyoin
domineering, and not in well-doing, contrary to {hettern :and
doctrine of the Lord Jesus, who came not to beeskbut to serve,
and gave his life a ransome for mang]”

Here follows a diatribe against “those that ardedalspiritual
persons or Clergymen, who perswade people (that iy the
more willingly drudge for them) to believe that yhtake care of
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their souls (as if they cd love the soul wh. theywrot see, and
have no compassion on the body wh. they sg8).”

This is the introduction to the project, which mégst be
described as a socialistic community with limitet/ate property.
Exploitation is abolished within the pale of the@dation, but not
property, which is to be allowed to continue in @dance with
the tenth commandment. Whatever anyone has cotgdlto the
company in the way of land, money, or movable gostsll be
put to his credit and shall be secured to himheushall receiveo
interest.In the event of his death, unless he should behusa
property to the Company, his children and relatstesll inherit all
that stands to his credit. Anyone resigning his imership is
bound to give notice to the effect, and whatevands to his credit
will then be returned to him, if under £100, asrs@s he desires
it, if over £100 within one year, “paying them aamer of the
summe presently (if they desire it) that so nong behindered to
leave the Society”.

If the Company is disturbed or broken up by tyragntme cash
assets and the real property shall, after satigfgih creditors, be
distributed, in equal sharesclusively among the poor membwerko
have nothing standing to their credit, and pogr relativesof other
members. Young people who desire to leave the Coynpa
(whether to marry non-members or for other reasshall receive
on leaving a proportionate share of the surpluBzesh since the
date of their birth or joining, or if no surpluscehd have been
made, an amount to be fixed by the Company.

To begin with, a fund is to be collected by suiapkrsons, as
“fathers” of the Company. Out of this fund two largouses are to
be bought or erected, one in the City of Londonictwhs to be

large enough to accommodate twenty to thirty fasjliand which
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is to serve as a warehouse containing shops diradls, and a
second and larger one in the country, near toea,rwhich is to be
the centre of production and the common residentcehe
association, for agriculturists, mechanics, teax;heand seamen.

Between this house and the river there is to bicarit space to
serve as a “key”, and if practicable, the housw ibe so situated
that it can be isolated from the surrounding playta drawbridge.

The house is to be “built after a convenient mannath public

and private places for freedom and conveniencyis tb contain
“a chamber and a closet for every man and his wifth a great
Hall, to lay all things ready made in order, a pldo dress
victuals, another to eat together, a third for digldren, also
Cellars to keep meat and drink in, a place forsilok, one for the
Physicians and Chyurgeans, furniture and medicomas other for
all kind of usefull (as well naturall as SpirituaBooks, Maps and
other instruments belonging to liberal Arts andeBces”.

The managers and officials are to be elected bytambers to
serve for one year, so that no official hierarchyaymbe
established. The manager of the stores is to begedaeach six
months, and the cash-box is to have three loclks banplaced in
the custody of three persons holding one key.

As few rules as possible are to be fixed, and eaember is to
enjoy the maximum liberty compatible with the commweeal. All
things are to be free to them that is not conttarthe “Kingdom
of God” and Reason.

It is recommended that at first chiefly unmarrienigons should be
brought into the Society, so “that with laying ditite money may
presently be on the getting hand”.
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As regards production itself, six hours a day shallthe rule for
all members of the Society, to be worked, at th@oapof the
members, either three hours in the morning andethne the
afternoon, or (which many might prefer, especiailjnot summer)
six hours in the morning; Sundays always exceptethis as in
other cases. However, workers whom the Company treigiploy
by contract are to work twelve hours a day untdytlare “fit and
willing to come unto us”. The best men are to bkeced for
foremen, who are also to six hours.

Each of the members employed in the City warehaise work
for a period at the country settlement, in orderirtorease his
technical knowledge and to enjoy other benefits.

All children are to be taught two or three trad&sth the prospect
of having to work no more than six hours daily,ithet would be

enviable compared with that of children in the wooutside. In
their leisure hours they might study arts and s®erat their free
choice. For children still being taught in schoible number of
hours of work in trade or agriculture is to be #rall this is to

apply equally to rich and poor.

The girls, too, are to learn proper trades as agllomestic work,
so that if at any subsequent period they shoulkeléiae Company
they may find their living in the world.

The author goes on to show that the Society is thdaarprosper
economically, and to go on increasing in extentttfe following
reasons: “The first is that there will not be owskiag in price, but
all will be sold at the lowest rate; ... The secaadthat we,
dwelling at a cheaper rate and living less costbn make all
things better at the price.”
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The author describes all the advantages of co-tperaconomy,
and of combination in agriculture and industry;shews how one
branch of production dovetails into another and hiog&vextension
of one will entail that of another; how the muligily of the
branches of the system would be a guarantee fat#iodity of the
concern. He paints an alluring picture of its gdrxpansion, and
shows how even shipbuilding is to be carried onatBdor deep-
sea fishing as well as vessels for the exportasfomanufactured
goods to the Continent would be built in their cdotkyards.

In the actual domestic arrangements, joint managemeuld be
advantageous in every respect. In the first placgugh lightening
the work. “Everyone shall be able quietly to do tverk ... 25
women in our Society, when all things are done iwygdshall have
no more business to trouble their heads with, thamwoman in
her own private family.15] Besides the quiet and ease ... it will
also be very profitable to dwell together.” If angwed families
live together twenty five women can do the work ethotherwise

a hundred would have to do; the other seventy-foceild
do productivework, which many of them would prefer. And even
in other respects economy could be effected. Idstéa hundred
fires, perhaps four or five “great fires” only wdube required:
one in the kitchen, one “where the children aré&Z, Boreover, as
far as their own consumption might not be coverad the
productions of their own industry, they could pwuasé more
cheaply by buying wholesale. In this way a co-ofpeeasystem
and the combination of agriculture and industry ldole
remunerative in every respect. “Whereas the Traitettse World
do oppress their workmen, with heavy labour andlismages,
instead thereof with ughe gain of the tradesmen will redound to the
benefit and refreshment of the workniefiradespeople in the world
are always in suspense “betwixt hope and fear”levim the
Society everyone “is quietly to mind his own busisie
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The Society need not fear any competition. Evesther dealers,
in order to entice customers from the associaticare to refrain
from charging exorbitant prices which is to be dmkiin every
respect), the advantages of working on a largeesgalld enable
the association to produce cheaper than they. Toweght,

however, to be careful to avoid repelling usersibgtrinary fads.
If, for instance, a purchaser desired to have lagtiof clothing
trimmed ornamentally, they ought not to offend Hign pointing

out that finery is sinful Plockboy adds humoroushat it is

certainly a great pity Adam ate of the tree of kiemge, but we
should never be able to cure men of their loveradr§ except by
example and education. The refusal to make fineyylavalso be
impolitic for this reason, that if the young peopl®ught up in the
association should subsequently have to seek vibey, would

have much less chance of finding it if they did knbw how to
make finery.

The members themselves, however, should dressaaslyphs

possible, but those who have the means of doirgheald not be
debarred from having their clothes made of a bettaterial, in

order that — if for no other reason the poor miglabgnize him as
a person from whom they might justly expect help.

Some of the further advantages offered by the &ssmc would
be, that young people need not get married preseigiuas was
but too frequently done, simply in order to avoithvssh
dependence on the parents — they might choosepasdimers for
their life with deliberation and with full libertyas they need not
marry members; the teachers in the associationdvmetl be under
the necessity of teaching, for the sake of theelilhood, things
which they did not believe themselves, as thereldvdae no
coercion of conscience, all sects being affordasakgghts; and
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no one need entertain any fear of sickness or assteupport in
old age, or as to the welfare of his children dfisrdeath.

In the same way as the association was to trade thé outside
world , and open its schools to outsiders for payineheir
physicians and surgeons too were to afford medaidl to
outsiders, to the rich for remuneration, to the rpgmatis; and
while some were visiting patients, other medicahm@uld be at
home at certain hours in order to give advice $itimg patients.

Rich people who desired to enjoy the advantagedifefin
company might live with the association as boarétarghe cost of
their maintenance. If, for the sake of good examtiley were
willing to join in doing some work, they might, neturn, receive
gratuitous lodging and clothing. In every sixth agery twelfth
month of the year accounts were to be balancecagralt of the
surplus realized distributed, in order to enablenimers to give to
the poor, make presents to friends, and the like.

The association was also to build a large meetall Wwith seats
arranged in ascending tiers, each seat to be fititda desk for
reading or writing. In this hall lectures, discuss, etc., would be
held, in which non-members also might take part alh might

freely express their opinions. Meals would eatgoysly with an

absence of ceremony. The waiting at table wouldttended to by
the young people alternately, in order that nonghtngive himself

up to false pride.

In conclusion, seventy-two trades are mentionedvkich the
society would be of advantage. The author thenimoes: Our
Society being settled in order (as a nursery) alaurdon, to
imploy the poor, we may have a second about Bastahd
another in Ireland, where we can have a greatafdahd for little
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money; and plenty of wood for building of House$jdS, and
many other things.”

In the second section, which contains the religiansl moral
arguments in favour of the project, the followingspage is
particularly characteristic: “This Society or fellship hath not
alwaies been so rare, and so thin sowen, but wasrife in the
primitive times, till the enemies of the first intencie did
insinuate themselves thereunto, whereby the life nvbn were
bound to live, as in obedience to the laws of Ghlhhegan to be
accounted such as a man may chose whether he waddenbr no,
and take up a meritorious and supererrogatory titamprising
such a sanctimony or holyness, as was more thaessay to
Salvation ... wh. opinion gave a beginning to margers of lazie
and wanton beasts (I mean monks and the like) dnchamy
thousand fables and cheat®]’

This was written in 1659. Three years later Plogkbbad

meantime returned to Holland, reappeared with geptrdor an

economic association, to be established in the IDatdony of

New Amsterdam in America. It is related that Plamkbwith

twenty-four companions, received a loan of £1,568mf the

Amsterdam municipal authorities on their joint ségy and

thereupon issued the invitation. The enterprisendiiprosper, as
the colony of New Amsterdam was soon afterwardsucag by

the English and renamed New York, after the Duk&ak, who

subsequently ascended the throne as James Il.

Plockboy was a clear-headed person, and his ecorinsight was
considerable. Apart from the fact that his propadaliberately
aimed at the combination of agriculture and indysit also
contains an attempt to establish what may be cadlethore
intimate organic connection between town and cqurdo that,



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 232

although the differences are not removed, the idiwisf labour is

placed on a more rational footing, production bemggerved to the
organized colony, and the exchange of commoditiesngo
reserved to the town establishment. Moreover, Plogkmade a
definite stand against the ascetic tendencies wipiavailed

among the great bulk of the communists of the per@md which

had so far formed one of the most salient chanastitey of

communism, with which everybody would have to ratkbhere

is a certain irony in his remarks to his followehst they were
acting against their own interests in decliningriake articles of
luxury, and that the world could not be alteredhis way. But he
is not prompted solely by commercial consideratigraong the

subjects to be cultivated in the colony, thererggun his scheme,
next to the sciences and other “liberal arts”, musihich many
Quakers condemned, while others would only suffepifar as it
applied to singing hymns. In short, it is a contenapy and

countryman of Rembrandt and Jan Steen whose tempatave

are analysing; his proposals bear no trace of ¢éiseelto flee from
the world, but, on the contrary, are redolent béalthy enjoyment
of the world. He relies, in nine cases out of tgggn the economic
advantages derived from production organized oargel scale,
upon mass operations in production and tradingthim latter

respect he anticipates the departmental store afemotimes.

What is the town establishment of the associatitth s many

shops but the germ of modern establishments, ssi®eHridges
or the Magazins du Louvre?

This brings us to another aspect of the scheme.t Wisaeds in
the way of Utopian thought it makes up for in comeradism. It
produces to make a profit, and notwithstandingtslregulations
for the benefit of the poor, it is more distinctytrading, or even a
joint-stock company, than any other communisticesoh of the
period. The other schemes were designed for relsgemds and in
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antagonism to the world. If they nevertheless b&cam
commercialized, this was contrary to the origimaéntion, and in
the nature of an historical accident. In Plockbogtheme the
opposition to the “world” had not quite disappearbdt it was
greatly toned down. It was, in fact, not religicaisall, and has
little reference to the mode of life of the membedPsockboy’s
quarrel with the surrounding world is mainly of &sonomic
nature. He desired to free the members of this comvealth
from economic exploitation, from people “who liven mther
men’s labour”. The colony would leave everyone fteeseek
happiness in his own way — in heaven, and, apam fiquestions
relating to production, to the best of his abiligfso on earth. He
expressly laid it down that liberty should prevaiherever
necessity did not ordain otherwise. Another remalekdeature is
the provision which facilitates withdrawal for tleowho wished to
part from the Company. The Company is intended a&arthings
better than they are in the world, but the memiagesnot to be
deprived of the advantages of the world.

Given such an outlook, concessions to the commiesiat of the
period were inevitable. Nevertheless, we do notedetin
Plockboy’s proposal any retrogression as comparéh Wwis
communistic predecessors and contemporaries. Iy jiast the
reverse. We have seen that all the communistiages of the
time ended by becoming commercialized, and at tnest were
isolated communities which managed better and aplisined
more than the outside world, but they competed wutittand
frequently proved themselves very able competitors.

All this information was available to Plockboy, wimaust have
been aware of the practices of some of these comigsirit was
no small achievement, even for a native of the nlaghly
developed commercial country of the age, to haaenkd all the
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lessons that could be imparted thereby, and to lased his
schemes on the logic of undeniable facts. Sociahss to take
account of a commercialized state of society, dodkPoy is the
first whose guiding principle is to anticipate demments rather
than lag behind. But his ideas could not be redlieggecept by
means of a co-operative association organized targe scale.
Plockboy may well rank among the pioneers of theleno idea of
co-operation.

Footnotes

1. Thomason, bookseller and book-collector, to whdigence, as a collector,
we are indebted for the preservation of most ofpuaphlets of those times, put
on the pamphlet with which we are here concernetbelieve this pamphlet is
written by Hugh Peters, who has a servant namededlios Glover.” Under
Charles | Peters lived much in Holland, and mairgdiclose relations with the
sectarians there.

2. By Peter Cornelius van Zirick-Zee.
3.p.1.

4.p.4.

5. p.10.

6. p.31.
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Chapter XVI
The Quakers in the

Seventeenth Century

I. The Rise and Principles of Quakerism

Johannes Becoldus redivivus; or, the English Quaker the
German Enthusiasts Revivedis the title of a publication which
appeared in 1659 in Boston. [1] It was naturallysthe to the
Quakers. At a time when the worst calumnies conegrithe
vanquished of Munster found ready credence, thetibat could
be said about any movement was that it was a reavdhe
Munster movement. However, the comparison was hogether
unwarranted. What was then suggested merely togiogy men’s
minds against the new sect is now generally adohiéie far as
regards the spiritual descent of Quakerism fromt®rspiritual
connection with the Continental Anabaptist movemgijt

In fact, the Quaker movement at the outset wadyraalevival of
the original tendencies of the Anabaptist movemehtyhich the
representatives of the new movement were uncorsocibathed in
a new garb suited to the altered circumstances. Oditard

movement in England in the fourteenth and fifteesghturies had
been a primitive reaction against the rapacity asténtation of
Rome and of the Roman clergy, rather than a prafapiritual

movement; while Puritanism, which was a genuineritspi

manifestation in the sixteenth and even in thet firalf of the
seventeenth century, had through its conflict wittonarchic
absolutism become increasingly formal and shalloemf a
religious point of view, especially in the degréattit had been
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espoused by the proprietary classes. This waslcle@parent
from the moment when Puritanism triumphed over @&sar. The
Presbyterians, on the one hand, repelled many eempltheir
want of toleration and their pedantic insistencefanmal church
discipline, while, on the other hand, the Indepemddinisters,
after 1649, and after the rigorous measures adopgedhst the
Royalist priests, had fallen into ill-repute on aaot of their
sycophancy towards the new rulers. The Independants
Baptists now set up as recognized, regular churahdsbegan to
dogmatize, and in some cases to excommunicateBapgsts had
meanwhile split up into two sects, viz., the “GexidBaptists”,
who allowed a certain freedom to the human willd atme
“Particular Baptists”, who held fast to the Calgitic doctrine of
predestination. Both sections insisted on baptigmniimersion.
But many people who had been stirred by the ralgjioconflicts
failed to find satisfaction in any sect. All dogntesd been shaken,
one faction in the Church decried the other, aresahdisputes
were carried on in the streets and open placespubgc joining
in, as in the case of modern political meetingse fdsult was that
scepticism spread among the people, many of whonedutheir
backs on religion altogether. Judging from the repof Quaker
missionaries, there were in England at that timeoasiderable
number of people who denied the truth of the Bédlgtory of the
creation, and declared that “all comes by natyBd’But such
sceptics were lost in the great bulk of the natothers attached
themselves to obscure sects, brooding on the ngstef creation
(the so-called “seekers”), or waiting for a siganfr heaven which
was to solve their doubts (the so-called “waiters”)

One of these “seekers” was George Fox, son of eek&rshire
silk-weaver. Born in 1624, and bred during the gerof Puritan
persecutions, he developed at a very early ageoagsteligious
bent. He was apprenticed by his father, who wasomfortable
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circumstances, to a shoemaker, who was also a-¢neegder; but
he abandoned his apprenticeship at the age ofegingand driven
by a restless, roving spirit, he went from placeptace, from
county to county, preaching and arguing. None @f dxisting
Churches satisfied him; they were all too worlalyhts mind, they
did not correspond with primitive Christianity, amibeyed the
letter rather than the spirit. Through debatingadieg, and the
influence of environment, he eventually reachedasesof mind
which was a compound of rationalism and mysticisaf,
democracy and political abstention. Strange asay m@ppear at
first sight, it will nevertheless become intelligghin the light of
contemporary events as set forth in the precediapters. The
civil war had claimed untold sacrifices, withoutyasatisfactory
result; political struggles had succeeded each rothighout
bringing a solution of social difficulties any nearmen who had
been hailed as deliverers, when once raised to p@ssumed the
mien of oppressors, and thus the conclusion seenssdapable
that the chief evil lay in man himself, in the waaks of human
nature, which the existing Churches had proved pes® to
overcome. Enthusiastic natures were likely to melio this view,
and thus we see George Fox, who up to the prodlamaf the
Commonwealth had been like the “voice of one cryingthe
wilderness”, after 1650 making converts in incragsnumbers.
They flocked to him from all parts, a large conéng coming
from the former soldiers of Cromwell's Army, whayimg to their
discontent with the course of events, had eithetaiobd a
discharge or been dismissed from the Army. Thimeld was, at
first, so strongly represented in the communitisglgished by
Fox that in many of them a different spirit frons lmwn prevailed.
The Ironsides concurred with Fox in rejecting thenfal element
in Church matters, having been trained to this mon@vell’'s
Army, where, after the withdrawal in 1644 of thé@&l ministers
of religion, anyone would preach whom the spiritvexb. [4] After
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this we can understand the following passage fronm Evelyn’s
Diary: “On Sunday afternoon | frequently staid abmte to
catechize and instruct my family, those exercises/ansally
ceasing in the parish churches, so as people hadmoples, and
grew very ignorant of even the common points ofi€ianity; all
devotion being now placed in hearing sermons asdodrses of
speculative and notional things.” But their objentito war and
politics was not the same as Fox’s. His objectiaas ased on
principle, after the manner of the Mennonites, fratmom on the
whole Fox differed little in doctrine. [5] while ¢ir objection was
largely one of expediency. They stood aloof fronr wad party
contentions, but did not abandon the hope of eadgtuealizing
their social ideals by political methods.

It was not until after the Restoration that Fox’sctline of
abstention from politics was generally adopted Iy Quakers.
During the Commonwealth this was so little the cdkat when
representatives of the Army (in April 1659) preseha petition to
Parliament in favour of a resumption of the “godd cause” of
liberty and of the republic, Quakers supportedyitaomemorial
which added a few further demands to those of tattign.

During the first years of the Commonwealth Fox vgaserally
overshadowed by the republican Quakers who headed
religious-revolutionary opposition to Cromwell. fhémarched
through the streets of London, denouncing with ftgai voice
Cromwell's Government, and predicting its downfalPublicly

they were better known than Fox. The best-knowisg@eamong
the Quakers, against whom the pamphlet referredattahe
commencement of this chapter is directed, was Jafagtor, an
ex-guartermaster of the Army.

But before dealing further with this man, and theident which
made him notorious, and which throws much lighttba first
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period of Quakerism, it will be expedient to dissube ideas
chiefly propagated by the Quakers.

The Quakers believe in God and are Christians, ratheas
strictly as possible to primitive Christianity; bwhat they mainly
rely upon is not the traditional “Word of God”, tiBble, but the
living word, the inward light. Consequently theylldhemselves
the “Professord, or else the Children of Light. The name of
Quakers was first given to them by opponents imsaer, and then
came into general vogue. [6] This cult of the indvAght down to
the very name “Children of Light”, forms a connegtlink
between the Quakers and many German AnabaptisEsashe
German Mystics, and it is a suggestive fact thatfitst English
edition of writings of the German theosophic mystiacob
Bohme, was issued in 1649 by the bookseller whaessthe
Quaker publications of the period, viz., Giles Gutvof London,
who, as we know, was also the publisher and in scases even
co-signatory of the pamphlets of the “Levellerg] [

According to Quaker doctrine, this “inner illumirat” can only
come as a result @bncentrationof the thoughts on God, for which
purpose neither a learned sermon nor a liturgyecessary. On the
contrary, a professional learned priesthood, appdiandoaid by
the State, is an evil; everyone shall preach, threrahe shall say
what he has to say, whom the inner voice promptsldoso
andwheneveit prompts him to, whether he be a man of edunatio
or not. Fox and the first Quakers inveighed withl fanaticism
against a priesthood paid out of public funds. Ré&gek instances
occurred when Quakers entered churches and shaitdte
preacher in the pulpit: “Come down, thou false ptp thou
impostor, thou blind leader of the blind, thidteling!” We read in
Fox’s diary that the priests “trade”, that theylI'séheir Gospel,
that the bells of their “steeple-houses” (the Quskeall not allow
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the name of “church” for any building) resembierket-bells
which call the people together in order that thegtrmay “spread
out hiswares for sal& and “the enormous sums which are obtained
by thistraffic, what other traffic in the world can be compared t
it?” [8] But even without using such invectives,etfQuakers
frequently interrupted preachers, or took the Wadtdr the regular
service was finished and preached to the assemmlidude their
own doctrine. But they did not always get a quiearnng;
sometimes the whole community, and in the majoaotyother
cases the bulk of the inhabitants, showed themsélastile to the
passionate apostles and vented their indignatiothem by ill-
treatment of the most brutal kind. Again and agegnread that the
Quaker apostles were beaten, stoned, kicked, ateh ahe
apostles of the new doctrine, after such an atteimpwin the
people, would be lying unconscious on the groumdijskd and
bleeding, for hours, until some charitable souktpity on them.
The sequel was in most cases an inquiry beforesacduof the
Peace, ending with the Quakers being sentencedinkes,f
imprisonment, and whipping. All other sects takegether did not
at that time supply half as many inmates to thegms as the
“Professors of Light”. [9]

The rejection of the letter led the Quakers, amaotingr things, to
reject the strictly literal conception of tlsabbath restwhich was
observed by the other Puritans, whom they oftemoragal on
account of their “Judaizing tendencies”. As regaadseticism in
their mode of life, they outstripped all other sedhey strictly
prohibited all boisterous amusements and everyrjyxand the
peculiar and severely plain dress retained by tfeera long time
is well known. They interpreted the Sermon on theuht literally.
They would suffer the severest penalties rathem thke an oath.
They likewise rejected the Church sacraments
of Baptism Communion andHoly Matrimony Their cult, in some of
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its forms, was extremely rationalistic; they asskibin plain
meeting-houses, where they gave themselves up ligious
meditation. [10] Following the precepts of the Semmon the
Mount, they repudiatedar andforcible resistance and however
impracticable their ideas may sound, it cannotdm@et! that when
endeavouring to carry them out the early Quakeeguently
displayed heroic strength of character. Men who halped to
fight Cromwell’s battles bore quietly the worst talities from
excited ruffians, and risked death rather thanrktbemselves. A
training of character was further supplied by thaie to address
everyone as “thou”, and not to doff their hats nyane; the first
because they considered it tantamount to a lie ddress an
individual as if he represented a plural numbed #re second
because equal respect was dualltenen whether poor or rich,
high or low, and that it was therefore an unwordity to bow to
any man. [11] The judges and other authorities;afrse, took a
different view from that of the Quakers, and in mmoases cast
them into prison for “contempt of court”, and fremily had them
whipped into the bargain. And prison, where thekbaf the
inmates were vagrants covered with vermin and oaisi
generally proved to the Quakers veritable hells on
earth. [12] Nevertheless, they stuck to this ruithwon tenacity;
it was not relaxed under the pressure of persewutibut only
after the Quakers had succeeded in gaining for sbbmes
political toleration and social acknowledgment. tAmlbeit no
Reason can be given why we should be Persecuted tmp®
account, especially b@hristiang who profess to follow the Rule of
Scripture, whose Dialect this is; yet it would pmsh seem
incredible, if 1 should relate how much we havefexgd for this
thing, and how these Proud Ones hiaveed, fretted
andgnashedheir Teeth, frequentlyeatingandstriking us, when we
have spoken to them in tlséingular Number Whereby we are the
more confirmed in our Judgment, as seeing thatTdsgmony of
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Truth, which God hath given us to bear in all thingsthdeo vex
the Serpentine Nature in tdildren of Darknesg Thus wrote the
most prominent exponent of Quakerism, Robert Bgrséanior, in
his principal work, published in 167Bn Apology for the True
Christian Divinity, as the Same is Held Forth antedhed, by
the People, called in Scorn, Quaké4sh Edition, pp. 528, 529).

A further source of persecution was the Quakerssipent refusal
to pay tithes. Among all the more important setisytupheld

most consistently the principle that religion wapravate matter.

And certainly greater moral courage was requirecafomember of
a moderately numerous sect, mainly composed of ragsrdf the

poorer classes, of the “vulgar” (Hume), to refus@dy taxes, than
for John Hampden, when supported by more thanthalhation,

to refuse to pay ship-money.

The constitution of the Quaker communities was dhghly
democratic; it was modelled, in its cardinal feagjrupon that of
the early Christian communities, and presents ladl éssential
characteristics to be found in the communities lo¢ tmore
consistent among the Anabaptists, viz., regular timge for
exercising discipline and moral censorship, setlilisputes, and
regulating financial affairs. From these local nmgd the
organization (which grew but gradually) extendshe quarterly
district meetings and the annual general meetirigdhe whole
community.

The writings of Fox and of the better-known advesabf early
Quakerism reveal no distinct social or economidézies; they
are of a purely religious and ethical character.etwbar and to
what extent communistic tendencies were propagabedng the
early Quakers, or certain sections of themclhydestine teaching
is difficult to ascertain. [13] The only thing cair is that at a very
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early date they established among themselves aniaagsystem
of charitable relief and the more prosperous among their members
exhibited in this respect a noteworthy spirit ofcrdice.
Significantly enough, a beginning was made withréfief of the
victims of coercion and persecutiohut soon this was followed by
arrangements for the relief pfor and sickmembers of the
community. [14] anything beyond this was utterlypmacticable
during the period of propaganda; even avowedly camstic
sects were obliged, unless special circumstancesifad a fuller
community of goods or incomes, to limit the rediiaa of their
ideal in practice to the relief of the poor.

On the other hand, it was possible to apply comsmni
to education and we may observe in the case of the Quakers a
feature that is peculiar to all the communistictsexf the period,
namely, a contempt for academic learning combing&d & great
interest in education. Barclay the elder, for ins&g in the book
already quoted, after condemning theatres, dan@pgrts, and
other diversions as detracting from true Christigmnentions as
permissible amusements the following: to visitrids, to read or
hear history, to converse soberly on the eventhepresent or of
the past, to engage in gardening, to make georaktaad
mathematical experiments and the like. [15] Fox,hia letters,
never tires of impressing upon his friends the irtgoace of
educating the young. The first years of their pggrala, however,
were not a favourable time for the promotion oftpurpose. The
numerous persecutions exhausted all the resouréeshe
“friends”; their most capable members were altexiyain prison;
and many of their followers were inclined to beéethat the
“inner light” compensated for all knowledge excépat required
for daily pursuits.
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It was only gradually that much of what we haverbdescribing
took definite shape as the Quaker movement, ance dambe
generally recognized as such. Originally, in thg ia similar
movements, the negative side, the protest — in dhge protest
against the establishment of new hierarchies —wpgermost. It
was during this early period of fermentation andspeution, in
some respects marking its very climax, that the efamNaylor
episode occurred.

2. James Naylor, the King of Israel

James Naylor was the son of a comfortable farmekrasley, a
village near Wakefield. He received a good eduoat@and in
1642, when aged about twenty-five (and alreadynailfaman),
his enthusiasm prompted him to join the Parliamgnéamy. His
conduct as a soldier was blameless, and his supetio included
Major-General Lambert, subsequently gave him thet baf
characters. While in the Army he went over to thdependents,
and gave religious addresses which, like his sulms#gspeeches,
were full of eloquence, depth, and power. An offie¢ho heard
him preach after the bloody battle of Dunbar ontSmaber 3,
1650, subsequently wrote that “he had been inspiiéd greater
fear by Naylor's sermon than he had felt in theléaif Dunbar”.
Soon after the battle of Dunbar Naylor obtaineddischarge on
account of illness, and returned home in orderttend to his
farm. In 1651 he heard George Fox preach, and lyusckbraced
his ideas, which, as we have shown, expressed twbasands of
disappointed enthusiasts were feeling at the tim¢he spring of
1652, while following the plough, he suddenly feithin himself
the “call” to work, like Fox, as an itinerant préaec, for the
propagation of the new doctrine, and he at onceestaon his
journeyings. He met Fox in Lancashire, where arm@rddherent
had been gained to their cause at Swarthmore,Uiearstone, in
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the person of the wife of Judge Fell, a granddaargbhf Ann
Askew, the martyr, and her house became the cehthe Quaker
organization. [16]

As early as in the late autumn in the same yeatdlayas called
to account at Orton, Westmoreland, for having predc a
“blasphemous” sermon. He had said, among othegshithat the
body of Christ after the resurrection was to bestalts being “not
carnal but spiritual”, and refusing to recant, heswvkept in prison
for nearly six months. Out of a sum of five poundkich
Margaret Fell sent for his sustenance, he accepidwentieth
part and refused the rest. Like many other Quakeranposed on
himself an ascetic mode of life.

A sample of the opinions then held by Naylor, andllastration
of the general political disillusionment, is to fsaind in one of
Naylor's pamphlets, dated from 1652, and entitleth
Lamentacion (By one of England’s Prophets) OverRlunes of
this oppressed Nacionmfo be deeply layd to heartby Parliament
and Army, and all sorts of People, lest they bepsvesvay with
the Broom of Destruction, in the Day of Lord’s fierwrath and
Indignation, which is near at hand. Written by Mevings of the
Lord in James Naylor.” It begins with the words:H'@&ngland!
how is thy expectation failed now after all thyvads! The people
to whom Oppression and Unrighteousness hath beBarden,
have long waited Deliverance, from one year to laeotbut none
comes, from one sort of men to another ... Foroagep hath come
into the hands of men, it hath been turned intdewvice, and the
will of men is brought forth instead of Equity He that turns from
iniquity iIs made a prey to the wicked, and noneslayto heart
through the nation, for all hearts are full of oggsion, and all
hands are full of violence, their houses are fillgth oppression,
their streets and markets abound with it, their @owhich shd
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afford remedy against it are wholly made up of untlg and

injustice ... Oh! Foolish People ... are not thisechoicest of thy
Worthies, who are now in power? Hath it not beentthp of thy

desires and labors to see it in their hands, aadhat they now
become weak as other men, and the Land still imairebut

nothing brought forth but wind?” No reliance coulrefore be
placed on men, nor could any hope beset upon araadin in the
government, but improvement could only follow thdtiwation of

the right spirit. This attitude of mind maybe ohsal after all

great political reactions. The most striking modexample of it
may be found in the works of Tolstoy, who may bealbed as a
Russian Quaker of the late nineteenth century.

After finishing his term of imprisonment Naylor ahce resumed
his missionary activity, and early in 1655 camé.émdon, where
a fairly strong Quakers’ community already existeiis fervent,

stirring speech soon made him their favourite spea&knd even
outside the narrower circle of Quakerism he atthittea certain
degree of fame. He moved in circles where he memprent

representatives of the Republicans who were theposipg

Cromwell, such as Bradshaw, Sir Henry Vane, andrsthand on
the other hand many of these, and even membersamhvzzll's

“Court”, visited the Quaker meetings where Naylgoolee.

Eventually a Naylor cult grew up, especially amdhg female
members of the Quaker community. People would heaime but
him, and would interrupt the addresses of those kdw hitherto
been leaders of the community. Naylor had to beckhef speaker,
the principal representative. He himself resistadsbme time, but
in the end this adulation proved too much for himthe summer
of 1656 Naylor set out for Launceston, where Foxs vilaen

imprisoned, in order to discuss with him more fultg differences
which had arisen in London, and which probably hefdrence to
the attitude to be adopted towards contemporariiqsol Several
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of his admirers insisted on accompanying him, ahnds this

journey tended to assume a Messianic aspect. Th&aDgospel,
with its mystical idea of the inner light, did nmteclude this. The
inner light, the divine illumination, varied in trerength of its
manifestations. Why should not James Naylor withdrithralling
eloquence be called to perform a special work? \&tguld not
the Spirit manifest itself in him with the same mvas in the Son
of Mary? The Quakers were Christians in the senkdhe

teachings of primitive Christianity, but during tlearliest days
very heretical views obtained among them concernihg

Godhead of the person of Christ.

In the West of England, in the centres of the clatlustry, the
new doctrine had made rapid strides. It was redp#gs early as in
1654, that the Quaker meetings in Bristol were gb\attended by
three to four thousand persons. The actual numberembers of
course was much smaller than this, but neverthlessy

considerable in proportion. In a town of a littleveo thirty

thousand inhabitants they had, in 1658, over sewendred

members, most of whom were mechanics. Among theiessl of

the garrison also they had many adherents, and svae of the
officers were favourably disposed towards them.

When Naylor, on his journey to Launceston, pasdadugh
Bristol, demonstrations naturally took place, ahdven came to
disturbances from which, however, nothing followedet in
Exeter Naylor was arrested and cast into prisoa dssturber of
the peace and agitator. But this only increaseéduilsority among
his admirers. Women praised him in their letters the
incomparable champion and “only son” of God, anckirth
husbands improved upon this in their postscriptse fusband of
Hannah Stranger wrote: “Thy name shall no longeddmaes but
Jesus”, while Thomas Simmonds called Naylor “Thamb of
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God”. They visited him in prison, and the women @iglwn before
him and kissed his feet. A certain Dorcas Eburglpproclaimed
that she had been lying dead for two days, anddddd called
her to life again. Towards the end of October he lmerated, and
Fox too having meanwhile been set free (he hadedidlaylor in
prison, but no understanding had been arrived th8, return
journey was entered upon. First they made for &ridtlaylor
being on horseback, and his companions either raeduat on
foot. Already at Glastonbury and Wells garments been spread
on the road and shawls waved, but when they arrwaeidide
Bristol the procession became an imitation of Glsrientry into
Jerusalem. Naylor was quiet, but his companiongy daqmns,
“Hosannah in the highest”, “Holy, Holy, Holy”, etdnfortunately
for them, England was not Palestine. The rain mbutewn in
torrents, and Naylor's companions had to wade kiesg along
the quagmire-like roads. Rain acts as a deterrentalt
manifestations, even “Messianic” ones, and thigsrabably why,
when the procession had entered Bristol, its hewmdd be
arrested without any trouble. Even as it was, lasgmvds had
assembled in spite of the rain. The local autresiippear to have
been reluctant to keep Naylor long in Bristol orbigng him to
trial there. After a first hearing, he with six etk were sent to
London on November 10th in order to be finally likand judged
by the House of Commons as an extraordinary madtafatlis
case occupied for weeks almost the whole time dtahtéon of
the Second Parliament of the Protectorate, whiath dvay just
assembled. The matter was first inquired into byoanmittee of
fifty-five members, who, after meeting four timegported to
Parliament; thereupon, on December 6th, Naylor tnied at the
bar of the House, and two days afterwards was fayuilly of
“abominable blasphemy”, whereupon the House delfateseven
days as to whether sentence of death should bed43]
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On December 16th the more lenient view prevaile®®yagainst
82 votes. But the punishment still proved severeugh — so
severe, in fact, that its execution had to be infed. On
November 18th Naylor was to be exposed in the milfor two

hours, whipped through the streets of London by hhrgman,
then pilloried again, his tongue was then to bdopated with a
hot iron, and the letter B (Blasphemer) and branded his

forehead. He was then to be taken to Bristol coteduthrough the
town seated backwards on a horse, and whippedthemkgh the
town. Finally, he was to be sent to penitentiampd eeing
prohibited altogether from any use of the pen, degendent for
his sustenance on the proceeds of his own work piaking

oakum — he was to be kept in met solitary confingnas long as
Parliament pleased.

Naylor had not uttered anything during his examamateyond
what he and other Quakers had said on previoussmrsaas to
the power of the “inner light”, and as regards tieenage done to
him he declared it was not meant to apply to histahdeing, but
to God speaking through him. He suffered the pumesfts
inflicted on him with the stoicism of a fanatic. Bus friends did
not look on idly. When, after the first whippingajor was so
lacerated that the further execution of the semtelnad to be
postponed, petitions in his favour literally pouiad- among the
number, some from people of influence such as @blSaroope —
so that Cromwell himself was prompted to ask Paudiat for the
grounds of the verdict. This question led to alfertday’s debate
by the House, before the termination of which, hosvea further
part of the sentence was executed upon Naylor, pezforation of
the tongue and branding. His adherents stood rthendcaffold in
great numbers, while one of them, Robert Rich, echant, stood
beside him, and held a placard over Naylor's hdedring the
words: “This is the King of the Jews”, which was$,course, torn



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 250

up by the hangman’s assistants. After the completadding Rich
threw himself over Naylor, stroked his hair, kissesl hands, and
endeavoured to suck the fire from the burnt wowthkers pushed
forward in order to kiss his hands or feet — inrghwe was still the
divine messenger. Moreover, during the mocking rideough

Bristol Rich and other Quakers rode in front of Mayand sang
hymns which had reference to Christ.

There is no need to deny the religious charactehisf ecstatic
outbreak — religion, and above alfiis religion, provided an outlet
for the tension caused by the proceedings on tl&cpb stage.
We are dealing with the period when Cromwell's aegppower
was at its zenith. Monarchical risings had beerpsegsed, and
had afforded an occasion for having the countryiachtered by
military Deputies, viz., th&lajor-Generals Shortly after their
appointment Naylor's procession to Bristol took gaela Was it
meant to be the prelude to a revolt, or was itndésl as a counter-
demonstration? We can scarcely imagine that Naglwd his
friends, nearly all of whom were recruited from amgahe most
advanced elements of the political world, were fiedent to
passing events, and it is still more difficult t@onceive that
Parliament should have devoted weeks and montlisigcaffair
unless they suspected that some movement hostiletexisting
order of things was hidden beneath the religiowslcl In this
respect the express prohibition in the sententlkeofise of the pen
by Naylor during his imprisonment is very signiinta[18]

Such a prohibition, and so appalling a punishmewotld not be
pronounced against a man who is considered inSAfee.may
mention that Quakers subsequently endeavoured faiex
Naylor's ride to Bristol as being an act of tempgranental
derangement, and other authors also speak of hmplsias a
madman. But Naylor's writings and letters show mac¢ of
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mental aberration. Moreover, Ellwood states thayltia even
after his discharge from solitary confinement (whoertainly was
not calculated to cure mental aberration), showadsélf a
debater of the first order. “James Naylor interpg&i he writes of
a debate which took place in 1659, “handled thgestilwith so
much perspicuity and clear demonstration that l@asoning
seemed to be irresistible.” Contemporary Quakeaéd Naylor's
case as one of passing spiritual intoxication, amdact his
madness did not amount to more than this. How n@inyhe
followers shared this infatuation we will not stimpexamine.

A further circumstance typical of the general divais that even
before Naylor’'s affair had quite disappeared frowm orders of the
day this Parliament addressed itself to the secmmstion which
dominated the session, that is, the constitutiaange which
aimed at creating a new Peers’ Chamber and comdetinie regal
dignity on Cromwell. It is true that in the meanéirSindercomb’s
plot had been discovered. It was only in deferéodfe Army, in
which republican, or perhaps the anti-monarchicglirit still
predominated, that Cromwell was constrained to ideckthe
crown. Otherwise he might have safely accepteditie great
majority of citizens were apathetic, and longeddeace. A firmly
established government, which could promise tosfatihis
longing, was certain of the approval of these @asMany of the
aristocrats and gentry and municipal corporatiémsnerly hostile
to Cromwell, now went over to his side in ever easing
numbers, as he represented the cause of ordee Wialbulk of
peasants and petty citizens were indifferent albat form of
government. No one cared any longer to risk his &ki the cause
of Charles Stuart, nor would anyone have caredstoir for the
preservation of the republic save a handful of esitists. These
were not dangerous in civil life, but in the Armlyey, and the
schemers who relied on their support, could nagbered. [19]
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In the person of Naylor, who was discharged fromagor in 1659,
and died soon after, in 1660, the extreme politsaaition among
the Quakers lost its principal representative. €hgrvidence that
this section did not disappear all at once, but theontinued to
exist for a considerable time. It tended more amotemo be
supplanted by Fox’s supporters. While Naylor's stsice was
broken in prison, the spirit of rebellion among tHeends”
outside was likewise crushed. From 1656 to 1658ess than
three thousand Quakers were imprisoned for longeshorter
periods — let us pause a moment to consider wigtritbant to so
young a movement. It was bound to divert all itergg in one
distinct direction, and in view of the apparentiliiyt of all
political endeavours, this could only be the etigiligious
direction. In 1659 the political tendency flared fop the last time
in the petition already referred to “for the godd cause of the
Commonwealth”, but after the Restoration the Quak&came so
non-political as to be the only non-Catholic setiich approved
of the toleration manifesto issued by James Ilawofir of the
Catholics.

But they still had to suffer many persecutions un@karles II.

The insurrection of the adherents of the “Fifth Muaorhy” in

January 1661 (Venner and his associates) once oawsed all
extreme sectarians to be suspected of politicaigins. All

subjects were ordered to take an oath of loyaltyl @as Quakers
refused to take any oath, they also declined t@ tdiks, and
thereby incurred one punishment after the other.

Notwithstanding all this, they continued to increalt the time of
the Great Plague (1665) their number, in Londonalonust have
amounted to at least ten thousand, and althoughg bhiefly

recruited from the lower classes, they would propdtave had
the very highest death-rate, besides having atirakks a large
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percentage of emigrants to record, their numbert wansteadily

increasing up to about the year 1680. But fromntlmenent when

they enjoyed full official recognition as a relig® community,

their numbers began to decline, at first slowlyt later on at an
ever increasing rate. At the present moment, &t leaEurope,

they may be said to be dying out. Among all the eniomportant

religious communities of the epoch of the Revolutioone has so
bravely borne persecutions as the Quakers. Whilati®a and

Independents temporized, the Quakers practisedvpassistance
in such a manner as to have, we may well say, #netlworn out

their persecutors. But to none of those ChurchdéseoRevolution

has the toleration obtained, and the equalitygiits subsequently
gained, proved so fatal as to the Quakers.

3. The Economic and Social Aspects of Quakerism

We have already mentioned that the Quakers prodegida very
early date to organize a system for the reliefr@f persecuted
among them. But as their communities became margaot, this

form of relief tended to be supplemented by theetelf poor and

incapacitated members. We need scarcely add tisaingtitution

became a source of great anxiety and much unpleesanto the
community, but no doubt many will be surprisedfit, to hear

that it was just on this account that the numbetheir poorer

members decreased most. Nevertheless, on closairet®on this

seems feasible enough.

Even during the period of persecutions people wenepted to
enrol as “friends” simply in order to obtain reliedudulently, that
is to say, to live at the expense of the enthusiascdevotion of
others. But these were isolated instances whichdcba easily
controlled. But as persecution slackened and itaimec less
dangerous to be a Quaker, there was greater teamptatobtain,
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as a Friend, assistance, which was far more litibeal the public
poor relief. In this way the Quaker communities evat a very
early date confronted with an actual problem ofgber, and it is
interesting to read in Barclay the younger what d@ase in order
to cope with the difficulties encountered in thisspect. The
problem was not solved with the raising and distidn of relief
funds, but involved settling principles of distritmn, exercising
some control as to the merits of the recipient, praviding a
check against lazy and false brethren. What had lzgadly
offered, under the pressure of persecutions, aagcaof charity,
now that the pressure had ceased, was in many siasely felt as
an imposed duty, or else a less lenient view wéaenteof the
matter because it was seen that the relief fretueeimoralized
rather than afforded actual help. In addition ts,tlguestions of
jurisdiction arose, as to whether a community sthanimediately
be liable to relieve a newly arrived member, or thke this duty
should not devolve upon the community to which kd hitherto
belonged. As early as in 1693 we find mentionedhareport of
the national annual meeting, how many poor “friéntsd
migrated from the country to London and becameetlzeburden
to the community. In 1710 a complete poor law systeas
created for the members of the association of ritis.
Regulations were made as to domicile for purpos$eselef, and
new arrivals were scrutinized with somewhat moigcat eyes.
Meanwhile, however, the society itself became nrespectable.
Its austere manners and sobriety, the still clageesion of its
members, explained why the Quakers developed irgoy v
successful men of business. This was observed toabe
characteristic feature of the Lollards. Asceticisma commercial
virtue, and was particularly so before the risethdd wholesale
industry, in social conditions, where new forturvesre in fact
very frequently made by saving.



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 255

In a polemical pamphlet published about the end thod

seventeenth century against Quakerism, enfittezl Snake in the
Grass we read: “For tho’ the Quakers, at first leftitHeouses and
Families, to run about and Preach: and cry’d dowshé&s when
they had none; yet since that time, they have @Grigammon, as
hard as any of their neighbours, and now call RicheGift and
Blessing from God.” [20]

The same thing is enunciated in other words intterl@ublished
in 1699 from the pen of William Edmundson, the QaraKAnd as
our number increased it happened that such a smnte in
amongst us as was amongst the Jews when they catmef o
Egypt, and this began to look back into the waaldl] traded with
the credit which was not of its own purchasing, atrid/ying to be
great in the riches and possessions of this wotldXury had
developed, people had built themselves fine howgee wearing
fine clothes, had begun to enjoy luscious and adincheals, and
were most “uncomely” smoking tobacco [21] But evanother
respects the comparison with the Jews is by no sneepposite,
and is a pretty example of how, in the course dftony,
movements will always develop differently, and aoften a
diametrically opposite way, to what their originattad planned.
Even Barclay the elder still represents Quakerissn baing
primarily a reaction against the “Judaizing” spoitthe Puritans
then in power. But their principles, copied frominutive
Christianity, forbade them the cultivation of firmets, and their
early traditions even caused the great bulk of theembe
indifferent to sciences. They were precluded frootupying
public offices by their objection to taking oatlisey were obliged
to forgo all chance of lucrative Government offickgings, etc.,
while drinking and sports were strictly prohibitedthem; hence it
was almost unavoidable that they should direct thble energy
towards money-making pursuits, and notwithstandnegy ethical
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principles [22] become as dangerous commerciallsrias were
the Jews. In the seventeenth and eighteenth cest@uakers
played a role in agriculture too, some being piosied modern
agriculture [23], but after 1760 the refusal to pilyes was made
obligatory among the Friends, and hence there redafor the
farmers and yeomen among them no alternative bernigrate, to
move to town and engage in trade, or else to ldaeommunity
of Friends. Some did the first and some the latied then the
agricultural Quaker disappeared in England. Ondter hand,
the list of famous English Quakers includes manyinent
bankers, one of the greatest of whom was Gurneypswh
bankruptcy in 1866 made a world-wide stir.

With their increasing commercial success the Qualeaquired
another Jewish characteristic, the incapacity ss lof inclination
to make proselytes.

These developments were of course only in gerrmgdurie period
with which we are dealing, but the movement hadaaly begun
to lose its proletarian character. More caution whaserved in
admitting working men, and the working men receive the
community, or at least the children of such workingn, would
generally soon cease to be proletarians.

The children received in the Quakers’ schools, loough the
school funds of the Quakers, a better educatiom tina average of
working men’s children, as well as better advanadraéierwards,
and would then attain to a good “bourgeois” positigarly in the
eighteenth century the peasant and wage-earningeate still

predominated, to such an extent that the Friendieraa attempt
to establish employment registries. But althoughrkimg-class
members of the Quaker sect might improve their econ

situation, and were enabled to bring up their ckitddto a social
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position superior to their own, Quakerism, by \artwf its
asceticism, its political passiveness, and its gerguietism, lost
its attraction for those working men in whom thencoercial spirit
had not taken sufficient root. Moreover, as Rowatpeints out,
the generous relief system of the Quakers prevahiedpread of
Quakerism among working men, who were reluctanbii, lest
they might be suspected of being animated by margen
motives. [24]

In short, the proletarian Quaker was overtakenlinpst the same
fate as the agrarian Quaker. He has not yet qistpgdeared, but
has become @ra avis According to Rowntree’s calculation, the
Friends, during the first half of last century, haat a third of the
average number of poor and indigent members wilgcbording
to the ratio of their total number to the entirepplation, they
should have had. The number of their rich memhbmrghe other
hand, would be considerably more than three timesxcess of
the average.

Why Quakerism was subsequently unable to make aage m
proselytes among the prosperous classes scarcejyirage
explanation. It required an enthusiasm, such ak€yisa of itself
was no longer able to evoke, in order to induceeanber of the
bourgeois classes to join a community with suchujp@ccustoms
as were maintained by the Quakers as late as #seqrcentury.
Its religious principles had lost their significanabove all to the
modern bourgeois. What is the use, to him, of igio#l which is
neither the established one of the State, noredondich has any
influence on the masses, which has neither fineatt®s nor any
distinguished or highly gifted preachers, whica rationalistic
enough for the “cultured” spirit of our times ngmwbolic enough
to fascinate the surfeited mind? In short, Quakeri®-day
vegetates simply as a survival from former dayst &though
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Quakerism since the end of the seventeenth cerftasy been
steadily decreasing in membership, it still exedeagteat influence
in the eighteenth and in the early part of the t@aeth century —
not as a political, but as philanthropicmovement, and the
philanthropic movement was certainly useful at metiwhen
industrial capitalism, then in its youthful vigounas ruthlessly
exploiting a working class not yet strong enoughofter an
organized resistance. We find Quakers taking a jprem part in
all great reform movements of the eighteenth centBoth in
England and America they were the pioneers and ntost
indefatigable champions of the anti-slavery movermtey were
in the forefront of the movements for the reforntteé penal code
and prison reform. Eminent protagonists of sciearog education,
and subsequently also of political reform, issueanftheir ranks.
We meet with Quakers in the Chartist movement, rizgia,
conformably to their doctrines, to the “moral far@ection, yet
labouring assiduously for the cause, and we alsd @Quakers
among the Owenites.

When in 1809 Robert Owen was in danger of havingbandon
his scheme for the benefit of the working peopldNefv Lanark
because his partners demanded this sacrifice imtéeest of their
profit, it was (apart from Jeremy Bentham) none Quakers and
sons of Quakers who provided the capital for thetinaation of
his reforms. One of them, William Allen, caused @wauch
trouble, mainly, however, on account of religiouedences. Of
his other associates from the ranks of the Friemdsl more
especially of a certain John Walker, who had ire@430,000 in
the concern, Owen speaks in his autobiographyrma®f highest
acknowledgment. And a circumstance which is woréntioning
is the fact thabeforeOwen went to New Lanark, two young
Quakers with whom he was intimate in Manchesterattye
influenced his intellectual development. One of sthe who
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subsequently achieved great fame in the sciemifidd, was the
chemist, John Dalton. It is a peculiar coincidemicat Owen’s
other fellow-student (who was then twenty-one ye#rage) at
Manchester College, described by Owen himself &s iftiimate

friend” [25], was a Quaker, and bore the name afistéinley — the
same name as that of the most pronounced commahiie

Cromwellian era. It is not altogether unlikely tHs may have
been a descendant of the “True Leveller” Winstankdyo was, as
we know, a Lancashire man.

But between Gerrard Winstanley and Owen theresisya have
already mentioned, another Quaker, John Bellers.

Footnotes

1. It is an extract, published for party purposesn a French work (by Guy du
Brez) on the Anabaptists of Munster, “translatei iBnglish for the benefit of
his countrymen by J.S.” (Joshua Scotton).

2. See, for instance, the excellent work alreadgdciof H. WeingarterDie
Revolutionskirchen Englands where both the spiritual relation of the Quakers
to the German Anabaptists and the original revohaiy character of Quakerism
are treated with keen perception. Most of the Ehgkssays on the history of
Quakerism neglect the latter point, while the wgs of the Quakers themselves
and their friends studiously endeavour to effadettadt might serve to throw
doubts on the purely religious-ethical charactethef original movement, or else
they treat any such symptoms as mere vagariesngfesindividuals. But even
they point out the relation existing between theakaus’' ideas and those of the
Anabaptists, or, going still farther back, of thelMénses and their predecessors.
Thus, among others, Robert Barclaylime Inner Life of the Religious Societies
of the Commonwealth(London, 1876); William Tallack i&George Fox, the
Friends and the Early Baptists(London, 1868); further, W. Beck ifhe
Friends, Who They Are and What They Have DonéglLondon, 1893). Tallack,
in fact, does not hesitate to write; “And no friemged be ashamed of tracing his
spiritual ancestry to Baptists and Anabaptist&ven those Munster men were
rebels against the cruelty of German tyrants, whaygaressions over the souls
and bodies of the commonalty ... were often, withexaggeration, diabolical.
They failed and were rebels. Had they conquered wmuld have styled them
heroes and patriots. Their rebellion was ferocibesause their oppressors had
been far more ferocious” (Tallack, pp.84, 85),
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3. A letter, reprinted in thElarleian Miscellany, from a Frenchman who came to
London in 1659, expresses the greatest horroreagrdat spread of atheism in the
capital of the insular realm.

4. “Thus, during the war, a peaceful village chuwehas often startled by the
violent entrance of a band of these military refershp who ordered the priest to
close his prayer-book and come down from the repdesk, with terrible threats
if he disobeyed. If he complied, their errand wasal... One other occasion, after
discharging the preacher from the pulpit, a gifseother would assume his place,
and hold forth to the astonished auditories suclmdmaus revelations as had
never entered their hearts to imagine ... Occabyoradso the doctrines of these
teachers were illustrated by practical exampleshviiere not always convenient
to the taught. To show that the birds of the airengiven as a common property
to the dominion of the saints, they sometimes destetl a harmless dovecot. To
enforce the duty of even modern Christians to absteom eating things
strangled’, they would, in a march, reject the fowhich had been got ready for
their dinner in the houses upon which they werertqued, because their hosts
had killed the poultry in the usual fashion by timng their necks; and would
themselves go to the barn-yard and prepare madoalan orthodox meal by
chopping off the heads arid pouring out the bloddalb the hens, geese, and
turkeys that remained. To burn the Bible itsel§oalbefore the eyes of a horror-
struck assembly was sometimes the daring act ofvildest of these sectarians,
to show that their inward light was superior tovatltten revelation” (Macfarlane
and ThomsonThe Comprehensive History of Englandvol. vi. p.749).

5. “There is no feature of Fox’s character morekisiy than his absolute
separation from all the political aims and objeofsthe men of his time”
(Barclay,loc. cit., p.193). “Keep out of the powers of the earth” Fegeatedly
exhorted his followers.

6. This name, according to some is derived fromfaleé that Fox in his itinerant
preaching called upon his hearers to hear the wbthe Lord with “quaking’ ,
while others derived it from the fact that the pssfors of the new doctrine in
their prayer meetings frequently fell into religioecstasies with trembling and
convulsions. According to an anecdote, a judge wiamx addressed with the
above-mentioned words replied: “Then you are Qu&Keland the name is
supposed to be derived from this episode. Foxdipgeared in the character of an
agitator in 1649, In the church at Nottingham heerirupted the preacher, who
admonished the congregation to test all doctringhayBible, with the words,
“Oh no, it is not the Scripture by which opinionsdareligions should be tested,
but the Holy Ghost, for it was the Spirit that leebple to truth and revealed it to
them.”

7. Bbhme or Behmen (1575-1624) was, like Fox, aestaker by trade, and
undoubtedly was under the influence of the secSdfiwenkfeldians, whose
doctrine resembles that of the Quakers. Many ofdliswers had fled to Holland
and England during the Thirty Years War.

8. Journal of Fox, edition of 1891, vol. i. p.11'7.
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9. A memorial addressed to Parliament in 1657 sHotlwat between 1651 and
1656 no less than 1,900 Quakers were sent to priesosh twenty-onéied in
prison This was the time when John Lilburne joined theakgrs; certainly a sign
that this step did not constitute a humble submiisg the authorities.

Between 1661 and 1697 no less than 13,562 Qualaresimprisoned, 338 died,
either in prison or from the effects of ill-treatnme 198 were transported
(Barclay,The Inner light, etc., p.475).

10. But during the time of the first enthusiasnséldom happened that no one
was “moved by the Spirit” to speak. Subsequentlynimers who obviously had a
“call”, that is, who had proved efficient apostlegre specially appointed and
paid for proclaiming the true doctrine. But anythilike a hierarchy or any

monopoly of preaching was strictly avoided.

11. The reader will remember, in this connectidie behaviour of Winstanley
and Everard in April 1649, i.e. before Fox's puldjgpearance.

12. In the everyday private intercourse also thmsigent use of “thou,” and the
refusal to doff the hat to anyone, for a long tibmeught the Quakers continually
into much and serious trouble. Apart from Fox, wayrfind significant instances
of this in the autobiography of Thomas Ellwood bintemporary, which, in
many respects, affords us much insight into theiakdde and the internal
condition of Quakerism of the period. “The counglesutobiographies and
pamphlets of the early Quakers, from the time ofeBane’s Parliament to the
Restoration, contain a superabundant quantity ased materials for the social
history of England, the history of the common mamd ghe common people”
(Early Quaker Politics by the Rev. Thos. Hancock, \Weekly Times and
Echo of February 1896). Mr. Hancock rightly says thataareligious movement
early Quakerism was botlitra-Puritan andanti-Puritan. “They (the Quakers)
said the last word of Puritanism; they were itsré&xte Left.” But by their
proclamation of the Light of Christ within every masimply because heas
man the Quakers “gave a theological basis and impiolghe principle of social
equality, freedom and brotherhood”.

13. On the other hand, as Mr. Hancock states, #wst a number of the earliest
Quaker pamphlets which “show a distinctly sociaigbne of thinking”, and
numerous proofs are extant that Quakers declaimethdir meetings against
private property — in England as well as elsewhiéoe.at a very early period they
sent out apostles of the new doctrine to the Centimnd America. How these
fared in Holland, for instance, we find recordednoag others, in Otto
Pringsheim’'Beitrage zur wirthschaftlichen Entwicklungsgeschicke der
Vereingten Nederlande im 17. u. 18. JahrhundertLeipzig, 1890, pp.65 ff.
Pringsheim relates that in 1657 some Quakers cagreed excitement in Zeeland
and Rotterdam by preaching tladit goods ought to be held in comméte
quotes a bourgeois paper, thellandse Mercurius, of 1657, where the
communistic preachingfthe Quakers is ascribed to the fact that they were
themselves mostly “loafers and paupers”. Thereothing new under the sun. In
Hamburg, where the Quakers had also sent emisstree appeared in 1661 a
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book entitledThe Quaker Abomination — that is, Detestable, Sedius,
Damnable Error of the New Enthusiasts Called Quakes. At Dantzic the trade
guilds demanded the expulsion of the Quakers.

14. “But an excellent order, even in those earlysgdavas practised among the
Friends of that city (London) by which there wertain Friends of either sex
appointed to have the oversight of the prisonseryequarter, and to take care of
all Friends, the poor especially, that should bemdted thither”, is what Th.
Ellwood wrote in 1662, at the same time describdimgvhat manner this was
done. “Friends” is the designation adopted by the&k@rs among each other,
which subsequently became the official denomination

15. Apology, 4th edition, pp.540, 541.

16. After her husband (who had always adopted avment attitude towards the
movement) died in 1670, Margaret Fell married Gedfgx.

17. “Interminable debates about James Naylor —lixgén stupor all the Human
Speech — even in English Parliaments, this Ediésrdver been exposed to ... To
Posterity they sit there as the James-Naylor-Radid” Carlyle loc. cit., Vol.x.).

18.In a speech made by Cromwell in the spring @71on a constitutional
reform under discussion, we find a passage whiaigtiexclusively aimed at the
Quaker doctrines as being, both politicalyd religiously, hostile to the State, at
any rate includes them in this category. The pasgadich is contained in the
address described by Carlyle as Speech 13) speaiisally of some hundreds of
“friends”, who withtheir friends — the “Fifth Monarchy” men — proposed to
override all legitimate powers and threatened alil @nd religious interests.
Cromwell intended to expose both sides of this moaa, but got entangled at
once, speaking of the religious when he proposegpéak of the temporal aspect,
and vice versa. It is just because the two sidéseofjuestion cannot be kept apart
because the movements themselves sometimes p@serdnd sometimes the
other phase. But in the constitutional reform pebjee number of those declared
to beineligible includes, in addition to atheists, revilers ofigiein, etc., allwho
deny the divine institution of sacraments and phiesd

19. Hence the great disappointment of Sexby, theellaxr, when Cromwell
declined the crown. Colonel Titus wrote to Ed. Hyole May 23, 057, that Sexby
was quite altered and melancholy thereat. @2lendar of Clarendon State
Papers vol.iii.) Sexby knew that the only power whichght possibly have been
capable of supplying the elements required for Qvelt's removal was the
Army.

20.The Snake in the Grass 2nd Edition, 1697, pref., p.16, by J. Leslie. In
the Anti Jacobin of September 1798 is a vehement onslaught on thekeéps
based on Leslie’'s book. Both the book and the lartiare full of
misrepresentations, but some of the facts they @ddn order to prove the
inconsistencies of Quaker theories and Quaker ipeactare undeniable, except
that these inconsistencies were the natural reétite contradiction between the
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actual conditions of society and the type of sgcigte Quaker doctrine
presupposes, and not of a particular hypocritizad bf mind in the Quaker.

21. From J.S. Rowntre®uakerism, Past and Present: an Inquiry into the
Causes of its DeclineLondon 1859.

22. Thus the Quakers are credited with having beamly instrumental in
bringing about the system of fixed prices in traatly in the eighteenth century
the Friends in their annual meetings were exhddezhsure genuineness and fair
quality of manufactures and to discountenance edlon of goods. As at that
time they were very strong in Ireland, this injuantis said to have greatly
benefited the Irish linen industry. Many subsequetsite enactments had been
anticipated by the Quakers. Thus as early as ifb B/@esolution of the annual
conference of the Friends prohibited them from liatg salmon or trout during
the spawning season.

23. Thorold Rogerdpc. cit., p.85.

24. Concerning the Quakers’ relief system, SirEden wrote about the end of
the eighteenth century: “The particular economy gondd organization to be
found with the Quakers deserves general imitatipftie State of the Poor
Vol.i, p.588). A very sympathetic but not uncritickescription of the features of
Quakerism is given in the book, Portraiture of the Christian Profusion and
Practice of the Society of Friendsby Thomas Clarkson, the famous crusader
against negro slavery. One chapter (the thirteenththe book deals very
judiciously with the question how far the Quakens @ally to be blamed for their
“money-getting spirit”.

25. Sed.ife, etc., p.36. Owen tells us there that he had with Daltod
Winstanley, “much and frequent interesting disaussiupon religion, morals,
other similar subjects”, and that “occasionally acemitted a friend or two to join
our circle, but this was considered a favour”.
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Chapter XVII
John Bellers, Champion of the
Poor and Advocate of a League
of Nations

I. The College of Industry

All historians who have dealt with the social cdiwtis of

England in the seventeenth century agree thatithatisn of the
poorer classes, more especially that of the aguiall labourers,
from the end of the Commonwealth in 1660 to theselof the
century was invariably bad. The legislation enattedhe restored
monarchy, as far as it concerned the economioofifthe nation,
was throughout class legislation in favour of theag landlords,
and the “revolution” of 1688 only changed this im far as it
admitted the commercial classes to a greater shard¢he

government of the country. The landed class ruled tlee

representatives of their ovand the commercial interests. As far as
the working classes were concerned, this meantaagehfor the
worse in their situation for a long time to comay/eglect under
the Stuart dynasty to promote the interests of phesessing
classes was now remedied. The enactments befaeaefto for
the benefit of the landlords, under Charles II, hbaden

supplemented in 1677 by an Act which declaredealantships to
be short-term leases, in default of the productidntenancy
agreements to the contrary effect. Such agreeméwtsever,

could not be produced in the great majority of sageartly

because no such deeds had ever reached the hathgsfafmers,
and partly because the tenure was based on redgbassed on
from father to son since the feudal times. In sgelses, and
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frequently enough in others, small freeholders farchers were
unable to assert their freehold or leasehold rightaw. Thus the
way was prepared for a transformation of agrariandtions,

under which small could have managed to subsist, sach as
compelled them either to toil like serfs or elsekemaoom for a
capitalist tenant. To make up for this, in additimnthe import
duties on corn, export bounties were fixed lest roapd

cultivation should bring about a greater reductiorihe price of
corn. The situation of small holders and agricalklabourers was
further worsened by the enclosure or monopolizifigfapests,

marsh lands, and heaths by the landlords. Fornfariyers and
agricultural labourers were able to supply theimtgato a great
extent by shooting or snaring game, or to add &ir income by
the sale of game; this, too, was gradually probdbitom the time
of James |, one of the reasons given being thathmog promoted
idleness, which meant that it prevented the lalrsunerking for

the landowner.

The commercial growth and the expanding incomesthef

proprietary classes, of which the economists inl#teer part of
the seventeenth century, such as Sir William Pétigjah Child,
and others, write with rapture [1], brought slenttenefits to a
very small section of the working classes, while #ituation of
the great bulk of them changed for the worse. Fbileaprofits

and prices went up enormously, wages were kept dgwuadicial

assessments. Even if we knew nothing of this freendocuments
extant, this one fact would speak volumes, thatibekly pay of
the private soldier, who, under Cromwell's Commoaitre
received 7s. 6d., in 1685 was 4s. 8d. only. [2] Tdat that men
were willing to enlist at this rate of pay showsitlthe general
condition of the workers must have considerablyedetated.
Wages remained so low that in the country and imekiic

industry they had, in most cases, to be supplerdeyegrants
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from the poor fund. The poor rates assumed colgesglortions,
amounting to over one-third of the whole Governmbuatget.
Charles Davenant estimates the number of poor aggdss in
1696 at nearly one-fourth of the whole populatian;is not
surprising that everybody was debating how to rgnibis state of
things. An entire literature on the problem of thmor and poor
relief sprang up. [3]

In all these essays we may trace two fundamentéiffgrent

views, although they are not always clearly exgds®ne view is
concerned, in the interest of the comfortable esswith finding

means of getting rid of the “pauper plague”, wiiile other aims
at raising the poor for their own sakes, and seekdiscover a
better organization of society. Andrew Tarrantoryrba taken as
a typical representative of the first view, whilet more
humanitarian outlook is best represented by JohhefBethe

Quaker. [4]

John Bellers was born in 1654 of well-to-do parehisnself a
Quaker, he married a Quakeress, as was almostatiygby the
matrimonial traditions of the Friends, and througis marriage
became “Lord of the Manor” of Coln Aldwyns in Glastershire.
Precluded from a political career by belonging teeat which, at
that time, was still ostracized in this respectoleupied himself
with all kinds of studies and philanthropical urtdkmgs. Among
his friends was Wiliam Penn, the famous founder of
Pennsylvania, as well as John Sloane, the physicad
philosopher, whose great institution laid the foatmh for the
establishment of the British Museum. Although ndétaovery
strong constitution, and frequently indisposedatiained the age
of seventy-one years. He died in 1725, one of #st lmen of his
time, and as Marx writes concerning him, “a veilgab
phenomenon in the history of political economy”.
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The first of the publications before us from thenpe Bellers
dates from 1695, one of the seven consecutive yafagsstress,
the notorious “seven lean years”, which befell Emglish working
community at the end of the seventeenth centurg, ahich
depressed the purchasing power of workmen’'s wagesnt
extraordinarily low levelProposals for Raising a College of Industry
of All Useful Trades and Husbandiy the title of Bellers’ essay, but
as a matter of fact, what Bellers has in view lakeur colony or
association. He declares in his essay in two plades he has
selected the name of College of Industry. [5]

On page 11 he says he would rather call it a Celldgan a
Workhouse, because it is a more pleasing name, raackover,
because all kinds of useful instruction can be mgghthere; and
in the concluding chapter, when discussing the atigjes that
might be raised against his plan, he says that Rhmrse”
savoured too much of the “Bridewell”. Nor was thane
“community” considered suitable, because everythimg not to
be in common. College, on the other hand, suggdékteiiea of a
voluntary sojourn. Bellers is fully conscious ofethhybrid
character of his proposal, and clearly indicate$ tonsiderations
of a purely practical nature prevented him fromngofurther.
With truly Quaker-like ingenuousness, in which, lexer, his
opinions reveal themselves enlivened with a certasggish
humour which occasionally recurs in his writinge, dnswers the
guestion as to why the poor, that is to say the&kimgrmen, are not
to have all the profit of the college, by givingetHollowing
reason: “Because the Rich have no other way afdivaut by the
Labour of others; as the Landlord by the Labouhisf Tenants,
and the Merchants and Tradesmen by the Labour ef th
Mechanicks.” However, he advances other reasorsddxe this
concession to the rich, why the college shoulddyeelprofit. In
order to set it to work on a sufficiently large lscenuch money is
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required, and “a thousand Pound is easier raisestavtinere is
Profit, than one hundred Pound only upon ChariBésides, the
more money is put into an undertaking the more ajuae is
offered that people will see to its being propeviyrked so that the
interest therein may not be diminished. But thelega is not
meant to be a benevolent institution, for the adkl#l reason that
the working man, when he enters it, shall havghato it. A
comfortable life at the college is to be “the rictan’sdebtto the
industrious labourer, andt their Charityto them”. Only the
surplus which is left beyond the yieldings requifedthis purpose
Is to go to the capital of the association.

Bellers estimates this capital, for a colony oethhundred able-
bodied persons, at £15,000, provided that the glroisn not

leasehold but freehold, the latter being decidgabferable. (The
calculation is £10,000 for the ground, £2,000 we land other
stock, £3,000 for installations, tools, etc., fdre tindustrial

workmen.) The minimum contribution shall be £25¢v50 shall

entitle to one vote in the Administrative Coundit no one,

however much he may invest, shall have more theanwibtes.

The working population of the college is divided Bgllers, with
regard to its Budget, as follows:

Forty-four industrial workmen (mechanics, etc.)¢liading one
manager and one deputy-manager.

Eighty-two women and girls, who are to do househatdk of all
kinds (including spinning, etc.), as well as dainyrk.

Twenty-four field and other labourers (men and Boyscluding
one manager and his wife.
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Altogether, one hundred and fifty persons whoseualsupplies
all the requirements of the college.

Another ten men will supply, by the produce of thabour, the
requirements of fuel, iron, etc., the labour ofefimore would
supply the rent of the buildings, and that of thiitve more (if
required) the rent for the ground. If no rent ishe paid, the
produce of the work of these latter would be adiethat of the
other hundred workers, constituting the surpluswshdy the
enterprise. But even if the ground was held ondeasly, the
surplus, assuming the value of the yearly prodwrenpan at £10
per annum, would amount to 100 x 10 = £1,000. HareBellers
estimates the average of productive capacity at #t5each
worker.

Bellers states that he has arrived at this estimfatee surplus of
production, which corresponds to a rate of surphisie equal to
300 : 135 = 45 per cent., “from a view of the Natiavhere |
suppose not above Two Thirds, if one Half of thetidda are
useful workers; and yet all have a living”. Furtinere, the college
offers a number of economic advantages. It wowe $he cost of
shops, the maintenance of middlemen and other asseétades,
lawyers’ fees, bad debts, etc.; there would bedaateoon in the
cost of dwellings, heating, cooking, and food tobleeight. Many
women and children would be productive workers, &xs of
time through periodical want of employment couldaveided. In
addition to this, the college would reap the bdneffi a
combination of industry and agriculture. The fiefddling to the
share of the industrial population would be betigitivated than
the allotments of, mechanics would otherwise beabse more
cattle would be kept at the college, and hence mmaneure would
be available, and altogether a more economical nodaorking
would be possible. A further advantage would berd#d by the
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fact that at harvest time not only the actual fialdourers, but also
mechanics and others might assist, and altogetteeravailable
forces might be distributed as required.

Besides abolishing the middleman and avoiding dss kentailed
by the separation of agriculture and manufacturesulject to
which Bellers reverts in another place), the elamtion of
speculation would be an advantage to the college.dreater part
of the production of the members is destined faogirttown
consumption, and whatever is not consumed by theaidyas far
as possible, be employed for stock and for the msipa and
development of the enterprise. The profit is to dseertained
annually and credited to the shareholders accordingheir
investments. It might be drawn out or added to“ghencipal’ as
desired, but no kind of stockjobbing to be allowath the shares
because this “will ruin any good thing”. If any mieen desires to
sell his share, the other shareholders should hiageright of
appointing a purchaser, who would then enjoy tlgdts of his
predecessor. In no case would any surplus arisg alhtthe
requirements of the workers at the college had baemply
provided for in every respect. Contrary to whatanig outside in
ordinary life, where “the Tradesmen are endeavgutinget one
from another what they can; so they ares@dlining the necessity of
the Mechanicknot regarding how little he gets, but to get agim
as they can for themselves”.

At the college the workers, as long as they werthenprime of
their life, should observe the general hours ofkybut “as they
grow in years in the college, they may be allowedliate an Hour
in a Day of their Work, and when come to Sixty yweald (if Merit

prefer them not sooner) they may be made Oversebrdpr ease
and pleasant life, will equal what the Hoards pfigate purse can
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give”. [6] The rules of work should be based on ithies in force
for the time being with the best situated “prergica London.

Further notable institutions of the college are:

The managers and other officials (overseers) ofctiilege, like
the actual workmen, shall be paid in kind, not cash

The dwelling-house of the college shall consistooir wings: one
for the married people; one for single young med bhays; one
for single women and girls; and one for sick andhlid members.
At meals, which are to be taken together, the yquemple, boys
and girls, are to wait alternately.

The workrooms are also to be divided. The young raethe
college shall be apprenticed up to the twenty-fouaind girls up
to the twenty-first year; they may then leave tldege if they
like, or may marry.

At first great care shall be taken to engage a mumabtrustworthy
workers who are likely to set a good example; ttheers may at
first consist of apprentices. They must begin witlung people.
“Old people”, he says in the Introduction, “are elikearthen
vessels, not so easily to be new moulded, yet @nldre more
like clay out of the Pit, and easy to take any fdhmy are put
into.” Hence if the poor should perchance at fisbve brittle”,
the rich who had found the money for the collegeusth not lose
patience. “Seven or fourteen years may bring umgoones that
Life will be more natural to.”

Great value is to be attached to education, noy asl to the
“what” but also as to the “how” thereof. It shathrabine work
with instruction, and endeavour to act more by oblessons than
by theory, more by practice and experience thamoby learning.
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And what children read for instruction they had téetread
together. “Children reading and discoursing onartother, gives a
deeper impression than reading to themselves, membering a
man’s voice longer than his face.” Well-to-do pe&opiay become
boarders at the college at certain fixed contrdngj and on
condition of orderly conduct. Similarly the collegeuld afford
board and education to children of well-to-do pedpk payment,
and to these, too, the combination of work andrurcsion would
be of the utmost advantage. “Seeing others worlspate times
instead of Playing, wd be learning some trade, wuok being
more Labour than Play; and seeing others worknitate them w’
be as much diversion to the children as Play.” déselopment of
bodily strength and skill is as important for tiehras for the poor,
for the learned as for the mechanic. Work and lagrmust go
hand in hand, fofan Idle Learning being little better than the ledng
of Idleness”... “Labour it's a primitive institution of God. .Labour
being as proper for the body’s health as eatirfgrigs living; for
what gains a man saves by Ease, he will find ire&8s ... Labour
adds Oyl to the Lamp of Life when thinking Inflamiés.. Men
will grow stronger with working.” ... And the woris to be on a
definite plan, not mere tiring out of the body. ‘@hildish silly
employ leaves their minds silly.” [7]

Of course the college is to have a proper libratgo a “physick-
garden”, laboratories for the preparation of meghiciand the like.

In calculating the working strength of the colle¢fee number of
three hundred was only selected for the purposeak clearly
illustrating the proportion of necessary and swpwork. The
college, however, might be considerably largemight number
three thousand members, especially in districts revhgtaple
products are manufactured. Nor need it be confioetthe trades
enumerated. Even seafaring men might join it angbyerts



Rows

Eﬂ"ﬂﬂﬂﬂn Cromwell and Communism Eduard Bernstein Halaman 273

advantages, provided that they undertook to endowith their
goods or the value thereof. [8] In short, it shdogd*an epitome of
the world”.

A College thus constituted cannot so easily be oadas single men,
whatever changes comes (except the People areoykdtr for if

plundered, Twelve months time will recruit againkd_the Grass new
mowed, the next year supplies again; Labour bropginsupply as the
Ground doth; and when together, they assist onghanobut when
scattered are useless, if not preying upon onéranot

The first edition of the Proposals was dedicatedbifers to his
co-religionists, the “Children of Light named inose Quakers”.

“The consideration of your great Industry and dihge in all

affairs of this Life, your great charity in relieyg your own Poor,
and others also, as occasions offer, your great altypr
acknowledged by all, and your religious Sincerityown to the

Lord; Hath induced me to Dedicate these followingp®sals to
your serious Consideration, whilst | think you ayeegular Body,

willing and capable of such an Undertaking ... teof having

thought of the misery of the Poor of this Nationgdat the same
time have reckoned them the Treasure of it, theouabf the Poor
being the mines of the Rich, and beyond all thaiibs Master
of; and many thoughts have run through me how thesmes that
the Poor sh’ be such a Burthen and so miserabdefram it might

be prevented; whilst | think it as much more clyatdg put the

Poor in a way to live by honest Labour, than tontaan them idle,

as it wd be to set a man’s broken leg, that he troghhimself,

rather than always to carry him.” The dedicatiofolfowed by an

introductory disquisition in which the leading eocomc ideas of
Bellers are developed.
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It commences as follows: “It's the interest of tieh to take care
of the poor and their education, by wh. they vake care of their
own heirs.”

But Bellers knew that by stressing the need of igsiom for future
generations he would gain but little sympathy fritva rich for his
proposals, and hence he was careful to promise #meimmediate
advantage, namely the profits of the college. Hé& hbat a
profitable enterprise would attract money, lasglen and do most
good. What sap is to a tree, profit is to a busipgsstimulates its
growth and keeps it in vigour. We see that Belles by no
means a dreamer. He recognized with a keen eyspihie of his
time, and in this respect is even ahead of thé&#ngof his period.

He observes that out of consideration for theirfifgahe rich
would find it advisable to provide for the poor] [9

“For if one had a hundred thousand acres of Land,as many
pounds in money, and as many cattle without a Ledspwhat wd
the rich man be but a Labourer. And as the Labsurake men
rich, so the more Labourers, there will be the mocd men

(where there is land to employ and provide for th&mhe rich

therefore had an interest in seeing that honeskevemarried as
soon as they had come to mature age. [10]

“For is it not strange to consider how industrigbs world is, to
raise corn and cattle, wh. only serves men, and megligent of
(or rather careful to hinder) the increase of mefPie increase of
the Poor is no burthen, but advantage, becauseotingniencies
increase with them”, he writes a hundred yearsriedftalthus.

The mercantile system which in the seventeenthucgnivas
represented in England by Thomas Mun, Josiah Chilthrles
Davenant, and others with more or less ability; vpastly a
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reaction from the preceding monetary system. Ainatgrinciple

of this system was the prohibition of exports oldgand silver, or,
more properly speaking, it was the theoretical eggion of a
practice perfectly normal in a state of society ahhproduced
mainly for direct consumption, that is, the feudsystem.

According to this system, foreign trade consistsaat exclusively
in the exchange of surplus home production forifpreroducts.

Simultaneously with the decay of the feudal unitgoamduction

and with the rise of the monetary system, foreigle lost the
characteristics of primitive barter and became d@asmgly

differentiated in independent purchases and sé&lessequently
the prohibition of the exportation of money wag telbe a serious
inconvenience, and the champions of foreign tramtebated this
prohibition by arguing that the main point was tlo¢ separate
transaction but the final result: who laughs laghat is to say,
who makes a surplus in the end — laughs best. Amgpihis to the
whole country, the main thing was that its tradéhwther nations
should in the end show a balance in its own fathe theory of
the balance of trade), in this case any money ¢sgowould

return with interest and compound interest, asctiva, cast out in
seed-time, is returned many times over in the rsury&l]

It may be contended that this theory was based w@pgneater
reverence for money than the monetary system whmtmbated.
But in arguing against the monetary system, or ri@netary
policy, it emphasized the importance of ¢rction,of labour, in
obtaining a favourable balance of trade, arid ermted a system
of Protection designed to stimulate production atebvelop
manufactures. In thus stressing produckaeur as the source of
wealth it prepared, at the same time, the way foew school of
thought which strove to be emancipated from mohey.662 Sir
W. Petty ascribed the value of commodities to thdolr
embodied in them, and in the person of Bellers neoenter the
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first socialist who tried to put this idea into ptiae, that is to say,
to justify the antagonism to money which he shandh all
communists.

“This College-Fellowship will makeabour, andnot
moneythestandard to value all Necessaries; Bnd tho’ money hath
its Conveniencies, in the common way of livinghéing a pledge
among men for want of credit; yet not without itssahiefs; and
call’d by our Saviourhe Mammon of Unrighteousnesapst Cheats
and robberies wd go but slowly on, if it were not imoney: And
when People have their whole dependence of Traalnigloney,
if that fails or is corrupted, they are next doorrtiine ; andhe
Poor stand still, because the Rich have no moneynploy them, tho’ they
have the same Land and Hands to provide Victuats @ioaths, as ever
they had;wh. is the true riches of a nation, and not theayan it,
except we may reckon beads and pin-dust so, becaeideave
Gold atGuineyfor them.” [12] Money is a “crutch” which a
country, in a sound condition, does not require ampre than a
healthy body requires a crutch.

Whereas often now the Husbandman and Mechanicks &t ruined,
tho’ the first have a great crop, and the secoddstriously maketh much
manufacture; money and not Labour being made tlmndatd, the
Husbandman paying the came Rent and Wages, ashiserop yielded
double the Price; it being no better with the meaties, where it is not
who wants his Commodity, but who can give him mofosyit (will keep
him) and so often he must take half the value imeyo another cd give
him in Labour that hath no money. [13]

In conclusion, Bellers traverses a number of olgast which
might be raised against his proposal. We quote ethais his
answers which throw most light on his trend of ol

To the objection of thaifficulty of the undertaking, Bellers
answers that what would be impossible of an indiaidvould be
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quite possible for a number working together. Areddives the
example quoted by Marx @apital, vol.i: “As one man cannot,
and ten men must strain, to lift a tun weight, ge¢ hundred men
can do it only by the strength of a finger of eatthem.”

Scarcity or Faminavas not to be feared in the college, since there
would be no temptation to waste their stores ireotd heap up
money. “And there hath seldom been any years ofcigabut
years of Plenty have been first.” [14]

But would the more highly paid workmen join thelegke which

only offered them a mere subsistence? To this pkesethat the
college offers far more than this, since it rel@vleem of anxiety
concerning their children, cases of sickness, [£8.Extra pay
might moreover be granted for performances beyonzkréain

average standard. However, not all poor people dvdag so
foolish as the Spanish beggar-woman who would eohér son
accept a situation with an Englishman as he wdwddeby lose the
chance of becoming King of Spain. “For tho’ someoPget

estates, how many more become miserable?”

Another point raised is whether people would subtoitthe
confinement of the college.

This confinement need not be an absolute one, nee rtiwan
“absolutely needful for the good government of tolege”. And
he thinks the “Plenty and Conveniencies in the &gal will
sufficiently allay the hardness of the College sule

Bellers excuses his proposals as to differencedress with the
remark that these would only correspond to actuablysting
distinctions. Probably he simply meant to make acegsion to
the more prosperous elements he desired to atifaceover, the
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prescription of a uniform clothing would have noubdb been
worse still.

But however plausible he made his proposals he doeappear
to have found, with the “Children of Light’, the mport he
expected, or at least sufficient support. Possibly was simply
due to lack of means, as the pockets of the menbenes severely
taxed. [16] However this may be, the first editioh Bellers’

Proposals was followed by a second in the followegr, which,
instead of being dedicated to the Quakers, wagilbest to the
Lords and Commons of Parliament and to the thoughtfd those
concerned for the public weal. The former are retee to
examine the proposals made in the pamphlet andrtg them out
for the benefit of the nation.

They were urged to grant any concessions necedsaryhe
establishment of these associations. It was nbetmferred from
this that he required a monopoly for his societiesthers tried to
put into execution any similar or somewhat modiffgdns, they
should by all means be encouraged therein. Thauthibul”, etc.,
are requested to deposit subscriptions and cotitsiimi for the
projected enterprise with two inhabitants of they@nentioned by
name, one a merchant and the other a lawyer. Fordst this
edition differs little from the first. The workingapital required is
put at a somewhat higher figure than in the foredition, as the
£15,000 for ground, livestock, and working materiais
supplemented by £3,000 for buildings. Moreover, dngount of
the shares is fixed at a higher rate; and the awaiso discusses a
further objection that might be raised, namely,t tthee college
might engender laziness and monkish habits. Findily readers
and friends are requested, in a special appealfotward
communications as to available sites that mighsuoged for the
college, etc. The second edition, however, doescontain any
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fundamental alterations in the plan of the entegror the
arguments in its favour.

The following additional sentences which it consaias compared
with the first edition, deserve special noticeb#lieve the present
idle hands of the poor of this nation are ableaiee provision and
manufactures that w” bring England as much treaasrthie mines
do Spain, if send them conveniencies abroad; whah dan be
thought the nation’s interest more than breedindg?apple with it
among ourselves, wh. | think wd be the greatestramwgment of
the lands of England that can liejeing the multitude of people that
makes land in Europe more valuable than land in #gaeor in Holland
than Ireland” The college is a “Civil Fellowship rather than a
religious one”.

A copy of this edition, as Robert Owen tells us s

autobiography, was accidentally found, about 18dy/,Francis
Place, the well-known Radical, while sorting ouimso useless
books from his library, and he at once brought iDven with the
words: “I have made a great discovery — of a watkoaating

your social views a century and a half ago.” Owsked for the
pamphlet, and told Place he would have a thousapi@s made of
it for distribution, and would acknowledge that tlaithor

deserved the credit of being the parent of the, itldthough mine
had been forced upon me by the practice of obsgriaucts,

reflecting upon them, and trying how far they waseful for the
every-day business of life”. [17]

Owen kept his word, and thus Bellers became attthet more
generally known.
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2. Bellers’ Essays and Other Writings

We must suppose that the general public did natcevsufficient
interest for Bellers’ proposals and that new olxpest were raised.
Anyhow, in 1699 Bellers published a new pamphletciwhto a
great extent, turns upon the views set forth inRheposals. This
is the publication entitleBissays about the poor, Manufactures,
Trade, Plantations and Immorality, and of the Elasty and
Divinity of Inward Light[18]

The essays are remarkable in many respects anbdywafrthe best
passages of tHeroposals

In a dedication addressed to the Houses of Partigmée
pamphlet opens with a reference to the weaversurbiances in
London during the preceding Parliamentary sessidhe indigent
of any single trade could venture to defy, formaetj the whole of
Parliament, what might be expected if a hungry nudé entered
the houses of some of the possessing class? Tisategs should
consider this. The possessing classes might heemfked by fines,
the healthy by the infliction of bodily pain; buvhat can awe the
misery of starving?” This is followed by a shortsclission of
three questions with reference to establishments thoe
employment of healthy unemployed. The questionoawtiether
the working of these establishments by the Statéyoprivate
persons is preferable is answered by Bellers indawf the latter.
He says that the State works expensively and adtami
badly. [19]

The State should only be left to provide for thtgtally unable to
work. The question as to whether it would be betterselect
certain specified trades for the employment of dmemployed
poor, or whether it would be better to place therpa individual
households, is answered by Bellers with the argisnailready
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known to us in favour of joint housekeeping anccofordinating
the most various branches of production and empéoym

Bellers then deals with the questioiiov the Poor's Wants will be
best answered, and the nation’s strength and riche®ased’

He says that the poor suffer from four evils, ngme&d education
in their youth, want of regular employment, wantcohstant sale
for the products of their work, and want of su#ict sustenance in
return for the work performed. All these evils ablde remedied
by the colleges or colonies proposed by him. Thewyld at the
same time increase the value of the land of thdityoand gentry,
populate districts which were then thinly populatednd
counteract the congestion in other places. Thug teuld, for
instance, draw away the excess of population fromdion, which,
containing 10 per cent. of the total populatiorthed country, was
decidedly too populous. “The nation can maintaihdaumber of
tradesmen and gentry, in proportion to the numbealoourers
that are in the nation to work for them.”

The first essay is toshew that 500 Labourers, Regularly Imploy’d, are
capable of Earning £3,000 a year more than willgkégen?.

The demonstration, supported by figures, is intoeduwith the
remark that if productive labour had not from tirstfproduced
more than it had cost, the human race would hameskad long
ago. “By computation, there is not above two-thiofishe People
or Families of England that do raise all necessarfer
Themselves, and the rest of the people by theoughkand if the
one-third; wh. are not Labourers, did not spendentban the two-
thirds wh. are Labourers, one-half of the PeopleFamilies
Labouring cd supply all the nation.” People miglhjezt to his
budget that according to it every worker was, onasarage, to
earn 16d. per day, while in reality at the time gawith the
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greatest exertion, would scarcely earn 6d. or &us,The says, is
quite correct, but it was so just because the @®deor 10d, went
into the pocket of the ground-owner or dealer. “Edne products
commonly stands the user in double the price thetenahad.”
Again, the great difference between the amount faithe actual
producer — the artisan-and the price of the gooas also due to
the bad social organization of production. It “ieet great
Unhappiness of many of our mechanicks, that theykema
Commodities when nobody wants them”. With a better
organization of labour, therefore, more wages cangddyiven and
less work could be demanded from the individual] atll the
working of the colony would remunerate the investoircapital.

The second essay endeavours theWw howb00,000 pooare
capable to add 43 millions value to the nation

As regards the calculation, the proof relies on sheplus work
which the poor are capable of performing and whig#llers
“capitalizes” at 5 per cent., as well as on theugamparted by
their work to land. More interesting than this goated
calculation are the propositions brought forward Bsllers in
support of his ever-repeated thesis that “the bBmmeof regular
labouring people is the Kingdom'’s greatest tregsstrength and
honour”.

Land, cattle, houses, goods and money are butateag of riches, they
are dead without people; men being the life andl aiothem.

Double our Labouring People and we shall be capableaving double
the noblemen and gentlemen that we have; or tistdtes will be worth
double what they are now: But if it were possilddricrease our houses
and treasure (and not our people) in such exdesstie poorest man in
the Kingdom were worth a million of money. Thereshbe as many of
those rich men hewers of wood and drawers of watlenvmen and
threshers, as we have of such Labourers now iKithgdom, or else we
shd be under Midas’ Golden Curse, starve for wabtead, tho’ we had
our hands fill'd with gold.
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To say foreigners wd supply us for money. Yes,ibig their labouring
people must do it; who also being subjects to fprgirinces, may take
their turn to come and plunder as well as feed us.

There are no increasing of rich men, but as pdowdeers increase with
them;where there is no servants, there can be no masters

Passing on to the question of the organizationabblir, Bellers
points, among other things, to the increase of “tlhexessitous
poor” through “the uncertainty of fashion”, a sultjevhich he, as
a Quaker, had particularly at heart. He points that in winter
many industrial labourers were out of work becadsalers and
master weavers would not invest any money befoey #new
what would be the next fashion. In the spring, loe dther hand,
sufficient hands could not be obtained at shoriceofThen large
numbers of apprentices and chance helpers weréosefork,

hands were withdrawn from the plough, and futurggaes were
introduced in the town.

Passing over a rather interesting digression teetfeet that “dear
bread will make dear manufactures and ruin trade”which
almost the whole Free-Trade gospel is anticipatedwill turn to
Bellers’ criticism of trade in general, and of figre trade in
particular.

In theEssay on Tradesmdre writes: “Merchants and tradesmen
are to a nation as Stewards, Bayliffs, and Buthmes to great
Families,” and are therefore useful as a good gowent is to a
nation. “But as traders are useful in distributinigs only the
Labour of the Poor that increaseth the Richesdteon, and tho’
there cannot be too many Labourers in a nationthédir
imployments are in a due proportion; yet there rhaytoo many
traders in a country for the number of labourerBradesmen
might become rich while the nation might be impdsteed
through “extravagancy”. An instance as to the comsion of
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wine forms the transition to th#ssay on Foreign Traddde says that
this trade also is useful by introducing into thmumtry, among
other things, articles of art and of consumptioncoltthe country
itself ,::does not produce, but this trade alsqrfitable to a
country inasmuch as “ornamental or delightful” tisrare brought
over which are not produced in the country. Buthis matter a
“voluptuous age may easily fall into excess, wittess and
pleasure, whilst nothing can be strictly said tacim a nation but
what increaseth its people ... But how much of shks, oyls,

pickles, fruits and wine we receive from Turkewlyt Spain and
France ... are an equivalent and of equal use,twvluisthe more
lasting and needful clothes and provision we sarndar them wa
be, may be some question.”

Supposing we send 400 thousand pound a yeangifshmanufacture to
them 4. Countries, and by the returns, the mershamd retailers may get
30 per cent. wh. makes 250 thousand pounds valperied, to be spent
in England Now, Quere, whether this 400 thousand poundsdast out,
is not rather the nation’s expence, than the 12ughAnd pounds the
traders get, may be supposed to add to the natsotk? And another
question is, what of it is prudently spent with dory and how much is
extravagantly wasted, to the ruin of the bodies asthtes of the
spenders?

If we send 100 thousand pound of manufactures tdlahtb and
Germany, we have commonly some useful manufactfwesthem;
however, if we did employ our own idle poor uporerth things, it's
possible they wd be able to raise most of themdargoods we want.

“But then our woollen manufacturers that supplyntheountries
wd complain of such new manufacturers; as somedsince men
lately petitioned the Parliament, that Flander® Isled be allowed
to come into England that thereby they might hasteb vent for
their cloth in Flanders. And thus”, Bellers writesid in doing so
he really says the last word on the eternal disptifeee trade and
protection, “whilst our manufactures are disprojood to our
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husbandmenye are, and shall be like limbs out of joint, alway
complaining, lay us wh. way you wilFor wh. reason several Laws,
made for incouraging of Trade, doth but raise aesiine war
among our mechanics, because the advantage ofrade iB often
the ruin of another.”

And the essay concludes with the query: “If we db aepopulate
our country by pineing many at home for want of nthe
manufactures, and especially food, wh. we sendaabhrio supply
the pride and luxury of others by the returns?” 0‘lthousand
pounds”, adds Bellers, “imported to be spent at éofor 100
thousand pound sent out, leaves the publick néeerither at the
yeare’s end.”

There follows next agssay on Moneyt expands the ideas set forth
in the introduction to th@roposals “Land, stock upon it,
Buildings, and money are the body of our riches, @nall these”,
Bellers says, “money is of least use.” . . . “Laadl live stock
increase by keeping, buildings and manufacturesise&ul, whilst
kept, but money neither increaseth, nor is usetulwhen it's
parted with” “So what money is more than of absolute necgssit
for a home Trade, is dead Stock ... Money hathdualities, it is

a pledge for what it is given for, and it's the @ and scales by
wh. we measure and value all other things, it bgagagable and
durable, and yet it hath altered far more in vatuall things than
other things have among themselves, when therebuiathe one
2oth part of the money in England to what thereasv ... the
same number of days’ work of a man wd pay for aephe cow
300 years ago as will now, and the same labour palgh an
acre of land now as would then.”

We must remember that this was written when thehaukt of
agriculture and manufacture changed but slowly. Anen where
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Bellers starts from false premises, the idea wihiehaims at is
nevertheless correct.

The essay on th&bating of Immoralitiessserts that all
economical improvements are useless unless thegandined
with moral elevation. The ess&gainst Capital Punishmenbor,
as Bellers entitled iSome Reasons Against Putting of Felons to
Death is a very fine anticipation of the best work<Beafccaria and
others. He calls the premature death inflictedhey $tate “a stain
to religion”, and compares the relation of the aniahto society to
that of a scapegrace to his family. “If a man hachad or near
relation, that shd fall into a capital crime, he ugk all his interest
to preserve his life, howmuch soever he abhorredduit, in hopes
he might live to grow better, especially if he al/é such a power
of confinement upon him, as might prevent his a@ctsuch
enormities for the future. And this child, and nezlation, is every
one to the publick.” Moreover, it should not bedgotten that man
is not wholly responsible. “The idle and profaneueation of
some, and the necessities of others bring halmtesdlinvincible.”

Bellers stresses the economic loss caused to gdoyekilling

criminals instead of employing them in useful worik

penitentiaries, but adds that this is not the cemdpoint. He
appeals to the petition in the Lord’'s Prayer, “Feegus our
trespasses”, and inveighs against the excessivsthpaeant then in
vogue, of the gallows or penal servitude for sritadifts. Finally,
he demands that the detestable conditions exigtirige prisons
should be altered, and that the prisons should reedffrom
exploitation by speculative gaolers.

The booklet, which concludes with tBssay on the Inward Light
stamps Bellers as one of the most unprejudiced snifidhis time,
not on all points free from its errors, but almwsall points far in
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advance of the majority of even his more enlightene
contemporaries.

The same may be said touching the next publicatidellers, the
contents of which are sufficiently indicated by titte, which we;
therefore reproduce in full:Some Reasons for an European State
proposed to the Powers of Eurgpby anuniversal guarante@andan
Annual Congress, Senate, Dy#tParliament To settle any Disputes
about the Bounds and Rights of Princes and Statesafter. With
an abstract of a scheme formed by King Henry tharthoof
France, upon the same subject. And also A ProgosaGeneral
Council or Convocation of all the different Religg Persuasions in
Christendom(not to Dispute what they Differ about but) to tiet
the General Principles they Agree in: By wh. itlvaippear, that
they may be good subjects and neighbours, tho’ ifiérdnt
Apprehensions of the way to Heaven. In order tosgmé Broils
and War at home, when Foreign Wars are ended.” &wontl7 10.

In this, as in his other proposals, is notably dvamce of his
predecessors, although Bellers he is careful toenadlkwance for
existing circumstances. This pamphlet is by no rmeamabstract
essay, but is closely related to contemporary @eoges, from
which he endeavours to show the expediency ofroiggsals. The
War of the Spanish Succession, which had beengasgite 1701,
had involved great sacrifices in money and bloodl, still seemed
to be no nearer its end; it was from this that &sllderived an
argument in favour of his proposal of an internadio
confederation. In a dedication addressed to Que®te Ae points
to the sacrifices incurred and the alliance cormtudbetween
England, Holland, and Austria or Germany) in ortiersecure
peace after the end of the war, and how little guoize after all
this alliance afforded, on how many contingendigsnaintenance
depended, seeing that each one of the allied Sketésto take
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other conditions and circumstances into accounanraddress to
the Powers he further calculates the expenditun@en, money,
and economical welfare, incurred through war, diyecor
indirectly, by European nations since 1688 alortee ethod of
calculation in this case also is one which is thigtdy original for
that period. Finally, he unfolds his proposal. B#os to be
divided into a number of districts (say one hunjii@fdequal size
(cantons or provinces), and each State is to sead@ember per
canton to the Parliament of States, that is to eagh State shall
be represented therein in proportion to its sizd papulation.
This Parliament, which shall only deal with the esrtal and
general relations of States to each other, withatierfering with
their internal affairs, is to determine how manymbatants, or
vessels, and how much money each State is to rad canton,
in case a joint action should be required againgtetbreakers;
and according to the obligations undertaken in tegpect by the
various States, the number of their votes in thet jParliament
will be proportioned, so that, in addition to thegeographical
extent, their capabilities will be taken into acabWParliament will
then arrange as to the reduction of standing aremdshe number
of men per canton to be kept under arms in peaoe-ti

In other respects, too, Bellers shows himself is éissay far ahead
of his age. As the title suggests, he reproduces @ similar
project of Henry IV of France. In his comments #wr he
remarks that Henry had excluded the “Muscovitesiig$ta) and
Turkey from his scheme, which, in his opinion, vadase only in
deference to the Roman See. But, says ke ‘Muscovites are
Christians, and the Mahometans memd have the same faculties and
reason as other men, they only want the same appbes and
applications of their understandings to be the samea: But to
beat their Brains out, to put sense into them, ggemt Mistake,
and wd leave Europe too much in a state of war;red® the
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farther this civil Union is possible to be extenddte greater will
be the Peace on earth, and good will among men.”

In 1710 it required not only a high degree of iletetiual freedom
but also no small meed of courage to give expragsidghis view.
The other proposal in this pamphlet, theliious Parliamerit,

which is not to discuss the things that separdigioas, meaning
dogmas, but is to ascertain what the various wigihave in
common, which could only be certain ethical maximssalso a
remarkable one for its time, however slender itsspects of
success. It breathes a new catholicity. It was @rapriate and
dignified reply to the crusade against all denortnims not
belonging to the Established Church which had se¢mon foot in
the summer of 1709 by Sacheverell, and which, it017vas
instrumental in raising the Harley-St. John Tonalt®mn into
power.

One of the first acts of the new Government (17443 to tighten
the franchise by establishing a minimum propertalifjaation.
This may have prompted Bellers to publish in 17h2easay in
favour of electoral reform, or, as the title says Essay towards the
Ease of Elections of Members of Parliameft relates chiefly to
precautions against bribery, abuse of oaths,atelections. Cases
of bribery shall be visited on the bribers, as seelucers, with
punishments up to five times as high as the bribad,the making
of oaths shall be replaced by affidavits with I&ghinding force.

In 1714 he published a larger treatise, in whichahgcipates a
national health service. This, in fact, is the saf the essay
“About the Improvement of Physick 12 proposals, By wh. the
Lives of many Thousands of the Rich, as well athefPoor may
be saved yearly. With an Essay for Imploying thdeABoor By
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wh. the Riches of the Kingdom may be greatly Insegla Humbly
dedicated to the Parliament of Great Britain.” Lond1714.

The most important proposal of this treatise isegtablish a
systematic connection between the study of medieing the
practice of medical science with the hospital systeshich is to
be organized and financed everywhere by the pumidies —
Parishes, or Hundredths, Counties, or the StatdlerBealso
enlarges on the equipment and arrangements of tatssypleads
for the establishment of separate wings or spduisbitals for
certain diseases, and finally discusses curativthads (as we
observed in the Introduction, he was on intimategewith one of
the most eminent physicians of the day), but ofrsetnis remarks
on this subject are antiquated.

An appendix recapitulates briefly the proposal legé tCollege”,
which Bellers never tired of preaching up to hit lareath.

Thus as late as in 1723 he published a new essilg@An Essay
for Employing the Poor to Profitwith the motto, “If there were no
Labourers there would be no Lords; and if the Labmudid not
raise more food and manufactures than what did istubs
themselves, every Gentleman must be a Labourer]dledvian
must starve.”

The arguments do not differ from those in the farmssays,
except that those relating to money and foreigaetrare put more
tersely. Again and again he points to the vicisigtiof life and
appeals to “duty and interest” as mighty advocéiestimulating

the rich to active provision for the poor. We magfer, as a
remarkable feature in this essay, to the attituwttgpted by Bellers

to the struggle which was proceeding with incregsimensity
between the manufacturers and the mechanics over th
introduction of technical improvements in manufacig
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processes. Bellers, who is so impatrtial with reganshanufactures
as to declare it to be a great mistake to stimulaen without a
simultaneous development of agriculture — to be liblacing

more Men to a Table without putting more Food theyet most

decidedly opposes all legislation directed agamathinery. In

this respect his friendliness towards the workayesdnot blind
him for a single moment. Laws against reductiotabbur (that is
to say against labour-saving machinery and methaude) as
unreasonable, he writes, as if one would tie fast lvand of each
worker to his back so that two might always be neglinstead of
one. On this topic too he had perfectly modernsdea

The pamphlet asks for the appointment of a Paridang
committee to examine its proposals.

In the spring of 1724 Bellers publishad Epistle to Friends of the
Yearly, Quarterly, and Monthly Meetingthat is to say, of the Quaker
organizations, wherein he urgently recommends &mtlactive
care of the inmates of prisons and hospitals, yp#otl purposes of
propaganda among them, and partly in order to ingrtheir
material position as far as possible.

And he sang his swan-song the same yeaAmnabstract of George
Fox's Adviceand Warning To the Magistrates of London in tharye
1657. Concerning the Poor, with some Observatitesetipon,
and Recommendations of them to the Sincerely Reigyi but
more particularly to the Friends of London, and Mog-Meeting
of these times.” It is a warmhearted and impresatmonition to
his co-religionists not to neglect the cause of plo®r, nor to
confine themselves to mere almsgiving. It was ® Fhiends that
he first directed his plan for the organizationrafustrial colleges,
and his last word in favour of the creation of noelical
arrangements for the useful and profitable emplowna the
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unemployed is again addressed “more particularipéoFriends”.
In the year 1725 death snatched from his hand ¢émewhich he
had indefatigably wielded on behalf of the poor.

What he did by way of direct assistance for ther@oaw needy is
outside the scope of this work; the remark mayiseiffhat he was
not simply a benefactor in theory. It would also eyond the
scope of this work to inquire into the effect ofllBes’ writings

upon the corresponding literature of his and tHieviong ages. In
speaking of him we have already gone ahead ofehegpwe had
set ourselves to investigate. But this could noabeided, as not
only chronologically, but also as regards the attareof his ideas,
he stands out as a landmark between the communistheo
seventeenth and the reform movements of the eigtiteentury.

Footnotes

1. Child states, among other things, that in 16B8rg were more people
represented at the London Exchange with a fortun@aome of £10,000 than
there were in 1651 with fortunes of £1,000 and pserthat a dowry of £2,000 in
those cases was not thought of so much as sixtg wsalier one of £500 would
have been.

2. Macaulay’'History of England, etc, vol.i, chap. 3. Macaulay at the same
time quotes many instances of the low rate of wagéisose days. The weavers’
wages in Norwich fell to 6d. a day.

3. A bibliography of this as well as of the litaret of the problem in general up
to the end of the eighteenth century is given byF8i Eden,;The State of the
Poor, 1799.

4. We say best, as Bellers does not stand alorte this opinion. He simply
summarized the ideas of an entire generation d¢ampihiropic authors and placed
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them on a more solid basis. Even William Petty, mhee cannot count among
these, writes in favour of the unemployed, “ratharn the work of a thousand
people than let this thousand lose, through nonl@mgent, their capability for
work”. And again: “There need no beggars in coastrivhere there are many
acres of unimproved improvable land to every heedthere are in England”
(Essays on Mankind vol.i).

5. The full title runs as follows: “Proposals foaiRing a Colledge of Industry of
all usefull Trades and Husbandry with Profit foe fRich, a plentiful living for the
Poor and a good education for Youth which will lbeantage to the government
by the Increase of the People and their Richestavititdustry brings Plenty. —
The Sluggard shall be cloathed with Raggs. Hewfilahot work shall not eat.”

6. Compare with this and other proposals those iokt&nley in Chapter VIII.

7. The above sentences are quoted by MaRaipital, vol.i. He adds that “as
early as at the end of the seventeenth centuryeBelionceived with fullest
clearness the necessity of the abolition of thesqare mode of education and
division of labour which generate hypertrophy atrd@hy in the two extremes of
society, although in opposite directions”, angitértainly no exaggeration to say
that Bellers’ proposals contain the germs of thet barinciples of modern

pedagogy.

8. In the second edition of the Proposals we réaslalso at the sea coast may be
raised several colleges as nurseries to the miestedl and successful fishery.”

9. Poor is always used as meaning all those wherdkpn their work or on
charity for their living.

10. p.2.

11. This simile is used by Th. Mun in his publicatiEngland’'s Treasure by
Foreign Trade.

12. p.3.

13. pp.12, 13.
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14. p.20.

15. “From being poor they will be made rich, byampg all things needful in

health or sickness, single or married, wife anddcln; and if Parents, die, their
children well educated and preserved from miseng, their marrying incourag'd,

which is now generally discourag’d.” There is nonpetition or overreaching to
be feared at the college, and all these advantggsurchased by “doing only an
easie day’s work”.

16. At the conclusion of a pamphlet by Bellers mit@d in 1697, and which is
specially addressed to the Friends, there is arappigned by about forty-five
Quakers, to the Friends, in favour of giving suchollege a trial. Among the
signatories we find William Penn, Robert Barclayh. TEllwood, and John
Hodgskin. This pamphlefn Epistle to Friends Concerning the education of
Children (in the sense of thHeroposalg is to be found in the library of the
London Central Office of the Quakers.

17.Life, etc., p.210

18. On the front of the title page we read versés 3 of the 41st Psalm, and on
the back page some sentences from William llII'sésperom the Throne, from a
publication by Chief Justice Sir Matthew Hale amdni another by Sir Josiah
Child — “as powerful a King, as honoured a judged as rich a merchant, as
England ever had”. All of which passages refer e hecessity of sufficient
provision for the poor.

19. This was at Bellers’ time undoubtedly the case.
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Conclusion

THE currents of opinion which we have been studgogverge in
John Bellers. We have seen how the struggle betiveesections
of the ruling classes for political dominion, i sequel, brought
upon the political stage the most advanced sectbtise working
classes of the period, and thus led to the fornmradf demands
which anticipate the programme of modern politidemocracy.
We have also seen how a still lower stratum ofviloeking class
produced champions, who, adopting political shibbd and
utilizing religious communistic doctrines importdcom other
countries, elaborated a system of communism whiels more
advanced than any similar previous doctrines. e Harther
seen how the increasing distress of the pooresetaside by side
with the increasing prosperity of the comfortalkesses, gave rise
to a middle-class school of philanthropism, fullpbjects of all
kinds for providing a remedy by special institugon suggestions
that what was formerly the task of the Church stiobke
performed by the State, by private parishes, orobyanized
voluntary effort. We have seen too how a new coteepf the
State gained ground, according to which the Siaséead of being
an organ of a dominant aristocracy or the tool dyaasty, should
become an instrument for promoting the welfare lof amd we
further saw how there developed from the embittestde of
religious parties an advanced anti-clerical, angdatic school of
thought, which led to atheism or deism in one diog¢ and to the
founding of a religion without ritual, viz., Quakem, in another.

Quakerism is related to atheism as the school ofakoeform
philanthropy is related to communism. Bellers, baghQuaker and
social reformer, is an outstanding figure, and athbrespects he
represents the best tendencies of the movemehis Mritings we
find reproduced the baldest and clearest ideash@fadvanced
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religious and social reformers of the seventeestttuwry. Did he
receive these ideas from them, or was he acquainittdtheir
writings? It is possible, for it was not then custoy to quote
references, except when appealing to acknowledgéubmties.
He may, on the other hand, have received theses ighelirectly
through the channels of authors inspired by themfram his
surroundings — we might say they were in the a@.vwote under
conditions similar to theirs: at a time of distreafter a political
revolution. In 1648 and 1649 it was possible toidwel in the
feasibility of a democratic revolution, inasmuchtlas democratic
sections of the nation were then under arms; bd6B8 or 1695
such an expectation was clearly an illusion. Ondater hand, it
was then possible to launch a sharper criticisrsoaiety and its
tendencies, not only a moral condemnation of tregumlities
pervading society, but also a denunciation of t@emic powers
that were in the ascendancy and of society’s owhility to direct
its productive forces in the interests of the whole

It is the great merit of John Bellers to have pieext at so early a
date this aspect of the modern social order, aidsifustifiable to
suggest that his schemes and proposals bear thee redation to
the Utopia of Winstanley as the Revolution of 1688 to the
Great Rebellion of 1648, we must also admit that dueater
insight into the economic structure of society esponds with the
growth in wealth during the intervening fifty yeaend that his
writings are a refreshing contrast to the euloges the
contemporary apologists for the middle classes,camstitute the
most enlightened plea for the cause of the workiagses on the
eve of the eighteenth century.



