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COLONEL HERBERT MORLEY of Glynde was one of the 
most prominent Sussex men in the time of the Civil War. 
Born in 1616, he was elected a member of parliament for 
Lewes in the Long Parliament; he proved a firm and 
energetic supporter of the parliamentary cause, render-
ing valuable services at first locally in Sussex and after-
wards in the government of the country; returning to 
private life and local administration on the expulsion of 
the Long Parliament in 1653.1 It is, however, not so 
much for his achievements that he is remembered as for 
the part which he was expected to play in an abortive 
intrigue. Among his schoolfellows (presumably at the 
Free School at Southover, which had been founded by 
a lady named Agnes Morley) had been John Evelyn, the 
diarist, who was about four and a half years younger 
than himself. In spite of the divergence of their views 
the two men had kept up some sort of acquaintanceship. 
In 1652 Evelyn decided to settle permanently in England 
and applied to Morley, who was at the time a member 
of the Council of State, for a pass for his wife and for her 
goods; this Morley 'courteously granted', and rendered 
Evelyn 'many other kindnesses, that was a great matter 
in those days ' ; they included a letter of recommenda-
tion to the magistrates and searchers at Rye, where 
Mrs. Evelyn was to land.2 In 1655 Evelyn sold to 
Morley the manor of Preston Bekhelwyn. 3 Towards the 
end of 1659 it appeared to Evelyn that Morley could 
bring about the restoration of the monarchy; while this 
was sufficient to engage Evelyn to try to persuade 
Morley to attempt it, he was aware that the latter, if 

i These facts are taken from the a rticle on Morley in the Dictionary of 
National Biography. 

2 Evelyn, Diary, 30 May, 3 June 1652. 3 Ibid., 29 May 1655. 
Aa 
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successful, would make his own fortune. There was a 
certain amount of risk for both men, but this did not 
deter Evelyn from approaching Morley. 

The account given . by Evelyn in the Diary of his 
negotiations with Morley at this time is obviously in-
accurate. Fortunately a fulle~ account, compiled by 
Sir Thomas Clarges, is available in Edward Phillips's 
additions to Sir Richard Baker's Chronicle, as printed 
in the edition of 1665.1 There is also available Evelyn's 
draft or copy of his letter to 1\'Iorley of 12 January 1660; 
this is printed, together with Clarges's account and 
notes by Evelyn on it and on the letter, in some editions 
of the Diary. 

Morley had sat for Sussex in Richard Cromwell's 
parliament, and on the restoration of the Long Parlia-
ment on 7 1\'Iay 1659 again took his seat in it. He was a 
member of the Council of State elected on 14 May; on 
9 July he was made colonel of a foot regiment; and 
he was one of the seven commissioners appointed on 
12 October for the government of the Army in England 
and Scotland. 2 On 12 October he and Colonel Moss with 
their regiments and some other troops were ordered to 
guard the parliament; when Lambert came to \i\Test-
minster on the following day to prevent the further 
sitting of the parliament Morley and Moss were unable 
to resist him; the result was the second Exclusion of the 
Long Parliament. 3 At the same time the Council of 
State and the commission for the government of the 
Army lost their power. forley and eight other officers 

1 pp. 736-8; the account is a ltered in later editions; references to Baker in 
this article are to this edit ion, except when othern-ise indicated . The account 
r eached Phillips t oo late to be inserted in its prope r place (it should come on 
p. 719, immediately before the last paragraph ). In his next edition (1670) 
Phillips, probably at £,·elyn's desire, ga,-e a shorter accow1t of the negotiat ion 
(see E,·elyn's note. printed " -it h the extract from Phillips in various editions 
of the Diary): h e di,·ided it into tw·o parts , which are inserted in their proper 
places (pp. 683-4, 698-9), adding a new· circumstance in the second part. Bray 
found at " -otton a draft of his account sent by Cla rges to E,-elyn. For Clarges 
and Phillips see the Dictionary of Sat ional B iography . 

2 Commons' Journals, YU. 654, 708, 731, 796. 
3 ll'eek/y I ntelligencer, 11- 18 Oct., pp. 189-[9 1]; see a lso E. Lucllow, J1emoirs, 

ed. Firth, 1894, II. 137- 40. E,·elyn's cousin, ::\Ia jor Arthur Evelyn, was in 
command of some of the troops guarding the parliament and \>as one of the 
signatories of The humble representation (see below). 
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published a protest, The humble representation of some 
officers of the Army, to the Right Honourable Lieutenant 
General Fleetwood; it is dated 1 November.1 It con-
cludes with the suggestion that the Army should permit 
the parliament to reassemble, so that it ' may take some 
effectuall course, for as comprehensive an election of a 
succeeding Parliament, as the safety of the Cause will 
bear'. 

At about the time when Morley was composing this 
protest Evelyn first approached him. A justification of 
the exclusion of the parliament had been published on 
or about 24 October as The Army's plea for their present 
practice ;2 Evelyn wrote and published an answer to it, 
An apology for the royal party: written in a letter to a 
p erson of the late Councel of State; this was in circulation 
by 4 November. 3 An internal allusion4 shows that it 
was intended especially for Morley; Evelyn, who had 
perhaps already been in communication with him, gave 
him a copy of it. According to Phillips, Morley was con-
vinced by it and asked Evelyn to intercede with the 
king on behalf of himself, his brother-in-law John Fagg 
(of Wiston), and some other relations of his. A message 
was sent to the king by Colonel Tuke, who met the king 
at Pontoise; the king promised to pardon Morley and 
his associates if they had not been concerned in the trial 
of Charles I. 5 

There is nothing to show that Morley was trying to 
do more than secure himself in the event of a restoration 
of the monarchy; on the other hand, he may have come 
to t he conclusion that there could be no stable govern-
ment without the restoration of the monarchy. But 
while the negotiation was proceeding the attitude 

1 George Thomason, the collector of the 'Thomason tracts ', adds a dato, 
3 X oY . Birch printed the pamphlet, from a MS. copy, in J. Thurloe, State 
Pap ers, 1742, v n. 771- 4. Morley is attacked in a reply , The Lord General Fleet-
woocl's answer, &c., 8 Nov. 

2 The date is given by Thomason; the Fren ch ambassador , Bordeaux, refers 
to t he pamphlet in his letter of the same date (24 Oct./3 Nov.) to Mazarin: 
F. P. G. Gu izot, H ist . du protectorat de Richard Cromwell, 1856, II. 275. 

a Thomason 's date ; E velyn gives 7 Nov .: Diary. 
4 ' I . .. knew your education': p. 1. 
• Baker, p. 736. Charles was at P ontoise on the night of 7 / 17 Dec .: Calendar 

of Clarendon State Papers, IV, 1932, p . 474. 
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adopted by General Monck, the commander-in-chief in 
Scotland, changed the prospects of the Long Parliament. 
On 12 November he wrote from Edinburgh to the Mayor 
and Common Council of London, saying that he would 
endeavour to re-establish the parliament; this letter was 
delivered in London on 17or18 November. 1 On 19 Nov-
ember Thomas Scott, the regicide, Sir Arthur Hesilrige, 
Morley, and Colonel Valentine ·w alton, with five other 
members of the late Council of State, wrote a reply to 
Monck, expressing their approval of his attitude and 
promising to support him so far as they could. 2 In 
accordance with this promise Hesilrige, Morley, and 
\Valton went to Portsmouth, where they arrived on 
3 December; they won over the governor, Colonel 
Nathaniel "Whetham ;3 Fagg was sent into Sussex to 
raise forces. Fagg was soon taken and was brought 
back to London on 11 December ;4 but Portsmouth was 
too strong to be attacked. Evelyn had received a reply 
from the king which he now endeavoured to communi-
cate to Morley; it was, however, evident that the Army 
must yield and Morley appears to have taken no imme-
diate notice of the message. The Long Parliament 
reassembled on 26 December; :Jiorley returned from 
Portsmouth on the evening of 28 December5 and on the 
following day he and Fagg received the thanks of the 
house. 6 

On 2 January 1660 a new Council of State was estab-
lished; all members of it were required to take an oath 
abjuring the house of Stuart and promising fidelity to 
the commonwealth. Morley and Fagg, who had both 
been elected members of the Council, refused, with some 
others of the elected members, to take the oath, and as 
a result did not become members of the Council.7 Morley 
thus began publicly to diYerge from Hesilrige and the 
extreme republicans; this, however, did not prevent his 

1 Baker, p. 731. 2 Ibid., p. 732. 
3 A letter from S ir A rth ur Haselrigge in P ortsmouth . 1659. Their correspon-

d ence with Fleetwood is printed as Th e true copys of sei·eral letters from Ports-
mouth , directed by Col . S ir Arthur H aslerig. &c., 1659. 

4 P ublick Intell igencer, 5- 12 Dec., pp. [939-40]. 
6 Parliamentary I ntell igencer, 26 D ec.- 2 J a n., p . 13. ° Commons' J ournals, Y U . i99 . ' Baker, pp. 739- 40. 
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appointment by parliament on 7 January as Lieutenant 
of the Tower ;1 at about the same time Fagg was engaged 
in raising a regiment of foot. 2 Evelyn now again tried 
to enlist Morley's support; failing to obtain a satisfactory 
interview with him he wrote to him on 12 January, 
urging him to make some movement on behalf of the 
king; his language is extremely vague.3 He obtained an 
interview on 22 January ;4 Morley temporized, probably 
because he was determined to follow Monck, whatever 
the latter's course might be; he is said at this time to 
have been engaged with him and Sir Anthony Ashley 
Cooper; it was noticeable that he and Cooper were now 
attacking Hesilrige in parliament. 5 In any case, he was 
not strong enough to act independently, even if he 
had wished to do so. Another attempt to win him for 
the king was being made at this time by Sir Trevor 
Williams. 6 

On 28 January Monck, who was now at St. Albans, 
wrote to parliament to arrange for the disposition of the 
forces in London. To make room for his own troops, all 
the troops in London, with the exception of Morley's 
and Fagg's regiments, were to be moved elsewhere.7 

Monck arrived in London on 3 February. On the even-
ing of 10 February he decided to write his letter to 

1 Commons' Journals , VII. 805. H e was given his commission on 11 J anuary : 
ibid., p. 807. 

2 No commission is t raceable; t h e regiment, which was ra ised ab ou t P or ts -
m o u th, was stationed in London t owards t h e end of Janua ry: Baker , p . 740. 
I h ave not su cceeded in finding any notice t o show t h a t Fagg was ever governor 
of Portsmouth ; he h a d just b een brough t to L ondon at t h e t ime when E velyn 
d escribes him as governor : see Diary, 12 D ec . 1659, where h e is incorrectly 
called ' Fay ' . 

3 Diary and Cor1·., ed. Bohn, 1859, r. 426- 8 ; also printed in other edition s of 
the Diary ; Phillips gives a summar y . Evely n ' s n ot e on this lett er, printed with 
it, was written after 29 May 1660 and pro ba bly som e years later ; a n d is un-
reliable . 

The entries in Evelyn 's Diary fo r 10 and 12 D ec. are p erha p s t o b e expla ined 
a s entries for 10 and 12 J an. tha t have been misplaced; the exis ting entry for 
12 J an. b eing an attempt to rectify the a ccount. The text of t h e D iary shows 
s igns of revis ion a nd conta ins a number of s imilar problem s. 

4 Diary; Evelyn 's n ote to his lett er of 12 Jan. 
5 B a ker , ed . 1670, p. 699 ; Clarendon S tate Papers, III. 650 (16 J a n .). Coop er 

cla ims to h ave assured H esilrige, Morley, and W a lton, that Whetham would 
deliver Portsm ou t h to t h em: a u tobiographical fragm ent in W. D . Chr istie, L if e 
of Shaftesbury, 1871, i. 196. 

6 Clarendon State Papers, III . 655 (20 J a n. ) ; see a lso Calendar of the Clarendon 
State Papers, I V . 536. 7 Baker, pp. 741- 2. 
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parliament urging it to issue writs for the elections for 
a new parliament and to fix a day for its dissolution; 
one of the contributory factors which determined Monck 
to write the letter was Morley's promising him control 
of the Tower and the support of his and Fagg's regi-
ments; Morley told him that they 'all were resolved to 
agree with him in any matters that should be for the 
publike Peace and Settlement '.1 His attitude seems to 
have been generally recognized; this is made clear in 
Ludlow's account of his appointment on 11 February 
as one of the five commissioners for the government of 
the Army ;2 when, some time in March or April, Ludlow 
projected a plot to seize the Tower, he was assured, he 
writes, of the support of Morley's regiment, but appa-
rently did not expect support from Morley himself. 3 

The readmission of the excluded members of parlia-
ment on 21 February was followed by the appointment 
of a new Council of State, of which Morley was elected 
a member (23 February) ;4 at the same time the appoint-
ment of l\fonck as commander-in-chief on 25 February 
deprived him of his commissionership for the govern-
ment of the Army. He appears to have retained his 
position as Lieutenant of the Tower until the king's 
return. 5 He was returned as member for Rye in the 
Convention Parliament. 6 

Shortly after the publication of the Declaration of 
Breda (1 May) Morley and Fagg were negotiating for 
their pardons; their agent was a royalist, Sir Allan 
Broderick; this application, if Evelyn is to be believed, 
was unsuccessful; the pardon, he says, was obtained 

1 J. Gumble, L ife of General ~Vlonck, 1671, p . 243 ; J oh n Price, .Vlystery ... of 
H is M ajesty's H appy Restauration, 1680, p. 102. 

2 M emoirs, ed . Firt h, u. 223. 
3 L udlow reckoned on t he sup p o r t of th ree of the 'Generals that had been 

appointed b y t he P arl ia m ent ·, m eaning presumably t he fh·e commissioners 
a p pointed on 11 F eb . The three would be H esilr ige, 'Yalton, and Alured; the 
other t wo were }Ionck and }lorley : Jlemoirs, II. 242. 

' Commons' J ournals, \ "'II. 849. 
5 After L amber t's escape on 11 Ap r il t h ere were r umours of his r emoval: 

Calendar of Clarendon S tate Papers, n- . 653, 656. L a mbert's party is said to 
have won oyer i\forley's a nd F agg's regiments : Clarendon State Papers, III. 
706-7 (24 }larch ). 

6 A perfect list, &c . (Thom ason t racts in British }luseum, E . 765/9 ). Fagg 
was returned fo r Steyning. 
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only at a later date through the influence of Lord Mor-
daunt and at the cost of £1,000 to Morley.1 It is certain 
that l\Iorley was granted a pardon in July; Fagg ob-
tained one in the same month.2 Morley had been super-
seded as Lieutenant of the Tower in June3 and in August 
was deprived of the command of his regiments ;4 on the 
other hand he and Fagg were among the commissioners 
for the monthly assessments established by the act of 
parliament of 29 August ;5 and on 11 December Fagg 
was made a baronet. Morley had apparently returned 
easily and rapidly to his natural place in the normal 
political life of the country. 

Evelyn, when describing Morley's efforts to obtain a 
pardon, accuses him of pusillanimity in not attempting 
what Monck had achieved. The accusation appears to 
be unfair. Morley possessed neither the armed force nor 
the prestige of Monck; he was not strong enough to 
oppose or to dictate to the parliament. A declaration 
in favour of the restoration of the monarchy in January 
or February 1660 would have been premature; Monck, 
moving step by step, provided public opinion with time 
and opportunity to develop and to become conscious 
of its strength; all that lay in Morley's power would 
have been to start a new royalist rising, perhaps one 
ultimately successful, but only at the cost of immediate 
bloodshed and permanent discontent, and involving 
Morley in a breach of trust towards the parliament. In 
subordinating himself to Monck, Morley appears to have 
adopted a course at once the wisest in his private interest 
and the most beneficial to the public welfare. 

1 Clarendon State Papers, rn. 740, 749; D iary, 24 May 1660. Brod erick and 
Mordaunt appear to have been w1friendly . 

2 P .R.O ., Signet Office Docquets (Ind. 61 82), vol. 13. The day dates are 
not g iYen. 

3 Calendar of State Papers, Domestic, 1660-1 , p. 76 . 
• J1ercurius p u blicus, 16- 23 Aug . 1660, p. 546. His successor was H enry 

Mo rda1mt, E arl of P eterborough. 
• 12 Car. II, c . 9 (Statutes of the R ealm, v. 221); L ords' Journals, XI. 147. 


