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Historians have disagreed about how far Cromwell himself was responsible for
his limited success as Lord Protector. : ‘

What is your view about how far Cromwell himself was responsible for his
limited success as Lord Protector?
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The extent to which Oliver Cromwell was personally responsible for his limited
success as Lord Protector has been a topic of dispute among historians. Many

interwoven factors ranging from individual bodies of power, to the constitution,

to the deep divisions in society contributed to preventing the success of the
! R R - == e i = o —

protectorate government. The limited success of the Protectorate rests in these

fundamentals; Cromwell's narrow basis of support among the ruling classes, his
failure to gain a functional relationship with his parliaments, which ultimately
prevented the establishment of a stable constitutional settlement

argument is centred on how Cromwell’s failures were a consequence of his

prioritizing godly reform over his want for ‘healing and settlement’. Coward \{U iffe. e
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Yfrom the ruling classes; according
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origins of the Instrument of Government. Unlike Coward and
investigations surround the life and influence of Cromwel
constitutional changes throughout the Stuart age and their impact on society,
Consequently, he argues that the failures were rooted in the deep divisions in
society and that they were then worsened by the Army presence in protectorate

rule. When considering the whole of the protectorate rule, it can bé argued that

the deep severances in society, coupled with the military influence in-g

government were the underlying causes of the limited success, however, had il

Aylmer’sffocus is on -

- -
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not been for Cromwell’s strong desire for godly reformation preventing cordial™ ",’(" -

relations with Parliament, the rule of the Lord Protector would most probably

have experienced more success.

A major limitation of the protectorate w e amount of support it received i,

hatever constitution might be ‘\» <.
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implemented, the basis of support for the Protector was too narrow’.! He claims
that this problem was rooted in the chronic divides in society; there were deep
civil-military splits among his supporters and many ex-Rumpers had turned

against Cromwell because they saw ‘a Protectorate as a step backward towards

westigation into the Qetele Gl
[L'\-'D\TT“J.. :u e

the monarchy’.> This view is supported }

opposition facing the constitution. With the u3e geches from contemporary

eacd My

preachers and republicans, Tanner concludes that the Instrument failed to Co ¢
. AL Lge M L

satisfy extreme republicans because of its creation of a permanent executive

authority, which was to a great extent independent of parliament.’ This meant

that the style of Cromwell’s regime immediately isolated him from the support

of strong republicans, thereby restricting the breadth of those in favour of his

government, However, the preachers cited by Tanner were Fifth Monarchist, a 'tng\

small radical group in the 1640s and' 1650s, so the extent to which divisions in_ o
) (L\A‘SLULAL\ AN

society prevented the Protector from gaining support among the moderate

majority of the ruling class cannot be determined with the use of Tanner’s ?g
B>
/

investigétion.

The protectorate regime was faced with the challenge of uniting a divided natiork‘: i i
LN s

that was still recovering from the civil wars. There were divisions b.etween\}h_.m,\‘“\x?

royalists and parliamentarians, but more i antly there had been a fall out

ms that ‘'no ingenuity could vl
Ao caden

bridge the gap between soldier masters—and-Tvilian subjects’®. He uses the H g
LR RN BN SRR

between the ruling classes and the Ar

Humble Petition and Advice to exemplify this. The Humble Petition was a\‘,c om L\Wexmal

(SN :t(. e \\
' G. Aylmer; The Struggle for the Constitution, London, Blandford Press, 1963, p. 148
2 "
toid,
* ).R. Tanner, English Constitutional Conflicts of the Seventeenth Century 1603-1689, London, The Syndics of

.the University Cambridge Press, 1928, p. 185

"1.D. Jones, The English Revolution, London, Heinemann Educational Books Ltd, 1931, p. 99



parliamentary constitution which moved the country in the conservative
direction that the majority of MPs wanted to go. Although the Army Council’s
constitution had been a principle area of conflict, the introduction of a

parliarmentary constitution did not ease the tension. This shows that desps

compromises the partitions remained evident, strengthening

argument that the chronic divides in society limited the succe

ML WTTS if,..-\’«ut

{

protectorate regime. That being said, Cromwell’s lack of popularity was npt
solely due to people’s dislike of the style of government, many contemporang
criticised his character. He lost the support of many allies and ‘his sympathizers

were outnumbered by his haters”.

Worden argues that Cromwell’s support diminished throughout his rule and vl ls

: who had once rejoiced in the regicid in the abolition of the

monarchy... saw their cause of retreat’® /Onlike Aylmer whose inquiry delves into

’

influence during the lnterregnum.Wu&mmmm{(\)gw U\

sources, like diaries and letters from parliamentarians during the protectorate, 1
J

the progression of society during the orden focuses on Cromwell’s ﬁ,,_l. (WG

A
to explore Cromwell’s impact on politics during the Interregnum. This leads to
e

I [
Worden to conclude that, although deep divides were apparent, Cromwell’s

et

unpopularity stemmed from the disillusionment of his allies, which was caused

by their perception of the Protector rather than the regime. He claims that

‘Cromwell was universally mistrusted’’ especially among those who were once

his allies. Many of his contemporaries thought that he ‘used godly reformation

as engine of his own advancement and he abandoned it and fatally

*B. Worden, God’s Instrument, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2012, p. 231
® Ibid, p. 232
" Ibid, p. 231



compromised it once the advancement had been achieved'®, however this can . ¢
C oelase Klemy

only be argued to a certain degree: Beliefs concerning religious toleration were

widely shared within the Army. By failing to fully achieve his aims in regards to

godly reform, Cromwell may have been perceived to be using godly reform as a

gngthens this argument by(mnﬂistc'wﬂ.

. Y
comparing the words and actions of vel;Tlaiming that ‘Cromwell’s public‘\’“’“w’ e

means to maintain military suppof

performance became more king-like. But whenever he described himself he
downplayedvit'g. Cromwell’s misrepresentation of his actions makes it plausibl ‘

that there may have been suspicion surrounding him. The protectorate’s driaw”\'jw -t
towards a more conservative government with the acceptance of the Humble

Petition and Advice, most likely solidified this distrust.

"L\tx\-l -»~#*\\:
blamed on Cromwell's character. Had there not been the civil-military divide in} X ,
\‘,\; = g]
society, Cromwell would not have had to jeopardize the support of his military \ J
, -\A;.‘." L] '.‘-'.K.!{ ey
and Rump allies in hopes of winning over the.opposition. Furthermore, . 1L ,(

throughout his rule, Cromwell never gave up on achieving religious reform in ';.,1 el

However, this movement away from the desires of the Army cannot be solel\fj

England, causing him to experience political isolation. In many ways his pursuit

for reformation prevented him from expanding his basis of support.

) Oy . 0
One of the main factors that 3ttribut failure of the protectorate rule 9, .. el s

was Cromwell’s personal prioriti€s. Coward belieyes that it was this rather than

his character that limited his succe ment revolves around the fact that

Cromwell often prioritized his aim for godly reform over his desire for ‘healing

g Worden, God’s Instrument, Oxiord, Oxford Unlversity Press, 2012, p. 233
® 1, Morrill, Oliver Cromwell, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 51



and settling’’°. Religious freedom and settlement were two contrasting goals.

The degree of tolerance that Cromwell wanted required progressive thinking; it

was far more radical than any toleration that had been upheld in the country

previously, yet at the same time he wanted a settlement, which meant returning

to the old cor;servative ways. It was difficult to push for one goal without stifling

the other. The Major Generals’ ‘reformation of manner’ strongly demonstrates€ .t .
Coward’s point. Following the Penruddock in 1655 Major Generals were added ek v *'““‘}1

Tive,

to local governments as a security measure; but after the failure of expeditions .
coe . g x-r"-‘-x_. ‘:-U\k—

to capture Hispaniola, Cromwell introduced the ‘reformation of manners’. This

\
A e

\.;'lt»l".-‘ .
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was most likely because he saw the failure as a sign of God rebuking England.
The majority of historians agree that the ‘reformation of manners’ and the
decimation tax were significant failures of the protectorate; they exacerbated
and unearthed divisions in society and ‘roused hatred in localities’*’. This failure
was a direct consequence of Cromwell favouring godly reform over the ‘hea!ir‘f‘Ws\»"“\L -
and settling’ of-the country. Although the initiative was short lived, its infamy

most likely impacted any future attempts Cromwell made to try and gain

support.

LR
experiment but can also be supported by the Fundamentals laid down by

PR URVATAE |

Cromwell in the parliament of 1654. Included in the Fundamentals was the
: \t_..,.u-\'.n_\’. \

preservation of religious liberties, a matter which he refused to compromise on. ¢, 1

[EEY < SO ¢

ties, which constrained his support basis. This is evident in the' Major General {

g, Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America, Longman Publishing, 1980, p. 268
g, Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America, Longman Publishing, 1980, p. 272



Few shared Cromwell’s views on toleration, making it a.gajor source of tension
d_\ AN e

Lp,}\l v—L( (AR N

¢ claim that, ha
Cromwell abandoned the cause he believed=im; path might have been
smoother.”* This reiterates the significance of Cromwell’s priorities in limiting
his success. Additionally, it challenges Worden'’s argument by suggesting that it &ﬂbuhb.\
was not the fact thatmréd to be moving away from his godly

cause, but his refusal to relent on these beliefs that restricted his support.

The contrast in Worden and Coward’s viewpoints lies in their focus. Wordengf}\i,,,w o

R

, s e
focuses more on why Cromwell lost the support of many of his allies whilst L 0

RN SPEPEL L
Coward concentrates on why Cromwell failed to gain support from the pre- | u: o i

existing opposition. Consequently, whilst Coward puts more emphasis on theﬁ. ed toned
,_--—-"_._._____- l"'-_.---___—_
actions and words of Cromwell, Worden observes how the Protector was wewed \ it

by his associates, When considering why Cromwell did not gain sufficient

support, Coward‘s argument holds more strength; because, although some € Gl Uiy

d W 'L\.\.k ~

were very vocal those who supported Cromwell’s religious aims an
opposntlons to his acceptance of the Humble Petition, were a minority among ™ &
the ruling classes. It was -Cromwell’s actions rather than his character lﬁzkatm\t e
limited his success. Driven by his desire for godly reform, he pushed for changes
such as the ‘reformation of manners’, which heightened pre-existing tensions,

preventing him from gaining sufficient support for a successful regime.

Cromwell’s failure to establish a strong working partnership with Parliament was /‘j};-kwwﬁ

closely tied to his failure to achieve a lasting constitutional settlement, which %%

2 . Woolrych, England WuhoutaK/ng London, Methuen & Co, Ltd, 1983, p. 35



contributed significantly to his limited success. These problems hindered the
legislative function of government and caused financial difficulties. The political
instability in the country made landowners increasingly reluctant to lend money.
The regime’s limited support created hostile parliamentary relations and failures
to achieve settlement, but factors such as the Instrument of Government,
military presence in government and Cromwell’s rejection of the Crown also

contributed.

gues that Cromwell’s failures with Parliament were largely a result of Qi \aows by

ieal mismanagement. He claims that ‘Cromwell did not grasp the need to -t~
build up a properly led and organized government party in the House of
Commons'®. Cromwell had several Councillors in the Commons as well as
several well-spoken military colleagues, but he failed to strategically place them

in the Commons for his benefit, Furthermore, Cromwell attended less than half

of the 800. meetings with his Council, from his wems_w&hh A\

\1 TR LT W W ALVTY

argues that ‘at times it is hard not to conclude that he was deliberately absenting
hm decisions with which he did not wish to be associated’**, This
lack of control of his advisors most likely fed into the problems he had
controlling parliament, especially given that as head of state he rarely attended

BRagement contributed to

parliamentary session. Although politic
]

Cromwell’s disharmony with Parliament, Aylmer ove/looks the significance of

the constitutions in preventing the smodth ing of Parliament. Iin the first

protectorate parliament, especially, it was the Parliament’s opposition to the

‘e Avlmer, The Struggle for the Constitution, London, Blandford Press, 1963, p. 150
14y, Morrill, Oliver Cromwell, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 87



Instrument of Government rather than Cromwell's management that

obstructed his successful governing.

The Instrument caused disharmony between Cromwell and Parliament; so much

so that ‘both [protectorate parlia had to be purged before they could

safely be allowed to proceed} aims that the Instrument infringed

/16

sharch... had done’””. He argues that the

parliamentary liberties ‘in ways
Instrument perpetuated the power of the Army and ‘there would be no
cooperation with Parliament until the Instrument... was amended’”’. There is

strength in this claim, as during the seventeenth century, the primary role of(l: relienklin
Parliament was to control taxation. Under the Instrument of Government,l‘ﬂ::'» k “‘\
Parliament first needed to provide-enough revenue for 30,000 men, a sufficient .. g0

fleet and £200,000 per annum for civil government, before they could control &u“.v»\wk‘,(

N

taxation™®. To many MPs, this may have been seen as a breach of their liberties

as it restricted their main role, which supports Coward'’s claim. Howeger, Bennet ¢ & Wbl

_challenges the extent to which the Instrument brought about new res OIS, e

Like Coward, he argues that the content of the Instrument troubled Parliament,

but emphasises their desire for military control, a desire he traces back to the

settiement presented to Charles | in the 1640s, He argues that a key issue in the
——r s

Instrument that was challenged was the Protector’s control of the militia®®.
Under a single head of state, Parliament usually did not have military control,
which suggests that it was the demands of Parliament rather than new ,

Lavas e KOs

constraints presented in the Instrument that caused problems. This is more

) Aylmer, The Struggle for the Constitution, London, Blandford Press, 1963, p. 148

16 g Coward, Oliver Cromwell, United States of America; Longman Inc., 1891, p. 104-5
7. Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America, Longman Publishing, 1980, p. 269
'8 A. Woolrych, England Without a King, London, Methuen & Co, Ltd, 1983, p. 32

19 M. Bennel, Oliver Cromwell, Oxon, Routledge, 2006, p. 228



likely to have been the case as during the first protectorate parliament, outside
of MPs attacking the constitution and toleration, the Army was the main points

of conflict.

Like Coward, Worden states that the Instrument was problematic for thekuc'\\ ',
RS A0 et L

m,_but emphasised the constitution’s ‘génesis’ rather than its content, s a
According to Worden, MPs were willing to accept the general outline of the
constitution provided that it was acknowledged to be devised from Parliament.

Worden develops his argument, by citing Thomas Burton - an MP from 1656-

1659- who said ‘the sense and opinion in the House was generally in favour of

the principa] of a parliament and a single person, limited as parliament should

see fit’® This implies that, because Army Council established the constitution,

many MPs felt that their power entitlement was undermined. Consequently, the
instrument lacked legitimacy. This problem of legitimacy is particulériy
highlighted by the Cony case. George Cony was imprisoned in May 1655 for“l '

refusing to pay customs duties on silk, on the grounds that the ordinance levying

" B e
;

customs duties was invalid as it lacked parligmentary sanction. However,.t‘hg‘-‘t“g:‘ w\v‘,;b_\‘
ordinance was legal under the Instrument of Government, meaning his case ,\‘
undermined the constitution, and consequently the position of the Protector.
The trial highlights how, by refusing the government legitimacy, the Army origins

abig- - WL

of the constitution limited the amount of authority people perceived of it, which
is likely to be a reason that Parlfament attacked the Instrument. These attack\i, i

coupled with Cromwell’s refusal to amend the constitution, also limited the

quest for settlement, which hindered the success of the protectorate.

0y Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America, Longman Publishing, 1980, p. 248



\'\ - retaliated to the Instrument to draw conclusions as to why there was such \

L@

Worden ex i looking at the introduction of the Humble

Petition and Advice, arguing that it was an anti-military constitution, and that
the large support was garnered from it being a parliamentary document. This
claim was justified by John Birch, an MP who had beéen the leader of the
opposition in 1654, and states; ‘our parliament could not be free by the
Instrument... were it no more, but for this freedom of parliament, | should be in
love with the Petition and Advice’*!. The phrase ‘freedom of parliament’ is

LA PR ¢
ambiguous without wider context. It can support Worden, by implying that the [  « .}

Wb

creation of Instrument in the Army Council had impeded the right of Parliament L< ‘

. P LR S \
to create legislatifre. However, it can also be interpreted as Birch saying that e h\»
=Nl phelen

content of the constitution constrained Parliamentary liberties, aiding Coward’s

argument. The slight difference between the views of Coward and Worden lies ’
: 2 KOst

in the focus of each historian’s investigation. ‘ (i.ﬁ, N
. |

Worden explores Cromwell’s influence in government during the Interregnum,

mestigation focuses on how Cromwell’s contemporaries viewed his,. oo
k‘J‘\ 6Nk

regime, Worden largely sources information from MPs, looking at how they | ' (... .

Yoy T el

; e L LY
strong opposition to the constitution. Meanwhile Coward’s investigation is' " l‘\

scale and compares the Instrument to the previous constitution. As a result, he

\\ dealing with the Stuart Age in England, meaning he makes use of a broader time

concentrates on the content of Lambert’s constitution, emphasising the changes
to parliamentary liberties. For exploring how the Instrument limited

parliamentary relations and settlement, "and in turn the success of the

21 B, Worden, God’s Instrument, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2012, p. 251

10



protectorate rule, the views of MPs provide a clearer picture, as it was their

opposition to the constitution that contributed to preventing effective

governing. However, whilst sources from MPs are useful, the evidence Worden %“""\{M Lot

presents is too limited, and at times too ambiguous, to fully conclude that the

majority of the Commons were most troubled by the origins of the constitution.

The fact thé Army was a main source of debate in the first protectorate

parliament suggestithat the content of the.._lnstrurnént especially, parliamcntary )
Marocew L

libertles in regard to the army, also played a substantial role in causing Cromy vell ’[

tensions with Parliament.

L

AR VALY

Even though the Instrument of Government was a central cause of Cromwell’ssu ¢,

limited success, it is impossible to deny that the Army were an underlying cause:

Both Aylmer and Worden argue that it was the Instrument’s association with thefy,, M\m“ o

f“——\—___
Army that hindered it. Worden postulates that the army was a permanent block

to ‘the civilisation of the regime.’” During the debates over the standing army
in the 1690s, the MPs referréd to twh traumatic points: the reign of the James ||
. Rk »\‘Lcww\
and the Interregnum( Hutton usgs this to justify his claim that the “ \'_ ‘
N Y Y

d government in the early 17" Century to

'transformation from a

militarised oné in the 1640s and 1650s was dramatic’®® This implies that the

A—
military’s presence in the country was viewed as damaging. It is possible that

Cromwell would have been more successful, had he cut his military ties; but

Ms. \Through the use of

Cuateie Lagrea §
Tanner afgues that ‘the army\ ot
(R N S

LN

Cromwell needed them to implement godly re

speeches and Parliament’s history of intoleranc

+

2
Ibld, p. 250
* R. Hutton, Military Dictatorship, (podcast], http://www.history.org. uk/histarian/module/8460/the-cromwell-

discussion, (04/10/2016)
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was the sole guarantee of toleration*” as Cromwell feared that.parliamentary
control would lead of persecution. This suggest that the problems Cromwell
faced with Parliament over the Army stemmed from his drive for religious
i i ’ . ) P : &u‘—h-n»tt“y\
toleration, supporting Coward’s earlier argument that a cause of Cromwell’s.

limited success was his personal priorities.

Another factor that hindered Cromwell’s parliamentary relations and the
fdundétion of a lasting settlement was his rejection of the Crown. Many
historians believe that, had Cromwell accepted the Crown under the Humble
Petition and Advice, support for his regime would have increased and it ‘would

have provided a familiar kind of resolution to civil strife’®”,

Although there is uncertainty as to why Cromwell refused kingship, Aylmer and' '

Worden emphasise the Army’s influence over the Protector. Ayimer claims that
s

Cromwell was ‘under very heavy pressure from the Army to refuse’®® and

Worden furthers this view, arguing that Cromwell's rejection of the Crown ‘at

the Army’s behest showed little security for civilian and parliamentary rule the
w s -y_\.(_; X l';:.
i \.' l“- i
ties to the army, and though there were only four officers in Cromwell’s original e |
Y - @N» el

o,
new constitution gave'?’. Cromwell’s military background meant he held strong{
L

Council of State, the Protector was still subject to their opinion. He had officers
in the Commons and also held weekly dinners with army officers, in which he

may have faced political lobbying from officers.”® However, there is a degree of

24 ) R. Tanner, English Constitutional Conflicts of the Seventeenth Century 1603-1689, London, The Syndics of
the University Cambridge Press, 1928, p. 183

25 B, Worden, God’s Instrument, Oxford, Oxford Universlty Press, 2012, p. 237

%6 G. Aylmer, The Struggle for the Constitution, London, Blandford Press, 1963, p. 149

7 B, Worden, God’s Instrument, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2012, p. 250

28 |, Morrill, Ofiver Cromwell, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 89

12
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willingness Cromwell presented to accepting the Crown. Coward, however,
_"—"_"‘-—--_——n_.,_.__ - — — — g

uncertainty ‘as to the level of influence the Army had over Cromwell. His,

=
ook @\

<'yy

meetings with his officers were unminuted making it difficult to determine what. . . L LSt
\

they entailed. Furthermore, during the rule of the Lord Protector there wasi'é; T
decline in the army’s influence in government. By the end of 1656, Cromwell
was in ‘close association with groups of advisers who had no connection to the

army.’?®

Unlike Worden and Aylmer, Coward finds ‘it difficult to believe, given the -

bravado performance in outfacing hostile army officers on 27 February 1657 and f‘[ it

W SR W)

d

43

at other times in his career, fear of the army was a prime consideration.’*° 'n \ .
. e\ ik e Ol

Worden and Aylmer examine how Cromwell still had the views of the Army
surrounding him, producing a causal link between their demand and the

rejection of the Crown. This is a reasonable conclusion given the initial
Ua 'k

contrasts this by broadening the time scale and reviewing Cromw_el!'§ dealings__'

. with political input from the Army in the past. Outside of establishing Cromwell

. —’_’_’_'__,...’-'
am_Protector, the Army’s influence in the executive had been minimal.

> y

» . ‘ . B '\_,'u. = _\
Worden'’s investigation places a lot of emphasis on the words of contempora%f{" e

~ Xy

. AU O
parliamentarians; whaose opposition to the Army, possibly caused them to view f

it to have obstructed their attempts at settlement. Meanwhile Coward focuses L: .
more on Cromwell’s speeches, in particular, those made in March and April of
1657. On 3rd March the Protector said ‘if these considerations [the powers
detailed in the proposed new constitution] fall upon a person or persons that

God has no pleasure in... that perhaps may be the end of this work.”* This leads

®a, Coward, Oliver Cromwell, United States of America, Longman Inc., 1991, p 146
0p, Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America,; Langman Publishing, 1980, p. 274
31 .

Ibid, p.274

13
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Coward to argue thatit-was-the-fear that he was someone in whom.'God had no
pleasure’ that made Cromwell realize that restoring ‘the monarch that had been
abolished by God's blessing'32 could result in ‘God’s rebuke’ and an end to godly
reformation. This idea is furthered by the speech Cromwell gave on 13 April
1657 |n which he repeated five times that God had blasted the title and name.

There is an apparent implication that he rejected the Crown as he believed it

{I’Qo ‘ [ ¥ hlf!'"

was the will of God, supporting Coward’s argﬁment that a key problem in~

Cromwell’s rule was his prioritizing of godly reform over his want for

g Rt o
settlement®. Bennet suggests that ‘Cromwell had no intention of accepting thﬁz{‘k‘\‘\f' -

. ui, s A\

Crown. He draws upon the same speech as Cowardjce;. but views that
Cromwell’s expression of interest during negotiations led people to believe that
he was favouring the kingship, when in actuality he saw no need to accept the

Crown. This discrepancy between their arguments is probably due to their
g»(f&l:u-w-%-'cf\(\
individual perceptions of Cromwell’s character. '

When Cromwell became Lord Protector, the nature of evidence available for
(\uS:uL&-‘{-

historians on him changes from a flow of personal letters to a series of

speeches®™. Since there is much controversy surrounding how genuine , o ..éc.y

Cromwell’s public image was; Coward and Bennet’s interpretation of his aell
PN L e ) ]
speeches partly depend on their views about Cromwell. Whether or Aot .,\
’ L R |"\\\',\:k”‘“‘
Cromwell wanted the Crown, the issue remains that had he accepted it, his -

regime could have been more successful.

2, T
Ibid
By Morrill, Oliver Cromwell, Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2007, p. 104
M. Bennet, Oliver Cromwell, Oxon, Routiedge, 2006, p. 251
35 p, Gaunt, Oliver Cromweli, Oxford, Blabckwell Publishers Ltd, 1996, p. 153-4

14



[

The argument that Cr‘a:well’s priorities prevented him from accepting the Crown ‘
: €4 ".:\Lu-: X, ‘v
is strengthened when reviewing why Cromwell was initially willing to accept the ™ ‘
Humble Petition. From the start of his rule, up until 1656, Cromwell had

adamantly stuck by the Instrument of Government, The turning point in

LTS

4. \ l\ L er

Cromwell’s attitude towards accepting a new constitution was the Nayler C\xje J

in October 1556. This was when James Nayler, a Quaker who re-enacted Christ’s i ’ \
Cael gt Vet

entry to Jerusalem, was sentenced to whipping and mutilation by parliame\::ut.‘ o Lsfar
The religious intolerance of the MPs concerned the Protector, and 'highlightéé &
the danger that parliamentary religious intolerance might be extended to

religious groups with which Cromwell sympathised’®. It was this realization that

most likely opened Cromwell to the idea of constitutional reform, as it presented

a way for him to keep the MPs’ intolerance in check. Even the establishment of

NP

the Humble Petition showed that Cromwell's aims were centred on the success
of godly reform rather than settlement, again supporting the Coiﬁard’s&

argument that Cromwell’s aim limited his success.

In summary, although many factors contributed to the limited success of

Q"' [ 4»-“" Ve
Cromwell as the Lord Protector, Coward’s argument is most convincing as, had‘---‘i‘*ﬂ'LM—?‘—““’
it not been for Cromwell’s drive for godly reform, deepening the divisions in

society and preventing the creation of a lasting settlement with Parliament, the

\

protectorate may have experienced more success. The fundamental pr'oblr-gms o )
for the protectorate were legitimacy and lack of support, which were inili_ak,.ih;wi\h ..\\
rooted in the chronic divisions in society and the Army’s role in the conception
of Cromwell’s power as protector- two key factors emphasised in the arguments

of Aylmer and Worden. Although these problems were out of Cromwell’s

¥p, Coward, The Stuart Age, United States of America, Longman Publishing, 1980, p, 270
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control, he exacerbated them by instigating the ‘reformation of manner’ given
Major Generals. Furthefmoré, Cromwell’s desire for godly reform played a key
role in guiding his quest for séttlement, as evident in the Nayler case. The want
for reform most likely pushed him towards rejecting the Crown, a decisic;n which
prevented the development of a lasting settlement in thé country and incteased

[
4

the support from the nili_ng classes.
B W&
2 L5
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